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public the private business of the railroad companies. But I 
respond that a railroad company has no private business; it is 
the mere agent of the public’s business connected with the rail- 
road. The evils that publicity will remedy, while they are in 
part at least conjectural, must be almost incalculable in their 
baleful effects. At present the railroad directors and managers 
seem to be accountable to no one. The stockholders, and by the 
way the stock is largely held by the public, have no means of 
knowing how much of the revenue of the road is given in re- 
bates, how much is subscribed for campaign purposes, how much 
used in influencing legislation. 

Under the present régime it is altogether possible for the 
management of a railroad to make its stock comparatively 
worthless one year and of great value the next, while its busi- 
ness remains nearly uniform. For example, one of the great 
anthracite coal-carrying roads, a majority of whose stock 
is owned by the owners of the great coal mines, a little over a 
year ago was selling at 45 cents which to-day is quoted at $1.61. 
The freight on coal was as high then as now. It was ap- 
proximately doing the same amount of business. It would ap- 
pear that some one has noticed the handwriting on the wall 
and concluded that the time was approaching when those who 
would receive the earnings of that great road must own its 
stock. Publicity would injure no honest interest. It would 
go far indeed to restrain that species of robbery which is af- 
fected by deception and cunning. 

While I have the profoundest respect for all the constitutional 
safeguards surrounding private property and protecting vested 
interests, I favor with all my heart this legislation that will 
give to the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to sub- 
stitute a reasonable rate wherever an unfair rate has been 
found to exist, and to substitute a proper rate for one that is 
discriminatory. 

Much has been said and printed upon this subject. All the 
powers of human ingenuity have been taxed to the uttermost 
to find objections to this plain, conservative remedy. It has 
been said that it will unsettle and confuse the existing system 
of rates. There is no authority in this bill to interfere in the 
slightest degree with any existing railroad that is doing its 
duty. The only railroad that can possibly be affected thereby 
is one that is willfully disregarding its legal obligations by 
taking advantage of its official position to despoil the inter- 
state commerce of our country by taking extortionate tolls or 
that has offended by unjust discrimination. 

To wholly escape interference the railroad company has but 
to do its duty—observe its contract obligation which it took 
upon itself when it first accepted its charter and it can in no 
manner be affected. 

I have been surprised how many dispute the plain proposition 
that the railroads are public property and the railroad com- 
panies public servants. They seem to be afflicted with an intel- 
lectual perversity that compels them to combat this doctrine, 
again and again. 
upon nothing else. They repeat and re-repeat the 
wicked legal heresy that the railroads are private property, as 
though they expect by so doing, after a time, to give it the force 
and effect of law and- thereby to confiscate the public’s rights 
in the nation’s highways. 

Can it be that public officials free from all improper influences, 
sworn to perform their duty, all of whose transactions are to 
be public, keeping a record open to all the public, are less capa- 
ble of doing impartial justice than railroad officials, whose 
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lect reasonable tolls, to remain in the possession of the railway 


forever maintaining and operating it. It is true that the legal 
title—the mere naked legal title to the land occupied—stands in 
the name of the railroad corporation. But it is a mere naked 
legal title, without one particle of beneficial use whatever. The 


use is vested forever in the public. Not one of the stockholders, 
nor all combined, have a right to use that highway for their 
own private purposes because they are stockholders, but 
because they, like you and I, are members of the public. 
this is elementary in the law. Every tyro knows it. 

And what is ownership but the right to use and enjoy, secured 
to one by the operation of law? Such ownership every member 
of the American public has to every railroad in America. My 
distinguished colleague from Ohio, evidently in a desire to 
invoke and throw around this legislation something of diffi 
culty, begged of us to remember, in his very eloquent speech, 
that the railroad corporations got privileges and rights from the 
State governments; begged us to remember that the 
eminent domain came from the State governments. 
of it? The right of eminent domain comes 
from the public. The public domain inheres in the American 
public. There are not forty-five public domains nor is there 
one great public domain, a fragment of which belongs to the 
people of each State and a tattered remnant of which | 
the National Government. 
that belongs 


only 
W hy . 


right of 
Well, what 
from the 


people, 


elongs to 
But there is one great public domain 
entire to the American people and 
within its limitations under the Constitution, the 
Government may divest any part of that public 
private ownership and devote it to the public weal. “<o the 
various State governments, which within certain limitations 
are also the agents of the American public, may, within their 
constitutional limitations, exercise this power. 

The citizen living in Maine has secured to him by the law 
and the Constitution the right to use and enjoy the railroads in 


over this 
National 
domain from 


| California and Texas. To paraphrase the language of the dis- 
| tinguished Justice Black in the speech to which I have re- 
ferred : 
The American railroad corporations, wherever located, are charged 
with the duty of seeing that every needed facility for » of the 


ise of 


thoroughfare under its care shall be furnished to all Ame 
upon equal terms, like the justice promised in Magna C! 


n citizens 
arta, without 


| sale, denial, or delay. 


In this connection I can not refrain from again recurring to 
the speech of my colleague from 


Ohio in the last Congress, 
where we have a legal opinion 


impliedly expressed which I 


might characterize as something good, something new. some 
thing which nobody knew before. It is set forth in this lan- 
guage: 

If the General Government can fix the price of railroad transporta 
| tions, why not the price of the labor which is a nece ry incident of 
railroad transportation? If it is just and right and intelligent to 1 
the price upon which a train load of freight can be rried from N« 





tion was a strictly private right like the 


pockets are filled with gift stock in the principal shipping cor- | 


porations along the line, who are accountable to no one except 
a board of directors elected by a majority of the stock gathered 
together, perhaps, at the expense of millions? 


Recurring again to the speech of my colleague from Ohio, de- | 


livered in the last Congress, we find the statement “that in 
Ohio chere is a constitutional provision that absolutely prohibits 
the State legislature, in its own behalf or in the behalf of indi- 
viduals, to contribute one dollar of money to the building of a 
railway, and there is not within the geographical limits of Ohio 
one foot of railway built by public money, unless it was before 
the constitution of 1851.” That is true, Mr. Chairman, and the 
gentleman seemed to regard it as a conclusive argument com- 
bating the proposition for which I contend. There is, however, 
in every charter granted in the State of Ohio full and complete 
specifications of the public improvement which the corporation 
inust construct and build for the public, and the corporation 
covenants and agrees to build exactly the road specified by the 
State when it accepts the charter. It takes in lieu of its money 
expended in construction and in operation a franchise to col- 
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| just to fix the price of the hired men who are nec irily 
although every railroad company in America has asserted it | 


They have obtained judgments in all the | 
courts of record from Maine to California that were predicated | 


vicious, 


| tecedent in all the 


York to San Frunciseco, why, as an incident of that power, | not 


handle that freight? —s 

Here in these rhetorical questions we have the expression of 
a legal opinion that there is no distinction between the Govern 
ment control of railroad rates and Government control of strictly 
private property secured by all the guaranties of the Consti 


tution, such as coal mines or one’s own personal labor. To thi 


opinion we must accord the merit, if it be a merit, of entire 
originality. It might be said to be a legal opinion “after 
the order of Melchizedek,”’ for it is absolutely without an 


literature of the law, and yet my distin- 
guished colleague, believing that the right to control transporta 
ow he rship in a eoal 
mine or a blast furnace, voted for the Esch-Townsend bill in the 
last session in obedience to what he stigmatizes as “a 
public clamor.” This opinion and 
consistent what the gentleman said about our being 
the way to socialism, to Government control of corporations, 
ete. I deny, in the first place, that the widespread demand 
for this legislation that has found voice from one end of this 
land to the other is “a mere public clamor.” It is, upon the 
other hand, a great, persistent, determined appeal of an earn 
people calling for justice, calling, too, strictly within their con 
stitutional rights, calling for legislation not new in its prin 
ple, revolutionary in its operation, but for legislation that will 
restore the ancient landmarks; that will be a getting away b 

to first principles. 

It would have been competent for the Legislature to have 
fixed a complete schedule ef rates in the charter of every rail 
road corporation; but it would have been unwise, as rates 
should change or vary with changing or varying condition 
The courts have universally beld, question has 
come up, that the making of a railroad rate is a legislative act. 


mere 
perfectly 
well on 


this act makes 


wherever the 
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For fifty years railroad corporations have exercised this power as agents for the American people. And the contract 


legislative function, which was conferred upon them by mere 
implication. If the Legislature could delegate this power by 
implication alone to the railroad corporations, what possible 
reason can gentlemen conjure up in their minds why the Legis- 
lature may not, by expressed terms, by a carefully considered 
enactment, empower a public commission to supervise their 
actions? In every one of their charters when they took them 
was written the existing law as it then was, and it was under- 
stood to be a part of their contract with the public that their 
rates should always be reasonable. 

Members of the public in dealing with the roads as a rule do 
not stand upon an equality from the very nature of the business 
transacted between the railroad and the individual. He in or- 
dinary cases is not able to protect himself. He is absolutely at 
the mercy of the railroad corporation, and it is a very mockery 
ol 
fairly upon the highway built for him he can have a remedy in 
the courts. Ina multitude of cases the entire value of the ship- 
ment which the citizen desires and has a right to make would 
not be sufficient to pay a good lawyer for his opinion as to what 

y he could get in the courts. 

As to how the unfair treatment of the shipper by the railroad 
would be corrected by the plan of procedure in the courts we 
may illustrate it fairly by what one of its advocates urges in its 
favor. Recurring again to the speech of my colleague from 
Ohio, I quote his exact language: 


remedy 


Why, Mr. Chairman, in the State of Ohio very recently a great north | 


and south railroad line refused to attach the switch of a coal producer 
to its main track and claimed that it had coal enough contracted for 
al! its carrying possibilities. ‘This coal was interstate-commerce coal, 
mined for interstate-commerce purposes, sold for interstate-commerce 
purposes, coming clearly within the scope and purview of the Addyston 
Pipe case. <A suit was brought in the State court to oust that railroad 
company of its charter and put it in the hands of a receiver because it 
did not do its duty by its patrons and because it discriminated in 
favor of the few. ‘There was no statute on that topic in Ohio. There 
was the common-law remedy. ‘The suit was brought, and it was hotly 
contested, until the railroad company, upon the hearing of motions and 
demurrers preliminary to the great struggle that was to come upon the 
question of fact, saw the handwriting on the wall and yielded and took 
on the switch. 

Now, let us assume that this controversy had arisen over a 
typical case. Let us assume that a farmer had asked for a car 
to earry his hogs to market. 
him and claimed that it had hogs enough contracted for all its 
carrying possibilities. These hogs were interstate-commerce 
hogs, raised for interstate-commerce purposes, sold for inter- 
state-commerce purposes. A suit was brought in the State 
court to oust that railroad company of its charter and put it 
into the hands of a receiver, because it did not do its duty by its 
patrons and because it discriminated in favor of the few. 
There was no statute on that topic in Ohio. There was the 
common-law remedy. The suit was brought, and it was hotly 
contested until the railroad company, upon hearing of motions 
and demurrers preliminary to the great struggle that was to 
come upon the question of fact, saw the handwriting on the 
wall and yielded and took on the hogs. Why, the farmer, an- 
ticipating unfair treatment upon the part of a carrier in a case 
like this, would have to ask for a car before he commenced to 
fatten his hogs. 

When the children cry for bread, would you give them a 
stone? So it is that the American people, fretted and oppressed 
and annoyed by petty grievances against the management of 
their own great highways, have been led to look upon that bill 
which seeks to remedy these things by granting new courts and 
new procedure in courts as a very mockery. They regard it as 
a legislative gold brick. 

And while the bill which we present may have in it errors 
and shortcomings, it is a long step in the right direction. It 
is in accord with the great public wish and will. It recognizes 
the true character of the railroad. It is not in the direction 
of Government possession and control of railroads. Upon the 
other hand, that threadbare heresy that railroads are private 
property stands right down the broad highway leading to Gov- 
ernment possession. If the railroads are private property, 
there is no legal, no constitutional barrier to prevent their be- 
ing taken by the Government for public use. If, upon the other 
hand, their status is as I contend—if they are now the prop- 
erty of the people, placed by solemn covenant and contract in 
the possession and control of railroad corporations—that prin- 
ciple stands barring forever the approach to Government pos- 
session, and we can have Government possession only by an- 
archy or revolution. 

Tell me, ye students of the Constitution, where is there vested 
anywhere in our Government power to terminate this contract 
or to violate this~ solemn covenant? The several States in 
granting railroad charters were acting clearly within their 





a remedy to suggest that if he is not treated squarely and | nine per cent of the railroad charters in America were issued 





The railroad company refused | 


thereby made binds the American public, where those charters 
are perpetual, forever. It will scarcely be contended that there 
is any power either in the legislature or in the courts to annul 
or advoid a contract thus duly made and ratified. 

It has been suggested here that there is an undefined zone be- 
tween a fair rate under this bill and a confiscatory rate. I do 
not think so. A fair rate, a fairly compensatory rate, what- 
ever that may be, the railroad has an absolute right to have. 
The word “ compensatory ” fixes the manner in which that rate 
shall be determined. It puts a quietus to the nonsense about 
railroad rates being determined by what the traffic will stand. 
It is to be a fairly compensatory rate. Now, whatever that is, 
if the rate fixed by the Commission be the fraction of one poor 
cent lower than a fair compensatory rate, it becomes confiscatory 
to that extent, because that rate is fixed by contract. Ninety- 


and taken when the law was clearly defined in the decisions of 
this country that the right of the railroad was to have a fairly 


| compensatory rate. 


Something has been suggested here about whether or not the 
Legislature of the United States has power to delegate to a com- 
mission what this bill provides it shall do. It seems there can 
be no question in this regard. I shall not cite authorities, but 
I wish to call the attention of this House to the fact that there is 
no distinction between what we ask this Commission to do and 
what county commissioners all over the country do now. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman- 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Texas? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman is a member of the 
committee, as I understand it? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question for information. On page 10 of this bill I find this 
language: 

That the Commission is authorized to determine and prescribe what 
will in its judgment be the just and reasonable and fairly remuner- 
ative rate of charges. 

Then I find on page 11 where you authorize an appeal that 
the rate shall be kept in effect until it be suspended or set 
aside by a court of competent jurisdiction. Now, suppose 
that the Commission fix a rate that is not just and reasonable 
and fairly remunerative and at the same time is not confis- 
catory. Now, is it the intention of this bill to authorize an 
appeal to the court so that they may set it aside, not on the 
ground of confiscation, but on the ground that it is not a just 
and reasonable and fairly remunerative rate, and to give them 
a better jurisdiction to determine that question? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. Why, if I understand the gentle- 
man’s question, a rate that is less than a fairly remunerative 
rate must to the extent it is less be a confiscatory rate. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. One that is less than a fairly re- 
munerative rate would be confiscatory ? 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. If it be less than a fairly remuner- 
ative rate it must of necessity be confiscatory, because the 
right to charge a fair rate is not for the first time granted in 
this bill. It has been an absolute right to the railroad ever 
since it was built. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now, you construe “ fairly remuner- 
ative” to mean “ confiscatory.” 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. No; a fairly remunerative rate is 
not confiscatory. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
“fairly remunerative?” 
ing of that term. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. It is a direction to the Commission 
as to how they shall determine a rate. Under this language in 
the bill I take it that the rule of fixing rates which the railroad 
companies have said that they follow—to charge what the traffic 
will bear—is condemned by this phrase. Railroads being public 
highways, I contend that a city having but one railroad, and 
not needing two—there being no reason why the public should 
be taxed for the building of two roads—the people living in 
that city on a single road should have as fair rates as though 
there were dozens of railroads there. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman ten 
minutes more to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, no vested right of 
or contract obligation to the railroad companies will be dis- 
turbed in the least. Their right to the possessions of the rail- 
roads themselves must not be interfered with; their enjoyment 





Why not strike out the language 
I would just like to know the mean- 
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of every franchise which was granted them is to be held sacred. 
The publicity which we seek will immensely benefit the stock- 
holders and employees of the railroads, for then railroad earn- 
ings which are legally collected for the benefit of stockholders 
and to pay operating expenses can no longer be stolen from the 
public funds and devoted to illegal uses. Railroad stocks 
should immediately be enhanced in value by Government inspec- 
tion. This should be welcomed by all stockholders in railroads, 
as the security and protection from imposition and fraud thereby 
accruing to them would be as great as the security given to the 
owner of bank stock by the official inspection of United States 
banks. 

In their crusade against this legislation the railroad com- 
panies took occasion to excite the fear of their employees that 
this legislation would affect the ability of the roads to pay good 
wages. I wish to illustrate the groundlessness of this fear by 
a simple illustration. Certain lines of railroad carrying coke 
from the Connellsville district to South Chicago during the 
year 1903 gave to a little terminal railroad in its division of 
a two-dollar rate from Connellsville to South Chicago 70 cents 
on every ton. This amounted to one and a quarter million dol- 
lars during that year, which was $1,000,000 at least more than 
the terminal road had any decent claim to. The two-dollar 
rate was a fair rate, and the roads doing the work gave up 
because of lack of proper Government supervision and control 
a round million that ought to have been kept in their treasuries 
to pay workmen and to pay dividends on their stock. This 
money would have given to each conductor who gave an order 
with reference to these coke trains a salary of $5,000; to every 
engineer who pulled a throttle to move one of these trains 
$5,000 a year, and to each brakeman that adjusted a coupling 
pin upon one of those cars $1,000 more than he got and still 
have money left in the treasury of the company to have paid 
something at least in addition to what was paid to the stock- 
holders. 

I congratulate the country in this latter-day awakening, this 
revival of political integrity, this widespread national move- 
ment to have everywhere a square deal. We have in the Presi- 
dential chair a great leader; a leader whose training and de- 
velopment for the work of this generation must have com- 
menced ages before he was born. Without such a leader our 
cause would be well-nigh hopeless. In a crusade like this the 


efforts of the people have seemed to be paralyzed because they | 


have not known whom they could trust. ‘His splendid courage, 
his devotion to high ideals, his prejudices in favor of old- 


fashioned, common honesty, justice, and truth have assured us | 


that not all the seductive songs of all the sirens to tempt him 
from the good old ship’s helm would cause him to steer a crooked 
course. Behind him and us in this matter stands a great, 
united people, strong and consistent in their love for constitu- 
tional law and respect for private property. I repudiate in- 
dignantly every imputation that attributes to the great public— 


when it asserts this, its rights—any ungenerous purpose to dis- | 


regard the rights of private property. 

I am not of that number who believe that justice and gener- 
osity will perish from the earth when this generation passes 
away; and I do know that no man has an honest fear for which 
he can give a reason that when the American people, now press- 
ing their demand for simple justice, now claiming the exercise 
of that power which belongs to them and to which they have a 


clear right, shall come into the possession of their own will | 


exercise that power in any other than a generous spirit. We are 
not on the road to socialism or anarchy or Government posses- 
sion. The American people do not favor any of these things. 
They can be more safely trusted than any single man. It has 
been said that the voice of the people is the voice of God. 
It certainly can be asserted that the long-suffering patience of 


the American people has been like the patience of God, and it | 


requires no prophet to assert that the generosity of the Ameri- 
can people toward everything of merit will continue to be mag- 
nanimous and fair, even after we have passed away. 

The people want simply a square deal— 
_And shall we not give them justice? Great God! 
times are opportune and every place a temple. 

{Loud applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from IIli- 
hols, my colleague [Mr. Srertine], such time as he may desire. 

Mr. STERLING. 
bill is not found in its provisions, although its practical opera- 
Uon, if it becomes a law, will do much, I hope, to remedy existing 
eviis, and more to prevent the further encroachment by trans- 
portation methods upon the natural law of commerce. 

If this bill becomes a law, as important as it is, the most im- 
portant feature of it will be the fact of its passage. It will indi- 
cate that Congress is facing in the right direction and that it will 


For justice all 
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Mr. Chairman, the great importance of this | 
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not hesitate to exercise its power under the Constitution to 
regulate great public utilities when conditions demand it in the 
interests of the people. 

The present-day centralization of great wealth and consequent 
great power about public utilities creates a condition which 
will eventually result in one of two alternatives, either Govy- 
ernment regulation or Government ownership vast 
properties. 

The first is the supremely preferable alternative. Indeed, it 
seems to me to be the only alternative that can be accepted by 
fair and enlightened minds, and the only one that conserves the 
interest of the public or the individual. 

The presentation of this bill in this House, the unanimous 
report of this committee, without regard to party, recommending 
its passage, and the fair prospect of it becoming a law are all 
benignant signs that the Congress of the United States has set 
out upon a consistent and conservative course to regulate by 
law these ever-increasing forces, which, although they have 
wrought much good, are susceptible of working much harm. 

I believe this measure to be conservative. It does not in- 
volve a subject that requires radical or extreme action, nor is 
it a theme that will justify intemperate speech. It calls for a 
cool and fair discussion of the legal and practical aspects of 
‘ailroad-rate legislation as proposed by its provisions. 

Public agitation has brought forth a flood of light. Much 
has been said and written on either side of the question since 
the discussion began. One year ago the public mind on both 
sides of the question was groping in the dark. One side believed 
that the merger of vast railroad interests had no other design 
and could necessarily have no other result than the oppression 
of the people. The other side feared that the strong public sen- 
timent which prevailed would bring about legislation that would 
result in the practical confiscation of the properties of the rail- 
road companies. The happening of either of these things would 
have been highly injurious both to the people and to the rail- 
roads. In this day when transportation enters into the commer- 
cial life of the people so largely the welfare of the railroads 
and the welfare of the people are interwoven and necessarily 
inseparable. When the needs of every community demand the 
products of every other community transportation becomes 
an important factor in the prosperity of every citizen. Trans- 
portation is the most important element in all commerce be- 
eause it touches every individual, and hence the necessity of a 
just and fair regulation of it. 

Much has been said through the press on the legal aspect of 
the right of Congress to legislate on this question. If Con- 
gress has the express power under the Constitution to pass 


of these 


such legislation as this, it is contained in the clause which 
| gives Congress the right to regulate commerce between the 
States. It has been contended that this clause does not confer 


the power to regulate railroad-rate charges because the framers 
of the Constitutiou did not and could not have had such regu- 
lation in mind when they framed that instrument. It is proba- 
bly true that the Convention had only in mind some plan 
whereby the Central Government could prevent and avoid the 
restrictions and limitations which the several States under the 
Articles of the Confederation could and sometimes did 
on commerce coming from the other States. It was certainly 
the main purpose of that Convention to place the General Goy- 
ernment in a position to make trade between the States as free 
as possible; and to take away from the State that power to levy 
duty against a sister State, which had done so much to en 
gender rancor and local prejudices under the confederation. 

It may be conceded, too, that no member of that Convention 
ever thought that the power delegated by that clause would 
be appealed to to regulate the charges of a common carrier. 
Certainly it was not thought that railroad companies would be 
affected by it, for they did not exist for more than forty years 
after its adoption. The framers, in all their wisdom, never 
dreamed of present conditions. They never knew the extent of 
the country and its resources and the immense possibilities of 
development. They supposed that rivers and canals would 
continue forever to be the great highways of travel and trans 
portation. How could they have had in mind present condi- 
tions or the application of that clause in the Constitution to 
present conditions? There is no possibility of a quarrel as to 
the facts. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I submit it is a most narrow rule that 
construes the Constitution literally by what the framers had in 
mind at the time of its adoption. If John Marshall and the 
great expounders of that instrument had always interpreted it 
strictly by what the Convention had in mind when framing it, 
we would have long since outgrown it. But 


impose 


it seems as well 


suited to the needs of this generation as any former genera- 
tion. 


This is due largely to the fact that courts and judges 
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have been large enough to construe it in the light of conditions 

existing at the time the interpretation was made rather than in 

view of what the makers of the Constitution had in mind when | 
the instrument was made. The framers of the Constitution were | 
wise enough to make use of the most general, rather than | 
specific terms, and our courts have been wise enough to give to 
those terms their broader rather than their narrower meaning. 
It is literally true to say that our organic law has grown great 
to meet the needs of a great nation. The Constitution is our 
Constitution, and the courts ought and will interpret it in the 
light of our needs and conditions, so far as it is reasonably 
open to interpretation; and thus it becomes an aid instead of a 
hindrance to the progress of civilization. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the framers of the Constitution 
never had in mind the great railway mail system of the present 
day—a system put into direct operation by Congress through 
that power delegated to it to “establish post-offices and post- 
roads ”"—yet is it not as reasonable to say that Congress trans- 
gressed the Constitution then because it exercised that power 
in a way never thought of as to say Congress now transgresses 
the Constitution because it proposes to regulate interstate com- 
meree by the exercise of its constitutional power in a way not 
thought of in the beginning? 

I am certainly of the opinion that when the courts come to 
pass on the constitutionality of a great public law like this they 
will apply those two rules of construction, which authorize 
them to consider the conditions to which the law relates and 
which require them to give to the terms of the Constitution 
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their broadest significance. 

Let me suggest in this connection, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
not impossible, and may be probable, that now, when the condi- 
tions of the life insurance business presents such strong reasons 
for Federal supervision, the courts would hold that life insur- 
ance transactions are commerce. The aspect of the thing in- 
volyed has much to do with judicial determination. When a 
new departure is proposed, we are often prone to ask ourselves 
the question, Can it be done? We sometimes reach a negative 
conclusion at first thought simply because it never has been 
done. 

tecurring to the bill before the House, there is another class 
the 
for 
the 


of logicians who admit that Congress has the power, under 
iterstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, to fix rates 
iterstate transportation, but deny it the power to delegate 
authority. Of course no legislative body can delegate the au- 
thority to legislate. Congress can not give to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, or to any other tribunal, the right to 
make laws. These are purely first principles. The legality of 
the main provision of the law, then, hinges on the proposition 
as to whether the authority which Congress proposes to confer 
on the Commission is legislative in its character. 

Section 15 of the bill, stripped of all collateral verbiage, pro- 
vides as follows: 


it 
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The Commission is empowered, and it shall be its duty, whenever, 
after full hearing upon complaint made, it is of the opinion that any of 
the rates or charges are unjust or unreasonable, to determine and pre- 
scribe what, in its judgment, is a just and reasonable and fairly re- 
munerative rate, to be thereafter observed in such cases as the maxi- 
mum rate. 

Section 1 requires all common carriers to establish “ just and 
reasonable rates” for the transportation of passengers and 
property. 

When Congress has said that a rate shall be “ just and reason- 
able,” it has prescribed a rule of conduct, and that is a fair and 
ancient definition of law. It has defined the character of the 
rate to be fixed. It would seem that when the legislature has 
done that it has exhausted the legislative function. The act of 
ascertaining whether a certain rate comes within the rule laid 





down by .ue law or, in other words, whether a certain rate is 
“just and reasonable” is merely the finding of a faet, and 
hence an act purely administrative of the law. 


If in the performance of this administrative act the Commis- 
sion discovers that the rate complained of is unjust and un- 
reasonable, then there necessarily flows from the same act the 
finding of another fact, and that is the fact that a certain other 
rate is just and reasonable. The act of the Commission is 
simply the act of a master in chancery or a referee. It finds 
the fact. It notifies the parties in interest. If they are con- 
tent, they abide by it. If not, they can have the finding re- 
viewed by the court. 

So far as my observation goes, those who contend that such 
a law is unconstitutional, on the ground that it delegates legis- 
lative power to the Commission, start with the assumption that 
to find a fact like that of ascertaining a “ just and reasonable” 
rate is a legislative function. With this assertion as a starting 
point, they very readily and logically reach the conclusion which 
they desire, viz, that this provision violates the Constitution. 
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I can conceive that it is entirely proper for the legislature 
itself to find the fact, to ascertain the rate, and insert it in lieu 
of the deseription “ just and reasonable,” but such an act is by 
no means necessarily a legislative act, and in this case would 
be so impracticable as to amount to an impossibility. Nor is 
the finding of a fact necessarily a judicial function. It may be 
and often is a judicial duty. A purely judicial function con- 
sists of the application of the law to the fact. 

I well remember when I was a boy there was a strong public 
sentiment in the State where I lived for a law limiting rate 
charges for passengers and freight. This agitation was the 
basis of the granger movement. Legislatures were elected on 
that issue. It was contended that such a law was in violation 
of the rights of ownership of property. It said that it took 
away from the person his inherent authority over his own prop- 
erty, and that if the government could dictate to common car- 
riers the price they should charge for the use of their property 
the same rule must extend to all persons under the law, and 
that it meant merely the power to confiscate at the will of the 
legislature. Of course all such argument is disposed of by the 
one fact that common carriers are charged with a public use. 
A railroad is a quasi-public utility. 

Since then many, if not all, of the States have placed limita- 
tions on rate charges by legislative action. These laws have 
been sustained by the courts. Not only have the State legisla- 
tures prescribed maximum rates in specific terms, but they also 
have prescribed what rates should be reasonable, and imposed 
upon some other tribunal the duty of ascertaining what rate is 
reasonable. The courts have also sustained these enactments. 

Let us reason, then, by analogy. ‘The States, having general 
dominion over commerce within their boundaries, can regulate 
railroad rates, so also the Federal Government, having general 
dominion over commerce between the States, can regulate rail- 
road rates. The conclusion is irresistible. 

There is still another ground, and to my mind a very safe 
one, on which Congress can justify this measure. That is the 
broad ground of public policy. If the Constitution were silent 
we would be not wholly at sea on this question. Legislatures 
and courts have made countless laws for the sake of public 
policy. As a general legal proposition that which is in contra- 
vention of public policy is void. The first true consideration of 
every public body is the public good. Every man must mold 
his rights to fit into and not transgress the public welfare. 

If we go back to first principles we will be reminded that 
in England not very long ago the price and charge of almost 
every tradesman was fixed by law. It was justified on the 
ground of public policy and rendered necessary by existing con- 
ditions. The blacksmith and the innkeeper had their charges 
prescribed by statute. The size and price of every loaf of 
bread was fixed by ordinance. The condition was that each 
community had but one tradesman of a kind, and thus there 
could be no competition. There were no means of transporta- 
tion by which a manufacturer could invade the territory of 
another engaged in the same line. Hence it was that each 
producer had a veritable monopoly in his community. For 
the public good, Government assumed the right to fix the 
rates. Then monopoly was made possible for the want of 
transportation; now it is made possible by reason of transpor- 
tation. The facilities for carrying commerce are so great and 
so universal that one shipper, if he is powerful enough to con- 
trol these instrumentalities of trade, can invade all regions and 
destroy all competitors. If Government in those days could 
justify its strong arm in regulating rates for the purpose of 
defeating monopoly, so can it in these days; nor will it be 
answered by the cry of confiscation. 

The States prescribe the rate of interest which the money 
lender shall receive. How can Government justify that? On 
no other ground than that of public policy. If it can say what 
remuneration shall be received by the man who has money 
invested in notes and mortgages, it can with equal wisdom pre- 
scribe the remuneration to the man who owns stocks and 
bonds. 

It seems unfortunate to me that this bill does not provide 
that the common carrier shall own its own equipment, or at 
least that it shall not operate other equipment than its own 
or the equipment of some other bona fide common carrier. 
Transportation in certain lines might be greatly simplified by 
such a requirement, and opportunity for unfair charges, re- 
bates, and discriminations greatly lessened. 

It is true that private and refrigerator car lines have done 
much to develop and make possible very important industries. 
In this regard they have been of wonderful benefit to the peo- 
ple. Much of the fruit-growing lands have been made avail- 


able for use by reason of the refrigerator-car service. Al! of 
the fruit-growing West has found a market in the more densely 
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populated East, and the East has found a supply in the fruit- 
growing regions of the West by means of this advanced and 
modern kind of transportation. It has made it possible to dis- 
tribute fresh meats throughout the country, and thus this 
method of transportation has made itself useful and necessary 
to the people. 

I am well aware that there are serious, but by no means insur- 
mountable, objections to this proposition. It is urged that such 
a law would find the railroads of the country wholly unprepared 
to meet the demands in certain lines of shipment and that, as a 
consequence, the shippers and the public would suffer. It is 
also urged that it would amount to a confiscation of the cars 
and carrying equipment of private-car lines and of individual 
shippers who own their own cars. The present practice of rail- 
road companies hauling the cars of shippers and of private-car 
lines has grown up under the law, and it would be a harsh pro- 
vision to require the one to equip itself, or to prohibit the other 
from using its property, without ample opportunity to prepare 
for the change. The change could be required to be made grad- 
ually, and the more gradual the better for the public. When 
the law requiring all common carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce to adopt and use the automatic couplers and other safety 
appliances was passed, it was feared that transportation and the 
business of the country would be greatly interfered with during 
the change. There was not a ripple. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that if Congress should provide a law 
making it unlawful for a common carrier to haul a car, carrying 
freight, when the car does not belong to it, or to some other bona 
fide common carrier, and then provide that the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission shall regulate the transition, that the common 
earriers would have ample time to equip themselves and the 
private-car owner or line ample time to dispose of its carrying 
equipment, even to consuming such equipment by use, the change 
could be made without loss to the parties and without injury or 
inconvenience to the public. 

I think there has been much effort put forth through numerous 
publications to mislead the public as to the purpose of the Ad- 
ministration in recommending this legislation. The writers of 
these articles have sought to make it appear that it was the 
design of the President and the House to give into the hands of 
the Commission the power to arbitrarily fix all rates and adjust 
all schedules and classifications. No one in authority, so far as 
I know, certainly not the President, has ever suggested such 
legislation or even entertained such a purpose. The most 
ardent champions of rate legislation in Congress have never 
intended such a stupendous and unnecessary task. 

With this assumption as a basis, these opponents have sounded 
the alarm. They have charged that such a course meant dire 
and dismal disaster to the transportation interests of the coun- 
try. It has been asserted that it would result in confusion, then 
panic, then ruin. 

They have shown, too, with much force, that transportation 
is so closely related to every other interest and industry of the 
country that when it falls it must drag down with it in one 
mass of ruins the business of the manufacturer, the farmer, the 
mechanic on the heads of a suffering people. The trouble with 
this argument is that it is aimed at a proposition that was 
never before the country. It is sufficient to say that the railroad 
interests of the country need have no fear that a President or a 
Congress who have the interests of the people at heart will 
ever do anything that will bring ruin to transportation interests. 
They observe the relation of these interests to the prosperity of 
the country. The railroads ought to observe the relation of the 
people to their own prosperity. 

It is safe to say that this legislation will have absolutely no 
effect on the general trend of the business of the country. 
The railroads will observe and obey its provisions. There will 
not be nearly so many prosecutions under it as there are now 
complaints of the evils which it proposes to remedy. A thou- 
sand acts committed each day are perfectly moral and innocent 
in themselves. To-morrow a new law goes into effect which 
renders all such acts unlawful. It does not follow that there 
will be a thousand prosecutions each day against these acts, 
because the instant they became unlawful they cease. It is 
the law itself, rather than the prosecutions under the law that 
deters the offense. And so it will be with this law. It will 
be in the main observed. Discriminations and rebates will 
cease by virtue of the law. Violations will be few and conse- 
quently prosecutions will be few, enough perhaps to keep before 
the eye of corporate greed the fact that the people are all 
powerful, and that their will is the supreme and living law, and 
that this—the people’s Government—will not brook the inso- 
lence of aggregate wealth. 

The course of trade will not be checked or turned aside by 
this legislation. Not one wheel of transportation will cease to 
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turn. The current will flow on without a ripple, and the people 
will come into possession of their own—the rig to 
regulate, and direct the destiny of their own creatures. 
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, there is 01 danger ahead 
These great aggregations of capital, which ar diy for 
ing in our midst, may be a the power 
which flows therefrom be turned into right char will lift 
up and save free institutions, if into wrong may 
destroy them. It is at all times the duty of the Government to 
be stronger than this power, that it may control and 
course it shall take. If it is a just Government it 
every citizen has a free and equal chance 
[Loud applause. ] ; 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
diana [Mr. Crumpacker] forty-five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana 
for forty-five minutes. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
of unusual importance. 





it control, 
Le 
e So rap 
If 


meis it 


blessing or curse, 


hannels it 


direc 
will 


with every other 


ee that 


+7 
Fentiem 


is rec ognize l 


Mr. Chairman, the pending bill is one 
The subject with which it deals is one 


that has engaged the interest of the people throughout the 
length and breadth of the land for a number of years. It pro- 


poses legislation in a domain never before entered by the Fed- 
eral Congress—that of fixing rates, in a limited way, for 
interstate transportation. The most conspicuous, if not the 
most important, feature of the bill is that which confers upon 
the Interstate Comerce Commission the power to investigate a 
given rate upon complaint and, if the rate is found to be unjust 
and unreasonable, to establish a reasonable maximum rate in 
its stead. 

I do not propose to enter at length into a discussion of the 
constitutional authority of Congress to confer this power upon 
any inferior tribunal or commission. The Federal Constitu- 
tion expressly declares that all legislative power is vested in 
the Congress. That important provision was embodied in the 
Constitution as an essential part of an harmonious and scientific 
plan of government. ‘The courts have frequently decided that 


where legislative authority is expressly bestowed upon a legis 
lative body that body has no power to delegate such authority 
to any other organism of the Government. It has been held 
by the~ courts, with practical unanimity, that the function of 
investigating an existing transportation rate with a view of 


determining whether it is just and reasonable is a judicial 
function, but that the power to fix a rate to be operative in 
the future is a legislative power; but the Supreme Court of 
the United States has never decided whether Congress is au- 
thorized to confer the rate-making power upon a subordinate 
commission. 

I have in mind the opinion of the Attorney-General of the 
United States, expressed in a letter he addressed to a Senate 
committee about a year ago, in which he took the position that 
when Congress enacted that all rates for transportation should 
be just and reasonable it exercised all of the legislative power 
that was involved in rate making, and when it authorized the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to inguire into rates and, if 
found to be unjust and unreasonable, to substitute what it con- 
ceived to be just and reasonable rates in the place of those 
existing, the Commission did not exercise legislative power, 
but simply ascertained the facts and applied them to the law. 
As a lawyer I am not altogether prepared to accept this 
rather refined doctrine, but I am willing to support the Dill 
and leave this somewhat uncertain law question for the courts 
to decide. 

There is no doubt that Congress has the power to fix rates 
of transportation upon interstate traffic, but its constitutien, 
organization, and temper are such as to render it practically 
impossible for that branch of government to deal intelligently 
with so grave and delicate a problem, and it will be a great 
disappointment to the country if the courts shall ultimately 
hold that that power can not be delegated to the Intersate 
Commerce Commission or some other like tribunal. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kennepy], who just preceded 
me in this debate, took a rather extreme view of the relations 
of railroad companies to the public. He insisted that rail- 
roads are public highways and that railroad property is pub- 
lic property, and that railroad companies in operating their 
respective roads are in the execution of a public trust. Rail- 
reads, as a rule, are built by private capital and private enter- 
prise. They are operated and controlled by private management, 
and in all of the decisions of the courts and all the literature, 
both political and legal, bearing upon the question, they are 
classified as private property. It is true railroad companies 


exercise one of the important powers of government, that of 
eminent domain, and they are charged by the law with the 
performance of certain duties that are of a public character, 
and for these reasons the Government has always insisted on 
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a larger measure of control of the affairs of those companies 
than of any other kind of private enterprise. When a railroad 
company constructs a line of road, in the absence of any ex- 
press statute it impliedly undertakes to serve the public upon 
equal terms and at just and reasonable rates. So it is not 
necessary to take the extreme position that railroads are 
already public property in order that the Government may have 
adequate authority to enforce reasonable control over them to 
carry out the purpose of their creation. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. Burton] yesterday, in a very able 
and excellent speech, expressed a fear of the consequences of the 
concentration of wealth in the hands of private corporations, 
and he delivered some very wholesome criticisms upon the de- 
eadence of popular ideals. The subject of his remarks is cer- 
tainly a fruitful field for study and investigation on the part of 
moralists and students of political science. In my opinion, the 
danger is more in the manner of its accumulation and use than 
in the wealth itself. While there is vastly more per capita 
weaith in the country to-day than there ever was before, there 
is not so great a disparity in the conditions of the people as 
there was a half century ago. Ever since the dawn of civiliza- 
tion those who were ill to do complained, and in many instances 
justly, against the thrifty. The difference in conditions is 
largely in the capacity of the individuals themselves. This is 
not altogether the case. I would be glad if the great volume of 
aggregate wealth of the United States were more evenly dis- 
tributed among the citizens, provided such distribution were the 
result of economic law and closer equality of capacity. Con- 
ditions can be improved by promoting policies that will secure 
as far as possible equal privileges and opportunities for all the 
people. 

During the last ten years there has been a greater increase in 
the aggregate wealth of this country than in any other decade 
of its history, and if this wealth is concentrated in the hands of 
but few of our citizens, while the great multitude are struggling 
along in poverty and destitution, it would signify nothing toward 
the permanent advancement of our civilzation. On the other 
hand, it would be a serious menace to the public welfare. Un- 
less there has been a corresponding growth in the moral and in- 
tellectual lives of the people and a corresponding elevation of 
the standard of living, this stupendous increase of wealth would 
surely be of no advantage. But we need only to consult sta- 
tistics to learn that the increase of the value of farm property 
has been most gratifying and fairly in proportion to the im- 
portance of that first and most important of all industries, agri- 
culture. The savings institutions of the country inform us that 
the toilers of the land have had a fsirly equitable share in this 
splendid era of prosperity. I do not pretend to say that every 
citizen has received all he desired or all he deserved, nor, on the 
other hand, do I claim that some citizens have not accumulated 
much more than their just deserts, but I do contend that there 
has been as equitable a distribution of the increase of wealth 
as has been possible under existing social conditions. 

We must bear in mind that when conditions are such that the 
average man of the country can provide himself and those de- 
pendent upon him with the comforts and blessings of life, men 
of great genius and capacity for the creation and accumulation 
of wealth will take advantage of those same conditions and 
amass enormous fortunes. We have no right to complain of 
wealth honestly and justly accumulated, but there have beeu 
altogether too many fortunes made by dishonest and inde- 
fensible methods. 

It is possible that the mere accumulation of wealth occupies 
too great a place in the thoughts and purposes of our people. 
The very end and object of civilization is the elevation of the 
standard of manhood and womanhood, and wealth, honor, cul- 
ture, and government itself are only important to the extent 
that they promote this end. It should be no credit to a man 
who accumulates money by questionable methods. The pulpit, 
the school, and the forum should emphasize the doctrine that 
virtue and honor are above all else and a good character above 
riches. 

There is a general demand throughout the country for the 
more effective regulation of transportation companies, and this 
demand is not the offspring of any deep-seated or implacable 
prejudice against corporate enterprises. The people of the 
United States have a just appreciation of the importance of 
transportation companies in economic progress. They are in- 
dispensable agencies in our civilization, and there is no sentiment 
that would in any degree impair their usefulness or impose 
upon them onerous conditions or unfair burdens, but they must 
deal justly with the people. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCati], in his 
scholarly and philosophical speech on yesterday, denounced the 
pending bill as communistic in spirit and socialistic in tendency, 


I can not accept the gentleman’s construction of the measure 
or admit the soundness of his judgment respecting its effect 
upon the country. The bill is conservative in its provisions and 
entirely just and fair in its spirit. Corporations are creatures 
of government; there is no natural or inalienable right in 
individuals to organize into corporate entities. They are au- 
thorized by the Government for the purpose of promoting the 
welfare of society, and whenever the public welfare demands 
a limitation of their powers or a regulation of their methods 
of doing business it is the duty of the Government to impose 
such limitations and regulations as will protect society against 
corporate abuse. This is not communism, but it is simply the 
assertion of the fundamental principle that the welfare of the 
people is and always must be the paramount consideration in 
the enactment and enforcement of laws. Industrial socialism I 
understand to be the ownership by the State of all means of the 
production of wealth. The proposition to regulate corporations 
engaged in interstate commerce has no principle analogous to 
industrial socialism. It means simply that the creatures of the 
Government shall be made to serve the purposes for which they 
were created. It means simply the assertion of the superiority 
of the creator over its creatures. 

There is at this time an abiding belief throughout the country 
that many rates and practices of transportation companies are 
unjust and unfair. The practice of granting rebates and other 
advantages to favorite shippers has been, and is, beyond ques- 
tion a common one on the part of all interstate railroad com- 
panies. It has done more to suppress honest competition and 
to promote unlawful trusts and monopolies than any other one 
factor. There are drastic laws against the practice, but ingen- 
ious devices have beén invented that successfully evade the 
laws. Private cars and private terminals have been made use 
of to grant rebates under the guise of a division of rates for 
transportation. In many instances railroad companies have 
agreed with favorite shippers to certain rebates upon ship- 
ments, but have charged regular rates on all shipments and 
entered them regularly upon their books, and at stated periods 
the shipper would bill a consignment of goods to some point 
without actually delivering them to the carrier, send the bill 
of lading to the consignee, and in a short time would, of course, 
receive notice that the goods had not arrived. He would report 
the alleged loss to the railroad company and an investigation 
would be made and no trace of the goods could be found. The 
company would then request him to make an estimate of the 
value of the supposed lost goods and he would fix the value at 
the amount of rebate that would be due him under the agree- 
ment, and his claim, after going through the regular process of 
auditing, would be allowed and a draft drawn in his favor for 
the amount. The whole business would be fictitious from be- 
ginning to end, but the records of the company would be straight 
and would disclose nothing of the subterfuge resorted to by the 
parties to evade the antirebate law. When such ingenious 
schemes are made use of to cheat the law, it is exceedingly 
difficult to enforce its penalties. Nobody, of course, would 
know anything about the transaction except the railroad com- 
pany and the shipper, and the books of neither would disclose 
anything showing the fictitious and fraudulent character of the 
transaction. 

But, sir, notwithstanding the cunning of the lawbreakers, the 
present Administration has done more toward enforcing the 
antirebate and the antitrust laws and bringing conspicuous 
offenders to justice than any other two Administrations in the 
history of the Government. One only need run over the last 
annual report of the Attorney-General to learn of the enormous 
amount of efficient work that has been done in the last two 
years to make the laws of the country effective and respected. 

While the most prominent feature of the pending bill is that 
which authorizes the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix 
rates for transportation where existing rates upon investigation 
have been found unjust and unreasonable, a rate so fixed will 
not protect the public against the abuse of the rebate system. It 
is just as easy to grant rebates by subterfuge and dishonesty 
against a Government rate as it is against one fixed by a car- 
rier. It seems that we now have all the laws necessary to 
break up the rebate system, but we must find some more effect- 
ive means for their enforcement. 

The rate problem is one of the most intricate and delicate 
that the human mind has to deal with. Existing rates in many 
respects are apparently unequal and unjust, but a careful in- 
vestigation of conditions upon which they are based will con- 
vince any fair mind that many practices which seem indefensible 
are not only just but are necessary to the proper development 
of the commerce and industries of the country. This is not 
true in all cases, because some rates can not be defended on any 
ground of policy or justice. In most instances rates are not 
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arbitrary, but are fixed in accordance with natural economic 


law. They are not capricious, but are the result of numerous 
subtle and intangible forces that are characteristic of economic 
law. It may be set down as a general proposition that men 
who construct and operate railroads are prompted by the same 
selfish motives that prompt men in all other lines of business. 
Even the practice of granting rebates and concessions to large 
patrons is a natural one in all lines of private business. Better 
terms are extended to large customers than to small ones. The 
great mercantile establishments offer better prices to regular 
custemers who buy large amounts than to intermittent traders 
who buy small amounts, and no one complains, but the rebate 
practice in respect to the transportation business is so vitally 
connected with all lines of trade and commerce that the people 
feel it more deeply than they do in any other enterprise. If two 
men are engaged in buying and shipping the same line of prod- 
ucts at a given point and the transportation company gives 
rebates or substantial favors to one, the inevitable result is the 
other must retire and leave the favored buyer in absolute con- 
trol of the field, with a complete monopoly of the business. 
This enables him to impose his own conditions and terms upon 
the sellers, and they are unable to protect themselves. The 
viciousness of the rebate system is felt more keenly in the trans- 
portation business, and therefore the law has taken notice of it 
and undertaken to eradicate it. 

Section 4 of the original interstate-commerce act provides 
that it shall be unlawful for a transportation company to charge 
a greater price for hauling a commodity over a short distance 
than it charges for hauling the same commodity over a longer 
distance, the short distance being included in the long, where 
the circumstances are substantially the same. It was a common 
practice at the time of the enactment of that law for railroads 
to charge higher rates for what is known as the “short haul” 
than the long haul, and it was the aim of section 4 of that stat- 
ute to prevent that practice. To the ordinary mind the charging 
of more for hauling a commodity a short distance than for 
hauling the same commodity a longer distance is unjust and 
absolutely indefensible; but the Supreme Court of the United 
States has practically taken all of the virtue out of that section 
of the law, if it ever had any virtue. The rate of transporta- 
tion from points on the Great Northern Railroad in Minnesota 
to Spokane and Seattle illustrates that principle. Spokane is 
nearly 500 miles nearer St. Paul than is Seattle, but the rate 
from St. Paul to Spokane is the rate to Seattle and the local 
rate back to Spokane, although the road runs through Spokane 
to get to Seattle. The short haul is included in the long, and 
the property does not go to Seattle and back, but is unloaded at 
Spokane. The Supreme Court has upheld the Spokane rate, on 
the ground that it is not unreasonable considered by itself, and 
the rate to Seattle is abnormally low. Seattle is a competitive 
point. Several lines of railroad reach it, and there is likewise 
water competition. If the Spokane rate was applied to commod- 
ities shipped to and from Seattle, the result would be that the 
railroad would not receive any part of that traffic and would 
receive none of the revenues resulting from it, because it would 
go by some other route, and the consequence would be that the 
Spokane rates would have to be still higher. 

It may be set down as a general proposition that the expenses 
of operating and maintaining a railroad, including a reasonable 
dividend upon the capital invested, must be paid by the re- 
ceipts, passenger and freight, as a whole, and any freight or 
passenger traffic that contributes something toward ‘the pay- 
ment of the expenses of operating and maintaining the road 
relieves the other traffic of that much of a burden it would 
otherwise be compelled to carry. Unless the business of a rail- 
road is sufficient to pay its operating expenses and expenses of 
maintenance and some profit upon the capital the road will 
cease to be operated. Men do not engage in such great under- 
takings without the expectation of some profit. 

Several years ago the railroad running from the Mississippi 
River to the Atlantic seaboard fixed a rate upon grain raised 
west of the Mississippi River at 85 per cent of the Chicago rate 
from the river to the seaboard, although the distance from the 
river to the seaboard was 116 per cent of the distance from 
Chicago to the seaboard. Complaint was made of this practice 
by the Chicago Board of Trade, but it was justified on the 
ground that there was competition for the grain west of the 
river. The railroads running to Gulf ports were competing 
with railroads running to the Atlantic ports and it was neces- 
Sary for the roads running to the East to lower the rates to 85 
per cent of the Chicago rate in order to secure any portion of 
the competitive traffic. If the Chicago rate had been lowered 
correspondingly the roads would have been deprived of any 
profit upon their capital, and if the roads had been compelled to 
charge the Chicago rate for grain west of the river they would 
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have lost much of that traffic to the Gulf roads, and while it 
did not pay its relative share of the cost of running the roads it 
paid some portion of the fixed and continuous expenses which 
would otherwise have been charged against Chicago traffic and 
other traffic at intermediate points. The roads charged this 
low rate for Mississippi River traffic because they could not 
get any more for it. It was al] the traffic would bear. 

Several years ago a case arose where commodities brought 
from foreign countries were shipped from New Orleans to San 
Francisco by way of the Texas and Pacific Railroad and its 
western connections at $1.07 per hundred, when commodities 
of the same kind exactly, shipped from New Orleans over the 
same road and, perhaps, on the same train to the same desti- 
nation, were charged $3.70 per hundred. Complaint was made 
of this practice as an unjust discrimination against commodi 
ties produced in the United States. The Supreme Court of the 
United States, however, justified the discrimination because 
there was water competition between European ports and San 
Francisco. The railroad company showed that unless it were 
permitted to haul the foreign goods from New Orleans to San 
Francisco at $1.07 a hundred they would be sent by an all-water 
route by way of Cape Horn or by way of the Isthmus of 
Panama and the company would be deprived of all revenue 
resulting from their shipment. It was shown that the rate 
charged domestic goods from New Orleans to San Francisco 
considered by itself was a reasonable rate, and that the rate 
charged foreign goods between those points was abnormally 
low, yet it contributed somewhat toward paying the fixed 
charges and expenses of operating and maintaining the railroad. 
If this freight were not hauled other freight on that line would 
have had to bear the entire burden of that expense. 

Then the question of back loading is one that enters vitally 
into the equation of railroad rates. When the Great Northern 
road was completed from St. Paul and Duluth to the Pacific 
seaboard large quantities of grain and other commodities were 
shipped to the West to be taken to the Orient. There was 
comparatively little paying freight that could be brought from 
the Pacific seaboard to St. Paul and Duluth, but the managers 
of that road fixed a rate upon lumber so low that it induced 
men to go into the lumber business and enabled them to ship 
large quantities of lumber from Washington and Oregon to the 
Mississippi Valley profitably. The rates upon the lumber were 
excessively low, and if the same rates had been fixed for trans- 
portation to the West upon that road it would have gone into 
bankruptcy inside of six months. If that road had not hauled 
lumber from the Pacific coast to the East at such extremely low 
rates, its cars would have gone back empty. That traffic did 
not pay its relative share of the cost of operation and main- 
tenance of the road, but it contributed something toward the 
payment of that cost and thereby relieved other freights of that 
much of the burden. It was remunerative to that extent and 
in that sense. Whatever was received from it was almost en- 
tire profit, because the cars had to be taken back anyway. 

Railroads running from the North Atlantic seaboard to Mem- 
phis fixed a rate upon cotton from Memphis to New York and 
Boston below the rate from Memphis to the Carolinas, although 
the distance to the latter was much less. The roads running to 
the Carolinas complained to the Interstate Commerce Commis 
sion of the low rates fixed by the North Atlantic railroads, and 
an investigation showed that large quantities of merchandise 
were shipped from New York and Boston to Memphis and vicin- 
ity, and there was comparatively little freight to be hauled back, 
but by fixing exceptionally low rates on cotton the roads were 
able to run their cars back laden; and while the cotton thus 
shipped did not pay its relative share of the expenses of operat 
ing and maintaining the road, it contributed something toward 
that end and thereby relieved the other freight shipped by the 
road of that much of the burden, and the practice was upheld 

Much has been said in the discussion of the rate problem 
about basing rates upon the principle of cost of service 
thing that all students of the question must agree to be 
practicable. It is sometimes difficult to know when a railroad 
rate is remunerative and when it is not. It must be borne in 
mind that the great bulk of the expenses of operating and main 
taining railroads is a fixed burden. Locomotives and cars must 
be bought, equipped, manned, and operated. The roadbed 
must be kept in repair, buildings must be kept in shape, taxes 
must be paid. All of these expenses must be incurred before 
the road is in shape to earn any money at all, and the entire 
receipts of the road from all of its business must pay all of 
this expense and in addition a fair profit upon the capital in- 
vested. At least 75 per cent of all the freights hauled in this 


country does not pay its relative share of the cost of operation 
and maintenance and dividend upon capital, but this large por- 
tion of the freights pay a substantial part of the expense of 
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operation and maintenance. If a railroad was not allowed to 
carry freight that paid only a portion of its relative share of 
the expense of operating and maintaining the road, it would be 
impossible to conduct many of the great lines of railroad in 
this country that are fairly profitable to-day. A rate is remun- 
erative if it pays anything above what may be termed “ the out- 
of-pocket cost” of carrying a commodity; that is, the additional 
cost of service on account of hauling that particular freight. If 
it contributes anything above that particular cost toward the 
paying of the expense of operation and maintenance, it is remun- 
erative, and it may be put down as a proposition that can not be 
gainsaid that where railroad companies haul freight that does 
not pay its relative share of the cost of operation and mainte- 
hance it is because they can not get more for the transporta- 
tion of that class of freights. 

The whole system of freight classification is based upon that 
identical principle. Originally railroads were crude and trans- 
portation over them was expensive and only property of high 
value and small bulk was able to pay the freight charges. 
Gradually, as railroading developed and it became known that 
the fixed charges for operation and maintenance had to be 
borne continuously, it was discovered that goods of larger bulk 
and less value could be profitably hauled if they contributed 
even a small amount over and above the additional cost of the 
service on account of hauling the particular goods. That trans- 
portation would be profitable if it contributed even a small 
amount toward paying the fixed expenses of the railroad. 
Therefore the second-class freight was hauled at low but remu- 
nerative rates. It was necessary to make very low rates in 
order that this class of freights could be transported over the 
railroads at all. As railroads still further extended and in- 
creased in efficiency and the cost of transportation relatively 
lessened, still more bulky and less valued freights were handled 
at still lower rates, contributing something toward the payment 
of the annual expenses of operating and maintaining the roads, 
and in this way, by a process of evolution as natural as it was 
beneficial, the classification of freights came about. Freights 
of the fourth, fifth, and sixth class to-day pay much less than 
their relative share of the expenses of transportation, but they 
contribute something and thereby relieve freights of the first, 
second, and third class of that burden. If an attempt were 
made to equalize freight rates and base them upon the cost of 
service, a great deal of the lower-class freights would be shut 
out altogether and the expense of the high-class freights would 
be greatly increased; and the efliciency of railroads would 
be materially lowered. It costs as much to haul a car of fifth- 
class freight a thousand miles as it does a car of first-class 
freight, but the rate is much less because the traffic will not bear 
Inore. 

I have made these Observations upon the theory and phil- 
osophy of rate making, with a view of explaining many of the 
anomalous things that appear in existing rates throughout the 
country. Things that seem to be arbitrary and indefensible are 
easily understood when the philosophy of rate making and clas- 
sification is considered. Every pound of freight hauled by a 
railroad that contributes something toward the payment of the 
cost of operation and maintnance of the road relieves other 
freights of that much of the burden and is, therefore, beneficial to 
them, provided always that these freights could not be hauled 
at a higher and more equitable rate. The country is protected 
against inordinately low rates by the selfish interests of rail- 
road owners. As I said a moment ago, it may be set down asa 
fundamental and a trustworthy proposition that railroad com- 
panies carry freights at rates below their relative cost only 
when they are unable to get higher rates for that class of 
freights. They charge all the traffic will bear. 

Much is said in the discussion of this important question re- 
specting what is known as differentials—port differentials and 
sectional differentials. A differential is a concession made in 
rates to one port or locality above others, for the purpose of 
either equalizing port differences or equalizing differences in 
facilities for transportation, thus putting the two places upon 
terms of equality. A number of years ago New York City was 
the great trading center of the Atlantic seaboard. It had 
transportation advantages and port facilities enjoyed by no 
other city in America, and it practically monopolized all of the 
export and import trade of the country. Its merchants and 
jobbers levied tolls upon everything that came into and went 
out of the country. When the Pennsylvania Railroad, running 
from Philadelphia, and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, run- 
ning from Baltimore, arranged connections to Chicago, a rate 
war was opened up between those two roads on the one side 
and the New York Central and its western cohnections on the 
other. The Pennsylvania road insisted upon reducing freights 
in order that a portion of the business of the great Northwest 
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should be transacted by Philadelphia merchants and jobbers. 
The Baltimore and Ohio road insisted that a portion of that 
business should be transacted by the Baltimore merchants and 
jobbers, and the rate war was continued for several years until 
finally terms were reached by which the New York Central and 
its western connections conceded differentials in favor of Phila- 
delphia and Baltimore. These differentials were in the form of 
lower rates on freight from Chicago to Philadelphia and Balti- 
more than were given to New York, and they were sufficient to 
overcome the transportation and port advantages New York 
had over the other ports. New York merchants complained 
bitterly about the arrangement and denounced it as unfair; that 
the metropolis was deprived of the natural advantages that be- 
longed to it on account of its superior location. But the result 
was to put the merchants of New York, Philadelphia, and Balti- 
more upon an absolute equality in so far as rates and facilities 
for transportation were concerned, and the contest for com- 
mercial supremacy among them was a battle of genius and en- 
terprise. The competition became so sharp in those centers of 
commerce that every penny of extra cost in the handling and 
transportation of grain and produce from the West was elimi- 
nated, and to-day the difference between the farm price of 
grains and the Liverpool price is less than one-half what it was 
thirty years ago. " 

There has been a general decline in the price of food products 
throughout the world during the last thirty years; but our 
western farmers have suffered comparatively little from that 
decline because of the increasing advantages that they have had 
in the cost of transporting their crops to the European markets. 
It does not cost half as much to-day to ship a bushel of wheat 
from the Dakotas to Liverpool as it did thirty years ago, and 
this result was brought about very largely through the port dif- 
ferentials that were arranged in the rate war between New 
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. The American farmer in 
the West has prospered beyond parallel, largely because of the 
great advantages he has in transportation. Freight rates in 
this country, taken as a whole, by the ton-mile are less than 
half the average rates in Europe. It is true that the hauls 
average longer in tye United States than in Europe, and the 
efficiency of American railroads is far superior to that of the 
European railroads; therefore the rates ought to be lower. 

As illustrating the principle of differentials, the Pacific coast, 
the Gulf coast, and the Atlantic coast are now competitors for 
farm products grown in a large area in the Middle West. In 
this competitive area exceptionally low prices of transportation 
are afforded, and as a result of rate contests differentials have 
been granted to the Atlantic seaboard, and in some instances to 
the Pacific seaboard, in their contest with the Gulf ports. There 
‘an be no question that these differentials have been greatly ben- 
eficial to the western farmer, and rates in this country between 
the great centers of population and trade are as low as they can 
be reasonably expected. 

But the modern tendency of railroads is toward consolidation 
into gigantic systems, and the inevitable result of such consoli- 
dation is the elimination of that competition which has done so 
much toward the promotion of the welfare of the people of the 
whole country. If competition between the great interstate 
transportation companies ceases to exist, I deem it to be abso- 
lutely necessary for the Federal Government to assert its 
power to protect producers and shippers against exorbitant 
charges. If competition is to be eliminated, Government regu- 
lation and limited control must take its place. I concede that 
great advantages come from consolidation of railroad systems in 
the continuity of shipment and voyage, in the increase of comfort, 
convenience, and general facilities; but as long as railroads are 
operated solely for the purpose of making money for their 
owners the producers of the country must have some protection 
against extortionate charges and unjust practices. 

The chief sufferers under present conditions are not the ship- 
pers in the great centers of trade, but producers and shippers 
in the numerous intermediate points, where there is but one line 
of railroad—points where there is absolutely no competition— 
and for these I am concerned particularly. There is a practice, 
by railroads chiefly in the Southern States, of what is called 
the “ basing-point system.” In view of the condition of devel- 
ment of railroad transportation in those States it may be that 
that practice is not an unjust one. It is this: Railroads at 
competitive points give exceptionally low rates, lower than 
they do to intermediate points. Take, for instance, the city 
of Atlanta, Ga. That city is a basing point, or a competitive 
point—made so not as a matter of choice by the railroads, but 
to meet fixed economic conditions. The result is that rates 
from New York City to Atlanta are considerably lower over the 
same line of road than rates to intermediate points within a 
couple of hundred miles of Atlanta. The rate from New York 
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to a point a hundred miles north of Atlanta is the rate to 
Atlanta and the local rate back. Serious complaint is made of 
this system, and it is denounced as unjust and unreasonable, but 
there is competition in transportation from the city of New 
York to the city of Atlanta, and by making Atlanta a basing 
point there is a regular traffic by carload and even by train- 
load consignments of goods between New York and Atlanta. 
The railroads can make more money by sending regular ship- 
ments in ecarload lots to Atlanta at lower rates than they could 
by shipping parts of cars intermittently to intervening points 
at higher rates. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If the gentleman will permit me, 
that is a very interesting question, and I would be glad if the 
gentleman would enlighten me a little bit upon it. He says 
they have made Atlanta, Ga., a basing point. If they can make 
Atlanta, Ga., a basing point, can not they unmake it as a basing 
point and make a basing point at some other place—out in the 
woods? I should be glad if the gentleman would explain if 
there is anything in this bill to regulate or prevent that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is nothing in this bill that will 
prevent a man from committing suicide if he is inclined to do 
it. The gentleman must keep in mind that it is the object of 
railroad companies to develop traffic, and “ basing points” in a 
large measure select themselves—that is, industrial and com- 
mercial conditions control in their selection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But the gentleman said that they 
made Atlanta a basing point. Why didn’t they make Nashville 
or Chattanooga a basing point? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. When I said they had made Atlanta 
a basing point I meant that its geographical situation, the 
character of the surrounding country, and the fact of com- 
petition pointed it out as a place where traffic could be de- 
veloped and a natural basing point. Locations so situated as 
to afford a large amount of traffic may be made successful 
basing points. A railroad can not secure traffic at a point where 
there is none and none can be developed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They arbitrarily made that city 
a basing point. Does the gentleman believe that any railroad 
should have the right to “ make” or “ break” a city, “ make” 
or “ break ” a firm or individual or corporation? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


I do not eare to go into a discussion 


of that question, because I do not concede the premises upon | 


which the gentleman bases his assumption. Basing points are 
not the result of arbitrary action by railroad companies, but 
they come from economic considerations. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. One question further: Railroads, 
unless we have a commission to regulate them, can make or 
break cities or persons, and isn’t that one of the reasons why 
the gentleman is for this rate-making commission? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I can not say that is the principal 
reason for my support of the bill. In regard to many things the 
public is fully protected by the self-interest of railroad com- 
panies. We can depend upon the fact that a railroad company 
will do nothing to injure its own business. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I think I shall be able to show 
the gentleman cases where cities have made complaints of that 
sort. 

Mr. MANN. And I think I could show cases where cities 
have made no such complaint. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They have practically destroyed 
one little town or city to build up another. 

Mr. MANN. Every city makes that complaint. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is claimed that the basing-point sys- 
tem tends toward centralizing trade. The system is justified by 
railroad-rate experts on the ground that it decentralizes trade. 
It is claimed that if railroad rates were based on the mileage 
plan there would be no distributing centers in the interior; that 
seaboard merchants and jobbers would supply all of the retail 
establishments throughout the country, but by establishing bas- 
ing points wholesale and jobbing houses are located at those 
points to supply the retail trade in territory tributary to them, 
and as a result such cities as Atlanta, Memphis, Kansas City, 
Omaha, St. Paul, Minneapolis, and others are pointed to. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to have the gentle- 
man’s opinion as to the distinction, if any, between the expres- 
sion “ reasonable” and “ fairly remunerative.” 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I do not think there is any dis- 
aaa in law between a reasonable rate and a fairly remunera- 
ive rate. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman will observe that 
section 15, as amended, provides that the rate shall be “ reason- 
able, just, and fairly remunerative.” 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want to find out just as nearly 
as I can the exact meaning of that language. There certainly 
must have been some difference intended between the expres- 
sions or they would not have used both. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have not given the bill in detail that 
critical study which I should have given it, but the terms 
“reasonable rate” and “ fairly remunerative rate” in my opin- 
ion are substantially equivalent terms. A railroad company 
may not charge above a fairly remunerative or reasonable rate, 
but in determining what that rate is it must be kept in mind 
that rates as a whole must pay the expenses of the road as a 
whole, and a rate may be fairly remunerative which pays a 
small part of its relative share of the general expenses of the 
road and that rate may be reasonable if it is “all the traffic 
will bear.” 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
get the opinion of the gentleman from Indiana, because he is a 
very good lawyer, upon another proposition. Suppose this Com- 
mission should substitute for a rate that is found to be un- 
reasonable and unjust another rate tbat is not confiscatory but 
not particularly remunerative. Could the court enjoin that 
order of the Commission from going into effect? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My judgment is the courts could only 
enjoin rates that are regarded as confiscatory. Rate making is 
legislation and the question of the reasonableness of a rate is a 
legislative and not a judicial question. If the rate is so low as 
to violate the constitutional safeguards to property, of course 
the courts may prevent its enforcement. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘Then what right has Congress to depute any 
such power to any commission? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is a question for the courts to 
decide. I think rate making is a legislative function and the 
discretion involved is generally legislative. The only question 
for the courts in passing upon the validity of a legislative act 
is whether the act is within the constitutional power of the 
legislative body. Rates fixed by law must be remunerative 
that is, they must yield some profit on the capital invested—or 
they will be confiscatory. The profit must be substantial and 
not merely nominal, but whether a profit of 3 or 4 or 6 per cent 
on the investment is a reasonable one is for the legislature to 
determine and not the courts. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Another question. Let me ask 
the gentleman this: This bill provides a penalty of $5,000 per 
day for failing to obey this order. I would like to have the 
gentleman’s opinion as to whether that is a valid provision of 
law under the fifth amendment, I think it is, to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not see why it is not. I see no 
reason why Congress can not impose a penalty upon law-break- 
ers, a progressive and continuing penalty, if it sees fit, making 
each particular violation of law on each day’s continuation a 
separate crime. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
man’s opinion about that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. But producers and buyers of commodi- 
ties at small centers on lines of single railroads are at a great 
disadvantage. They are compelled to accept without question 
the rates fixed by the railroad companies, and often those rates 
are extortionate, but under the power conferred upon the Inter 
state Commerce Commission by this bill relief will be brought 
to that great class of people who are in much need of it. In 
addition to the imposition of extortionate rates upon the pro- 
ducers and traders at intermediate stations they are discrimi- 
nated against in the way of facilities. At those periods of the 
year when there is a general crop movement throughout the 
country the railroad companies naturally employ all of their 
ears in shipping products from competitive points. They are 
interested in securing all of the grain at those points possible 
while it can be secured, for they know that at intermediate sta 
tions, where there is no competition, the products must be 
shipped over their respective roads or not be shipped at all, and 
the result is that the grain buyers of the small communities are 
compelled to wait for weeks and sometimes months to secure 
cars for shipment, when the producers and shippers at competi 
tive points are regularly and promptly supplied. 

Grain buyers at these intermediate communities are com- 
pelled to exact a larger margin of profit from the producers 
to protect them against possible fluctuations in the market than 
they would if they could depend upon facilities of transporta 
tion in reasonable time to get it into the markets. These peo 
ple are the chief sufferers under the present system, and they 
are the people who are entitled to protection. They are the 
farmers and local grain buyers of the country, who perform 
their duties to the Government patriotically and uncomplain- 
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ingly. They are the bone and sinew of the Government. They 
are the mainstay of society, and under existing conditions their 
well-being is utterly dependent upon the sense of justice and 
fairness of railroad companies. 

This bill asserts in emphatic terms the doctrine that this 
a Government of the people, by the people, and for the 
people; that whenever it beeomes necessary to promote the 
welfare of the people the Government will unhesitatingly as- 
sert its power of control over transportation companies. The 
moral effect of this measure will be tremendous. Railroad 
companies will feel it to their interest to conduct their affairs 
in such a way as to show to the public the entire justice of 
their methods. 

The people ask railroad companies and other corporations 
simply to obey the law. They are willing that railroads should 
charge rates sufficiently high to pay them for the expenses of 
operation and maintenance and alow a reasonable compensa- 
tion upon their actual capital invested. They do object, how- 
ever, to being compelled to pay dividends upon large amounts 
of fictitious stock. The practice of watering stock is one of 
the most reprehensible in modern industry, and the pending 
bill provides additional means to compel publicity on the part 
of railroad companies, so the country may know more about the 
relation of assets and capitalization. With these safeguards 
to prevent the overcapitalization of railroad properties, and 
with the laws we have upon the statute books to prevent re- 
bates and unfair discriminations in favor of favorite shippers, 
and the power in the Interstate Commerce Commission to pro- 
tect helpless producers and shippers where there is no compe- 
tition against burdensome and unjust exactions, it seems that 
commerce ought to be greatly facilitated. This bill is evolu- 
tional in its character, and if experience shall demonstrate 
that other safeguards should be incorporated into the law no 
doubt Congress will readily respond to the needs of the coun- 
try and adopt such additional measures as will fully secure to 
the publie the protection to which it is justly entitled. Whether 
more legislation along this line will be required in the future 
depends wholly upon the conduct of railroad corporations them- 
selves. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Eris]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Eris] 
is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to speak of waterway 
development as a means of railway rate regulation. This is a 
little out of the current of present debate but entirely germane 
to the subject under consideration. I would, however, first sig- 
nify my approval of the pending measure by some general obser- 
vations of its policy and general features. I do not accord my 
support to the bill because I believe it to be especially revolu- 
tionary, but rather because I believe it to be distinctly salutary. 
I do not believe that this Hepburn bill if enacted into law will, as 
predicted by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatr], 
have the effect to wreck present transportation systems. I do 
not expect it to unsettle values or overturn the legitimate order 
in railway enterprise and operations in this country; but I do 
believe, Mr. Chairman, that if it become a_law, this measure 
will eure many ills, correct real abuses, remedy manifest 
wrongs, supply deficiencies, restore confidence, and immensely 
promote the common weal. 

This is in its spirit and temper a conservative measure. It is 
not a radical one. That is what commends the bill to my mind. 
The enactment of a law on the subject of railway traffic regu- 
lation has been imposed as a special duty, a special order, on 
this Congress. The President, however, in the same utterances 
which proclaimed the demand for a measure, emphasized by 
reiteration the desirability that it:be a safe, sane, and sober 
measure. Listen to some of the things the President has said 
on this subject in his message to this Congress: 

J am well aware of the difficulties of the legislation that I am sug- 
gesting and of the need of temperate and cautious action in securing it. 
I should emphatically protest against improperly radical or hasty action. 

in the Government interfering with private business 
more than is necessary. J do not believe in the Government undertaking 
any work which can with propriety be left in private hands. : 

Let me most earnestly say that these recommendations are not made 
in any spirit of hostility to the railroads. On ethical grounds, on 
grounds of right, such hostility would be intolerable; that such hos- 
tility would tell against the welfare not merely of some few rich meu, 
but of a multitude of small investors, a multitude of railway employees, 
wage-workers ; and most severely against the interest of the public as 

+ lie te 
: 3 this legislation not only In the interest of the public but in 
the interest of the honest railroad man and the honest shipper alike, 
for it is they who are chiefly jeoparded by the practices of their dis- 
honest competitors. This legisiation should be enacted in a spirit ag 
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remote as possible from hysteria and rancor. 


This bill meets the requirements, responds to the specifications, 
These desires of the Chief Executive have manifestly been 
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carried into the deliberation of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. The report of that committee denotes that. 
This is what they say: 

No member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


believes that the provisions of this bill will be satisfactory to all 
persons who may be affected by it, nor that it will be satisfactory even 


to those who desire legislation upon the lines of the bill. 
be remembered that the bill involves great 
sands of millions of property and interests that are measured by hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars every year, and all sections of the country, 
and that complete harmony of sentiment upon any measure involving 
so much is not to be expected. Such harmony belongs to the realm of 
the impossible. We can only say that from the divergent views enter- 
tained by us, and that have been ur, upon us during protracted 
hearings, we have done the best we could to provide a measure that we 
think will give at least very considerable relief from evils that are 
recognized to be many and grievous. 

These are good words. They reflect high thinking and de- 
note a plane of action above partisanship, above narrowness, 
above any prejudice against American enterprises and in- 
dustrial operations, because they are big, above envy or hatred 
of power, high above all these things, on an exalted level of 
true patriotism and real statesmanship. [Applause.] So the 
bill proceeds from the committee under the momentum of a 
unanimous report. Here is surely a suggestion of millennial 
glory. There is assurance enough in this unanimous verdict 
of these distinguished Members of this House to prompt one to 
vote for the bill even if time or occasion to study its pro- 
visions were not afforded. I am glad to take this occasion to 
throw these bouquets. I believe this feature of this legislation 
can not be too highly commended. [Applause.] 

I esteem it of the utmost importance, Mr. Chairman, that the 
policy of this measure be correctly interpreted. I was much 
instructed by the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Srstey] in his eloquent speech in opposition to this meas- 
ure. It was a courageous effort. For myself, I did not concur 
in many of his conclusions, but I shall be very sorry if his re- 
marks be not widely published and widely read. If the gen- 
tleman were but willing to grant the expediency of some 
measure of governmental intervention in the regulation of the 
earriage and of the carriers of commerce, then his argument 
would be most valuable as a plea for a wise, temperate, and 
conservative exercise of such power. The learned gentleman 
proceeded from a false premise. He reads into this measure 
an administrative purpose which does not properly find lodg- 
ment ihere. He will presently learn that the views and aims of 
the prompters and promoters of this legislation are not so much 
at variance with his own as he now supposes. I think the gen- 
tleman’s contentions may properly be interpreted to be these: 
That the flow of the currents of commerce should be left, in the 
main, to the control of natural causes; that the community of 
vital, permanent interests between the carriers of commodities 
and the producers of commodities may be depended upon to 
evolve proper conditions of transportation; that the natural 
laws which inhere in these mutual interests and spring from 
them are better and safer for all concerned, than would be mere 
arbitrary directions, conceived and imposed from without the 
pale of those interests. But in all this, the President who has 
urged this legislation, the committee who have reported the bill, 
the Members of the House who will vote for its passage, and 
those people everywhere who have thought most wisely upoi 
the subject will, I believe, cheerfully accord. 

I think I can go even further. I think I can safely say to 
the gentleman, and to those whose attitude he voices here, that 
the American people are not now demanding this legislation be- 
cause they believe that the railroads of the country should be 
prevented from exercising, within the widest range of reason- 
able limitations, the rights which are born of the necessities of 
their business; nor are the shippers demanding this legislation 
because they are greatly dissatisfied with the general rules, 
tests, and standards which the railroads of the country have sect 
up—have in a measure formulated into a sort of code—and are 
now promulgating and contending for as properly determina- 
tive of rates between points and localities. In all the agitation 
of this great question little has been heard from the people— 
from individual shippers, from aggrieved classes of shippers or 
communities—in way of special complaint about “the basing 
point rule.” From interested sources there has arisen com 
paratively little complaint of the “cost of service” or the 
“return-haul” principles of computation; little even of that 
rule, which seems in its statement harsh and confiscatory, that 
the charge should be “what the traflic will bear.” In other 
words, the quarrel is not with the railroads, as common carriers, 
because of unfairness of the laws which they themselves have 
enacted or invoked to govern and control traffic. But the peop! 
are complaining, and have long complained bitterly, of railroad 
management in this country. Twenty years ago these com- 
plaints came up to the Congress and were given a hearing. Com- 
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mittees formulated these grievances and found them to be justi- 
fied by the facts. Permit me to read a brief summary of one of 
those committee reports: 

The railroad companies do not realize, as they should, the fact that 
oe sustain a different relation to the public from persons engaged in 
ordinary business enterprises. Railroad companies are not disposed to 
regard themselves as holding “a public office and bound to the public,” 
as expressed in the ancient law. They do not deal with all citizens 
alike. They discriminate between persons and places. By secret 
special rates, rebates, drawbacks, and concessions, they foster monopoly, 
enrich favored pom ley and prevent free competition in many lines of 
trade in which the item of transportation is an important factor. 


That was a true bill twenty years ago. The bill of particu- 
lars is discriminatingly exact, and it is worth while to mention 
that it emanated from the other end of the Capitol. It is a true 
bill to-day. Some new devices have appeared and some refine- 
ments of the art of false pretense, but no change is visible in 
the character or methods of the wrongdoing. It will be observed 
that the offenses complained of consist in this fact: That the 
railroads do not obey their own laws; do not keep faith with 
people with respect to them. It is to the departure from these 
railroad-made rules, to the evasion of them, to the fact that they 
are not, in practice, interpreted fairly or applied squarely, that 
the people address their chief complaints. Now, the point I 
would make is that it is not the policy of this legislation to 
interfere with the railroads in the exercise of those larger 
powers, those essential rights of which the two opponents of the 
bill have spoken. The policy is rather to deal with abuses in 
the exercise of those powers and rights. It is to impress and 
enforce the familiar doctrine that before the law—including the 
law governing the duty of common carriers—all persons must 
stand on an equality; that the concession to the most favored 
shipper must be the concession and the law for all shippers who 
are in substantially the same situation; that the treatment of 
the most favored community must be the law for all like-situ- 
ated and like-conditioned communities. [Applause.] 

Now, a word as to the delegation of power in this bill. There 
is such delegation. It is a kind of legislative-administrative 
power with which neither the people nor the courts are unfamil- 
iar. It is closely akin to the power which is used in the assess- 
ment, equalization, and collection of taxes, the States through 
and the country over. The exercise of this power begins with 
an abuse and ends with the correction of that abuse. It will be 
dificult to evade. The scope of application is wide. It will 
drive through fraud and pretense, whatever the shape it may 
put on. But it will protect the honest manager of a railroad 
against managers of the other sort. When an abuse of trust 
is located and ascertained, then power is reposed in an arm 
that may reach to the spot and apply the corrective force at the 
very point of resistance. The railroads ought not to complain 
of that. To do so is to put themselves in a very bad light 
before the American people. No upright railroad man will 
contend that wrongs should not be righted. 

In practice this law will be neither radical nor oppressive. 
The very opposite interpretation is the true one. Lines and 
limitations are so clearly defined, the authors of the measure 
have refrained so entirely from crossing doubtful boundaries, 
that there can be in the measure nothing but assurance that a 
governmental policy of utmost caution and wisest conservatism 
is to be pursued in this great matter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to come straight to the subject 
which has brought me into this debate. The development of 
their great waterways is a matter of such paramount im- 
portance to the American people, that whenever the state of 
the Union is the order a discussion of the subject is surely ger- 
mane. But we are discussing freight-rate regulation. To talk 
of waterway improvement is but to speak of another way in 
which the Government may take a hand and does take a hand 
in rate regulation. This other way is under an é¢ntirely differ- 
ent grant or lodgment of power. It is a way wherein abso- 
lutely no one has ever questioned the right of the Government 
to act and no sane man has ever questioned the expediency of 
sovernmental action. It is the most effective regulation of all. 
it is that regulation which, employing natural instrumentalities 
respecting natural conditions and advantages, really regulates 
when more artificial methods fail. I wish to refer again to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. In his argu- 
ment he drew freely on the experience of Germany. He re- 
called that Germany has tried every method of railway rate 
regulation—has tried the policy of governmenta! indifference, 
‘idvocated by the opponents of the pending bill; has tried gov- 
ernment supervision, and, finally, has tried and is trying gov- 
ernment ownership. None of these methods have been satis- 
factory, and the wise statesmen of that progressive country 
have begun the task of rate regulation by a systematic develop- 
ment of national waterways. They are developing a grand 
waterway system. Two great rivers—the Elbe and the Rhine— 
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constitute the main arteries. Last year Germany voted ten 
millions to build a canal from Berlin to Stettin, 100 miles apart, 
although already connected by a railroad with abundant facili- 
ties for transportation; and now, that Berlin may reach that 
point, they are building a canal to cost ten millions more. Ger- 
many’s experience should be valuable. We are not only very 
likely to have a struggle with Germany to retain a place in her 
home markets, but we have already entered upon a race of 
trade competition with her for the markets of the world. In 
this competition water transportation must play the leading 
part. Not alone water transportation to and from our borders, 
which will call for improvement of our seaports and harbors, 
but water transportation, as well, from our deep interior sec- 
tions, which will render the development of our rivers and 
‘canals of transcendent importance. Against miles of German 


rivers and German canals must be counted scores and hun- 
dreds of miles of American rivers and American canals. [Ap- 


plause. ] 

I want to bring this right home to us. Permit me to refer to 
the situation in my own district—not that I want to urge a 
purely local problem at this time. I would only so refer by way 
of illustration. The situation there is more familiar to me, and 
it is typical of situations in scores of other districts and other 
sections in all parts of our common country. 

I am from Missouri. Missouri is the Germany for which I 
stand in this river-improvement business. The Rhine of my 
Germany is the Missouri River, and the Cologne on my Rhine is 
Kansas City. [Applause.] Located there, and growing into 
the industrial and commercial capital of an area big enough and 
rich enough for an empire, that progressive young city is watch- 
ing with keenest interest the great isthmian canal project and is 
facing a transportation problem. Wrapped up in the future 
of that metropolis, which is my home, is the fate of a magnifi- 
cent agriculture. The city as a center, describe a circle with a 
radius of 200 miles, and when the fertile acres so described 
shall respond to full cultivation there can be no want anywhere 
at home and no famines abroad, unless the splendid product 
shall be left to perish where it grows for want of transporta- 
tion. [Applause.] The fuel supply of that great area—coal, 
gas, oil—is fairly exhaustless, and the factories in every town 
would multiply if only upon this one question of freight rates 
and freight facilities assurance might be given. 

For Kansas City, for all that it represents, Congress can not 
rightly solve this problem of transportation except it make the 
Missouri River really navigable and keep it so to the sea. Adopt 
the German policy, use the German foresight, open this water- 
way for the people of that great country of Kansas, Nebraska, 
Oklahoma, and Missouri, and railway rates will be regulated 
and will stay regulated. Then for a farmer to have his prod 
ucts or a manufacturer to have his commodities at Kansas City, 
is to have them at New Orleans, New York, Liverpool, on the 
Mediterranean, in the ports of South America, in Hongkong, and 
the Orient. He will be in the markets of the world. He will 
hold the key to magnificent trade opportunities. [Applause. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. ELLIS. Very gladly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I hope the gentleman will par- 
don the interruption, but I would like to inquire whether he can 
give any figures on the probable investment which the Govern- 
ment would need to make to open the Missouri to navigation so 
that it might be used in conjunction with the Mississippi as a 
waterway to the Gulf of Mexico? 

Mr. ELLIS. I am very glad the gentleman asked the ques- 
tion; I would be even more glad if I were better able to answer 
it. So little, Mr. Chairman, has ever been done to improve the 
navigable condition of the Missouri, and so nearly nothing in 
late years, that the estimate asked by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas is wanting. The report of the Chief of Engineers last year 
shows that no project for the improvement of the river as 2 
whole has ever been adopted; that since 1884 there has been 
spent on the whole stretch of river below Sioux City about 
seven millions. Everybody who knows anything about the 
matter knows that a comparatively insignificant part of that 
sum was really spent for the permanent improvement of the 
river. There is a grim significance in the fact that large sums 
were spent in the preservation of railway rights of way along 
its banks. But the engineers tell us in that report that by these 
expenditures—even though made without a definite, compre- 
hensive plan—it has been demonstrated that the river may be 
made a channel of commerce. They say it is practicable. A 
comparatively small aggregate spent systematically from year 
to year would do the work. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 


One more question. Should this 
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work be undertaken and done by the General Government alone 
or through cooperation with the States most interested? 

Mr. ELLIS. By the General Government, unmistakably. 
These rivers are the highways of the American people. The 
States can not control them. The benefits flowing from their 
use can not be circumscribed; they do not stop at State lines. 
I have tried to make that point; I hope I have succeeded. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this consummation would have another 
effect besides this relation to remote and foreign markets. Re- 
cur, for illustration, to the Mississippi Valley. ‘When the rivers 
of that great valley—the Ohio, the Mississippi, the Missouri, 
and their tributaries—which are navigable on the maps, by ex- 
pert tests and standards, shall be navigable in fact; when the 
eanal from Lake Michigan to the Mississippi and the other 
canals which are even now contemplated shall be completed, as 
they will be some time, railway rates upon all the lines, in all 
directions, in that great interior section will have been regulated 
as no Jaw on any statute book can ever regulate them. Trans- 
portation rates for our domestic commerce, much the most im- 
portant of all, will have been leveled along all lines; and all, 
moreover, will have been wrought without substantial injury 
or real injustice to the railroads themselves. I received only 
this morning a copy of a paper published at Baltimore, the 
Manufacturers’ Record. It contains an able editorial urging 
the “fullest development” of our river systems concurrently 
with the construction of the Panama Canal. 


Such a development— 

Says the article— 
would not in any sense militate against the railroads. It is true that 
it would be a regulator of freight rates, and might be a far better 
reculator than Congress can ever be, but it would so vastly expand the 
trade and traffic of this country that our railroads would still continue, 
as they are at present, to be taxed beyond their ability to handle 
traffic. We would see throughout the country an expansion somewhat 
similar to that which has followed the development of the harbors and 
the Sault Ste. Marie Canal on the Lakes. 

To obtain this indirect benefit it is not necessary that the rail- 


roads shall be much affected in the volume of their business. It 
is only necessary that the two systems of transportation may 
exist together. Waterways can not be monopolized by trusts 
or combines. The whole tendency of water transportation is 
to destroy trusts and stimulate competition. 

Mr. Chairman, we need the regdation of freight rates which 
will be secured in this bill; we need the regulation which will 
come through a development of our waterways. The two meth- 
ods will work in perfect harmony. We need these waterways 
in our business. How are we to have them? By pursuing the 
policy which has obtained heretofore and appropriating on the 
average less than twenty millions a year? At this rate we can 
not touch the fringes of the proposition. Projects which bear 
the stamp of approval now aggregate fully $400,000,000. The 
present attitude of the Congress toward this most urgent public 
work practically requires at the hands of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors that they keep the aggregate appropria- 
tion so low as to affect with discouragement every project 
everywhere. This niggardly policy does not emanate, I am 
happy to be able to say, from the committee of this House; it 
has been imposed upon that committee. It is not meet that in- 
terest here in this important class of public work shall have 
to be awakened by the clamor of local projects. A new policy 
should be inaugurated—a national policy—a determined purpose 
broad enough and strong enough to take up these local projects 
and carry them into a comprehensive system of waterway im- 
provement. More money should be invested—fifty millions a 
year—until we catch up with the demands that are now upon 
us. The occasion of this discussion is a fit time to begin in 
earnest the consideration of this matter, which will so much 
affect our national prosperity. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Hoge]. 

Mr HOGG. Mr. Chairman, when I became a Member of this 
House I promised myself that I would never ask the indulgence 
of the House to listen to me unless I thought I had something 
to say and ought to say it. It may be that you will conclude 
that I have violated my own limitations. If so, I can only say 
that I have not trespassed perhaps more than others who have 
gone before me in the discussion of this measure. [Laughter.] 

I understand it is claimed by the sponsors of this bill that 
it is an Administration measure. It was claimed by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. RUSSELL] upon yesterday that it was a 
Democratic measure; and I trust that there are none here, or 
in the country at large, who will conclude that the latter state- 
ment necessarily results from the former. [Laughter.] How- 


ever this may be, it is understood that this measure—that has 
the unusual experience of having the unanimous indorsement 
of the committee, both Democratic and Republican—has been 
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practically formulated by the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
and is said to have the favor of the President. 

These considerations, together with the many wise provisions 
contained in the bill, will lead us, no doubt, to give it our ear- 
nest support, although many of us may, and no doubt do, ques- 
tion some of its provisions. 

There are but few phases of this question that I care to call 
to the attention of the committee, although the discussion has 
taken a very wide range indeed, and along lines, I am sure, 
concerning which our knowledge, to the say the least, is ex- 
tremely limited. That this is so necessarily arises from the 
vast and complex problenis that are connected with the trans- 
portation question. When we stop to consider the tremendous 
impetus that has been received along every avenue of indus- 
trial activity, through the development of the railway, the ease 
and rapidity of communication between different parts of the 
country, and the distribution of the products of every portion 
to every other portion of our great domain, it ought at least 
to compel thoughtful action upon our part before we attempt 
to disturb the equilibrium of so vast a structure. 

But however vexing the problem may be, it must be met 
resolutely and with a determination to so legislate as to bring 
good and not ill to those interests most vitally concerned upon 
the one side and upon the other. It is hard to conceive that 
there is any person who is not interested in some degree in this 
solution. 

I have been much interested and instructed in the statements 
made here and elsewhere as to the evils that have grown up 
in the management of the railways of the country. That they 
are many and far-reaching is admitted by all. That the bene- 
fits enjoyed from the operation of these vast systems are past 
ealculation ought, I think, also to be admitted, and out of this 
mass of good and evil it should be our care to evolve some sort 
of adjustment that will prevent the wrong and secure that 
fair, just, and reasonable conduct of affairs in connection with 
the management of the railways as will bring a benefit to the 
people as well as to the railways. <A very considerable agita- 
tion has been earried on for the past thirty years concerning 
the proper and legitimate control of transportation companies. 
In many of the States legislation has been had, more or less 
stringent and with varying results, but throughout it all a 
steady advance until, in most of the States having legislation 
upon the subject, a comparatively satisfactory conclusion has 
been arrived at upon the subject. So very general had been 
the purpose to secure some satisfactory settlement of this 
question, and the several States being limited in the scope of 
their action to transportation wholly within the State, and this 
being upon the whole but a limited portion of the great bulk 
of the business carried on by the transportation companies, it 
soon became evident if any lasting good was to be accomplished 
it would become necessary for the General Government to take 
up the matter in order that the traffic between the States and 
foreign countries might be regulated in order to secure the 
proper treatment of the whole subject. 

In 1887 Congress, to meet this condition, passed what is 
known as the “ Interstate Commerce Act,” which, with a few 
amendments, the most important of which is the “ Elkins Act,” 
has remained in force ever since, but which under more recent 
conditions has been found to be inadequate to cope with the 
rapid developments of railway traffic. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission was under that act con- 
stituted as an administrative board to consider any complaints 
that might be preferred against any of the interstate carriers 
touching their practices, both as to methods and rates. It must 
be acknowledged that this Commission, although presumably wit! 
power to correct the evils complained of, have so far been un- 
able to accomplish much, owing to the lack of power to enforce 
their orders. This weakness in the original act is now sought 
to be overcome by the additional legislation now contained in 
the bill before us for consideration. It will be observed that 
this bill undertakes, in the first place, to extend the term “ rail- 
road” so as to include bridges and ferries, roads operated under 
contract, switches, tracks, terminal facilities of every kind, as 
well as depots, yards, and grounds. The term “ transportation 
has also been enlarged so as to include all instrumentalities aud 
facilities of carriage and all services performed in connection 
with the handling of property. 

We now come to the portion of the bill which seeks to enforce 
the doing of certain things and the refraining from doing ce'- 
tain things. We find: 

First. It shall be the duty of the carrier to furnish trans- 
portation upon reasonable request. 

Second. That all charges shall be just and reasonable, and 
every unjust and unreasonable charge is prohibited and de- 
clared to be unlawful. 
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Third. The carrier shall keep open to public inspection sched- 
ules, which schedules shall contain the charges between all 
places where persons or property may be carried, the classifica- 
tion of freight, as well as the terminal charges. 

Fourth. A provision against changing the schedule except 
upon thirty days’ notice, and an inhibition against charging any 
greater or less amount than that fixed in the schedule. 

Fifth. The filing of copies of schedules with the Commission, 
including joint tariffs. 

Sixth. Prohibiting changing joint rates except on a like no- 
tice, and prohibiting the charging of any different sum than is 
fixed in such joint schedule. 

Seventh. The empowering of the Commission to fix rates, and 
authorizing it to determine whether any practice of the carrier 
is in violation of the provisions of the act. 

Much of the act is merely administrative and has as its object 
a mere amplification of the former act, although having the 
force and effect of law. 

The matter, however, which I wish to particularly call to 
your attention at this time is as to the power lodged with the 
Commission to determine the question of violation of the various 
provisions contained in the bill as above specified, and more 
particularly as to the delegation of power to determine the rea- 
sonableness of any given rate. 

I think we are all reasonably familiar with the general divi- 
sion of the functions of government. We know that there are 
the legislative, executive, and judicial branches of government. 
We know also that it is wise that neither of these coordinate 
branches of government should encroach upon the other. This 
distinction is not the mere creature of constitutional provision, 
but inherently exists in all civilized government, at least of the 
higher types, and distinguishes them from what are known as 
despotic forms of government. If the executive were clothed 
with the power to determine when a law had been violated, or 
to construe the law as enacted, there could be no security to the 
subject other than the will of the executive. If the legislative 
branch could enact and execute the law, it would be compelled 
to designate some person to enforce its edicts. And so we find 
that throughout the entire history of constitutional government 
the liberty of the citizen, the security of life and property, have 
only been maintained by the strict observance of these dis- 
tinctions. Mr. Cooley, upon this subject, says: 

The difference between the departments undoubtedly is that the legis- 
lative makes, the executive executes, and the judiciary construes the 
law, and it is said that that which distinguishes a judicial from a leg- 
islative act is that the one is a determination of what the existing 
law is in relation to some existing thing already done or happened, 
while the other is a predetermination of what the law shall be for 
the regulation of all future cases falling under its provisions. 

in other words, “ The law is applied by the one and made by 
the other.” Now, let us test this proposed legislation by these 
well-known distinctions. It is admitted by the proponents of 
this measure that the Commission is an administrative body to 
whom is delegated certain duties in carrying out the will of Con- 
gress, and as such is charged with certain legislative duties or 
functions. In so far as the Commission is administrative it 
becomes a part of the executive arm of the Government, and as 
to this can have no legislative authority. But wherein is the 
Commission administrative? It can not be said that the power 
to make certain rules and regulations, as given by this bill, is 
executive, for the reason that these rules and regulations have 
the force and effect of law, a violation of which is punished by 
certain prescribed penalties, and hence are the very essence of 
legislative prerogative. But these powers are attempted to be 
conferred by this bill. Not only that; the Commission is em- 
powered to determine whether or no there have been any vio- 
lations of the substantive provisions of the proposed act, but 
they may also determine whether or no any of their regulations 
have been violated. It is not only to make the law, but to deter- 
mine its violation and construe its terms. If we shall say that 
the Commission shall require reports to be filed and prescribe 
the form in which they shall be made, or if we shall invest this 
Commission with power to fix rates which shall be binding 
upon the railroads in the future, we have most certainly in- 
vested it with legislative functions, and when we, in addition 
thereto, give it the further right to determine when a violation 
of these provisions has occurred, we have invested it with the 
very highest judicial functions. Now, the question naturally 
arises, Can this be done? 

We have seen that this Commission under the provisions of 
this bill may—indeed, it is its duty—prescribe certain ri cue 
lations for the government of the railroads and fix a maximuin 
rate that may be charged and bring before it persons charged, 
upon complaint of any person injured, with any violation of 
the law as well as regulations so adopted. No one can seri- 
ously question, I think, the proposition that anyone charged 
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with the violation of the law has the right to be heard in a 
properly constituted judicial tribunal, whether he be accused 
of petty larceny or the violation of the law respecting the con 
duct of the business of a railroad. In either case he is entitk 
under the Constitution to due process of law. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
me? 


Mr. HOGG. 


u 


Certainly. 


Mr. TOWNSEND. If the gentleman will permit me, I would 
not assume to instruct the gentleman at all, but inasmuch as 
he has asked the question I would like to ask him, Does not 
the law provide that the carrier may go into court any time 
during the thirty days and have these rights determined to 
which you have called attention? 

Mr. HOGG. Yes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. That is what the bill provides now, and 


if he does not pay any attention to it - 

Mr. HOGG. His rights are precluded. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes; his rights are precluded. 

Mr. HOGG. That is the very thing I am objecting to, be 
cause, I say, that you can not preclude any right a man may 
have to property or person unless and until he has had an op- 
portunity of testing those rights by the due and orderly process 
of law, and by that we understand a trial before a properly 
constituted court. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does he not have that? 

Mr. HOGG. No; he has no trial before any court. The 
United States Supreme Court has held that this Commission is 
in no sense a court or judicial tribunal. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, may I inter- 
rupt the gentleman? Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman from 
Colorado yield? 

Mr. HOGG. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Does the gentleman object 
to permitting a rate to be made for the future where it has 
been decided that the existing rate is unreasonable? 

Mr. HOGG. Decided by whom? 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. By the Commission. 

Mr. HOGG. No; I do not think the Commission 
power to decide the reasonableness of a rate. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I only wanted to remind the 
gentleman that it has been repeatedly held that the rate-mak- 
ing power is legislative and that courts may not make rates. 

Mr. HOGG. There is no question about that 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. If we are to lodge rate 
making power anywhere, it must be in the Commission and not 
in a court. The Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
cided that a court may not do that. 

Mr. HOGG. There is no question about that at all. I agree 
with the gentleman entirely. The Supreme Court of the United 
States has also held that this Commission has no judicial power, 
and it has also held that the determination of the reasonableness 


has 


any 


gor 


of a rate is a judicial and not a legislative function. Let nv 
read some of the authorities on that question. A case was cited 


by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Russet] yesterday, but t 


latter part of that decision was not read as fully as might be 
The first case, I think, that directly passes upon this question 
is to be found in 134 United States, at page 418. This was 
the case known as the “ Minnesota case.” I read: 

This being the construction of the statute by which we are bound in 
considering the present case, we are of opinion that so const ; 
conflicts with the Constitution of the United States in the par 
complained of by the railroad company. It deprives the compan f 


its right to a judicial investigation, by due proce of law, ul 


forms and with the machinery provided by the wisdom of su 

ages for the investigation judicially of the truth of a matter in : 
versy, and substitutes therefor, as an absolute finality, the action a 
railroad commission which, in view of the powers conceded to it by 
the State courts, can not be regarded as clothed with judicial f 


or possessing the machinery of a court of justice 

Nothing, it seems to me, could be plainer than that this C 
mission, which this bill seeks to clothe with such ample and 
unusual powers, does not constitute a court within this de 
But let me read further: 

The question of ihe reasonableness of a rate of charge fo 
portation by railroad company, involving as it d the ele 
reasonableness both as regards the company and as re 
is eminently a question for judicial investigation, reg 
of law for its determination. 


Now, I desire to ask these gentlemen, under this decision 


rds the ; 


ng due pi 


the decision that was cited yesterday, what powers the: i 
supposed to have conferred upon this Commission to make 
their findings as to the reasonableness of a rate determinative 


of that question, even had they determined it? Even had they 
concluded that a certain rate was a reasonable rate, it would 
still be open, it seems to me, to be determined by a court re- 
viewing all the facts in the case as to being reasonable or un- 
reasonable. 









In another case cited yesterday by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Russet], to be found in 167 United States at page 499, 
Interstate Commerce Commission v. Railway Company, the fol- 
lowing language is used: 

It is one thing to inquire whether the rates which have been charged 
and collected are reasonable—that is a judicial act; but an entirely 
different thing to prescribe the rates which shall be charged in the 
future—that is a legislative act. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman says we can not 
delegate this rate-making power. Will the gentleman say how 
we can delegate to a railroad corporation the power to make 
rates? 

Mr. HOGG. We do not give it to a railroad corporation. 
They have it by common law, and generally by charter. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But we create the corporation. 

Mr. HOGG. Oh, yes, yes; but sometimes it happens that the 
thing created imagines it is greater than the creator, and that 
is one of the cases, I think. [Laughter.] 

Many other cases determined by the State courts might be 
cited sustaining the view we take, that it does not lie in the 
power of Congress to give to a merely administrative, or, if you 
please, a deputy legislative body, judicial powers. 

sut can we devolve upon this Commission legislative func- 
tions? It is agreed, on all hands, that the fixing of a future 
rate is a legislative act. Indeed, among the numerous de- 
cisions upon that subject in the States where these commissions 
have been established, it seems to be the settled doctrine that 
all the power that can be exercised by these boards must be 
based fundamentally upon the theory that they are a branch, 
or rather the agent, of the legislature, and I think it is pretty 
well agreed that the Commission may fix future rates. But in 
no case has the Supreme Court of the United States passed 
upon the power of Congress to invest a commission with this 
power. It is true that the language used in the Maximum Rate 
Case might lead us to infer that they would uphold such a 
power; but in that case they were only passing upon the ques- 
tion as to whether, in the Elkins Act, Congress had in terms con- 
ferred such power, and not upon the broader question of the 
power of Congress to delegate its function of legislation. 

But whatever be the outcome of this whole question, I take 
it for granted that there is power somewhere to correct the 
evil that we all admit exists. We are not ready to acknowl- 
edge that there are wrongs without a remedy. That there may 
not only be violations of positive law, but also violations of 
those principles of justice and equity which should guide all 
men. And while we admit the necessity for action, and know 
that it is our duty to see that the remedy is had, still we must 
know that if a remedy is provided which in its terms violates 
any of the well-known principles of government—principles 
which can not be ignored even under great stress of circum- 
stances, but must be observed so long as constitutional govern- 
ment shall stand—that the remedy applied must be along the 
lines most agreeable to these safeguards that have been so 
wisely provided. We seem to be in a great hurry to reach a 
result all at once in the administration of this doubtful power. 
The process of the courts is too slow to satisfy many people. 
We must have summary proceedings. The President has said 
so, and the people have authorized him, I suppose, to say so. 
Well, this probably will be done. Out West once in a while 
they hang a man and try him afterwards. You get your re- 
sults in a hurry, but not always satisfactorily. I know of a case 
where it is said the hanging was a perfect success, but one of 
the committee, in explaining the transaction, said that while 
the proceedings were all that could be desired there was just 
one litthe drawback—they hung the wrong man. And so, 
now, while everybody is engaged in the whoop and hurrah 
business, when you can’t even get religion without a brass band, 
and you are lured to heaven with a fiddle, we are supposed to 
join in with the cry, “Anything to get there.” Well, I am in 
on this deal, and I hope it is a square one, of which we hear so 
much and see so little. But I am sure that the people are more 
interested than anyone in the fact that when done it will stay 
done. I shall vote for this bill, not that I think it is right 
as to all its provisions, but it is right as to most of them. 

{ shall vote for it for other reasons. I am sure my people 
whose agent I am expect such a vote. That is the great and 
determinative reason, 

We are told that no amendments will meet the approval of 
the committee, and that all parties are agreed upon this, so 
far as the committee is concerned; if so, it were futile indeed 
to suggest that there may be some occasion for amendment. 
With beot and spur and big stick this bill is to be ridden down 
hill, with but one saving power—that talk may be had, and that 
is all. Well, that is a privilege that most of the Members may 
be able to save out of the situation. Now, as to the outlook 
for amendments to the bill. I have no doubt but that the lash 
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will be applied, that the order has been given, and that the order 
comes from high authority—the committee. 

It seems to me that an amendment making express and Pull- 
man companies subject to the act would not have been a bad 
idea; indeed, I fail to see why they were omitted in legislation 
so drastic and far-reaching. 

I had prepared an amendment myself providing for the pun- 
ishment of those who should ask for or receive preferential 
rates in the transportation of person or property, but I am well 
aware that the programme will not allow that these matters be 
considered. 

We are told that the common law is the perfection of wisdom, 
and that when the world was made it was all very good, but in 
neither case has the stamp of legislative sanction been placed 
upon the proposition; but now we have, in general evolution of 
human knowledge, reached a condition where we can say: “It 
is finished.” 

But it isn’t finished, and we all know that this vexed question 
will be before Congress in the years to come, as it has been in 
years passed, and that any advance must be necessarily slow. 
And I do not believe it is right that those high in authority 
should lead the people to believe that this act will end the ques- 
tion. Indeed, I do not imagine, from what has been said by 
some of the advocates of this measure, that any radical changes 
will be made. If this is so, then you are gold-bricking the 
people when you lead them to think that the law is self-acting, 
self-enforcing. We ought to tell the people that in the very 
nature of things the operation of the law must be slow; that we 
can’t complain of a fellow to-night and have him hung and 
quartered before morning. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not look for any considerable effect to 
come from this legislation. The fact that the railroad com- 
panies are not here complaining is evidence, to my mind, that 
they do not greatly fear the operation of the law, even should 
it be sustained by the courts. Why should we expect any rapid 
application of this law? Your tribunal can not divide itself up 
that it may the more readily hear complaints. It must act as 
an entire body upon these matters, and even if it had nothing 
else in the world to do but fix rates it could not possibly adjudi- 
eate one-tenth of the cases that would be brought before it. 
Why, it has been determined that in fixing a reasonable rate 
more than fifty elements enter into it and must be considered ; 
and when you add to that the additional subject of determina- 
tion that all rates must be remunerative to the carrier, you 
have practically made it impossible to deal with the question in 
anything like an intelligent way. 

There is one question that I want to ask the people of the 
West as well as of New England, and that is this: Granting 
that the Commission is clothed with power to determine when 
there have been discriminations by the railroads either as to 
persons or places and there is complaint made by a number of 
places, say, in the State of Ohio that the roads are giving a 
preferential rate on certain products, say, from Colorado, 
whereby the Colorado product is delivered in the market east 
in competition with the Ohio product, what will the Commis- 
sion do? Of course no one knows what it will do, but anyone 
can see what it may do. Should the Commission decide that 
the place havir zs the natural advantage of location should be 
entitled to protection in rates from places without this advan- 
tage, there is at once presented the whole field of speculation, 
of guess, of doubt, and maybe disaster. We are all agreed that 
the cause of the wonderful development of the entire country 
has been the facilities with which the product of one part has 
been marketed in another part of the country. If this had 
not been, the wonderful development of the West could not 
have been possible, and so through the desire of railroads 
for gain they have developed a traffic profitable to them and 
profitable to the people whom they serve. 

I do not like government at the discretion of anybody. | 
would not be willing even to take the discretion of our Presi- 
dent in all things, however honest, courageous, and just he 
may be and is. I prefer positive law—a law so plain that all 
may understand its provisions, its requirements, and its pen- 
alties; a law that reaches all men alike and punishes all men 
alike; but when you give it to a set of men—I do not care 
how fair they may be—to say not what the law is, but what 
it will be, you have gone a long way along the road that in 
the end will mean a revolution in the very foundation prin- 
ciples of a representative government. I prefer to keep tlie 
powers of government as they have been distributed .in the 
fundamental law of the land and as the wisdom of the fathers 
left it. For this reason I have introduced the bill known 4s 
H. R. 10098, believing that in its provisions we departed the 
least from those well-founded distinctions of the powers of the 
several branches of government and preserve to the people 
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the right guaranteed to them that they should not be divested 
of their property without due process of the law. The Dill 
was drawn along the lines suggested by Judge Grosscup, of 
Chicago, and to one who will deliberately consider it in con- 
nection with the many decisions of the courts, and not under 
the pressure of present demands, I believe it will meet to the 
largest degree the demands of the times with the least possible 
infraction of well-known legal distinctions. It is a measure 
that has been approved by shippers of the United States from 
every State and Territory, representing in the aggregate more 
than five thousand millions of business annually. In providing 
for a court of transportation it but follows the terms of a bill 
introduced by the Chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission last session, and in its provisions I think will be found 
to give a more speedy remedy in the end than the bill we are 
expected to support. 

I do not wish to be understood that the bill introduced by 
myself was perfected by me, or even to any considerable extent 
my effort. I can say only that its provisions in almost every 
detail meet my hearty approval. I think its provisions are 
ample, under the broad powers of the court, indeed powers, that 
the bill we shall pass can in no wise take away or abridge, to 
give every remedy for the wrongs complained of, and, in the end, 
will be found more satisfactory to the people. 

In this great rush of doing things and considering them 
afterwards, I take it, there is great danger to the people. Of 
course those who believe in personal government—the will of 
the ruler being the supreme law; those who are revolutionary 
in their ideas and tendencies—will favor any law that reaches 
its object at once; but, after all, I think we will agree that it is 
better to tread along the old beaten pathway, the one along 
which the progress, achievements, and history of the Republic 
have been accomplished, and along which alone I firmly believe 
the destiny of the nation can be realized. It is along these 
lines that my bill has been framed; for the purpose of presery- 
ing to the utmost the right of the individual to the protection 
which the law of the land guarantees, and that when a violation 
of law is alleged that question shall be determined between 
the people and the railroads, just as the issues between the 
people and an alleged horse thief are determined. We will not 
presume anyone guilty, either high or low, until they have had 
that question determined by a court of competent jurisdiction. 

Nor will we be content to have the grand jury try the case. 
We will agree that they may due presentment make, but they 
shall not try the case. 

I do not believe that the people nor the courts will stand for 
the power sought to be conferred upon this Commission to make 
a regulation on violation of which a court may be asked to stop 
the transportation of any commodity ever a line of road, and 
thus punish the communities as well as the companies; nor do I 
think, for one moment, that the courts can be induced to grant so 
unusual a remedy. 

Imagine, if you please, the vast amount of traffic passing over 
any one of these great interstate lines of road, reaching hun- 
dreds of thousarmls of people dependent, in large measure, upon 
the service of the road, and then measure if you can the effect 
that a decree of a court would have in enjoining all traffic be- 
cause of some violation of this act or a regulation of the Com- 
Inission, 

In the bill H. R. 10098 a judicial tribunal is provided where 
all these matters may be tried. Its judges are appointed for 
life, and hence not subject to varying political conditions. The 
judges may sit in different parts of the country at the same 
time, and thus facilitate the hearing of complaints, and upon 
appeal from any one judge the full court may hear and deter- 
mine the matter. The reasonableness of a rate or practice can 
thus be determined in court and the equity powers given to 
courts be invoked to enforce its decrees. Along some such line 
ultimately must this whole subject, in my judgment, be de- 
termined. 

I take it that this bill, introduced by myself at this session of 

Congress, will secure the hearty approval of the chairman of 
he Committee on Interstate Commerce, because I find that at 
the last session of Congress he introduced a bill almost identical 
in its provisions with mine, giving the courts the power to de- 
termine this question, and hence when he reports this bill back 
I shall expect the gentleman from Iowa to give me his most 
hearty support to the bill which I have introduced. Gentlemen, 
I thank you. [Loud applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Gaines of West 
Virginia having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a mes- 
Sage from the Senate, by Mr. PaRrKINSON, its reading clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
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titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Represent 
tives was requested : 

S. 567. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
make an examination of certain claims of the of 
souri ; 

S. 90. An act providing for the deposit of a model of any ves- 
sel of war in the United States Navy bearing the name of a 


a- 


to 


State Mis- 


State of the United States in the capitol building of said 
State ; 
S. 2871. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Brunnell ; 

S. 136. An act 
Laudner ; 

S. 139. An act 
Le Hundra; 

S. 2526. An 
Welch ; 


granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 
granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


S. 2869. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachael 
A. Foulk ; 
S. 476. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 


Peterson ; 
S. 2459. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
M. Scott; 


S. 1463. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna Z. 
Potter ; 
S. 218. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


Doersch ; 

S. 208. An act granting 
Smith; 

S. 2098. An act authorizing the extension of Second eet 
NW. north to Trumbull street and W street westward to Sec- 
ond street NW.; 


an increase of pension to Daniel J. 


str 


S. 1736. An act granting a pension to Lena S. Fenn: 
S. 3286. An.act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
McGehee ; 


S. 1217 An act granting an increase of pension to John Cook; 

S. 3184. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 'T. 
Hawk; 

S. 506. An act granting an increase of pension to James Wil- 
son ; 

S. 127. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony H. 
Crawford; 

S. 587. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Chenoweth; 

8S. 3307. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip 
Cornman ; 

8.1518. An 
Lull; 

8. 3311. An 


W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Phineas F, 


act granting a pension to Bernhard Schoffner ; 


S. 968. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Michaelis, alias Edward Michel ; 

S. 970. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Crome; 

S. 2557. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles I. 
Longfellow ; 

S. 1268. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Lownsberry ; 

S$. 994. An act granting a pension to Henry Weston; 

S. 2556. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 


Hunter ; 
H. R. 5631. An act granting an increase of 
ard F. Simmons; 


pension to L« 


S. 2778. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Langford ; 

S.56. An act authorizing the extension of Rhode Island ave 
nue NE. ; 

S.566. An act granting an increase of pension to G 
Wiley; 

S. 3285. An act granting an increase of pension to M: I 
Hull; 

S. 2089. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo P. 
Campbell ; 

S. 1821. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
Andrews ; 

S$. 1037. An act granting an increase of pension to Ad 1s 
L. Oxton ; 

S. 1840. An act granting an increase of pension to James Pret- 
tyman ; 

S. 624. An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie C, 
Moore; 

S$. 639. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 


Bradley ; 

S. 619. An 
Prater ; 

S. 2183. An act granting an increase of pension to George P, 
Trobridge ; 


act granting an increase of pension to James F. 
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; S. 724. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
-arker ; 

S. 1017. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Ryan; 

S.2421. An act granting an increase of pension to Herrick 
Hodges; 

S. 2411. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie B. 
Findley ; 

S. 3508. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Visscher; 

S. 1417. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Tilton ; 

S. 1010. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel M. 
Sawyer; 

S. 788. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 
Metealf ; 

S. 703. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward T. 
Connolly, alias John Marks; 

S. 181. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis E. 
Stevens; 

S. 77. An act granting an increase of pension to Granville P. 
Mason: 

S.79. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Tilton ; 

S.75. An act granting an increase of pension to Urial J. 
Streeter ; 

Ss. 78. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
Blethen ; 

S. 702. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Dearborn ; 

Ss. 909, An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey M. D. 
Hopkins ; 

; S.573. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
sraman ; 

S. 1536. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Brown: 

S. 2996. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
purchase 80 acres of land, more or less, from Karl A. Tergerson 
and Charles E. Heyn for the benefit of certain allottees of the 
Grande Ronde Indian Reservation: 

S$. 1026. An act for the relief of Gen. C. C. Andrews; 

S. 584. An act for the relief of David H. Moffat; 

8.2172. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Secretary of War to cause to be erected monuments and 
markers on the battlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate 
the valorous deeds of certain regiments and batteries of the 
United States Army; ” 

8.2626. An act to correct the military record of Isaac 
Thompson ; 

S. 1690. An act for the relief of Theodore F. Northrop; 

S. 5045. An act to incorporate the American Cross of Honor 
within the District of Columbia; 

S$. 2582. An act to authorize the American National Bank, of 
Graham, Va., to change its location and name; 

S. 2452. An act creating an additional land office in the State 
of North Dakota; 

S. 1942. An act to correct the military record of George A. 
Winslow ; 

8.733. An act granting an honorable discharge to Jacob 
Niebels; 

s. 1862. An act for the relief of Joshua T. Reynolds; 

2325. An act for the relief of James D. Vernay ; 

832. An act to correct the military record of Asa Niles; 
1951. An act to correct the military record of Talton T. 
Davis: 

S. 497. An act to authorize the President to revoke the order 
dismissing William T. Goodwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth 
Infantry, United States Army, and to place the said William T. 
Goodwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant; 

$. 3358. An act for the relief of John L. O’Meara; 

S. 134. An act establishing an additional recording district in 
Indian Territory; and 

S$. 2273. An act to establish at Cape Mendocino, California, 
quarters for the light keeper. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. R. 10225. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan B. 
tichardson. 


hth 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] 
is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to relieve the commit- 


tee by saying I am not going to talk about the bill. I think I am 


justified in using this time, from the fact of having introduced a 
resolution a few days ago to have a report from the Director of 
the Census of the amount of cotton to be ginned after January 
16, 1906. That report was made in the usual way here yester- 
day, and I find this statement in the Washington Post of to-day, 
to which I wish to refer: 


HOUSE HEARS FIGURES ON COTTON CROP CENSUS. 


The effort to make public the statistics connected with the cotton 
crop Chroae> the agency of the House of Representatives proved a 
failure. The figures, announced beforehand by the Director of the 
Census to be inaccurate and incomplete, were sent to the House in 
accordance with its mandatory resolution, and when made public were 
denounced alike by Members representing the growers of the South 
and the cotton manufacturers of New England. 


I failed to hear that report denounced by anybody from either 
side of the House, either from the cotton growers or the manu- 
facturers. In the same article, further on, it says: 

According to the census report from data supplied by the ginners, 
the amount of the cotton crop of 1905 unginned on January 16 aggre- 


gated 250,884 bales. It is conceded that this report is incomplete and 
inaccurate. 


Who concedes it, Mr. Chairman? I suppose the author of the 
article. Ido not know who else saidit. Then further on it says: 


Of the 29,918 ginners of which the Bureau has knowledge only 14,344 
made any report. Of these, 1,643 made no estimate, and the 250,884 
bales reported come from 12,941 ginners. ‘The remainder made no re- 
port whatsoever. 


That reads in positive terms as though it were taken from the 
report itself, and yet there is hardly a figure in that statement 
that is true. It is amazing to me that a paper published in 
Washington City, where it can call over the telephone and know 
the facts, would publish any such statement and give it credit. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman to 
publish in connection with his remarks the report made by the 
Director of the Census? 

Mr. SIMS. I am going to do that. The report, of which the 
above is said to be a part, gives the facts, which are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS, 
Washington, February 2, 1906. 


Srr: In compliance with your instructions, I have the honor to in- 
close herewith, for transmission to the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a tabular statement of information furnished by ginners 
in regard to the condition of cotton ginning as of January 16, 1906, 
from the growth of 1905. This information is required by the follow- 
ing resolution, No. 199, adopted by the House of Representatives, Feb- 
ruary 1, 1906: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be requested, 
if not incompatible with the public interest, to direct the Director of 
the Census to compile and transmit to the House of Representatives 
the ginners’ estimates of cotton remaining to be ginned, which were 
collected in conrection with its semimonthly canvass of January 16 


last.” 
Very respectfully, S. N. D. Norru, Director. 
The SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR. 


The following table shows by States (1) the total number of cotton 
ginneries that have ginned or report that it is their intention to gin 
any cotton from the growth of 1905; (2) the number of ginneries re- 
porting that all cotton had been ginned prior to January 16, 1906; (3) 
the number of ginneries that made no estimate or failed to answer the 
inquiry concerning the estimated quantity of cotton remaining to be 
ginned; (4) the number of ginneries that gave an estimate of the quan- 
tity of cotton remaining to be ginned on January 16, 1906; (5) the 
number of bales of cotton estimated by ginners as remaining to be 
ginned on January 16, 1906: 





Number of Estimates of cotton re- 
ginners maining to be ginned 
making no| © Jan. 16. 


Number of! estimate 














| or failing 
ginners re- 
Total num- = Toe Seanin 
States and Terri- | ber of ac- | tion had| Concern- a os. 
i tive gin- ing esti- |Number of Sapa 
nerfs. ma ginners |}; mding | 
quantity |making es 17 Ort; 
of cotton | timates aes | 
— half bales. 
ginned on 
Jan. 16. 
28,918 | 1,643 14, 334 250, 884 
Alabama............ 3, 725 1, 334 11, 346 
Arkansas ........... 2,297 1,766 28,533 
| ES, 291 6 8,059 
Se eee 4,771 1,725 17,373 
Indian Territory - -- 527 410 14, 113 
Louisiana _-........- 2,065 1,080 15, 3% 
Mississippi --.......- 3,849 2,511 43, 281 
Miiewours €. ........... 82 55 1,785 
North Carolina. .__- 2,818 1,141 9,0 
Oklahoma -....--.-- B24 217 12, ( 
South Carolina --...- 8, 162 1,021 9 
Tennessee .......--. 727 518 11,! 
Texas .......-------- 4,156 2,418 72, 144 
VIG 5 ovcccesses 62 3 





*Includes 3 ginneries for Kentucky and 1 for Kansas. 














1906. 


that is an es- 


of course it is not absolutely accurate; 
timate, and the Director of the Census could not say it is 


Now, 


accurate. Neither can anybody say that the estimate is abso- 
lutely accurate. But when you consider the value to be given 
to an estimate of any kind you must have regard to the oppor- 
tunities of those who make the estimate to know the facts, 
and in this case it must come from the ginners themselves, as 
they only can know. There seems to be a systematic effort 
to make these figures valueless by saying the Director him- 
self discredits them. The New York Commercial of to-day, in 
speaking of this report, says in part: 

Speaker CANNON declared that accuracy could not be claimed for the 


report. “It is,” said he, “a demand for this information for stock- 
jobbing purposes, and I wash my hands of it.” 


Why, of course, nobody believes the Speaker of this House 
said any such thing, and we do not hold him responsible for 
it at all. This demand came from honest ginners of the South, 
who gave the information upon the official request of the Di- 
rector of the Census himself. I read these instructions. A 
eard of instructions was sent out to the agent, which says this: 
[Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of the Census: Manu- 

factures ; cotton ginning. ] 
COTTON CROP GROWN IN 1905. 


This report must include all cotton ginned this season, from crop of 
1905 up to January 16, 1906, and the estimated quantity to be ginned 
on and after that date. 























File No. ———— —— ——, 1906. 
State — - County ———— 
Location of ginnery —_——.. 
Owner (name) .Post-office address 
Operator tor (name) ——_—~ ———._ Post-office address ——_-- —— _ ———. Post-office address ———— . 
OST NES alin Ste ie os an 
Number of | Average ae S 
bales ginned | weight per tesea yet S0 
to date from | bale, includ- ene owth 
growth of | ing bagging | “‘ 105 b 
1905. and ties. your estab- 
lishment. 
omnenarennessssneipsissidssistlsahaliaaecaisetaiad erties ican ciceneteeentiipsergieacnaneee cst bmasiatesirimtasicna 
SQuATS..... ..dsaveccapiewennaltonent aéuuien whekeebianrats Ssmuidiiniart apie died Laerndimnenieeninn 
Bounds «.sscciietieees wiseeaanii | ch baits ligeieasiitmamatatdeetailde cilia. | oninanieteiadmacaniin 
wccnes occudebegniii adie atenronetaars pase eae 
Remarks ——— Hae : 
(Signature) a 


(See instructions other side.) 
INSTRUCTIONS. 


Every blank on the reverse side of this card must be filled out. If 
the establishment has ginned no cotton during the season to the date 
of the canvass, the word “ idle’’ should be written in the * bale” blank 
of the card; if the ginnery has been destroyed or abandoned without 
ginning any cotton this season, the word “dismantled” should be 
written. No establishment should be marked “idle” or “ dismantled” 
if it has ginned any cotton from the growth of 1905. To illustrate: If 
only one bale has been ginned, and that at the beginning of the season, 
this bale should be reported at each canvass throughout the season, 
and under the head of “ remarks” on the card proper explanation should 
be made, namely, that the ginnery has been burned, dismantled, or idle 
since ginning the product returned. 

The total number of bales ginned to January 16, 1906, by this estab- 
lishment from the crop grown in 1905 must be reported. This report 
will, therefore, include the number of bales reported to have been 
ginned up to January 1, 1906, the date of your eighth report, as well 
as the number of bales ginned since that date. In cases where there 
remains cotton to be ginned after the date of your canvass, you will 
secure from the ginner a carefully prepared estimate of this quantity 
for the blank provided on the card for this information. If a record 
of the weight of bales ginned is kept, the actual average weight should 
be given; but where no record of weights is kept you will not be re- 
quired to furnish an average weight. Report bales as pressed at gin- 
neries, and do not reduce round bales to the square bale basis. 

The card must be signed by the owner or operator of the ginnery, or 
the failure to secure their signatures explained in accordance with 
section 4 of “ Instructions to local special agents.” 

If more than one ginnery is owned by one individual, 
under one management, 
ginnery. 


or operated 

a separate report must be made for each 
S. N. D. Nortu, Director. 

On the other side of the same card, which I have just read, 
is the blank space to which I have referred, and which says: 


Estimated number of bales yet to be ginned from growth of 1905 
by your establishment. 


That inquiry is addressed to the individual ginner. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, the people who grow this cotton, who make it by 
hard toil, and the ginners who give this report, are not stock- 
jobbers. They are not interested in cotton gambling, but they 
are giving these facts as required by law passed by their Rep- 
resentatives, and in reply to an inquiry addressed to them by the 
official who, by law, is authorized to make it. Why all this 
systematic effort among these newspapers to make the people 
believe that these reports are inaccurate and worthless? It is 
true that 1,641 out of more than 28,000 failed to make a report. 
Look at the details of that report and see where the greatest 
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number of failures come from. 
from States that show that they have the least cotton to 
ginned. Take the State of South Carolina, with 3,162 gins, 
with 1,777 reporting nothing to be ginned, with only 1,021 show- 
ing any to gin, and the total amount remaining to be ginned 
being only 9,760 bales, about 9 bales to the gin. From that State 
the largest number failed to report, namely, 364, which shows 
that the reason of the failure to report was because there was 
no further cotton to be ginned and they did not think it worth 
while to make a report. 

But the bears seized upon that fact to say that the report was 
inaccurate. No estimate is accurate, but estimates are valuable 
nevertheless. When we have estimates made for a public build- 
ing or a public improvement, we rely upon them, and money is 
appropriated upon those estimates, and yet those estimates 
hardly ever turn out to be accurate. Nevertheless they are val- 
uable and worthy of honest and serious consideration. It looks 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that there is a systematic effort on the 
part of some people to try to prevent the natural effect that the 
truth of this report will have upon the price of cotton. 

Who introduced the resolution to report the cotton to 
ginned? I did. Who drew it? Director North—every word of 
it. I have the original in my hand, written by him, every word, 
and he told me that he desired to have it introduced. Before it 
was introduced I consulted the chairman of the Committee on 
Census of this House, and he approved it. The Census Com- 
mittee made a unanimous report, and this House passed it 
almost unanimously. 

Are you parties to stockjobbing operations? Of course you 
are not. Nobody thinks the Speaker said it, but it is alleged by 
respectable newspapers, and the market is affected by it 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who is doing all this? 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know. I have read to the House from 
the newspapers which I had before me. But who has a right to 
say that it is inaccurate? How will anyone know that it is in- 
accurate unless he waits until the final report is made at the 
end of the year? Half of the space in the articles I have read 
is taken up in trying to discredit the report. As I say, I am 
amazed that a paper in the capital would publish so much mis 
information when having so good an opportunity to know the 
facts. 

Mr. PAYNE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Sims] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]? _ 

Mr. SIMS. I do. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it not a fact that on the publication of this 
report yesterday cotton went up and down, fluctuated 22 
points, and that the fluctuations were due to this report and 
what it said about it in the cotton exchange? 

Mr. SIMS. Why, Mr. Chairman, I suppose cotton fluctuated 
yesterday. How much it fluctuated I do not know. But it did 
the day before the report was made, and does every day. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; but did it not fluctuate on the strength 
of this report, not only in the markets in this country, but in 
Liverpool? 

Mr. SIMS. I am informed that cotton was higher before the 
report came out and then sagged down, and then went up after 


are 


be 


In every instance 


be 


it came out and then went down again. The exchange in Liy- 
erpool was closed before the report came out, 

Mr. PAYNE. And then went up again. 

Mr. SIMS. Last evening? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know whether that is true or not. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that is what the papers say. The 
bulls had their inning and the bears had theirs, and then the 
bulls again, and then the bears. 

Mr. SIMS. I think, Mr. Chairman, the falsifiers have had 


their inning in the statements of the newspapers I have read 


“Tf the light that is in you be darkness, how great is that 
darkness?’ What we read in reputable newspapers we believe 


to be true, and if not true, how great is our deception? 
If the people, especially from the South, do not stop in 


cessantly complaining every time one of these reports is pub 
lished and believing and repeating every suggestion suspicious 
of the good faith and honesty of the officials charged with 
this most valuable work, these reports will be discontinued, 


and the cotton grower will be turned over to the tender m 


of the great cotton speculators, who are bulls one day and bears 
the next, and can and will have reports made to order, always 
to suit the deal on hand by the operator who puts them out. 


The cotton world has gotten used to these reports of the Goy 
ernment and relies on them. They constitute the balance 
wheel in the present state of trade and commerce, and untold 
damage will follow their discontinuance. 
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Not long since one of the largest cotton exporters in this coun- 
try told me that after the census report of the cotton ginned 
of the present crop, published on November 21, 1905, cot- 
ton advanced immediately to an amount equal to about $25,- 
000,000 on the approximate amount of the present crop there- 
after to come into sight. Before the Government commenced 
making reports cotton almost always sold at very low prices 
during the months of heaviest delivery, however short the.crop 
finally proved to be. Often a small crop is marketed with 
great rapidity during the early fall months. On this account the 
receipts at ports and interior centers indicate a large crop, and 
low prices prevail until the cotton is practically all gone out of 
the hands of the growers. Then after it is too late to benefit 
the grower. It turns out that the farmers have parted with their 
eotton at very unremunerative prices while the spinners reap 
a rich harvest in the low-priced cotton they have in this way 
been able to procure. Mr. Chairman, I fear it will be a sad 
day for the cotton farmer when these reports are abolished, and 
for me, I am opposed to doing or saying anything leading up 
to such a result. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make 
a request for unanimous consent to place in the Rrecorp two or 
three, or possibly four, sections of the law of the rate-making 
commission of the State of Iowa, pertinent to the proposition 
or to the point of a rehearing of a maximum rate and a rate 
made by a railroad less than the maximum rate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the general rule adopted by the 
House, the gentleman having taken the floor for a minute has 
the right to extend his remarks. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does this bill propose to clothe 
the Commission with the power, and if yea, is it a continuing 
power to not only fix but unfix at all times any maximum rate 
it makes, and also unfix and fix any carrier-made reasonable 
rate less than that maximum rate? 

For example, if the railroad declines to charge, say, $100 (the 
maximum rate fixed by the Commission) and charges a 90-cent 
rate (less than the maximum), which becomes oppressive— 

First. Has the Commission the power to unfix and refix that 
maximum rate? 

Second. Has it the power to unfix and refix this 90-cent rate? 

Third. If it has, is this or are these powers continuing? 

Fourth. Who can have either or both these rates unfixed and 
refixed, and by what procedure? 

If this bill empowers the Commission to unfix and refix at 
“all times” its maximum rates, and any rate less than this 
maximum rate, and also allows “any” person or eoncern to 
have a rehearing of the maximum rate in the case in which it 
was fixed, or allows “ any” person or concern to file a complaint 
and have the Commission to unfix and refix this 90-cent rate 
less than this maximum of $1, does this bill plainly and unmis- 
takably say so? If not, then, let the bill be amended and made 
to say so in plain English, thus avoiding suits to construe it and 
delay and harass litigants. 

The legislatures of Iowa, Nebraska, Illinois, and South Da- 
kota in plain English clearly give these rights and powers. Com- 
pare the abstruse language of the bill on these subjects with the 
pl: tin words of the lowa rate-fixing statute, under which but few 
suits have arisen. 

Read this language (sec. 21388, Iowa rate-fixing commission 
law): 

The board shall from time to time, and as often as circumstances may 
require, change and revise such schedule, but the rates fixed shall not be 





higher than established by law. 

[hese words, or those similar and in effect the same, are found 
in the Illinois, Nebraska, and South Dakota laws. In Illinois 
the language is as follows: 

Said commissioner shall from time to time, and as often as circum- 
stances m ay require, change ont revise such schedule. (77 IIL, 444, 
445, 446; C. B. and Q. R. R. . People.) 


The ilk Dakota st date provides: 


Sec. 450. Said commisstoners shall from time to time, and as often as 
circumstances may require, change and revise such schedule. 


The lowa Code (sec. 2123) also provides: 


All charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the 
tran sporti ition, ete., shall be reasonable and on and every unjust and 
unreasonable charge for such service is prohibited and declared to be 


unl owt il. 
[lowa Code. Railroad rate commission law.] 


Sec. 2134. Compl see person, firm, or corporation or associa- 
tion, or any mercantile, agricultural, or manufacturing society, or any 
body politic or munietel organization complaining of anything done 
or omitted to be done by any common carrier subject to the provisions 
of this chapter in contravention thereof may apply to said board by 
petition, briefly stating the facts; wines a copy of the complaint 
with the damages, if any are claimed, shall be forwarded by the board 
to such carrier, who shall be requested to satisfy the complaint, or 
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answer the same in writing within a reasonable time to be fixed by the 
board. If such carrier within the time specified shall make reparation 
for the injury alleged to have been done, or shall correct the wrong 
complained ot, it shall be relieved of liability to the complainant for 
the particular violation complained of. If it shall not satisfy the 
complaint within the time fixed, or there shall appear to be any 
reasonable ground for investigating the complaint, the board shail 
inquire into the matters complained of in such manner and by such 
means as it shall think proper. Whenever it has sufficient reason to 
believe that any carrier is violating any provision of this chapter, it 
shall at once institute an inquiry, as though complaint had been nade. 
No complaint shall at any time be dismissed because of the absence of 
direct damage to the complainant. (Same, sec, 13.) 


These words unmistakably give the Commissien the power, 
and a continuing power, to fix and unfix any and all improper 
rates. Sections 2138 and 2141, Iowa law, read thus: 


Sec. 2138. Commissioners’ schedules of rates—Effect.—The sched- 
ules of reasonable maximum rates of charges for the transportation of 
freight and cars, together with the classification of such freights now 
in effect, shall remain in force until changed by the board according 
to law, which, in all actions brought against railway corporations, 
wherein there are involved the charges thereof for the transportation 
of any freight or cars or any unjust discrimination in relation thereto 
shall be taken as prima facie evidence in all courts that the rates fixed 
therein are reasonable and just maximum rates of charge for which 
said schedules have been prepared. 

The board shall from time to time, and as often as circumstances 
may require, change and revise such schedules, but the rates fixed shall 
not be higher than established by law. The board shall give notice of 
its intention to revise or change such schedules by publishing a notice 
thereof in two weekly newspapers published at the seat of government, 
for two consecutive weeks, and the last publication of such notice shall 
be at least ten days before the time fixed for considering the matter, 
and such notice shall contain, in general terms, a statement of the mat- 
ters the board proposes to consider, and the date when and the place 
where the matter will be taken up, and shall be addressed to all per- 
sons interested therein. 

When any schedule is thus revised the board must cause notice 
thereof to be published for two successive weeks in some public news- 
paper printed at the seat of. government, which shall state the date 
of the taking effect thereof, and it shall take effect at the time so stated. 
A printed copy of such revised schedule shall be conspicuously posted 
by said common carrier in each freight office and passenger depot upon 
all lines affected thereby, and when certified by the board that the 
same is a true copy prepared by it for the railway company or cor- 
poration therein named, and that notice thereof had been published as 
required by law, shall be received in evidence in all actions as prima 
facie the schedule of such board. 

Sec. 2141. Determination.—After such hearing and investigation, 
the board shall fix and determine the maximum charges to be there- 
after made by the railroad company or common carrier complained of, 
which charge shall in no event exceed the one now or hereafter fixed 
by law; and the board shall render their decision in writing and shall 
spread the same at length in the record to be kept for that purpose ; 
such decision shall specifically set out the sums or rate which the rail 
road company or common carrier so complained of may thereafter charge 
or receive for the service therein named, and including a classification 
of such freight; and the board shall not be limited in their said decision 
and the schedule to be contained therein to the specific case or cases 
complained of, but it shall be extended to all such rates between points 
in this State, and whatever = of the line of railway or such com- 
pany or common carrier within this State may have been fairly within 
the scope of such investigation; and any such decision so made and 
entered on record of the board, ne oa such schedules and classi- 
fications, shall, when duly authenticated, received and held in all suits 
brought against any such railroad corporation or common carrier 
wherein is in any way involved the charges of any such corporation or 
earrier mentioned in said decisions, in any of the courts of this State, 
as\prima facie evidence that the rates therein fixed are reasonable 
maximum rates, the same as the schedule made by the board as pro- 
vided in section 2138 hereof; and the rates and classifications so es- 
tablished after such hearing and investigation shall, from time to time 
thereafter, upon complaint duly made, be subject to revision by the 
board, the same as any other rates and classifications. 


But the legislature of Iowa didn’t stop with giving its com- 
mission the power to unfix and refix its schedule at any time, 
but went still further and provided for relief against any rate 
made by the carrier of the commission, giving “any person” 
or concern the right to attack the same and plainly say so. 

I now read sections 2139, 2140, 2141, and 2142, Iowa law, 
covering the proceedings in such cases: 


VIOLATION OF SCHEDULE. 


Suc. 2139. Complaint o violation of schedule.—When any person in 
his own behalf, or in behalf of a class of persons similarly situated, or : 
firm, corporation, or association, or any mercantile, agricultural, ol 
manufacturing society, or any body politic or municipal organization, 
shall make complaint to the board of railway commissioners th: ut t 
rate charged or published by any railway company, or the maxi 
rates fixed by the board in the schedule of rates made by it, or "t e 
maximum rate fixed by law, is unreasonably high or discriminating, the 
board shall investigate the matter, and, if the charge appears to be 
well founded, fix a “day for hearing the same, giving the railway com- 
pany notice of the time and place thereof by mail, directed to any 
division superintendent, general or assistant superintendent, gener 

manager, president, or secretary of such company, which notice sha’! 
contain the substance ‘ complaint, also the person or persons « 

lainin (Same, sec. , 
“ SEc. 5140. Hearing evidence.—Upon the nesiies the board shal! re- 
ceive any evidence and listen to any arguments offered or presented by 
either party relevant to the matter under investigation, and the burd en 
of proof shall not be upon the person or persons making the complai: 
but it shall add to the showing made at such hearing whatever in- 
formation it may then have, or can obtain from any source, includin 
schedules of rates actually charged by any railway company for sub- 
stantially the same kind of service, in this or any other State. 

The lowest rates published or charged by any railway company for 
substantially the same kind of service, whether in this or another Siate, 
shall, at the instance of the person or persons complaining, be ®c- 
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cepted as prima facie evidence of a reasonable rate for the services under 
investigation; and if the railway company complained of is operating 
a line of railroad beyond the State, or has a traffic arrangement with 
any such railway company, the same shall be taken into consideration 
in determining what is a reasonable rate; if it be operating a line of 
railway beyond the State, the rate charged or established for substan- 
tially a similar or greater service by it in another State shall also be 
considered. (Same, sec. 19.) 

Sec. 2141. Determination.—After such hearing and investigation, the 
board shall fix and determine the maximum charges to be thereafter 
made by the railroad company or common carrier complained of, which 
charge shall in no event exceed the one now or hereafter fixed by law; 
and the board shall render their decision in writing, and shall spread 
the same at length in the record to be kept for that purpose; such de- 
cision shall specifically set out the sums or rate which the railroad 
company or common carrier so complained of may thereafter charge 
or receive for the service therein named, and including a classification 
of such freight; and the board shall not be limited in their said deci- 
sions and the schedule to be contained therein to the specific case or 
eases complained of, but it shall be extended to all such rates between 
points in this State, and whatever part of the line of railway of such 
company or common carrier within this State may have been fairly 
within the scope of such investigation ; and such decisions so made and 
entered on record of the board, including any such schedules and clas- 
sifications, shall, when duly authenticated, be received and held in all 
suits brought against any such railroad corporation or common car- 
rier, wherein is in any way involved the charges of any such corpora- 
tion or carrier mentioned in said decisions, in any of the courts of this 
State, as prima facie evidence that the rates therein fixed are reasonable 
maximum rates, the same as the schedule made by the board as pro- 
vided in section 2138 hereof; and the rates and classifications so es- 
tablished, after such hearing and investigation, shall, from time to 
time thereafter, upon complaint duly made, be subject to provision by 
the board, the same as any other rates and classifications. (Same, 
sec. 20.) 

Sec. 2142. Proceedings of commissioners.—The board may in all cases 
conduct its proceedings, when not otherwise prescribed by law, in such 
manner as will best conduce to the proper dispatch of business and 
the attainment of justice. A majority of the board shall constitute 
a quorum for the transaction of business, but no commissioner shall 
participate in any hearing or proceeding in which he has any pe- 
cuniary interest. It may from time to time make or amend such 
general rules or orders as may be necessary for the preservation of 
order and the regulation of proceedings before it, including forms of 
notice and the service thereof, which shall conform as nearly as may 
be to those in use in the courts of the State. Any party may appear 
before it and be heard in person or by attorney. Every vote and 
official action thereof shall be entered of record, and, upon the request 
of either party or person interested, its proceedings shall be public. 
It shall have a seal, of which courts shall take judicial notice. (Same, 


sec. 21.) 
In addition to this language, we are referred for these refix- 
ing rights and powers to words of the bill, as follows (p. 14) : 


The Commission shall be authorized to suspend or modify its orders 


upon such notice and in such manner as it shall deem proper. 

“Its” orders are not the rates fixed by the carrier. 

The @)-cent rate is the carrier’s order or rate. It is not the 
order of the Commission. 

We are also referred to language of the bill on page 18: 


That after a decision, order, or requirement has been made by the | 


Commission in any proceeding any party thereto may at any time make 
application for rehearing of the same. 

“Parties thereto” can, by these words, get a rehearing 
on the dollar rate in the old suit. Outside parties can not. 
They are not “ parties thereto ”—and can not become parties— 
and do not complain of the $1 or maximum rate, but of the 
90-cent rate not fixed in the old case. He must file, it is 
claimed, a petition de novo, under section 13, above quoted, and 
section 15 of the act of 1887, as amended by the language, page 
10 of the bill, abové quoted. Surely the language I have quoted 
from the bill on the right of “any” person to have any op- 
pressive rate unfixed and refixed and the power of the Com- 
mission to refix any and all rates, at any time, is not as plain 
as we can make it or should make it, and hence I cite the 
committee to the Iowa law, which clearly and plainly grants 
all rights to the citizen and all powers necessary to the com- 
mission to unfix and refix any and all improper rates at any 
and all times, 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] refers us for 
these rights and powers to language in the bill, as follows: 

_ That tke Commission is authorized and empowered, and it shall be 
its duty, whenever, after full hearing upon a complaint made as pro- 
vided in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any common 
carrier, it shall be of the opinion that any of the rates, or charges 
whatsoever, demanded, charged, or collected by any common car- 
rier or carriers, subject to the provisions of this act, for the trans- 
portation of persons or property as defined in the first section of this 
act, or that any regulations or practices whatsoever of such carrier 
or carriers affecting such rates, are unjust or unreasonable, or un- 
justly discriminatory, or unduly preferential or prejudicial, or other- 
wise in violation of any of the provisions of this act, to determine 
and prescribe what will, in its judgment, be the just and reasonable 


and fairly remunerative rate or rates, charge or charges, to be there- 
after observed in such case as the maximum to be charged. 


, This is found on page 10 of this bill amending section 15, act 
SST. 

Section 13 (act 1887) here referred to and amended is in the 
Same language substantially as section — of the Iowa law 
above quoted, and reads thus: 


That any person, firm, corporation, or association, or any mercantile, 
agricultural, or manufacturing society, or any body politic or municipal 
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organization, complaining of anything done or omitted to be done by 
any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act in conti 
tion of the provisions thereof, may apply to said Commission by peti 
tion, which shall briefly state the facts; whereupon a statement of t 
charges thus made shall be forwarded by the Commission to such « 
mon carrier, who shall be called upon to satisfy the complaint or to 
answer the same in writing within’a reasonable time, to be specified by 
the Commission. 


ven 


APPENDIX. 

March 1873, the State of Illinois enacted a railroad rate- 
making commission law, section 8 of which, as stated by the 
supreme court In re C., B. & Q. R. R. Co. v. People (77 LIL, 444, 
445, and 446) is as follows: 

Section 8 directs the railroad and warehouse commissioners 


to make for each of the railroad corporations doing business in thi 
State, as soon as practicable, a schedule of reasonable maximum 


9 


as 





of charges for the transportation of passengers and freight and cars 
on each of said railroads; and said schedule shall, in all suits bro 
against any such railroad corporations wherein is in any way involved 


the charges of any such corporation for the transportation of any 
senger or freight or cars, or unjust discrimination in relation thereto, 
be deemed and taken in all courts of this State as prima facie evidence 
that the rates therein fixed are reasonable maximum rates of charges 
for the transportation of passengers and freights and cars upon the 
railroads for which said schedules may have been respectively prepared. 
Said commissioners shall, from time to time, and as often as circun 


stances may require, change and revise said schedules. When any 
schedules shall have been made or revised as aforesaid, it shall be the 
duty of said commissioners to cause publication thereof to be made for 


of 


three successive weeks in some public newspaper published in the city 
Springfield, in this State: Provided, That the schedules thus prepared 
shall not be taken as prima facie evidence, as herein provided, until 
schedules shall have been prepared and published as aforesaid for all the 
railroad companies now organized under the laws of this State, and 
until the 15th day of January, A. D. 1874, or until ten days after the 
meeting of the next session of this general assembly, provided a session 
of the general assembly shall be held previous to the 15th day of Jan 
uary, aforesaid, etc. 

See also same section, quoted In re Chicago, ete., Railroad 
Co. v. Jones (149 Ill, 361; s. ec. American State Rep., vol. 41, 
p. 281), wherein the law of Illinois is upheld in an able opinion. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I yield to the gentleman from 
[Mr. FLoyp]. 

Mr. FLOYD. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of speak- 
ing in support of the pending bill. It is a maxim of the law that 
where there is a wrong there is a remedy. It is a little remark 
able that in a broad and comprehensive system of jurisprudence 
like that of the United States this maxim is found to be mere fic- 
tion when applied to interstate railroads. Here we have wrongs 
and abuses for which the law has provided no ample remedy. 
The laws now upon our statute books intended to correct such 
abuses have proven powerless, and I consider the enactment of 
additional legislation which will guarantee a more effectual con 
trol and regulation of the rates of interstate railroads as the most 
important subject of legislation before the American Congress 
to-day. Unlike the question of Federal control of insurance, so 
eloquently and ably discussed at the beginning of this session, 
and concerning which there was expressed such wide difference of 
opinion, in this case there is and can be no doubt as to our con- 
stitutional authority to act; there is and can be no doubt as 
our jurisdiction over the subject-matter. In Article I, 


Arkansas 


to 
section 8, 


| of the Federal Constitution it is declared, among other things, 


that “Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States.” By this pro 
vision of the organic law the States, by express terms, have dele- 
gated to Congress the power to regulate commerce between the 
several States, and thus and thereby lodged in Congress the 
power to supervise, control, and regulate the rates of railroads 
and other common carriers engaged in interstate commerce. 

The legislatures of the States have no power to legislate upon 
the subject. The courts of the States or of the United States 
have no legislative powers or legislative functions. The re 
sponsibility for such legislation rests upon Congress, and upon 
Congress alone. We are here as the Representatives of the 
American people, and from every quarter, whether we be Demo 
crats or Republicans, our constituents—the American producer, 
the American shipper, and the American public generally 
demanding such legislation at our hands. 

The people are aggrieved. They feel that an injustice has 
been done them and is being done therA by the railroads, and 
they are demanding relief. It is hardly fair for us on this 
side of the Chamber to claim that this sentiment is wholly 
Democratic, because, forsooth, this proposed legislation has 
been demanded in three of our national Democratic platforms. 
It is hardly fair for you, on the other side of the aisle, to claim 
that it is wholly Republican because it has been twice sub- 
mitted to Congress by a Republican President. It is more aceu- 
rate to state that this sentiment knows no party lines and is 
circumscribed by no party bounds, but that it is a truly Ameri- 
ean sentiment. [Applause.] It stands for justice; it stands 
for fair play. There seems to be a widespread misappre- 
hension on the part of the railroad people and their repre- 
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sentatives as to what the American public is demanding and as 
to what the American Congress is seeking to do. It is not 
the purpose of anybody, so far as I am advised, to clothe the 
Interstate Commerce Commission or any other administrative 
body with authority to initiate rates or revise general sched- 
ules of railroad companies. That is a matter that is to be left 
primarily to the railroads, as now, and so long as they refrain 
from violating existing law by charging extortionate, unrea- 
sonable, and discriminatory rates, or giving preferential rates or 
giving rebates, it is not proposed that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission or any other body should interfere with their 
established rates and schedules. The sole purpose of this legis- 
lation, so far as it relates to the fixing of rates, as I under- 
stand it, is to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission so as to authorize such Commission, upon com- 
plaint made by any shipper or other person aggrieved, to inquire 
into the alleged violation of law, and if after a full and fair 
investigation of all the facts it is ascertained that the law has 
been violated, then to set aside the unlawful rate and to sub- 
stitute in lieu thereof a reasonable rate, which shall take effect 
immediately upon notice and shall remain in force until an- 
nulled by a court of competent jurisdiction. Is there any- 
thing harsh, revolutionary, or unreasonable in that proposition? 
Why should it not be done? In this country of ours, founded 
upon principles of equality and justice, why should one person 
or ene corporation be permitted, in plain violation of law, to 
deal unfairly and unjustly with another person or corporation 
or with a community and yet the injured party have no re- 
dress and no remedy under the law? Concede that the rail- 
roads intend absolute fairness, Is it not possible for the traffic 
managers or rate-making agencies of the railroads to make mis- 
takes? Do they not err? Is it not possible for them by acci- 
dent or inadvertence to impose an unjust rate upon some ship- 
per? If so, then is it not right, in case of disagreement between 
the railroad companies and the injured shipper, that there 
should be some public, disinterested tribunal, some agency 
established by the Government, wherein and whereby the in- 
jured shipper may have a remedy, may redress the wrong and 
be relieved of the hardship and injustice done him? To my 
inind the proposition is self-evident. But when we are con- 
fronted with the real situation, namely, that the managers of 
railroads, like other men, are possessed of selfishness and 
greed, except perhaps in a more marked degree—when we re- 
view the history of the railroads and contemplate the numerous 
instances of injustice and oppression that they have imposed 
upon their patrons and customers—then the demand for such 
legislation rests not alone upon expediency, but upon the high 
ground of imperative public necessity. [Loud applause. ] 

But we were told the other day by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SmwLrey] that he was opposed to 
this bill because he believed this bill was a step in favor of 
Government ownership and had a socialistic tendency about it. 
The distinguished gentleman made a magnificent argument 
based upon that premise, but I submit that his premise is false. 

I submit the very contrary of this premise is true. This leg- 
islation, instead of furthering socialism and being a step toward 
Government ownership, will result as ‘a check upon that grow- 
ing sentiment. 
has created in the public mind in America these socialistic ten- 
dencies ; and, by way of digression, permit me to suggest the real 
I want to say here that I have no prejudice against 
railroads nor against corporations, but I can not say as much 


concerning the corrupt management of these great and useful 





cause, 


corporations by men who are using them as instrumentalities | 


of oppression, as ¢ 
holders. 
‘he McCalls, the McCurdys, the Rogerses, the Rockefellers, and 


1 means of exploiting the public and the stock- 


the 
seeds of anarchy and revolution. [Applause.] Henry H. Rog- 
may defy for a time the courts of the great State of Mis- 
Iie may twit Attorney-General Hadley as a young man 
seeking notoriety. Attorney-General Hadley will easily attain 
his purpose, if such it be, and that may not disturb Mr. Rogers 


ers 
ouri. 


in the least. But these masters of finance should remember 
that, while the exposures made by Folk and by Hughes and by 
Iiadley have brought not only notoriety but substantial re- 


nown to these heroic advocates of civie virtue, behind it all 
is an intelligent, outraged, independent people, who believe in 
law and order, who have imposed upon themselves the burdens 
of taxation to maintain courts and uphold the law, who will 
not long tolerate the defiance of law and courts by the greatly 
rich in this country. [Applause.] 

We have, Mr. Chairman, in America a feudalism not of landed 
but of trusts. There has been permitted to grow up 
under our system a class of unrestricted monopolies that have 


estates, 


It is not the advocacy of this legislation that | 


Morgans are the men that are sowing in this fair land the | 
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amassed great wealth. By secret understandings, by pools, by 
consolidations, and by combinations, commonly known as “ trusts,” 
they have unified these moneyed interests and have concentrated 
into the hands of a few men the power to dominate vast aggre- 
gations of wealth. These few men constitute the lords of the 
manor in American finance. The people are the vassals, and in 
lieu of military service, which none of us would render in their 
unholy cause, we are compelled to pay a money tribute to these 
financial brigands, these marauding chiefs of high finance, who 
with the stride of a colossus stalk up and down the continent, 
unrestrained by law, and with the iron heel of tyranny trample 
under foot the rights of the people. [Applause.] 

I submit to the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Sretey] that it is this condition of affairs that is creating 
in the public mind these socialistic and anarchistic tendencies, 
if you please, and not the advocacy of wholesome measures of 
legislation such as the one now under consideration. 

I have no prejudice, as I have already said, against the rail- 
roads. They have been great and mighty factors in building 
up our country. Nobody wants to destroy them. Without 
them we could never have attained the one-hundredth part of 
the prosperity we now enjoy. They have been the means of 
building up our large cities, of developing and settling up our 
great States, and of rendering the American Republic the 
brightest jewel in the civilization of the world. We owe much 
to the railroads; but while it is true that the public owes 
much to the railroads, the railroads owe everything to the 
public. No association of men or of corporations could afford 
to own any great line of railroad for their own private use, 
however great their fortunes or their industries. The railroad 
lives, thrives, and derives its profits from the public. It owes 
to that public a duty, and that is to deal fairly with it, not to 
impose an unjust burden upon its patrons as a whole and not 
to resort to discriminations between individuals and between 
communities. Those engaged in this line of business have 
amassed colossal fortunes. I hope I will not offend the pride 
of any of the railroad dignitaries—these fortunate possessors 
of predatory wealth, some of whose daughters have intermar- 
ried with the nobility of Europe—but I propose to deal in some 
plain facts. I propose to define the true status of the railroad 
and the railroad people in the body politic. The railroad is a 
corporation. It is a common carrier, and its duties and func- 
tions and obligations are the same as those of common carriers 
of two hundred years ago. These managers and high officials 
of railroads are sometimes called “ captains of industry.” The 
railroad derives its power to act from the charter granted to 
it by the State. It is a creature of law and has no inalienable 
rights. There is nothing sacred about it; it is not divine in 
origin; its owners are not descended from kings or princes. 
Their work is menial in the strictest sense of the term. They 
work for hire. Notwithstanding the bright lights, the gilded 
finishings and the velvet furnishings of its palace cars and the 
awe-inspiring swiftness of its powerful locomotives, the rail- 
road in its functions and purposes is a common carrier and in 
its mission it is merely the successor of the dray cart, the pack 
mule, the road wagon, and the old stagecoach. And these 
captains of industry that we hear so much about are the lineal 
descendants, as it were, of the draymen, the mule driver, the 
teamster, and the grandiloquent stage driver of the olden times. 
Then on what meat does this our Cesar feed that he is 
grown so great, that he should demand that he above all 
other men and that his interests above all other interests in 
this country should be held in complete immunity and exemp- 
tion from the provisions of the law? 

But we are told that while Congress has the constitutional 
authority to legislate upon this subject, we can not enact a law 
empowering a commission or administrative board with author- 
ity to fix a rate without violating the Constitution. This | 
deny. I contend that when the people of the States delegated to 
Congress the power to regulate interstate commerce, reserving 
to themselves no limitation whatever, that that carried with it 
the full power and authority to enact whatever legislation might 
be necessary in order to carry into force and effect these dele- 
gated powers. 

I claim that in legislating upon this subject Congress has all 
the powers that the British Parliament, which is unrestricted 
by constitutional limitations, has in legislating upon any sub- 
ject before that body. I claim that Congress has all the power 


to legislate upon this subject that the people of the several 
States have in establishing or modifying their State constitu- 
tions over matters and things not inhibited by the Federal Con- 
stitution. 

I have not time to quote the decisions in support of this prop- 
osition, but will cite the cases of McCulloch v. Maryland, 4 
Wheaton, 315; Stone et al. v. Farmers’ Loan and Trust Com- 
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pany, 116 NDnited States, 307; Reagan v. Farmers’ Loan and 
Trust Company, 154 United States, 362. 

But to all of this the railroads are opposed. They tell us 
that the rate making is an exceedingly complicated subject. 


This is admitted on all sides. I am not going to take the posi- 
tion that it is not, but I am going to take the position that it is 
not an incomprehensible subject. I believe that other men and 
other agents save and except those engaged in railroading can 
comprehend, can understand, this subject as well as the rail- 
road people. 

I believe the railroads have exaggerated the difficulties of this 
complex subject with a view to covering up from the public a 
clear insight into their inequitable system of rate making. 

Even Judge Grosscup, of the United States circuit court of 
appeals, for whose opinions I have the highest respect and 
whose proposed plan of regulating rates I have carefully con- 
sidered, seems to have been led into a serious error on this sub- 
ject. He has taken the position that the United States courts 
as now constituted are incompetent tribunals to try these rail- 
road cases, partly on account of being engrossed with other busi- 
ness and partly on account of the complicated nature of rate 
schedules. He is led into the further error of advocating the 
establishment of a separate court, to be known as the “ trans- 
portation court.” He further recommends the selection of the 
judges of this court, or at least that some of them be selected, 
from the railroad people—from the traffic men of the railroads, I 
suppose, for they know most about rate schedules. 

This is the very point we desire to avoid. The fixing of rates 
is now in the hands of the agents and traffic managers of the 
railroads. I do not say that they always do injustice. I do 
not believe they always do injustice. They may fix just and 
reasonable rates in a hundred cases, but if at the same time 
they fix unjust and unreasonable rates in any smaller number of 
cases those persons and corporations against whom such unjust 
and unreasonable rates are imposed are entitled to redress un- 
der any just system of government, and we as lawmakers, on 
account of the complexity of the subject, ought not to be de- 
terred from providing ample means for such relief. 

There is much division of opinion on the subject, due largely, 
I think, to the efforts of the railroads to forestall further leg- 
islation. 


literAture against this proposed legislation. No candidate for 


public office, no chairman of a political organization in a heated | 


campaign, was ever more diligent and persistent in sending out 
literature, circulars, and documents than have been the rail- 
roads in their campaign against this proposed measure. Dur- 
ing the whole summer and fall, day after day, they poured lit- 


erature of all kinds in opposition to governmental regulation and | 


governmental rate making in upon my desk, and, I suppose, upon 
the desk of every other Member of this House—newspaper clip- 
pings, magazine articles, books, papers, and periodicals. 


tered their opposition to it, but a close analysis of this publica- 
tion discloses that most of the organizations protesting are privy 
to the railroads. In fact, I have come into the possession of an 
elaborate library upon the subject, and they have not contented 
themselves with sending out the works and productions of rail- 
road economists published on this side of the Atlantic. I re- 
ceived an English text-book on this subject, written by one Wil- 
liam Ackworth, of London. In this book is one whole chapter 
devoted to the futility of parliamentary interference. 


Several months ago they instituted a campaign of | 


In one | 
pamphlet are given the names of over 400 shippers who regis- | 








The distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc- | 


CALL], who opposes this bill, on yesterday quoted Mr. Ackworth 
as a leading authority upon railroad economics in England. 
Now, I desire to pay my respects to this distinguished author. 
Railroad rate making is generally considered to be complicated, 
but according to this distinguished writer it is very simple—in 


fact, as simple as the Spanish doctor’s art of the practice of 


medicine. I read the story in Gil Blas. 


There lived in Madrid a physician who had grown very rich 
in the practice of medicine. He had about his office a young 
man employed to do his chores—to build the fires and sweep 
his floors—for whom he had formed a peculiar attachment. So 
he took the young man aside one day and told him that he 
desired to make a doctor of him. The young man insisted that 
he did not have sufficient education; that he knew nothing 
about anatomy or hygiene or physiology or a hundred other 
things pertaining to medical science. The old doctor said, 
“Young man, that matters not; I am now going to give you 
the whole secret of the art of the practice of medicine in a few 
words, It consists in copiously bleeding the patient and then 
giving him great drafts of hot water.” 

Now, this distinguished railroad economist, Mr. W. M. Ack- 
worth, of London, clears up this whole mystified subject of rate 
making in a few words. He says it consists in “ charging what 


| words will rend the 


the traffic will bear”—in other words, like the Spanish doc- 
tor’s universal remedy, it consists in copiously bleeding the 
shipper and then giving him great drafts of, not hot yuter, 
but hot air [laughter] when he makes a complaint. This dis- 
tinguished author also says that this system of rate making 
has been adopted by all the great railroads of Europe and the 
American railroads. He says that for some reason, not very 
obvious to him, the expression “charging what the traffic will 
bear” has fallen into disrepute, and he gives it as his candid 
opinion that if the railroads at the outset, instead of using that 
expression, had adopted another and said that “ they tempered 
the wind to the shorn lamb,” that they could have proceeded 
with the identical methods they are now adopting, and it would 
have been very popular with the people. [Laughter and pro- 
longed applause. ] 

I can not subscribe to such doctrine. It will deceive nobody. 
Such silly effort to belittle the intelligence of the masses is un- 
worthy of a great writer, for beneath the plain apparel of the 
common people beat hearts as brave and true as were ever 
covered by royal purple or by cloth of gold, and from their 
humble abodes have sprung the masters of thought in every 
age and country. You can not deceive them on this freight- 
rate question by telling them that you “temper the winds to 
the shorn lamb.” 

Away with such sophistry. No gentle words will relieve the 
burden of him who bears upon his neck a cruel yoke; no gentle 
shackles of him who is chained, like 
Prometheus, to a rock; and no shifting of phrases or juggling 
with words will lessen the burden of the miner, the miller, the 
farmer, the fruit grower, the merchant or other producer, or 
the shipper whose profits are exhausted by extortionate or dis- 
criminatory charges, and who is thus ground down under an 
unjust and unlawful system of railroad rates instituted and 
enforced against him in defiance of and in plain violation of 


| law. 


The only remedy for this last-named form of oppression will 
be found in additional and more effectual legislation concerning 


| interstate railroad rates. Congress has the power to afford 
this remedy, and I am in favor of exercising that power to 
the full extent. I believe that we should pass this bill, 


which, enacted into law, will give to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission full power and authority to deal with every ques- 
tion of inequality or injustice growing out of or incidental to 
our interstate commerce. The provisions of this bill apply not 
only to interstate railroads, but also to private cars, terminal 
lines, and express companies engaged in interstate commerce. 

I think that the Committee on Interstate Commerce and the 
country at large are to be congratulated upon the fact that the 
passage of this measure has been recommended by the unani- 
mous report of this great committee, consisting of eighteen mein- 
bers, including both Democrats and Republicans. I for one, ia 
compliment to said committee, shall vote for the bill as sub 
mitted to the House without modification or amendment. 

Enact this law and you will have stricken a herculean blow 
against that sentiment in this country in favor of municipal 
ownership, so recently manifested in the mayoralty electi : 
the great cities of Chicago and New York. Do this, and when 
Congress adjourns and you return to your respective homes, 
whether you hail from Maine or Texas, Washington or Florida, 
or from the great States of the Middle West or Mississippi 
Valley, whether you be Democrat or Republican, I believe you 
will receive the plaudits of a grateful constituency, who will 
approve your course and who in emphasis of such approval will 
grapple you to their hearts with hooks of steel and commend 
you as devoted, faithful servants of the plain people. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, I feel like using half the time 
assigned me in apologizing to the committee 
past the usual time of adjournment. 

Mr. ADAMSON. We were saving the best for the last. 

Mr. PAGE. I thank the gentleman fer the honor he does me. 

Mr. Chairman, the situation in which we find ourselves is, to 
say the least of it, a peculiar and unusual one. In all the history 
of legislation in this country public sentiment has been the con- 
trolling factor. Very rarely, if ever before, has public senti- 
ment been so strong upon one side of any question as to force 
from a great committee of this House, composed of eighteen gen- 
tlemen of almost every varying shade of public thought, a unani- 
mous report. By searching the record, or even by a slight effort 
of memory, we find that only one year ago this same body was 
representative of every shade of thought as touching railroad- 
rate legislation. The bill presented by the majority at that time 
and passed this House contained no mention of private car lines 
or terminals. It was cumbered by a lot of court machinery. 
Neither did the substitute, offered by this side of the House, 
contain either of these provisions. Not to recall unpleasant 
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facts, neither the majority or the minority were agreed. Does 
this great change in the attitude of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce and of the House argue a nearer ap- 
proach to each other of the two parties represented here? Does 
it argue a demand stronger now than then on the part of the 
great public as distinguished from the corporate interests of 
the country? Does it argue stronger pressure from the other 
end of the avenue? Or all three? 

No man will deny the large part played by the railroads in 
the development of this country. I heartily join in all the 
praise bestowed upon them by gentlemen who have preceded 
me. Without them our population would be confined to the 
seaboard and waterways, numbering possibly twenty million 
instead of eighty, our trade and wealth insignificant, the mighty 
empire beyond the Mississippi a wilderness, inhabited largely 
by savages. Human slavery would most likely be still iu 
existence. Upon their prosperity to-day directly and _ indi- 
rectly the life of the nation depends. Still every person knows 
that, in spite of the great part they have played and are still 
playing in the development and prosperity of the country, they 
are the creatures of the State and should be under its control. 

No man questions the right of the Federal Government to 
control that traffic over them that passes from one State to 
another or into foreign territory. It is not a question of 
right—rather one of expediency. Shall the country control 
the roads or the roads the country? has come to be a familiar 
question, the presumption being, left uncontrolled, they grow 
beyond the power of the Government. Indeed, we have among 
us those so pessimistic as to desire that we have already 
lost the reins, and the country is being controlled by the roads 
and their allies, the trusts. How much of truth there is in 
this each man must judge for himself. But, Mr. Chairman, to 
that particular feature of the measure under consideration that 
I desire to discuss. 

I find in the report accompanying this bill, on page 3, this 
language: 

It is proper here to say to those who complain of this legislation 
that the necessity for it is the result of the misconduct of carriers. 
Not necessarily of all, but certainly very many of them have indulged 
in some form of violation of the law. ‘The law to-day would be fairly 
satisfactory to all shippers if the spirit of fairness required by it 
had controlled the conduct of the carriers, and the necessity for the 
proposed legislation is the result of and is made necessary by the 
misconduct of parties who are now most clamorous against additional 
restraint. If the carriers had in good faith accepted rs statutes 
and obeyed them there would have been no necessity for increasing 
the powers of the Commission or the enactment of new coercive 
measures. 

Is not this an outright admission on the part of the committee 
having had this matter under consideration that what has been 
needed, and is needed now, is an enforcement of existing law 
rather than the enactment of more law? If I accept this 
report I am forced to accept this view of the situation, and I 
am free to confess that I had accepted it before the report 
came into this House, and believe had the great pressure of 
public sentiment and the equally effective pressure of the 
executive head of the Government been brought to bear upon 
those charged with the execution of the law already on the 
statute books vastly more would have been accomplished than 
will be by the enactment of this measure into law. [Applause.] 
In the States and in the nation there has developed a senti- 
ment that, when anything has gone wrong, clamors for “the 
passing of a law” when the necessity would be removed by a 
faithful execution of existing law. 

I believe the clamor of the great masses of our people for 
additional legislation upon this subject, because of their slight 
knowledge of the intricacies of railroad traffic, has been mis- 
directed. With unerring judgment the people of this country 
know when they are being wronged; because of imperfect in- 
formation they are very often mistaken both as to the reason 
of the wrong and the method that should be employed to right 
the wrong. In almost every community in the United States 
people saw some individual or corporation receiving from the 
transportation companies something they were denied. The 
people of one town saw another prospering beyond theirs with- 
out apparent natural reasons. It was discovered that by own- 
ership of cars certain great noncarrying corporations had been 
able to advance the cost of transportation, and instead of de- 
manding the execution of law in the one instance and the 
enactment of laws to cover the other, the force of their com- 
plaint was directed at that from which they were suffering in a 
minor degree—the rate charged. There has never been a clearer 
demonstration of the power of the people under our form of 
government to effect legislation than in this instance, and its 
exhibition should silence forever those among us who pessi- 
mistically declare that power has departed from the people. 

This body and that at the other end of this building consti- 
tute the medical staff of the 80,000,000 of the people—to doctor 


the ills of the body politic and to keep in health the nation. 
They—the people—complained to us that they were ill of rail- 
road domination. We, in turn, referred the case, as is our cus- 
tom, to a select few, supposed to have special knowledge of the 
particular disease complained of. After due deliberation and 
consultation they have accomplished the very unusual feat for 
doctors of any school of reaching a unanimous opinion both as 
to the disease and the necessary remedy. [Laughter.] Report- 
ing back to us, they say, in effect, as before quoted from page 3 
of the report, that had the medicine formerly prescribed been 
administered by the nurse the patient would have had no cause 
of complaint as to his present condition; but because of the 
failure of the nurse to perform his duty we prescribe so and so. 
This additional dose they propose to leave in the hands of the 
same nurse to administer, and solemnly tell the patient he will 
soon be well. I am reminded of an old herb doctor in my State 
who was called to see a patient, suffering greatly from some 
unknown malady that had baffied the skill of the family phy- 
sician. The quack carefully thumped the suffering patient, felt 
his pulse, examined his tongue, and went through all the usual 
formalities. He then turned to the weeping and distressed 
wife and children and said solemnly: “He is in a bad fix, I 
must confess. I do not know what’s the matter with him, nor 
can I, in his present condition, do anything to relieve him, but 
I'll tell you what I can do. I can throw him into fits, and I’m 
hell on fits.” [Laughter and applause.] Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the committee, I sincerely hope the patient may 
survive the fit. 

Another clause of this report says: “This bill does not at- 
tempt to give power to the Commission to readjust classifica- 
tions of freight.” To have done so would have necessitated the 
formation of a bureau, the like of which this Government has 
never seen; still, the failure to do so destroys in great measure 
the effectiveness of the power bestowed. This is not a new 
question, but one that has engaged the attention of legislators, 
as has been shown by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barr- 
LETT], since the sixties. It is one that I fear, in one form or 
a will engage their attention during the life of the Re- 
publie. 

In discussing this question the other day, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. TowNsEND] said the charge had been made by 
the railroad interest of the country, of demagoguery on the part 
of the Congress in dealing with this question, and intimated that 
the charge could be hurled back with equal truth. I think the 
charge in both instances could be sustained. I do not believe 
that the laboring man, the honest business man, or the roads 
themselves are going to be injured by the passage of this bill. 
If I did I should not vote for it. Neither do I believe that the 
widows and orphans or other investors in railroads stocks are 
going to be injured, or I should not vote for it. I think all these 
charges and fears are utterly groundless. 

True there is danger to every interest concerned—the people 
and the railroads—by the investing in any seven men the power 
that goes to this Commission with the enactment of this bill into 
law, possibly more dangerous to the people than to the railroads, 
for the power of the one is hard to concentrate, and effective only 
when concentrated, while the power of the other is already con- 
centrated and ever ready for effective action. 

Not being a lawyer, and therefore having nothing to lose by 
venturing legal opinions, at least by interrogation; are the law- 
yers of this body agreed that the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment has the right to confer this power? From my legal 
friends I have had varying opinions. If not, what becomes of 
the power to name a rate in the place of one found unreason- 
able? I venture the assertion that there has always existed 
the power under the common law to correct an unreasonable or 
extortionate charge. However, a layman never knows how to 
account for the law. In these latter days we have seen some 
strange things in its name; for instance, a decision that finds a 
corporation guilty but the officers of that corporation guiltless. 

Mr. Chairman, my criticisms, if they may be called such, have 
not been made in a carping spirit, nor in the spirit of antago 
nism to the proposed legislation. No Member of this body sees 
more clearly than myself the necessity of doing something. ‘Tlic 
bill has in it many necessary and vital features for effective 
control. The one idea I wanted to emphasize was the necessity 
of execution, and to bring this about by arousing public senti- 
ment to the point where its pressure will be brought to bear :\t 
the necessary place. If the passage of this act, and the discus- 
sion here and elsewhere shall focus public sentiment upon those 
charged with the execution of the law, as it has been focused in 
the State of Missouri, the State of Ohio, and the city of Phil:- 
delphia, there will be other Folks, Pattisons, and Weaver:: 
the rights of the people will be preserved, and no honest mat or 
corporation will be made to suffer. [Applause.] 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Vreetanp, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12987— 
the railroad rate bill—and had come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following resolution was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropriate 
committee, as indicated below : 

Senate concurrent resolution 8: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Soerainey of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause an examination and survey to be made with a view to provid- 
ing a harbor suitable for the largest boats at a point opposite or near 


the following-described land: Sections Nos. 33 and 34, township 37, 
range 8 west, Lake County, Ind.— 


To the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Bascock, the 
Committee on the District of Columbia was discharged from 
the further consideration of the bills (H. R. 9325) to acquire cer- 
tain ground for a Government reservation, (H. R. 6031) to 
acquire certain grounds in the District of Columbia for a Govy- 
ernment reservation, (H. R. 72) to acquire certain ground for 
a Government reservation, and the same referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds; and from the bills 
(H. R. 13098) to light the Potomac public speedway and drive- 
day, (H. R. 12476) to extend the asphalt paving on Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, and the same referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

At the request of Mr. Smirn of Illinois, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 983) to validate certain certificates of 
soldiers’ additional homestead rights, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. Hersurn (at 5 o’clock and 23 minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, February 5, at 11 
o'clock a. m. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for care and support of 
insane persons in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting a statement of the expenditures in the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
a favorable recommendation and various inclosures, a draft of 
a bill providing a fund for payment of advertising the restora- 
tion of lands in forest reserves to the public domain—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of tle fol- 
lowing titles were severally referred from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
hamed, as follows: 

Mr. KLINE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 118) to 
amend sections 713 and 714 of “An act to establish a code of 
law for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, as 
amended by the acts approved January 31 and June 30, 1902, 
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 924); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 


AND 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were severally reported from committees, 





delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: . 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10483) 
granting a pension to James A. Gallt, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 746); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5658) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Nichols, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 747); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6065) granting an increase of pension to Charles Crowe, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 748); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7241) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary J. Allhands, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 749); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4246) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George D. Street, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 750); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6489) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary E. Scott, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 751); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4962) 
granting an increase of pension to William J. Sturgis, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 752) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2100) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hiram Wilde, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 753); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
3425) granting a pension to Warren A. Blye, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 754): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1585) granting an increase of pension 
to George N. Dutcher, reported the same with amendment, ac 
companied by a report (No. 755); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (Il. R. 
2849) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Harrison, re 


ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 756); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1359) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry M. Robinson, reported the same with amendment, ac 


companied by a report (No. 757); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2614) grant- 
ing a pension to General M. Brown, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 758); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to- 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1287) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John D. Moore, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 759); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1979) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Amanda L. Hill, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 760); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (TI. R. 2059) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jerome Washburn, reported the 
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same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 761) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2099) granting 
a pension to Maurice O’Flanigan, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 762); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1200) granting 
a pension to John G. Parker, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 763); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2048) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John J. Cooper, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 764); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pension, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 650) granting a 
pension to Felix G. Stidger, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 765); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 524) granting 
an increase of pension to Sylvenus A. Fay, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 766); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13348) granting 
an inerease of pension to Nancy Shelton, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 767) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12948) 
granting an increase of pension to Frederick Bierley, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
768); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12903) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel T. Ferrier, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 769); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12720) granting 
a pension to Sarah Duffield, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 770) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12297) grant- 
ing a pension to Estelle Kuhn, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 771) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12290) 
granting an increase of pension to David L. Kretsinger, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 772) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12038) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Burleigh, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. T73) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11777) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Manson B. Scott, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 774); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11748) granting an increase of pension 
to James Wilson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 775); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11658) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Gould E. Utter, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 776) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4258) grant- 
ing a pension to Georgia A. Richardson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 777); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11343) 


granting an increase of pension to Bnoch Bolen, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 778) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11205) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Spice, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 779); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11132) granting an increase of pension to Horace HE. Lydy, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No, 780); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11101) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Baker, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 781) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11051) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry T. McDowell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 782); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10925) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac C. Dennis, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 783); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11908) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen V. Sturtevant, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 784) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10914) granting 
an increase of pension to John Hamilton, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 785) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10775) granting 
a pension to Ellen S. Cushman, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 786); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10564) 
granting an increase of pension to Levi H. Bodley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 787); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10280) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Spencer, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 788) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9929) granting an increase of pension 
to Orlean De Witt, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 789); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9122) granting 
an increase of pension to Philander Bennett, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 790); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8202) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Guy, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 791); which said bi!! 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8156) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Loren H. Howard, reported tlic 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 792) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenda’. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pei- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 804%) 
granting a pension to W. F. Bottoms, reported the same wit) 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 793); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ‘0 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7982) grancvs 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Kellogg, reported the saic 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 794); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
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Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7948) granting an increase of pension to James W. Reynolds, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 795) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7770) granting an increase of pension 
to Burgess Cole, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 796) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7622) granting an increase of pension 
to Herman Lieb, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 797) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3966) granting 
an increase of pension to S. D. Jester, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 798) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6340) granting an increase of pension to William D. Hatch, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 799) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6565) 
granting an increase of pension to Francis Marion Hatter, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report No. 
800) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4221) granting 
an inerease of pension to William Foat, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 801) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4751) grant- | 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph J. Sparling, reported the | 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 802) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3983) | 
granting a pension to Blanche Douglass, reported the same | 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 803); which | 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5708) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas T. Fallon, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 804); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1978) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Harry C. Thorne, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 805) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6117) granting an increase of pension 
to Elizabeth Dill, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 806); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 9) granting an | 
increase of pension to David P. Bolster, reported the same | 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 807) ; which | 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 11) granting 
an increase of pension to Ruth B. Gurney, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 808) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 16) granting 
a pension to Susan H. Cutler, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 809) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 74) granting an 
increase of pension to Aaron T. Currier, reported the same 
Ww ithout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 810) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 80) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia A. Stanyan, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
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companied by a report (No. 811); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 81) granting an increase of pension to 
David E. Everett, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 812); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 96) 
granting an increase of pension to George A. Francis, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
813); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 120) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Buckley, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
$14) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 122) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Stump, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 815); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 126) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Street, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 816); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 138) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael Linehan, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 817) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to 
Maitland J. Freeman, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 818); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to 
William Furlong, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 819); which said ball and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Calvert, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 820): which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 145) granting an increase of pension to 
Wellington Marlatt, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 821); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 178) granting an 
increase of pension to Irene A. Cochrane, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 822); which 
said bill and report were referred. to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 179) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles H. Mayhew, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 823); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Hunt, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 824); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 185) granting an 
increase of pension to Lewis H. Cate, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 825); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 193) 
granting an increase of pension to John C. Eberly, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
826) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANBY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 206) granting an 
increase of pension to Gordon H. Shepard, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 827); wiiclk 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenaar, 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 209) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Ross, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 828); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8S. 210) granting an 
increase of pension to Silas P. Hall, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 829); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 211) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson J. Pool, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 830) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 212) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Liddle, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 831); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 238) 
granting an increase of pension to John Savage, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 832); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 279) granting an 
increase of pension to Horace BE. Barker, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 833); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 314) granting a 
pension to Aletha E. Reynolds, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 834) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 315) granting an 
increase of pension to George Pike, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 835) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 328) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Warner, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
836); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 329) 
ranting an increase of pension to William BE. Blewett, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 330) granting an increase of pension to 
Kemenskio A. N. L. Collins, alias Lewis Collins, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 838) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8S. 385) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Gearey, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
839) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 393) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucinda Stamper, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 840); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 472) 
granting an increase of pension to David F. Magee, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 841) ; 
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which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 493) granting an 


increase of pension to Charles M. Wittig, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 842); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 508) granting an 
increase of pension to William Kress, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 843); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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the bill of the Senate (S. 509) granting a pension to Annie L. 
Tredick, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 844) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 515) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis Buckley McCready, alias Thomas Buckley, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 845); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 531) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. Satterthwait, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 846) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 534) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis A. Davis, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 847); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 564) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Hyatt, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 848); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 565) granting an increase of pension to 
Lumbard B. Aldrich, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 849); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 572) granting 
an inerease of pension to Henry G. Salisbury, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 850) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 575) granting an increase of pension to 
John Flynn, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 851); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 576) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick J. Shelley, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 852); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 596) granting an 
increase of pension to Eliza J. Harding, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 853); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 606) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Crowell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 854); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 622) 
granting an increase of pension to Hiram Swain, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 855) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 625) granting an increase of pension to 
Phebe J. Bennett, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 856); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 644) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Hubbell, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 857); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 647) granting an 
increase of pension to Leonard Harmony, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 858) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tlic 
bill of the Senate (S. 669) granting an increase of pension to 
Laurence Mericle, reported the same without amendment, ®c- 
companied by a report (No. 859); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 670) granting 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred | an increase of pension to Anthony Barrett, reported the same 
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without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 860) ; which | increase of pension to Jane McMahon, reported the same with- 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 877); which 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 706) grant- Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ing an inerease of pension to Martha E. Saltar, reported the | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1015) granting an 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 861); | increase of pension to Joseph McSwain, reported the same with- 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 878) ; which said 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill of the Senate (S. 707) granting a pension to Alice FE. Gilley, Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report | to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1038) granting 
(No. 862); which said bill and report were referred to the | an increase of pension to James Frazier, reported the same 


Private Calendar. without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 879); which 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | Said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill of the Senate (S. 714) granting an increase of pension to He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


een CC CL LLL LLL 


Susie Place, reported the same without amendment, accom- | bill of the Senate (S. 1041) granting an increase of pension to 
panied by a report (No. 863) ; which said bill and report were Myron E. Billings, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
referred to the Private Calendar. companied by a report (No. 880); which said bill and report 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill of the Senate (S. 715) granting a pension to Georgia A. He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Rollins, reported the same without amendment, accompanied | bill of the Senate (S. 1042) granting an increase of pension to 
by a report (No. 864) ; which said bill and report were referred Francis Piccard, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
to the Private Calendar. companied by a report (No. 881); which said bill and report 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 727) Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
granting an increase of pension to Jasper H. Keys, reported the which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1098) granting an 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 865); | increase of pension to William J. Grow, reported the same 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 882) ; which 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 785) grant- Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ing an increase of pension to Franklin C. Pierce, reported the | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1168) granting an 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 866); | increase of pension to Martha G. Cushing, reported the same 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 883) ; which 
By Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 787) granting Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
an increase of pension to Stephen Ernst, reported the same | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1212) granting an 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 867) ; which | increase of pension to John S. Wilcox, reported the same with- 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. S84); which 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill of the Senate (S. 837) granting an increase of pension to Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


Elizabeth C. Dunton, reported the same without amendment, | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1258) granting an 
accompanied by a report (No. 868) ; which said bill and report | increase of pension to Charles W. Paige, alias Jackson Morse, 
were referred to the Private Calendar. | reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | (No. 885); which said bill and report were referred to the 
bill of the Senate (S. 845) granting an increase of pension to | Private Calendar. 
Saralr A. Page, reported the same without amendment, ac- Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
companied by a report (No. 869); which said bill and report | sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1270) 
were referred to the Private Calendar. granting an increase of pension to John C. Barr, reported the 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. S86) ; 
bill of the Senate (S. 850) granting an increase of pension to | which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
Arthur F. Devereaux, reported the same without amendment, | endar. 
accompanied by a report (No. 870); which said bill and report Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
were referred to the Private Calendar. which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1308) granting a 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | pension to Harrison Brott, reported the same without amend 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 851) granting an accompanied by a report (No. 887); which said bill and 





increase of pension to Frederick Houser, reported the same | report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 871); which Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1367) granting an 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | increase of pension to Almon Foster, reported the same with 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 923) | out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. SSS): which 
granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel L. Badger, re- | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensicns, to 
(No. 872); which said bill and report were referred to the | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1868) granting an 
Private Calendar. increase of pension to William H. Hicks, reported the same 
Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 889); which 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 943) granting an | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
increase of pension to Oscar R. Arnold, reported the same with Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 873); which said | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1482) granting 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. an increase of pension to John W. Foreaker, reported the same 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 890) ; which 
bill of the Senate (S. 949) granting an increase of pension to | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Jacob H. Epler, reported the same without amendment, accom- Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
panied by a report (No. 874) ; which said bill and report were | sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1456) 
referred to the Private Calendar. granting a pension to Joann Morris, reported the same without 
_He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 891); which said 
bill of the Senate (S. 950) granting a pension to Emma M. | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Rea, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
report (No. 875) ; which said bill and report were referred to | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1466) granting 
the Private Calendar. an increase of pension to Philena Davis, reported the same 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 892) : which 
bill of the Senate (S. 986) granting an increase of pension to | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Caroline M. Doan, reported the same without amendment, Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
accompanied by a report (No. 876) ; which said bill and report | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1467) granting 
were referred to the Private Calendar. an increase of pension to Laura A. Blodgett, reported the same 
Mr. CALDERHBEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 893); which 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 991) granting an | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1509) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. Hodges, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
894); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1517) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Kennedy, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 895) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1524) granting an increase of pension 
to John M. Berkey, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 896); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1525) granting an increase of pension 
to Zachariah Bradfield, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 897); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1529) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Small, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 898); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8S. 1559) 
granting an increase of pension to Laura Clark, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 899) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1827) granting an | 
increase of pension to George C. Chase, reported the same with- | 
900) ; which | 


out amendment, accompanied by a feport (No. 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the Senate (S. 1828) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin Abbott, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 901) ; which said bill and report were 
- referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1841) 
granting a pension to Robert Catlin, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 902); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1842) granting an 
increase of pension to Ransom O. Thayer, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 903); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1852) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton Marsh, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 904); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1987) granting a 





pension to Ella T. Hapeman, reported the same without amend- | 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 905) ; 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2023) granting a pension to Amanda M. 
Richey, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 906); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2071) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry T. Anshutz, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
907) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2112) granting an increase of pension 
to John Heck, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 908) ; which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2113) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes Zentz, reported the same without amendment, aeccom- 
panied by a report (No. 909) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 2229) granting an increase of pension to 





which said bill and | 


William I. Hilkey, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 910); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2255) granting an 
increase of pension to James Thompson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 911); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2256) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander F’. McConnell, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 912); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2293)) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Hitchcock, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 913) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2481) granting 
an increase of pension to Elijah R. Wilkins, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 914); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2555) granting 
a pension to Sarah A. Bargar, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 915) ; which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2564) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael Matheney, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 916); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2730) 
granting an increase of pension to James P. Ford, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 917); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2779) granting an 
increase of pension to James J. Egan, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 918); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2825) granting an 
increase of pension to John M. Scott, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 919); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3180) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob A. Geiger, reported the same wit!i- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 920); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3245) granting 
an increase of pension to Akey C. Johnson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 921); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3244) granting 
an increase of pension to Anna F. Keith, reported the same 


| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 922) ; which 


(No. 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 15935) to 
amend the act of June 27, 1884, chapter 126, 283 Statutes «lt 
Large, 60, entitled “An act to grant letter carriers at fi 
delivery offices fifteen days’ leave of absence in each ye’, 
relative to certain other leave of absence—to the Commitice 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 13934) to pro- 
vide for the completion of the existing project for the in 
provement and maintenance of the Appoquinimink, Murder ll, 
and Mispillion rivers, in the State of Delaware—to the Col 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13935) for the advancement of certa't 
officers of the Navy and Marine Corps who served during ‘¢ 
civil war—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 13936) to create 
and establish a bureau of geology and mines as a part of the 
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Department of Commerce and Labor—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 139387) granting an in- 
crease for the authorization of a light-ship to be placed on the 
outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., from $90,000 to $130,000—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 18988) to extend the privi- 
leges of the seventh section of the act approved June 10, 1880, 
to the port of Oswego, N, Y.—to the Committee on Ways and | 
Means. : 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 13939) for the se 
tion of a public building at East St. Louis, Lll—to the Com- 
iittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 13940) to fa- | 
cilitate the acquisition of rights of way for reservoir sites for | 
irrigation purposes in the arid and semiarid States and Terri- | 
tories—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 18941) to amend an act 
entitled “An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota,” approved January 14, 
1889, as amended by an act approved June 27, 1902—to the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRIER (by request): A bill (H. R. 13942) to pro- 
vide criminal remedies for the willful forgery and utterance of 
registered trade-marks—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18943) prohibiting | 
ihe giving and receiving of free passes or transportation of per- 
sons or property, or frank or franking privilege, or money or 
other thing of value, by any railroad, steamboat, express, tele- 
graph, or telephone company to or by a Senator or Representa- 
tive in Congress, or any judge or justice of any United States | 
court, and providing penalties therefor, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAW: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 93) to cause 
an examination and survey to be made of Dead Horse Inlet, 
Garritsons Creek, and Mill Creek, in and adjacent to Jamiaca 
Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 94) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to cause an examination and survey to be made 
and to submit estimates for work upon the channels in Jamaica 
and Canarsie bays—to the Comittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 95) directing the Secre- 
tary of War to cause an examination and survey to be made of 
Jamaica Bay, with the view of dredging a channel with a width 
of 150 feet and a depth of 12 feet at low water from Canarsie 
landing to Fresh Creek and thence to Old Mill Creek—to the | 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A concurrent resolution 
(H.C. Res. 17) directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey 
to be made and an estimate of cost to be submitted, with a view 
to connecting Rehoboth and Indian River with Delaware Bay ; 
by a canal, ete.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 











PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 13944) to amend the mili- 
tary -record of Capt. Samuel W. Baird—to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs. 

by Mr. BEALL of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 13945) | 
ee a pension to E. B. Freeman—to the Committee on 

ensions., 

iy Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 13946) for the 
rellef of Charles L. Allen—to the Committee on Claims. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 13947) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Pinckney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13984) to reimburse Harry 
I. Harris, late of Company B, Thirty-seventh United States 
Volunteer Infantry, for property taken by the United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 13949) granting an in- 
ase of pension to Mary A. Duryea—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 13950) for the relief of Louis 
Barrett —to the Committee on Claims. 

by Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13951) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jennie Gaston Henderson, sole and only heir of L. B. Gaston, 
(eceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 13952) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Cheyne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13953) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Chancellor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13954) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Northrup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18955) granting an increase of pension to 
William Spenny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18956) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Featheringill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13957) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert A. Richenbach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18958) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Drummond—to the Committee on Invalid Vensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13959) granting* an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Mouser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18960) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13961) granting an increase 
of pension to Julius Buxbaum—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13962) granting 
an inerease of pension to George W. Smith—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 18963) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. 'Turner—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18964) granting an increase of pension to 
William Farra—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13965) grantin 
an increase of pension to John T. Mills—to the Committee « 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18966) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kringer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 13967) granting a pensic 
to Sophie M. Staab—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18968) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary BE. Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18969) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
lected from the estate of William H. Wallace—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18970) for the relief of Hector A. Rob- 
ichon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 18971) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth I’. Reed—to the Col 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18972) granting an increase of pension to 

tobert F. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18978) granting an increase of pension to 
Larkin B. Richersan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18974) granting an increase of pension to 
Biadema Chanmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 18975) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas H. Primrose—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 13976) granting an increase 
of pension to John R. Stalleup—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13977) granting 
an increase of pension to John Groosbeck—to the Committ« 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18978) granting an increase of pension to 
James Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 13979) granting a pe 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13980) granting an increase of pension to 


| Jacob Sheats—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18981) granting an increase of pens 
Beniah Calvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 18982) granting an in 
of pension to William F. Primley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18983) granting an increase of pension 
William M. Coop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 13984) granting a pe 
to Sarah Cobb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 18985) 
ing a pension to Margaret Luce—to the Committee « 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 13986) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Eisenhard—to the Committee 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 13987) granting a | 
to Samuel M. Pitzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: A bill (H. R. 13988) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary McMahon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (HH. R. 13989) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Albert Skellenger—to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 13990) granting a pension 
to William Neithamer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 13991) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to Wiley H. Dixon—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13992) 
granting an increase of pension to William Hiser—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 13993) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
S1ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13994) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis A. Barkis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18995) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Shaw and grant him an honor- 
able discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13996) for the relief of the Baptist Church 
of Dardanelle, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 18997) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Janathan Rigglemen—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13998) granting an 
increase of pension to J. C. Barnwell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13999) granting an 
increase of pension to Martin Modie—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14000) 
for the relief of the heirs of E. W. Scott—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 14001) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan 8. Ruddock—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 14002) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of George D. Coburn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

















CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10885) 
granting a pension to Henrietta R. Young, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petitions of members of Local Union No. 
455, of Chicago, Ill, and the Duryea Power Company, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the American Humane S§So- 
ciety for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against amend- 
ment to law governing transit of live stock—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the National 
Board of Trade, relative to improvement in the consular sery- 
ice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petitions of C. G. Starks and 
J. N. Dahlen, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petitions of Mrs. John O. Rice and 
39 others, and ef Irving E. Vernon and 83 others, for a pure- 
food law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of New 
Jersey, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of Georgia Division, No. 57, 
Order of Railway Conductors, for bill H. R. 239—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Petition of the Shelby County (Ala.) Medi- 
eal Society, for a pure-food law—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Grange No. 267, Patrons of 
Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Grange No. 
1269, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. CALDER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Louis 8S. Barrett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Petition of the American 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against amend- 
ment to law governing transit of live stock—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jennie Gaston Henderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Julius Buxbaum— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensiohs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of W. B. Harris, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Wis- 
consin, for investigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petitions of the Indiana Grain Dealers’ 
Association and the Indiana Hardwood Lumbermen’s Associa- 
tion, for control of railway rates by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petitions of Philip Hedrick; Garfield Council, No. 6, 
and Delaware Council, No. 7, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Delaware County Farmers’ Institute, for 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Pennsylvania American Plate Glass Com- 
pany and the Empire Mirror Beveling Company, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Indiana Aberdeen Angus Breeders’ Asso- 
ciation, for bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Dunkirk and Delaware Councils, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

ty Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Petition of Theodore Grune- 
wold, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
12609—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Petition of many citizens of New York and 
vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Fleming Ratcliff, against the tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Christian Home of Coun- 
cil Bluffs, Iowa, for bill H. R. 9022—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the park commissioners of Streator, III. 
for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of George E. Briggs, against repeal of tax on 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Thomas Dunn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of National Grange 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Cou- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Col. 
Alexander Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John I. Stalleup—to the Committee on Pensfons. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to tle 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: Petitions of John H. Eckles, 
J. E. McDonald, J. F. Cass, T. C. Little, John D. Alleger, Car! 
H. Rerick, Rose & Willis, and BE. H. Crane, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: Petitions of C. BE. Woods; 
the Record, of Richmond, Ky.; the Messenger, of Mayfield, Ky.; 
George H. Pike, and O. C. Lasher, against the tariff on |ino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of Thomas F. 
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English, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the are By Mr. MEYER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ma- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Master House Painters and Decorators, for 


repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Commit- | 


tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of many citizens of New 
York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slo- 
cum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the New York Export and 
Import Company, for modification of the Chinese-exclusion 
laws—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of the Free Evangelical Con- 
gregational Church of Providence, R. I.; the First Baptist 
Church of East Greenwich, R. L, and the Ruggles Street Church, 
of Providence, R. I., for prohibition in Indian Territory and Ox- 
lahoma as States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, for 75 per cent of receipts of customs and inter- 


nal revenue for twenty years for Territorial improyement—to | 


the Committee on the Territories. 
By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Berlin Grange, 


No. 24, Patrons of Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on | 


denaturized alecohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Washington | 
Camp, Patriotie Order Sons of America, of Trenton, N. J., favor- | 


ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Cornelia Jeni- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. HUNT: Petition of the Board of Trade and Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of St. Louis, for reciprocity and for modifica- 
tion of tariff laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petitions of the Round Table, Morgan 
H. Hoyt, Harry Hally, and A. C. Crandall, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Columbia County Humane Society, pro- | 
testing against amendment to the live-stock transit law—to the | 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 905, Patrons of Husbandry, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of the House Painters and Dec- 


orators’ Association, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized | 


alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. LAFEAN: 
tosanna Wavell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: 
relief of Moses Benjamin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Grange No. 512, for repeal of revenue tax | 
on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | 
Patrons of | 
Husbandry, for amendment of Grout bill—to the Committee | 


Also, petition of Friendsville Grange, No. 1217, 


on Agriculture. 
By Mr. LOUD: Petitions of the Evening Times, George M. 


Babcock, W. A. Harringotn, the Otsego County Herald, the 
Outlook, Will McGillivrey, W. L. Chapelle, and Calvin Goss, | 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on | 


Ways and’ Means. 


3y Mr. McNARY: Petition of the Massachusetts State Fed- 
eration of Women’s Clubs and the Committee on Forestry, | 
urging passage of bills 8S. 2327 and H. R. 5065—to the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Thompsontown Council, No. 350, | 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 


By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of citizens of Sheyenne, N. 
Dak., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of members of Local Union No. 
1040, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., for repeal of revenue tax on 


denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of the Federation of Women’s 
Clubs of Tremont, Ohio, against the tariff on works of art— 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 


Committee on Claims. 


Also, petition of Seneca Chief Council, Order United American 
Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 


mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 





*aper to accompany bill for relief of 


,aper to accompany bill for | 


tilda M. Fairfax—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, relative to Hawaii 
Territories. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Wiley H. Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John Nichols—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Davis K. Hays 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of James Gregory, 
Stanford J. Hastings, John W. McKissick, William O. Arm 
strong, Martin Fitzgerald, W. H. Beanton, C. H. Nevills, and 
W. W. Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Webster 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Schuylkill 
Haven, Pa.—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition of numerous churches, Christian associations, 
and citizens, against the reestablishment of the Army canteen 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of the German- 
American Alliance, relating to abuse of the franking privilege— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. H. Wooldridge, 
heir of Elizabeth Wooldridge—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the Confederate Southern Memorial Asso- 
ciation, of Louisiana, favoring marking graves of Confederate 
dead—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of George E. Briggs, against repeal of tax on 
any kind of alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the executive committee of the Indian Rights 
Association, that the pledge to the Five Nations be kept—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RIVES: Petition of many citizens of New York and 
vicinity, for relief for the heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the American Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against amendment to 
law governing transit of live stock—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 
| By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the president of Hamilton 
| College, Clinton, N. Y., to investigate affairs in the Kongo Free 
| State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Norway, N. Y., for bill H. R 


ve 


to the Committee on 1 





| 7043—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the Mu- 
seum of Fine Arts, Boston, Mass., for repeal of the duty on 
works of art—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
| sy Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of the North 
Carolina Library Association, against amendment of the copy 
right law—to the Committee on Patents. 
| By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of many citizens of New Yorl 
| and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
| disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also petition of 25 citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Anna Peveto—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Grange No. 783, of | l. 
Genesee County, N. Y., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

$y Mr. WEEKS: Petition of the Massachusetts State Feder 

ation of Women’s Clubs and the Commission on Forestry. m 

ing passage of bills S. 2327 and H. R. 5065—to the Comn 

on Agriculture. 


By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Adolphus Yuncker—to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 


Also, petition of Washington Post Camp, No. 2 
der Sons of America, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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SENATE. 
Monpay, February 5, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALg. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last; when, on request of Mr. Lopecr, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Journal stands approved. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate of 
appropriation for inclusion in the urgent deficiency appropria- 
tion bill to complete the unfinished work devolving upon the 
Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes for the fiscal year end- 

g June 30, 1906, $75,000; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of 
judgments rendered by the Court of Claims amounting to 
$32,845.61; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF WILLIAM H. VAN SYKEL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a record 
of an award made by the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission 
under the provisions of the act of March 2, 1901, to William H. 
Van Sykel, $2,400; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for in- 
clusion in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, an additional 
estimate of appropriation to pay amounts found due by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation 
“ Bringing home criminals” for the fiscal year 1905, $520.75; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON TRANSIT COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company of 
Maryland for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1905; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed, 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of Minna H. Glassie v. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
James E. Meacham v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He 
sistant 
copy of 


clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
James A. Paulk v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R 
McKeENNEY, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 8107) extending the public-land laws to 


HOUSE. 


certain lands in Wyoming; in which it requested the concur- | 


the Senate. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Board 
of Trustees of the Chamber of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., 
praying that if Congress deems it wise to loan any moneys of 
the National Government that such moneys be loaned to the 
Reclamation Service to expedite the completion of the irriga- 


rence ol 


tion projects; which was referred to the Committee on Irri- 
gation. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Norma, 


Meridian, Ames, Luther, Goodwin, Maramec, Pond- 


also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- | 









| 


creek, and Newkirk, all in the Territory of Oklahoma, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
-ating liquors in that Territory when admitted to statehood; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Paw- 
huska, Okla., praying for the adoption of the clause in the so- 
called “statehood bill’ making the Osage Indian Reservation 
one county ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; Oyster Bay, N. Y., and Bryn Mawr, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of legislation granting separate statehood to the 
Indian and Oklahoma Territories; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the committee on schools 
and libraries of the East Washington Citizens’ Association, of 
the District of Columbia, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to increase the salaries of public school teachers; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the East Washington Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing a cross-town car line from north 
to south in the eastern section of that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Federation of 
Labor, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the repeal 
of the present eight-hour law relative to the daily service of 
laborers and mechanics employed upon public works of the 
United States and in the District of Columbia, as applied to the 
construction of the isthmian canal; which was referred to the 
Comittee on Interoceanic Canals. 

He also presented a petition of the United States Historical 
Society, praying for the enactment of legislation providing a 
temporary home in the District of Columbia for soldiers and 
sailors of the late wars; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the East Washington Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the improvement of South Car- 
olina avenue from Thirteenth to Fifteenth streets, and Massa- 
chusetts avenue SE. from Twelfth to Fourteenth streets, and 
remonstrating against the neglect to improve other important 
avenues and streets in that city ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Doug- 
las County, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the freer manufacture of crude alcohol for commer- 
cial purposes ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York 
City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of the victims of the General Slocum disaster in New 
York Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens and mer- 
chants of Arco, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called “ Henry parcels-post bill; ” which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Cedar River Lodge, No. 28°; 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Austin, Minn., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill,” and also 
of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Carver 
County, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
ealled “ Philippine sugar bill;” which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Shako- 
pee, Chaska, and Carver, all in the State of Minnesota, remon- 
strating against a reduction of the duty on sugar; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Montana, praying for the enactment of legislation making su)- 
ject to settlement and disposal under the land laws of th 
United States the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, in that Stite 
etec.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Central Lodge, No. ‘\72, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Elizabeth, N. J., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill” and the 
“ employers’ liability bill;” which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Glen 
Ridge, N. J., and petitions of the State Federation of Women’s 
Clubs of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ pure-food bill;” which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Iie also presented memorials of M. H. Garrard, of Bellp 
N. Y.; of the Friday Evening Club of Morristown, and of 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, of Morris- 
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town, all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating agaist | 
the enactment of legislation extending the time for the inter- 
state transportation of live stock from twenty-eight to forty 
hours; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Charles E. Eaton. of Orange, | 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a 
national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hamp- | 
shire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserya- | 
tions and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Federated Trades’ Council | 
of Orange, N. J., and a petition of Washington Camp, No. 20, | 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Trenton, N. J., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of Chris. Meyer and | 
sundry other citizens of New York City, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation for the relief of the victims of the 
General Slocum disaster in New York Harbor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Railway 
Conductors of Aberdeen, S. Dak., praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ employers’ liability bill” and also the anti-injunction | 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- | 
merce. | 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants and | 
Hardware Dealers’ Association of South Dakota, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called “ parcels-post bill” and also | 
against the numbering of rural free-delivery mail boxes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Merchants and 
Hardware Dealers’ Association of South Dakota, praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Merchants and 
Hardware Dealers’ Association of South Dakota, praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ railway-rate bill;” which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Bar Association of Ard- 
more, Ind. T., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 5976) to provide for the final disposition of | 
the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes of the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 412) for the relief of the estate of Isabella Ann Fluker, 
deceased; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented the petition of E. M. Gallau- 
det and sundry other citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for | 
the enactment of legislation to extend the lines of the Capital 
Traction Company; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District ef Columbia. 

Mr. KITTREDGE presented a petition of the Commercial 
Club of Aberdeen §S. Dak., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to secure the opening to settlement of the reservation 
lands lying west of the Missouri River in that State, ete. ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. . 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of Bay City Council, No. 3, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of New Whatcom, 
Wash., and a petition of Seattle Council, No. 2, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Seattle, Wash., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Meriden, Conn., and a petition of sundry citizens of East Had- 
dam, Conn., praying for an investigation of the existing condi- 
tions in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Other Club of Danbury, the 
Sigma Epsilon Society of Bridgeport, the Travelers’ Club of 
Danbury, the Literata Club of Danbury, and the Women’s Civic 
Club of New Haven, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for 
the passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 180, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Danbury; of Local Union No. 
42, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Hartford; of Local 
Union No. 26, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of South Nor- 
walk, and of the Connecticut Broadleaf Tobacco Company, all 
in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called “ Philippine tariff Dill ;” which were referred to 
the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. FULTON age a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
lierce of Bandon, Oreg., praying that an appropriation of 
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$55,000 be made for the improvement of the lower channel and 
mouth of the Coquille River, in that State; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the Organization of the 
General Slocum Survivors, of New York City, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation granting relief to the victims of the 
| General Slocum disaster in New York Harbor; 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Society for 


which was re 


| the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, of New York City, N. Y., 


remonstrating against any change in the present law 
the interstate transportation of live stock ; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Norway, 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Yonkers, and 
of the congregation of the Thirty-seventh Street Met hod st 
Episcopal Church, of New York City, all in the State of New 
York, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
restore the sale of fermented malt beverages and light wines 
to soldiers and sailors of the United States; which were re 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


roverning 
which was referred 


He also presented a memorial of sundry employees of Dunn 
& McCarthy, of Auburn, N. Y., remonstrating against the: im 
position of a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem on importet hides 
and leather; which was referred to the Committee on birance 
Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of Otter Creek Division, 

| No. 347, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Kutiand, \ 


praying for the passage of the so-called “ anti-injunctior bill; ”’ 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. LONG presented the petition of W. D. Greason, ¢f Paola, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation for the re 
moval of the tariff on linotype and composing machines; whic! 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2618) 
granting an increase of pension to Howland P. Wolcott; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the biil (S. 87237) 


| granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. Frint; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Frank J. Blair, ot the 
United States, praying that he be granted “ pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a paper to accompany the bill (5S. 
3153) for the relief of Louisa Weaver; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Nationa] Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for ‘the improvement of 
the merchant marine; which was ordered to lie ou the table. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trac 
pre 1ying for the enactment of legislation pyoviding for the open- 
ing of economical routes of transport: aentiee water ; 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the reorganization 
of the consular service; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of C! 
eago and Evanston, and of the Civic Improvement League + 
East St. Louis, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prevent the impending de ‘tion of 
Niagara Falls, on the American side, by the diversion of the 
waters for manufacturing purposes ; which were reteuned to: the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game 

He also presented a petition of the Organization of the 


which was 


f 


General 


Slocum Survivors, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation granting relief to the victims of the 
General Slocum disaster in New York Harbor; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Milk Producers’ Institute 


of Chicago, Ill, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure 
food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table 

He also presented a petition of the G. W. Tilton Division, No. 
404, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chicana, Ll 
praying for the passage of the so-called * anti-injunction bill 
which was referred to the Committee on the Jud 


He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 404, Broth 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chicago; of Local Lodge 
No. 424, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Chicago; Union 
Lodge, No. 138, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Fre« 
port, and of Local Division No. 74, Order of Railway Conduct 
ors, of Decatur, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill: which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerc 

He also presented memorials of sundry cigar manufacturers 
of Chicago, of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union of Alton, and of 
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Crump Brothers, of Chicago, all in the State of [linois, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called “ Philippine tariff 
bill;”’ which were referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 
fle also presented memorials of the Alton Branch of the 
Ijlinois Humane Society, of Springfield; of the Humane Society 
of Winnebago County; of the Humane Society of Rockford; of 
the Iiumane Society of Quincy; of the Humane Society of Chi- 
cago, and of C. L. Harcourt, of Chestnut, all in the State of 
Illinois, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation ex- 
tending the time of the interstate transportation of live stock ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented petitions of the Sabbath Association of 
Illinois; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of Ma- 
ringo, Polo, Danville, Elgin, Toulon, and Chicago; of the con- 
gregations of the First Methodist Episcopal churehes of El 
Paso, Davis Junction, Maywood, and Byron; of the congrega- 
tions of the Baptist and Congregational churches of Toulon; 
of the Woman’s Presbyterian Society for Home Missions, of 
Chicago; of Kygar Post, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Georgetown, and of sundry citizens of Herrick, 


State of Illinois, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Blections. 


tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
Hie also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the ratification of international reciprocity treaties ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 3402) granting an increase of pension to Jesse W. 
Elliott: 

A bill (H.R 
Seeber: and 

A bill (CH. R. 3214) granting a pension to Maggie Parker. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Logan, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1798) granting an increase of pension to Robert K. 
Smith, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 201) granting an increase of pension to Lyman EF. 
Farrand; 


. 3216) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


A bill (S. 984) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Benedict ; 
A bill (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to James 


Bugzie ; 

A bill (S. 
Franklin Bigelow ; 

A bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Marion F. 
Howe: and 

A bill (S. 1414) granting an increase of pension to Sidney G. 
Smith. 


929Q 


mt ames 


was referred the bill (S. 3120) granting an increase of pension 
to Mary Driscoll, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to Mary Z. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2329) granting an increase of pension to Knud 
Targerson : 

A bill (S. 232 
Mullen; 

A bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Fallihee; and 
A bill (S. 3 
Alban. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 2337) granting an increase of pension to Ellen §. 
Larned; 


) granting an increase of pension to Sidney F. 


123) granting an increase of pension to W. H. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Eureka, E1 Paso, Washburn, Wheaton, and Minonk, all in the | 


He also presented a petition of the Trades Council of Elgin, | 
Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- | 


) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the | 
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A bill (S. 2257) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Campbell ; 

A bill (H. R. 4708) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Wiley ; and 

A bill (8. 3240) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Jones. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2405) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Winget; and 

A bill (8. 1883) granting an increase of pension to Nellie Ray- 
mond. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4195) granting an increase of pension to Ham- 
ilton Secheverell ; 
| A bill (H. R. 4713) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
| M. C. Manning; 
| A bill (H. R. 4765) granting an increase of pension to George 
| W. Shepherd ; 

A bill CH. R. 9352) granting a pension to Mary Van Blarcom ; 
A bill (H. R. 2394) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
| Buncher; and 

A bill (A. R. 1467) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Bi. Monroe. 

Mr. ANKENY, from the Committee on Irrigation, to whom was 
| referred the bill (S. 87) providing for the withdrawal from 
public entry of lands needed for town-site purposes in connec- 
tion with irrigation projects under the reclamation act of June 
17, 1902, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
| referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 533) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Munson ; 

A bill (H. R. 4735) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
| Adair ; 

A bill (H. R. 4737) granting an inerease of pension to Odilia 
Logan; 

A bill (H. R. 3380) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Wilburn ; 

A bill (H. R. 8618) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Rowan ; 

A bill (H.R. 1797) granting a pension to James H. Cole, alias 
John V. Cole; and 

A bill (S. 2702) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Dightman. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
| ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 3537) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
W. Presley; and 

A bill (S. 3089) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Smith. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with 





| amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 1753) granting an increase of pension to Waldo W. 
| Paine; and 

A bill (S. 992) granting a pension to Albert E. Lyon. 
| Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
| were referred the following bills, reported them severally witl- 
| out amendinent, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3630) granting an inerease of pension to Martin L. 
| Barber; and 
| A bill (S. 1670) granting an increase of pension to William 
| McNabb. 
| Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
| were referred the following bills, reported them severally wit! 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 894) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Sewell; and 

A bill (S. 3643) granting an inerease of pension to Set! 
Raymond. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Indian Depreda- 
tions, to whom was referred the letter of the Attorney-Gener 
of Decembr 4, 1905, transmitting, in compliance with secti: 
8 of the act of March 3, 1891, a list of judgments render: 
against the United States, asked to be discharged from 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Commiti 
on Appropriations ; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, 0 


ma be SS fe 
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whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R, 1124) granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 1125) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
ces Ann Batchelor; and 

A bill (H. R. 1123) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Emaline Finklea. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Hadsall ; 

A bill (S. 2377) granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers; 

A bill (S. 1433) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Willard; and : 

A bill (S. 124) granting an increase of pension to Curtis B. 
McIntosh. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4029) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
G. Archer; and : 

A bill (S. 2880) granting an increase of pension to David B. 
McCreary. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (CH. R. 4215) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Roberts ; 


A bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
M. Rose; 


A bill (CH. R. 4218) granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Williamson ; 


A bill (H. R. 4738) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Roberts ; 


A bill (H. R. 4789) granting an increase of pension to Law- 
rence B. Smith; 
A bill (CH. R. 

Stuard ; 

A bill (H. R. 1283) granting an increase of pension to Epsy 
Ann Austin ; 

A bill (H. R. 2169) granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
White; 

A bill (H. R. 2291) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Elmes; 

A bill (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Alger- 
non Lighteap ; 

A bill (H. R. 1280) granting a pension to Mary K. Lewis; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 3678) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than C. S$. Twitchell. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1885) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Doane ; 


A bill (S. 620) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
S. Law; and 


A bill (S. 640) granting an increase of pension to Hugh P. 
Buffon. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
was referred the bill (S. 3667) granting an increase of pension 
to Martha J. Brisco, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on | 
Irrigation, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3687) providing 
for the segregation of $1,000,000 from the reclamation fund 
created by the act of June 17, 1902, and for other purposes, to | 
report it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. I 
will ask leave at a later date to file a written report to accom- 
pany the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3522) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to provide for the construction and maintenance of roads, the | 
establishment and maintenance of schools, and the care and | 
support of insane persons in the district of Alaska, and for | 
other purposes,” approved January 27, 1905, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3309) granting an increase of pension 
to John ©. Baber, reported it without amendment, and sub- | 
mitted a report thereon. 





roo 


5238) granting an increase of pension to Lockey 


| J. Mills; 


| to 


| courts in the Territory of Oklahoma, to report 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Robert 8. 
Moore, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 590) granting a pension to John White, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1974) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. P. Foale; 

A bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to Fritz 
Muller; 

A bill (H. R. 
Wren; 

A bill (HL. R. 


7420) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
6192) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


A bill (H.R. 
Carey ; 

A bill (H. R. 5015) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
R. Goodell ; 

A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of pension to John 


5016) granting an increase of pension to Francis 


| W. Roache; and 


A bill (H. R. 4607) granting a pension to Annie Rohr. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on 


Pensions, 


to 


| whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
with amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 


A bill (S. 3587) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Orr; 

A bill (S. 3507) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Van 
Valkenburg; and 

A bill (S. 3291) granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
D. Raker. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on 


Pensions, 
whom were referred the following bills, 


reported them each 


wo 


| with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 1298) granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 


| Usher; 


A bill (S. 1731) granting an increase of pension to William 
O. Colson; 

A bill (S. 1744) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Papy; and 

A bill (H. R. 11824) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
BE. MacGowan. 

VACANCY IN SMITHSONIAN BOARD OF REGENTS. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I am directed by the Committee on the Li 
brary, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 28) to 
fill a vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian [ist 
tution, to report it favorably without amendment. I eal! ¢ 
attention of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce} to it 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the joint resolution may have pres 
ent consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution: and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 

its consideration. It proposes to fill the vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, in the class 
other than Members of Congress, by the reappointment of Rich 


will be read 


| ard Olney, a citizen of Massachusetts. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GRAND AND PETIT JURIES IN OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5289) to 


| provide for the selection of grand and petit jurors for the district 


it favorably 
without amendment. In view of the immediate importance of 
the legislation requested, I ask unanimous consent for the con- 


| sideration of the bill at this time. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mation of the Senate. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I should like to know what bill 
it is that has been read. It is impossible to tell what is being 
read unless we have more order. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will explain in a moment the 
object of the bill. The circuit court of appeals has recently 
declared in effect that the law authorizing the drawing of ju- 
rors in Oklahoma is fatally defective ; and there will be no meet- 
ing of the legislature of that Territory until a year from now. 
So the defects can not be cured by the Territory at this time, 
and the terms of the court are about « 


The bill will be read for the infor- 


ming on. 


This is a 
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House bill providing for the drawing of juries in the Territory 
of Oklaboma until such time as their legislature shall otherwise 
provide. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to the bill; but some time 
a bill passed in such confusion as oftentimes prevails in the 
Senate will be a bill that ought not to be passed. Nobody could 
tell from the reading of the pending bill what it contained. I 
suppose it has been reported by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate has submitted no written report to accompany the bill, 
but there was a written report submitted by the committee in 
the House of Representatives showing the facts of the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4089) to place David Rob- 
ertson, sergeant, first class, Hospital Corps, on the retired list 
of the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Sydda B. 
Arnold; and 

A bill (S. 4091) granting an increase of pension to Berthald 
Fernow. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill 
Smith; and 


Kauffer (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

A bill (S. 4094) to amend section 4426 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, regulation of motor boats; and 


A bill (S. 4095) to establish a light and fog-signal station at | 


or near Isle au Haut Harbor, Maine. 


tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4096) granting an increase of pension to Norman W. 
Lombard (with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 4097) granting an increase of pension to Julius T. 
Williamson. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4098) for the relief of 
the estate of David Heller, deceased, and E. Mary Heller; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4099) to license chimney sweeps 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4100) granting an increase of 
pension to Carlton A. Wheeler; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4101) granting an in- 
crease of pension to A. P. Middleton; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 4102) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Broadwell; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4108) granting an increase of pension to John 
McGuire; and 

A bill (S. 4104) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. 
John. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4105) for the relief of 
the William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine Building Com- 
pany, of Philadelphia, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 4106) granting an increase 
of pension to Katherine Wills; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4107) for the establishment 


(S. 4092) granting an increase of pension to John | 





of an additional recording district in Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4108) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha M. Lambert; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4109) to increase the 
efficiency of the Bureau of Insular Affairs of the War Depart- 
ment; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 4110) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Absalom Wilcox; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 4111) to authorize the 
Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, to receive four 3.6-inch 
breech-loading field guns, carriages, caissons, limbers, and their 
pertaining equipment from the State of Connecticut; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 4112) granting an in- 
crease of pension to H. M. Swigart; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4113) granting an increase of 
pension to Dell ©. Pert; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4114) for the relief of the estate 
of Benjamin Downs, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4115) to provide 
for sittings of the circuit and district courts of the southern 
district of Florida in the city of Miami, in said district; which 
was read twice by its title, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 


| severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
A bill (S. 4093) granting an increase of pension to Lewis F. | 


mittee on Claims: 

A bill (8S. 4116) for the relief of the heirs of John §. Askin, 
Arthur Ipock, and John T. Ipock; 

A bill (S. 4117) for the relief of the First Baptist Church, of 


| Newbern, N. C.; and 


A bill (S. 4118) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. Morton. 
Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4119) granting a pension 
to Edith A. MeCarteney; which was read twice by its title, and 


| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were | 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- | 


Mr. TELLER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 4120) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Jones ; 

A bill (S. 4121) granting a pension to William A. Rives: 

A bill (8S. 4122) granting an increase of pension to Albert H. 
Jones (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 4123) granting a pension to Henry C. Doll. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (8S. 4124) granting an increase of pension to Alden 
Fuller ; 

A bill (S. 4125) granting an increase of pension to Alphonzo 
L. Field; 

A bill (S. 4126) granting an increase of pension to Willard 
Farrington; and 

A bill (S. 4127) granting an increase of pension to Samuel D. 
Payne (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

A bill (8. 4128) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Red Lake River at or near the junction of Black River 
with said Red Lake River, in Red Lake County, Minn. ; and 

A bill (S. 4129) to regulate enlistments and punishments 
in the United States Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (8. 4130) to authorize thie 
Capital City Improvement Company, of Helena, Mont., to cou- 
struct a dam across the Missouri River; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (8S. 4131) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Connor; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4132) granting a pension t 
Maria A. Holloway; which was read twice by its title, and 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee o: 
Pensions, 
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Mr. BRANDEGEE introduced a bill (S. 4133) granting an 
increase of pension to George Brewster; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 41384) for the relief of the estate of Richard W. 
Aikin, deceased (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4185) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
S. A. Buckner; and 

A bill (S. 4136) for the relief of the estate of Arthur F. Clift, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 4137) granting a pension to 
Helen Augusta Mason Boynton; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills, which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4138) for the relief of Jane Holbrook ; 

A bill (S. 4139) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin F. 
Crowley, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4140) for the relief of the heirs of Greenberry 
Backus, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4141) for the relief of the heirs of Seaborn J. Burk, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4142) for the relief of the heirs of J. S. Perkerson, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 4148) for the relief of the heirs of William Kile, 
deceased. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills, which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4144) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sadler ; 

A bill (S. 4145) granting an increase of pension to Nimrod T. 
Stoner; and 

A bill (8. 4146) granting a pension to John W. Hall. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4147) to relieve Robert 
Stickles of the charge of desertion and to grant him an honora- 
ble discharge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4148) authorizing the War De- 
partment to settle the account of Peter Casey, late captain Com- 
pany H, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which was | 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. | 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4149) for the relief of occupants | 
and owners of property at Camp Tyler, in Cook County, IL; | 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | 
on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 4150) for the relief of La | 
Grange Military Academy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. TALIAFEPRRO submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $5,000 to conduct experiments looking to the protec- 
tion of orange groves from infection and damage by the insect 
known as the “ white fly,” intended to be proposed by him to the | 
eericultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the people of | 


Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution | 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the peo- 
ple of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 
Mr. PHTTUS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 529) to promote the national de- 
tense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish Amer- 
icin ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, 
and to provide revenue from tonnage; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be printed, 


JOHN W. 





DAMPMAN—WITH RAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr, Penrosz, it was 


, Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in the case of John W. Dampman, accompanyin 
Senate bill 2571, Pifty-seventh Congress, first session, and Senate bil 
»S(5, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, copies of the same to be left 
in the files, as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 


CARS IN RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I send to the desk a resolution, for which I 
ask immediate consideration, 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be instructed to send to the 
Senate information on the following points: 

1. How many accidents involying loss of life or injury to postal 
clerks have occurred on the railWays of the United States during each 
of the last five years, giving the number killed, seriously injured, and 
slightly injured. 

2. How many postal cars are now in the service built wholly or 
partly of steel, and what is the percentage of such cars to the whole 
number in use. 

3. Have any such cars built wholly or partly of steel been in wrecks 
since they have been in use, and what was the result to the occupants 
in loss of life or injury. 


4. How many postal cars now in the service have been running more 
than ten years. 


5. What is the cost of a postal car built according to the most ap- 
poor? type under the specifications of the Railway Mail Service, and 

ow does it compare in price to the old type. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the resolution is self-explan- 
atory, and it will only require probably a brief explanation as 
to why I introduce it. 

I have noticed for years as a newspaper reader that when- 
ever there is a wreck if there is anyone on the train injured it 
is almost invariably a postal clerk. Occasionally you find that 
the occupants of the postal car are the only ones injured, be- 
cause the engineer and fireman, seeing the danger, have had 
the opportunity to jump, whereas the postal clerk, not knowing 
that anything was ahead, busy possibly, or else tired and sitting 
down, has his first notice of the trouble by the power which will 
knock his life out or break his limbs or injure him otherwise. 

In reading the report of the Superintendent of the Railway 
Mail Service my attention was directed to the fact that there are 
now being substituted cars built partly of steel, which are of 
such a character as not to be telescoped at all, something along 
the line of the Pullman car, and it has occurred to me it would 
be a good thing to have the information, that we might deter- 
mine whether or not it is not due these important and hard- 
working servants of the people who handle our mails on the 
railway post-offices to hurry up the substitution of life-saving 
cars in place of the rattletrap affairs now being run on the 
roads. 

That is all the object I had in introducing the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that he use the word 
“ directed ” instead of “ instructed.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am perfectly willing. They are words so 
nearly alike that if one suits the Senator from Iowa better 
than the other I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have a form which is usually adopted, 
although either word would be perfectly proper. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well; insert the word “ directed” in- 
stead of “instructed.” It is entirely immaterial to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be modified as 
suggested. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the resolution be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It has been suggested to me by a brother 
Senator that it might be well to amend the resolution by 
quiring the relative age of all the postal cars. | 
some of them have been running thirty years. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
his resolution? 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


in- 
nd 


underst 


Senator wish to 


li li fy 


I should like to have it amended so as to 
Let us get it all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator will state the 
fication he desires, it will be read from the desk. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The clerks can incorporate it at the proper 
point. Just simply add, after “running more than ten years,” 
the words “ and state the length of service such cars have | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


modi- 


DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS ACTION. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
information of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Constitution of the United States provides that 
Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Sen: 
each State, chosen by the legislatures thereof,’ and that “« 
shall have one vote;” and 

Whereas each Senator, before assuming the duties of hi 
required to solemnly swear or affirm that he “ will support 
the Constitution of the United States, and that he will faithfully 4 
charge the duties of the office upon which he is about to enter;” and 

Whereas, because it was currently reported that one or more Demo- 
cratic Senators might vote upon certain matters pending before the 
Senate contrary to the views of a majority of the body of Democratic 


Mr. President, I offer a resolution, which 


The resolution will be read fo1 


ich 4 


H 
oO 


and defend 
I 
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Senators, the Democratic Senators were called to caucus upon such 
matters; and 
Whereas it was found at such caucus that said reports were correct, 


and that certain Democratic Senators might or would vote contrary to 







the views of said majority; and e 
Whereas thereupon the following resolutions were presented and 
adopted by more than two-thirds of the Senators present at said caucus: 


“Resclecd, That the Senate ought not to advise and consent to the 
treaty between the United States and the Republic of Santo Domingo, 
now pending before the Senate. 

“ Resolved, That if two-thirds of this caucus shall vote in favor of 
the foregoing resolution it shall be the duty of every Democratic Sen- 
ator to vote against the ratification of the said treaty;” and 

Whereas the apparent purpose of said resolutions and action was to 
improperly induce or coerce Democratic Senators who might believe 
that the best interests of the country required the ratification of said 
treaty, and because thereof held it to be their duty to vote for its rati- 
fication, into disregarding that part of their oaths in which they de- 
clared that they would faithfully discharge the duties of the office of 
Senator: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, First. That such action by the said or any other caucus is 
in plain violation of the spirit and intent of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Second. That for two-thirds or any other number of the Senators of 
any party to meet and declare that “it shall be the duty” of any Sen- 
ator to vote upon any question other than as his own convictions impel 
him is a plain violation of the manifest intent and spirit of the Consti- 
tution all have sworn to uphold and defend. 

Third. That the “one vote” the Constitution declares each Senator 
shall have is his own vote and not the vote of any other or of any number 
of other Senators, and for a Senator to cast that “one vete” against 
bis convictions of right and duty in the premises is to disfranchise his 
State in the Senate and to deprive it of the representation in that body 
the Constitution provides it shall have. 

Fourth. That when any number of Senators by combination or other- 
wise undertake, through any species of coercion, to induce other Sen- 
ators to vote except as their judgments and consciences tell them, it is 
an invasion of the rights of a State to equal representation with other 
States in the Senate, and is subversive of their rights to equal repre- 
sentation and the votes of its Senators in the Senate that the Constitu- 
tion has provided for. 

Fifth. That the Senator who permits any body of other Senators to 
declare and define for him what his duty is in the matter of his vote 
in the Senate, and who casts his vote in response to such interference, 
votes not as a Senator from his own State, but as a Senator from the 
other States, and he augments the power of the other States beyond 
that permitted by the Constitution and weakens and degrades the power 
of his own State in the Senate, in violation of the spirit of the Consti- 
tution. 

Sixth. That for any Senator to vote except as his judgment and sense 
of duty under his oath of office requires is to degrade the high office of 
Senator and to assail the dignity and standing of the Senate of the 
United States—dqualities possessed in such high degree by no other legis- 
lative body in the world. 


Mr. PATTERSON and Mr. TILLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
PATTERSON] is recognized. Does he yield to the Senator from 
South Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I merely want to know what is the parlia- 
mentary status. Is it a question of personal privilege? 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; it is a resolution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘Then I object to its consideration this morn- 
ing, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
objects to the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have had no idea of ask- 
ing for its consideration this morning. It is a resolution that 


will not be hurt by standing over, and I ask that it lie over until | 


to-morrow, when, at the close of the morning business, I shall 
address the Senate upon it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
GEOLOGY AND RESOURCES OF SHOSHONE RESERVATION. 


The resolution will lie over. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution ; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish to 
the Senate such information relating to the geology and the natural 
resources of that portion of the Shoshone Reservation which is to be 


opened for settlement in July, 1906, as may be in the possession of the 
Geological Survey. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


Il. R. 8107. An aet extending the public-land laws to certain 
lands in Wyoming was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. Barnes. one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had, on the 26th ultimo, approved and signed the act (S. 
2159) authorizing the Jasper and Eastern Railway Company, its 
and to construct and operate a railroad 
bridge across the Sabine River, in the States of Texis and Lou- 
silana. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had, on the 27th ultimo, approved and signed the act 
(S. 321) to provide for the extension of time within which home- 
stead settlers may establish their residence upon certain lands 
which were heretofore a part of the Uinta Indian Reservation, 
within the counties of Uinta and Wasatch, in the State of Utah. 


successors assigns, 
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CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the morning business is closed, and the 
Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

The bill (S. 2165) extending the provisions of the pension 
laws of the United States to persons engaged in the operation 
and construction of military telegraph lines during the war of 
the rebellion was announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that that bill may go over, retaining 
its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, retaining its 
place. i 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, as we are on the Calendar, I 
ask that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order 
of Business 16, being the bill (S. 1539) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Medical Department of the United States Army, 
which has been heretofore read. 

Mr. LODGE. Why not go through the Calendar regularly? 
It is very short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill referred to by the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] was passed over under objection 
the other day without prejudice. Is there objection to its con- 
sideration at this time? 

Mr. LODGE. Why should we not follow the regular order 
and go through the Calendar in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request. 

Mr. LODGE. I think we had better proceed with the Calen- 
dar in regular order. 


IMPORTATION OF UNWHOLESOME TEA. 


The bill (S. 1548) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent 
the importations of impure and unwholesome tea,” approved 
March 2, 1897, was announced as next in order, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read. 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. StTone] is in- 
terested in that bill. I do not see him present, and therefore I 
suggest that the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without preju- 
dice. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 

The bill (S. 88) for preventing the manufacture, sale, or trans- 
portation of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or delete- 
rious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes, was announced as next 


| in order. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that that bill may go over without 
prejudice, retaining its place. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

place on the Calendar. 
GEORGETOWN HEIGHTS PARK. 


The bill (S. 54) to provide a public park on Georgetown 
Heights, in the District of Columbia, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have some amendments which I desire 
to offer to the bill. In section 1, page 1, line 4, after the word 


The bill will go over, retaining its 


| “ acquire,” I move to insert “ for a park.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 1, page 1, line 4, after the word 
“acquire,” it is proposed to insert “for a park;” so as to make 
the section read: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 


hereby, authorized and directed to acquire for a park, by purchs 





or condemnation, the tract of land known as Montrose, lying imn 
diately north of Road or U street and east of Lovers lane, on Georg: 
town Heights, containing 16 acres, more or less, at an expense not 
exceeding $150,000 ; and for that purpose the sum of $150,000 is her 


| appropriated, payable one-half out of the revenues of the District 


Columbia and one-half out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now move to strike out section 2 
the bill and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out section 2 of tle 
bill, as follows: 


Sec. 2. That said tract of land when acquired shall be forever 
and used as a park for the recreation and pleasure of the people. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 2. That if the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 12 
not purchase said tract of land at the price hereinbefore stated y 
are hereby authorized and directed to institute in the supreme cov’ 
the District of Columbia, sitting as a district court, by petition, (0° 
ticularly describing the lands to be taken, a proceeding in rem to | 01- 
demn the land that may be necessary for said park. 

Sec. 3. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as dams 
for and in respect of the land condemned for the said park as })'°ia 
provided, such amount thereof shall be assessed by the jury he: '5- 
after provided as benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, ag» ost 
those pieces or parcels of land abutting on said park and also on anv 


a 
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or all pieces or parcels of land which will be benefited by the said park 
as said jury may find said pieces or parcels of land will be benefited ; 
and in determining the amounts to be assessed against said pieces or 
parcels of land the jury shall take into consideration the respective 
situations of such pieces or parcels of land and the benefits they may 
severally receive from said park as aforesaid: Provided, That if the 
aggregate amount of the benefits to be assessed, as determined by said 
jury pursuant to the provisions hereof, is less than one-half of the 
amount of damages awarded for and in respect of the land condemned, 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in their discretion, 
reject the award and assessment of said jury, and all proceedings here- 
under shall be null and void. 

Sec. 4. That the said court shall cause public notice of not less than 
ten days to be given of the filing of said proceedings, by advertisement, 
in such manner as the court shall prescribe, which notice shall warn 
all persons having any interest in the ae to attend court at a 
day to be named in said notice and to continue in attendance until the 
court shall have made its final order ratifying and confirming the 
award of damages and assessment of benefits of the jury; and in addi- 
tion to such public notice said court, whenever in its judgment it is 
practicable to do so, may cause a copy of said notice to be served by the 
marshal of the District of Columbia, or his deputies, upon such owners 
of the land to be condemned as may be found by sai 
deputies within the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 5. That after the return of the marshal and the filing of proof 
of publication of the notice ares for in the = section, said 
court shall cause a jury of seven judicious, disinterested men, not 
related to any person interested in the proceedings, and not in the 
service or employment of the District of Columbia or of the United 
States, to be summoned by the marshal of the District of Columbia, to 
which jurors said court shall administer an oath or affirmation that 
they are not interested in any manner in the land to be condemned nor 
are in any way related to the parties interested therein, and that they 
will, without favor or partiality, to the best of their judgment, assess 
the damages each owner of land taken may sustain by reason of the 
acquisition of said park and the condemnation of lands for the pur- 
poses of said park and assess the benefits resulting therefrom as here- 
inbefore provided. ‘The court, before accepting the jury, shall hear any 
objections that may be made to any member thereof, and shall have 
full power to decide upon all such objections and to excuse any juror 
or cause any vacancy in the jury, when empaneled, to be filled; and 
after said jury shajJl have been organized and shall have viewed the 
premises, said jury shall proceed, in the presence of the court, if the 
court shall so direct, or otherwise, as the court may direct, to hear and 
receive such evidence as may be offered or submitted on behalf of the 
District of Columbia and by any person or saaee having any interest 
in the proceedings for the acquisition of said park. 

When the hearing is concluded, the jury, or a majority of them, shall 
return to said court, in writing, its verdict of the amount to be found 
due and payable as damages sustained by reason of the acquisition of 
said park under the —— thereof, and of the pieces or parcels of 
land benefited by suc 
benefits against the same. 

Sec. 6. That if the use of a part only of any 
shall be condemned, the jury, in determining its value, shall not take 
into consideration any benefits that may accrue to the remainder 
thereof from the establishment of said park, but such benefits shall be 
considered in determining what assessment shall be made on or against 
such part of such piece or parcel of land as may not be taken as here- 
inbefore provided. 

Sec. 7. That the court shall have power to hear and determine any 
objections which may be filed to said verdict or award, and to set aside 
and vacate the same, in whole or in part, when satisfied that it is un- 
just or unreasonable, and in such event a new jury shall be summoned, 
who shall proceed to assess the damages or benefits, as the case may be, 
in respect of the land as to which the verdict may be vacated, as in the 
case of the first jury: Provided, That if vacated in part, the residue of 
the verdict and award as to the land condemned or assessed shall not 
be affected thereby: And provided further, That the exceptions or ob- 
jections to the verdict or award shall be filed within thirty days after 
the return of such verdict and award. 

Sec. 8 That when the verdict of said jury shall have been finally 
ratified and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the amounts of 
money awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under the 
provisions hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the dis- 
bursing officer of the District of Columbia from moneys advanced to 
him by the Secretary of the Treasury upon requisitions of the Commis- 

ioners of said District, as provided by law; and a sufficient sum to 
ay the amounts of said judgments and awards is hereby appropriated, 
ne half from the revenues of the District of Columbia and the other 
alf out <a moneys in the United States Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, 

Sec. 9. That when confirmed by the court the several assessments 
‘in provided to be made shall severally be a lien upon the land 
assessed, and shall be collected as special-improvement taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and shall be payable in five equal annual install- 
m¢ 


after sixty days after the confirmation of the verdict and award. 


marshal or his 


iece or parcel of ground 
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demned, nor the opening of such park: Provided, however, That upon 
the final determination of said appeal or other proceeding at law or in 
equity, the amount found to be due and payable as damages sustained 
by reason of the acquisition of said park under the provisions hereof 
shall be paid as hereinbefore provided. 

Sec. 13. That said tract of land when acquired shall be forever held 
and used as a park for the recreation and pleasure of the people. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
the third time, and passed. 


MEDICAL DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1539) to increase the efficiency of the 
Medical Department of the United States Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill was considered as in Con 


, read 


mittee of the Whole on the 25th of January, and then read 
full. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


AFFAIRS OF MOROCCO. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon January $B, 1906, re 

questing the President to furnish the Senate with copies of 

papers relating to the holding of a conference on matters re! 

to Morocco, etc., was announced as next in order 
Mr. LODGE. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will 

taining its place on the Calendar. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


go 


over, re- 


The bill (S. 577) granting to the State of Idaho 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that 
losing its place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without losi 
its place on the Calendar. The next bill on the Calendar, bei 
the bill S. 608, granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, is of the 
and will over, retaining 


v7 . v? , ttl 7 
bill may go ithbou 


over W 


tig 


go place 
Calendar. 
FRENCH TRANSATLANTIC 


CABLE COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 2872) for the relief of the French Trans-Atl 
Cable Company was considered as in Committee of the Whol 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the Ff) h 
Trans-Atlantic Cable Company $77,712 for expenses incurred 


in repairing the company’s cables and 
the United States military forces in 
tween the United States and Spain. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm« 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


property dan 
ISOS, during the 


til 


| and passed. 


nts, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum from and | 


| cases of payments, the accounting officers shall take into account | 


the ¢ 


assessment for benefits and the award for damages, and shall pay 
only such part of said award in respect of any lot as may be in excess 
of the assessment for benefits against the part of such lot not taken, 
and there shall be credited on said assessment the amount of said 
award not in excess of said assessment. That said court may allow 
amendments in form or substance in any petition, process, record, or 
proceeding, or in the description of property proposed to be taken, or 
of property assessed for benefits, whenever such amendments will not 
interfere with the substantial rights of the parties interested. 

Sec. 10. That each juror shall receive as eye the sum of $5 
per day for his services during the time he shall be actually engaged in 
such services under the provisions hereof. 

Sec. 11. That the sum of $300 is hereby appropriated to provide the 
necessary funds for the costs and expenses of the condemnation pro- 
ceedings taken pursuant hereto, one half payable from the revenues of 
the District of Columbia and the other half out of any money in the 
United States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

_ SEc. 12. That no appeal by any interested party from the decision of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia conteuting the assess- 
ment or assessments of benefits or damages herein provided for, nor 
ny other proceeding at law or in equity by such party against the con- 
firmation of such assessment or assessments, shall delay or prevent the 
payment of awards to others in respect to the property condemned, nor 
celay or prevent the taking of any of said property, sought to be con- 


| 
| 
| 


| 


PUBLIC LANDS ACCOUNTS. 


The bill (S. 311) regulating the settlement 
between the United States and the several Stat 
the disposition of the public lands, and for oth: 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KEAN. That seems to be rather an elabor bill, Mr 
President, and I suggest that it had better 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill 
over. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I ask that it may retain its place on 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will 


the Calendar. 
AGREEMENT WITH KLAMATI INDIA 
The bill (S. 1794) to ratify an agreement wit! 
the Klamath Indian Reservation, in Ores 
priations to carry the same into effect, 
in order. 
Mr. LODGE. I ask that that bill may go 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will 
EXPENSES OF TRIAL 
The bill (S. 2783) to repeal section 11 of 
act making appropriations for the curre 
penses of the Indian Department and f{ 
ulations with various Indian tribes for t! 
1890, and for other purposes,” was « 
of the Whole. 
Mr. KEAN. 
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Mr. LODGE. I ask that the report may be read, Mr. Presi- | dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


dent. That will explain the matter fully, I presume. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read at the re- 
quest cf the Senator from Massachusetts, 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. CLtapr Janu- 





ary 15, 1906, as follows: 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the Dill 
8. 2783, having considered the same, recommends its passage without 
amendment. 

in support of the foregoing recommendation the committee trans- 


, 
mits the following letter from the Attorney-General, which is made a 
part hereof: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, December 4, 1905. 

Sir: Herewith inclosed is a draft of a proposed bill to repeal section 
11 of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes.” 

By section 9 of the act “ making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 













stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 39, | 
1886, and for other purposes,’ Indians committing certain offenses 
with e Territories or within a State became subject to the laws of 
the ' ritory or the State, as the case might be. 


dev section 11 of the above-mentioned act, making appropriations 


Ur 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the expenses incident to the 
trial of Indians under the provisions of said section 9 became payable 
by the United States. 


An early repeal of said section 11 is strongly recommended. This 
Depariment, as well as the accounting officers of the Treasury, have had 
very unsatisfactory experiences with the accounts of expenses incurred 
by Territorial or county officers under the provisions ef said section. 
Such officers are in no way under the conteel of this Department or of 
the ; of the United States. The accounts rendered have been in 
very unsatisfactory form, and are frequently rendered years after the 
expenses 
aneae would have been paid if the accounts had been promptly ren- 


Mfiear 
OuCcel 


dered have been covered into the Treasury. The expenses charged 
against the United States in such cases have been unnecessarily large. 
Furthermore, expenses which should be paid by the Territory may be 


charged against the United States, or the same expenses may be charged 
both against the Territory or a county thereof and against the United 
States. It is insisted, as a general rule, that expenses which can not 
be controlled by the United States or by its officers should not be paid 
by the United States. 


Respectfully, WILLIAM H. Moopy, 


Attorney-General. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. LODGE. 
one 
amended. It now reads: 
ection 11 of the act above mentioned be, and the same is 
repealed. 

But the act is only mentioned in the title of the Dill. 
ought to read: 

That 
for the 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes,” be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

I move to amend the bill by making it read in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I understood the reading of the report, 
there seems to be a 
named and the act referred to in the bill. 

Mr. GAMBLE. 
it had better be passed over without prejudice, as the chairman 
of the committee is not at present in the Chamber, and we can 
return to it later. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the bill is all right, Mr. President, as 
it has been amended. 

Mr. CLAPP. As I have just entered the Chamber, may I ask 
what is the nature of the amendment which has been agreed to? 

Mr. LODGE. The language of the bill refers to “the act 
above mentioned ” without stating what the act is. The amend- 
ment which has been agreed to simply recites the description 
in the body of the bill which is contained in the title. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is right. 


That 


hereby, 


The bill 


section 11 of the act entitled “An act making appropriations 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DIRECTOR E. B. ROGERS. 

The bill (S. 2262) for the relief of Pay Director’ FE. B. Rogers, 
United States Navy, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 1. Bf. 
Rogers, pay director, United States Navy, $1,000, to be in fu!l 
for all losses of personal property incurred by him by reason of 


PAY 


the destruction by fire of the Windsor House, at Yokohama, | 


Japan, on the morning of February 8, 1886. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 





were incurred, so that the appropriations from which the ex- | 


Mr. President, I think the bill is a very proper | 
and that it ought to pass; but its language ought to be | 


current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and | 


The question is on the amendment | 


difference as to date of the act therein | 


If there be any objection to the bill, perhaps | 


and passed. 
MEDALS OF HONOR TO NAVY AND MARINE CORPS, 


The bill (S. 697) providing for the award of medals of honor 
to certain officers and men of the Navy and Marine Corps was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not know whether I 
correctly understood the reading of that bill, but, if I under- 
stood it, the bill provides for the issuing of medals to those 
who have served with merit otherwise than in battle. Is that 
the fact? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like some one to tell me what the 
character of the service would be? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. <A report accompanies the Dill. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Let it be read, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to hear the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Burrows 
January 16, 1906, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
697) providing for the award of medals of honor to certain officers and 
men of the-Navy and Marine Corps, having considered the same, re- 
port thereon with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill has the approval of the Navy Department, as will appear by 
the following communication : 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 5, 1905. 


Sir: On January 28, 1905, at the suggestion of the Admiral of the 
Navy, this Department transmitted the draft of a measure providing 
for the awarding of medals of honor to officers and men of the Navy 
and Marine Corps who, by special acts of valor or by conspicuous gal- 
| lantry or merit, may deserve such recognition. This measure was in- 
| troduced by you January 31, 1905, as 8S. 6970, and, it is understood, 
| was passed by the Senate (February 8, 1905), although it was not 
acted upon by the House. 
| Under the provisions of the act of ney 12, 1862, as amended by the 
| act of March 3, 1863 (12 Stat. L., pp. 623, 624, and 751), medals of 
honor are awarded to officers, noncommissioned officers, and privates 
in the Army. By section 1407 of the Revised Statutes and the act of 
March 3, 1901 (31 Stet. L., p. 1099), it is provided that enlisted men 
of the Navy may be given medals for gallantry. There is, however, 
no general statute authorizing the bestowal of medals of honor on ofli- 
cers of the Navy. 

Appreciating the appropriateness and the justice of the suggestion 
made by the Admiral of the Navy that this omission, which does not 
| appear to have been the result o = legislative intent, be corrected, 
the attention of the committee is again invited to this measure with a 
view to its favorable consideration at the present session. 

j Very respectfully, 


CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, Secretary. 
Hon. EveGene HALg, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


A like bill passed the Senate in the Fifty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. TELLER. We are proceeding under the five-minute rule, 
and as I think the bill is of some importance, I shall object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
| over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
EXISTING STATUS IN SANTO DOMINGO. 


Senate resolution No. 39, requesting the President to give in- 
formation to the Senate regarding the existing status in Santo 
Domingo, etc., was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. 





I ask that the resolution may go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 


CONTRACTS WITH THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The bill (S. 69) regulating the retent on contracts with the 
District of Columbia was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 

| Mr. GAMBLE. I ask that the bill may go over without prej- 

| udice. 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without pre}- 

| udice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


STATEHOOD BILL. 


The bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the people of Oklahoma and 
of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States; and to enable the people of New Mexico 
and of Arizona to form a constitution and State government and 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. LODGH. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill wil! so 
iver, retaining its place on the Calendar. ; 

Mr. FORAKER subsequently said: Has Calendar No. 411 
been reached? I have been sitting here very patiently listen- 
ing—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The statehood bill was reaciiecd 
and passed over under objection. 
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Mr. FORAKER. It was reached on the Calendar, and I think 
it is due to all interested in the measure to know what is de- 
sired, especially as to the time of taking a vote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield | 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FORAKER. I merely wish to say one thing. I was sit- 
ting here listening for the call of the Clerk, and I did not hear 
the bill called at all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So was I. 

Mr. FORAKER. Did the Senator from Indiana hear it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not, and I was not apprised of it, 
and that is the reason why I immediately called the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that it—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Who did hear? I want to know who did 
hear? 

Mr. LODGE. I heard it, and I objected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I heard it, and I shall object now, if 
necessary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I had expected that the bill would be | 
taken up to-day and read, and then I expected to prefer a re- | 
quest that a time be fixed, any reasonable date in the future, for 
a vote on the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. It is out of the question to fix a time now for 
a vote on that bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before we discuss it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I only want to say that I have no objection 
to the Senator from Indiana being allowed a certain date on | 
which to take a vote on this measure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is what I have understood. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to be put in the attitude of 
obstructing the measure. Newspaper articles are being sent to 
me—I received one yesterday—to the effect that I am going to 
resort to every kind of obstructive tactics to defeat the measure. 
I never did resort to obstructive tactics to defeat any measure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am sure—— 

Mr. FORAKER. All that I have wanted, since this bill is | 
where it might be regularly reached, is that it might be consid- 
ered to such extent as Senators desire to consider it. I do not 
know that I will take occasion to say anything at all on the 
subject. That depends upon what may be said on the other 
side. I am opposed to the measure as it passed the House. I | 
have presented some amendments which at the proper time I | 
wish to offer. It would be some relief if we knew when the 
Senate will vote on it, because we could then put it aside until | 
that time. I wish to have it understood that I do not want to | 
delay an hour the vote on the bill at any time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As I said, it was my expectation when 
the bill was reached on the Calendar to-day to ask that it be 
read for to-day at least. I had understood that no objection 
could prevail against the mere reading of the bill when it was 
reached on the Calendar, and that much, then, would have been 
out of the way. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will say to the Senator 
from Indiana that the bill was reached in the regular order. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I understand that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Secretary, and objection was interposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loper]. 

The rule permits objection to be made under such circum- 
stances. By Rule VIII, under which the Senate is proceeding, 
it is provided that— 

At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless, upon 
motion, the Senate at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed 
to the consideration of the Calendar of bills and resolutions, and 
continue such consideration until 2 o'clock; and bills and resolu- 


ticns that are not objected to shall be taken up in their order, and each 
Senator shall be entitled to speak once, and for five minutes only, upon 








any question; and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the | 


proceedings. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand how the bill was reached 
and how it was disposed of. I have no complaint of the rule 
or of its disposition thereunder. Both the Senator from Ohio 
and I chanced to be engaged in conversation and did not hear 
the bill called. I thought there were two or three bills yet re- 
inaining before it would come up. I do not understand that the 
rule which the Chair has read, with which I was more or less 
familiar, precludes the mere reading of the bill when reached on 
the Calendar. 

I wish to state further that after reading the bill I was then 
coing to ask the Senate if a day in the future, near or remote, 
could not be agreed upon for the final disposition of the meas- 
ure ; and I had been assured that perhaps there would be no 
objection to that request. But since there is, the incident for 
to-day, I suppose, is closed. 
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Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say the rule is absolutely 
clear. Objection can be interposed at any stage, before the 
reading or after the reading. I interposed the objection before 
the reading because I wes certain that the bill could not be 
disposed of now, and to take the time necessary to read so 
long a bill would simply interfere with the passage of other and 
unobjected bills which could be disposed of in the morning hour. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to say one word further. As the 
Senator from Indiana is well aware, I am in favor of his bill 
as it stands—thoroughly in favor of it—but it is impossible to 
take up a bill of that kind, which is disputed and will lead 
to debate, and agree upon a time to vote on it when we have not 
yet even made it the unfinished business—when it has never 
even been taken up by the Senate. It seems to me we must 
dispose of these things in order. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am perfectly familiar with the rule, and 
nobody is quarreling with the rule, but it is the general practice 


| of the Senate that the Senator who is known to have a measure 


in charge will ask that it go over, if he so desires, and that 
other Senators will await his pleasure to make that request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. FORAKER. I mean wait until he has had an oppor- 
tunity when the case is reached on the call of the Calendar. 

The Senator from Indiana says I was engaged in conversation 
at that time, and so was he; and I am reminded by that of an 
incident which I do not want to apply to this case, but I can 
not refrain from telling about it. I have had my pocket picked 
but once, and after it was done I recalled that somebody en- 


| gaged me in conversation just at that moment. [Laughter.] 


I only want to take advantage of the opportunity to let it be 
known to Senators and everybody else that I have no disposi- 
tion either to obstruct this measure or to hurry it. I am per- 


| fectly willing that the Senator from Indiana shall have a con 


venient time in which to bring it before the Senate. If he 
wants to debate it, well and good. If he does not, and wants a 
vote, and will ask for it, I shall be willing, so far as I am 
concerned, to comply with his request to vote to-day, to-morrow, 
or any other time, as soon as he pleases. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There was no disposition to prefer an 
unusual request to the Senate, but there was and is a disposi- 
tion to ask for the disposition of the measure at as early a 
date as practicable, and, of course, that was done only after 
consultation and assurance that no objection would be inter- 
posed to fixing a date for a vote upon the bill. Since objection 
is made to its consideration and it has gone over, of course I 
will not prefer the request at this time, although I am very 
anxious to have a vote on the bill at an early day. 

PENSIONS TO MILITARY TELEGRAPH EMPLOYEES. 

The bill (S. 2165) extending the provisions of the pension 
laws of the United States to persons engaged in the operation 
and construction of military telegraph lines during the war of 
the rebellion was announced as the next business in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill go over. 

Mr. SCOTT. I had intended to take this opportunity to sub 
mit a few remarks on the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will 


£o 


over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
ARMY DENTAL SURGEONS. 

The bill (S. 2355) to regulate the corps of dental surgeons 
attached to the Medical Department of the Army was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar, 

| Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTUS subsequently said: The senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has withdrawn his objection to Senate bill 
2355. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the objection I made a few 
moments ago. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 
Bills on the line of this one have been approved by every Sur- 
geon-General of the Army for the last nine years. The bill has 
had the unanimous sanction of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, so far as I have heard. I will say that this is one of 
the most modest bills that I have seen introduced in the Senate 
The whole idea in the bill is to give rank to the men of this 
learned profession in the Army, and it is very modest rank 
at that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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Mr. KEAN. I ask the Senator from Alabama what is the ISSUE OF WARRANTS BY JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 

highest rank that a dental surgeon will receive under the bill? The bill (H. R. 120) to amend section 9 of the Code of Law 
Mr. PETTUS. The highest rank is major. for the District of Columbia was announced as the next busi- 
Mr. KEAN. From lieutenant up to major? ness in order on the Calendar. 


Mr. PETTUS. There is one major to start with, and captains Mr. GAMBLE. Let the bill go over without prejudice, re- 
and lieutenants. That is all the rank they receive. It is all | taining its place on the Calendar. 
subject to the Surgeon-General of the Army. The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | gonth Dakota, the bill will go over without prejudice, retaining 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | jts place on the Calendar. 
and passed. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 


INDIAN LANDS IN WISCOREIN. The joint resolution (S. R. 12) authorizing the Secretary of 

The bill (S. 2787) to amend the aet of Congress approved | War to furnish a condemned cannon to the board of regents of 
February 11, 1901, entitled “An act providing for allotments of | the University of South Dakota, at Vermilion, 8S. Dak., to be 
lands in severalty to the Indians of the La Pointe, or Bad River, | placed on the campus of said institution as a memorial to stu- 
Reservation in the State of Wisconsin” was announced as the | dents of said university who served in the Spanish-American 
next business in order on the Calendar. war was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GAMBLE. When this bill was reached on Friday the The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on 
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] asked that it go | Military Affairs with an amendment, to add at the end the fol- 
over, and I suggest, as he is not present, that it and the next, | lowing proviso: 
being the bill (S. 2788) to enable the Indians on the La Pointe, | Provided, That the donation shall be without expense to the United 
or Bad River, Reservation to obtain title to the lots occupied | States. 
by them in the village of Odanah, Wis., and to have said village | The amendment was agreed to. 


surveyed, and for other purposes, go over, retaining their places | Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out the words, beginning in 
on the Calendar. | line 9, “‘as a memorial to the former students of the university 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills indieated will go over | who served in the Army and Navy of the United States during 
without prejudice, retaining their places on the Calendar. | the war with Spain.” The cannon is to be left there for all 
| time, and there is certainly no necessity to put those words in 

ADDITIONAL RECORDING DISTRICTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. | the joint resolution. 
The bill (S. 134) establishing an additional recording district Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 


in Indian ‘Territory was considered as in Committee of the | 4mendment. I simply followed the form used in other joint 


Whole. It proposes that in adéitt the places > eel resolutions of this character. 

te " for samen ais the conical “yuticia ) district of In The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
in Territory, terms of the district court of the central district | amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado. 

all hereafter be held at the town of Wilburton, and the United The amendment — agreed to. . 

States judge of the central district is authorized to establish by rhe joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 

metes and bounds a recording district for that court. | and the amendments were concurred in, : 
Mr. KEAN. Let the report in this case be read, because I| The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

see right after it comes another bill for an additional recording reading, read the third time, and passed. xa F 

district. The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution 
Mr: LODGE. It is at another place. authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish a condemned 
Mr. McCUMBER. The bill provides for two recording dis- | Caumon to the board of regents of the University of South Da- 

tricts upon the request of the judge of the United States court | kota, at Vermilion, 8S. Dak., to be placed on the campus of said 

there. I do not know that there is any lengthy report with the | ‘™Stitution.’ 

bill this year. A similar bill passed the Senate during the last LICENSE TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

session. Both of those bills, in fact, passed the Senate. | The bill (H. R. 9757) to amend paragraph 34 of section 7 of 
Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to the bill. I only wanted | an act entitled “An act making appropriations to provide for 

to know the reason why so many recording districts were being | the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 


created in the Indian Territory. the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey | approved July 1, 1902, was considered as in Committee of the 

withdraw his request for the reading of the report? Whole. It proposes to amend the paragraph by adding thereto 
Mr. KEAN. I withdraw the request, as the Senator has made | the following: 

a statement on the subject. Persons licensed to store or sell kerosene or oils of like grade, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | ¢xPplosives of any kind, shall pay a license tax of $1 per annum for e 
] l to } NeToss “1 for a third reading, read the third time permit issued; for storing or selling fireworks the license tax sha!! 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, reac 1¢ third time, | 50 cents per annum for each permit issued; for storing or selling g: 
and passed. line or oils of like grade the license tax shall be $5 per annum for e: 

The bill (S. 1669) for the establishment of an additional re- | permit issued: Provided, That persons paying a license tax as 

. 8 ects : ieee) Millets aes all nnena | Ducksters shall not be required to pay an additional tax for storing 

cording district in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, selling such articles. 

as considered as in > , j 2 of . h 2 Pp SES . rn . x 7 “ : . 

2 * nc a a a > wa me. . it Saitional rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
to create In the Cherokee Nation, indian territory, an additional | gered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
recording district to be known as district No. 27. a eee a ac 

The bill was ordered to the Senate without amendment, or : EXTENSION OF TWENTY-THIRD STREET NW. 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, The bill (S. 138) authorizing the joining of Twenty-third 
and passed. street NW. and Kalorama avenue was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
- The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 

The bill (S. 290) to amend an act approved March 15, 1878, | Columbia with amendments. 
entitled “An act for the relief of William A. Hammond, late | The first amendment was to strike out sections 1 and 2 of 
Surgeon-General of the Army,” was announced as the next busi- | the bill, in the following words: 


ness in ord ron the « alendar. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill go over. are hereby, oe = neers oe join po aes pareet 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. retaining its | to Kalorama avenue (a distance of about 200 feet) through lot 1, block 

. ; sf a . . IDI , Phe bill will ; retaining % 20, Kalorama Heights subdivision, and lots 9, 10, and 24, L. R. Tu 5 

piace on tie Usiendcar, | subdivision. Said Commissioners shall, within thirty days fron 
} : passage of this act, institute, by petition particularly describing 

ROBERT W. CALDWELL. lands to be taken, proceedings in rem in the supreme court of the | is- 

ani ates : seal . aft . = ii trict of Columbia, holding a district court for the United States for j 

Mhe bill (S. 2625) for the relief of Robert W. Caldwell, First | pistrict, for the condemnation of said lands necessary for the joiniog 

Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery Volunteers, was considered as | of Twenty-third street NW. and Kalorama avenue. 
in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War | , 5¥¢. 2. That of the amount found to be due and awarded as da! 
| 


WILLIAM A. HAMMOND, 


: a sae * es ‘ . | for and in respect of the land condemned for the joining of Kal: a 
to revoke the order dismissing Rebert W. Caldwell from the | ayenue and Twenty-third street as herein provided, such amount | f 
military service of the United States as a major of the First | shall be assessed by the jury oe om ae _arenee for as —! to 
> aetnnen if io Heavy rtillory V ieee. 5 come | the extent of such benefits, against those pieces or parcels of la n 
Regiment of Ohio Heavy Artillery Volunteers, and to issue to | each side of said streets as joined, and also on any or all pieces 01 


him an honorable discharge as of the date of that order. | cels of land which will be benefited by the joining of said streets : id 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | jury -— yd said yeeens 7 pareels s —e Woe we Sencetes, in 
wrdered t > engrossed for ¢ ird reading. re . i i determining the amounts to be assessed against said pieces or par: = 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, land the jury shall take into consideration the respective situati of 


and passed. such pleces or parcels of land and the benefits they may severa re- 





Bs 









1906. 





ceive from the joining of said streets as aforesaid: Provided, That if 
the aggregate amount of the benefits to be assessed, as determined by 
said jury pursuant to the provisions hereof, is less than one-half of the 
amount of the damages awarded for and in respect of the land con- 
demned, the Commissioners of the District of Columba may, in their 
discretion, reject the award and assessment of said jury, and all pro- 
ceedings hereunder shall be null and void. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That within sixty days after the passage of this act the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized and 
directed to institute in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
sitting as a district court, by petition, eeerereette describing the lands | 
to be taken, a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be nec- 
essary for the extension of Twenty-third street NW. from U street to 
Kalorama road, so as to include so much of lots 9 and 24, L. R. Tuttle’s | 
subdivision, and lots 1 and 18, block 20, Kalorama Heights subdivision, 
as lie between two parallel curved lines 50 feet apart, the easterly of | 
which begins at a point on north line of lot 9, L. R. Tuttle’s subdivi- 
sion, and 50 feet easterly from the northwest corner thereof, and which 
passes thence in a southeasterly direction on a circular are with a ra- 
dius of 512 feet, more or less, to a point on the west line of lot 24 of } 
said subdivision, and 55 feet, more or less, from the southwestern corner 
of said lot. 

Sec. 2. That the entire amount found to be due and awarded as dam- 
ages for and in respect of the land condemned for the extension of 
Twenty-third street, as herein provided, shall be assessed by the jury 
hereinafter provided for as benefits, and to the extent of such benefits, 
against those pieces or parcels of land on each side of said street as 
extended, and also on any or all pieces or parcels of land which will be 
benefited by the extension of said street, as said jury may find said 
pieces or parcels of land will be benefited; and in determining the 
amounts to be assessed against said pieces or parcels of land the jury 
shall take into consideration the respective situations of such pieces or 
parcels of land and the benefits they may severally receive from the ex- 
tension of said street as aforesaid; and the verdict of said jury shall | 
also be for a sufficient sum to cover all the costs of the condemnation | 
proceedings herein provided for. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 4, page, 5, line 10, to | 
strike out “joining” and insert “extension;” in line 11, to 
strike out “streets” and insert “street;” in line 12, to strike 
out “ joining” and insert “extension ;” in line 24, to strike out | 
| 

| 





“joining” and insert “extension;” in line 25, to strike out 
“streets ” and insert “ street;” on page 6, line 3, to strike out | 
“joining” and insert “ extension;” in the same line, to strike 
out “streets” and insert “street;” and in line 5, to strike out 
“ joining” and insert “ extension;” so as to make the section 
read : 


Sec. 4. That after the return of the marshal and the filing of proof 
of publication of the notice provided for in the preceding section, said 
court shall cause a jury of seven judicious, disinterested men, not re- 
lated to any person interested in the proceedings, and not in the 
service or employment of the District of Columbia or of the United 
States, to be summoned by the marshal of the District of Columbia, to 
which jurors said court shall administer an oath or affirmation that | 
they are not interested in any manner in the land to be condemned nor 
are in any way related to the parties interested therein, and that they 
will, without tasee or partiality, to the best of their judgment, assess | 
the damages each owner of land taken may sustain by reason of the | 
extension of said street, and the condemnation of lands for the pur- 
pose of such extension, and assess the benefits resulting therefrom as 
hereinbefore provided. The court, before accepting the jury, shall hear 
any objections that may be made to any member thereof, and shall 
have full power to decide upon all such objections, and to excuse any 
juror or cause any vacancy in the jury, when impaneled, to be filled; | 
and after said jury shall have been organized and shall have viewed 


the premises, said jury shall proceed, in the presence of the court, if the | 
court shall so direct, or otherwise as the court may direct, to hear and | 
receive such evidence as may be offered or submitted on behalf of the 
District of Columbia and by any person or persons having any interest in 
the proceedings for the extension of said street. When the hearing 
is concluded the jury, or a majority of them, shall return to said court, 
in writing, its verdict of the amount to be found due and payable as 
damages sustained by reason of the extension of said street under the 
provisions thereof, and of the pieces or parcels of land benefited by 


such extension, and the amount of the assessment for such benefits 
against the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 10, to | 
Strike out “ joining” and insert “ extension ;” and in line 11, to 


strike out “streets” and insert “street;” so as to make the | 
section read: 


Sec. 5. That if the use of a part only of any piece or parcel of 
cround shall be condemned, the jury, in determining its value, shall 
not take into consideration any. benefits that may accrue to the re- 
mainder thereof from the extension of said street or highway, but such 
benefits shall be considered in determining what assessment shall be 
made on or against such part of such plece or parcel of land as may 
not be taken as hereinbefore provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 7, line 7, after the 
word “ land,” to strike out the words “ by the Treasurer of the 
United States, ex officio commissioner of the sinking fund of the 
lirtrict of Columbia, upon the warrant of the Commissioners of 
sald District, out of the revenues of the District of Columbia ; 
ind a sufficient sum to pay the amounts of said judgments and 
iwards is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” and to insert “by the disbursing officer of 
the District of Columbia from moneys advanced to him-by the 
Secretary of the Treasury upon requisitions of the Commis- 
sioners of the said District, as provided by law; and a sufficient 
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sum to pay the amounts of said judgments and awards is hereby 
appropriated from the revenues of the District of Columbia ;” so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 7. That when the verdict of said jury shall have been finally 
ratified and confirmed by the court, as herein provided, the amounts of 
money awarded and adjudged to be payable for lands taken under the 
provisions hereof shall be paid to the owners of said land by the dis 
bursing officer of the District of Columbia, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 9, line 6, to strike 


| out “ opening ” and insert “ extension; ” in the same line to strike 
| out “streets ” and insert “street;” in line 10 to strike out 


“ joining ” and insert “ extension ;” and in the same line to strike 
out “streets” and insert “street;” so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec. 11. That no epnsel by any interested party from the decision of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia confirming the assess 
ment or assessments of benefits or damages herein provided for, nor any 
other proceeding at law or in equity by such party against the confirma- 
tion of such assessment or assessments, shall delay or prevent the pay- 
ment of award to others in respect to the property condemned, nor de- 
lay or prevent the taking of any of said property sought to be con- 
demned, nor the extension of such street: Provided, however, That 
upon the final determination of said appeal or other proceeding at law 
or in equity the amount found to be due and payable as damages sus- 
tained by reason of the extension of said street under the provisions 
hereof shall be paid as hereinbefore provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing the 
extension of Twenty-third street NW. to Kalorama road.” 

AGREEMENT WITH KLAMATH INDIANS. 

Mr. FULTON. There was a bill passed over the other day, 
Order of Business 195, under Rule VIII. It was read and 
passed over without prejudice. I should like unanimous con- 


| sent to have it taken up at the present time. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. When the bill was reached to-day 
on the regular call of the Calendar it went over under objection. 

Mr. FULTON. Was that Calendar called? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was called in regular course. 

Mr. FULTON. I did not know that it had been called to-day. 

OLNEY P. B. WRIGHT. 

The bill (S. 3321) granting an increase of pension to Olney 
P. B. Wright was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


to 
the name of Olney 
onsin 


Volunteer Infantry and Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 


| and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOSHUA W. TOLFORD. 

The bill (S. 676) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
W. Tolford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joshua W. 


| Tolford, late captain Company G, Twenty-third Regiment Wis- 


consin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM PAINTER. 

The bill (H. R. 4226) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam Painter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William 
Painter, late of Company K, Eightieth Regiment Chio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now reeeiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK SCHULTZ. 

The bill (H. R. 4223) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Sehultz was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick 
Schu'tz, late of Company K, Second Regiment Wisconsin Vo!lun- 
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teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN N. STONE. 


The bill (H. R. 7509) granting an increase of pension to John 
N. Stone was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John N. Stone, 
late captain Company G, Nineteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELSE ©. ISACHSEN. 

The bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Else C. Isachsen 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Else C. Isachsen, de- 
pendent mother of Alfred C. Isachsen, late of Company F, First 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIAM T. SHREVE. 


The bill (H. R. 9382) granting a pension to Mariam T. Shreve 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Mariam T. Shreve, widow 
of Caleb Shreve, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD COY. 

The bill (H. R. 4742) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Coy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
preposes to place on the pension roll the name of Edward Coy, 
late of Companies C and L, Second Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $380 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS O’CONNOR. 


The bill (H. R. 4744) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas O’Connor was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Thomas O’Connor, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BRINKLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 9130) granting an increase of pension to John 
Brinkley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Brinkley, | 


late of Company BE, Gilpin’s battalion, Missouri Mounted Volun- 
teers, 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. This completes the Calendar. 
THE MERCHANT MARINE, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may now be laid before the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8S. 529) to pro- 
mote the national defense, to create a force of naval volunteers, 
to establish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to 


promote commerce, and to provide revenue from tonnage. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate at any length upon this subject. I have no desire to 
discuss the pending measure for the purpose of delaying it. I 


stated the other day that I was ready to vote upon it, and I am 
ready to vote upon it whenever the Senate is ready; and al- 
though I made some objection the other day, I shall make no 
further objection if the Senator from New Hampshire chooses 
to ask for a time to be fixed for the final vote that will give 
Senators who desire to speak an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
The Senator from Idaho suggests the absence of a quorum. 
The Secretary will call the roll, 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Alger Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough Perkins 
Allee Clarke, Ark. Hopkins Pettus 
Allison Clay Kean Piles 
Ankeny Culberson Kittredge Proctor 
Bacon Dick La Follette Rayner 
Blackburn Dillingham Latimer Scott 
Brandegee Dubois Long Simmons 
Bulkeley Flint McCreary Smoot 
Burnham Frazier Martin Sutherland 
Burrows Frye Nelson Teller 
Carter Fulton Nixon Warner 
Clark, Mont. Gallinger Overman 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The senior Sena- 
tor from Colorado will proceed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when the bill was before the 
Senate the last time the Senator who has it in charge alleged 
that the reclamation act was a pure and simple subsidy measure, 
as I understood him. I have not looked at the Recorp, but that 
is my recollection of the statement he made, 

I wish to say a few words about the reclamation act. I do 
not mean to say—I have not said and I shall not say—that 
Congress may not, at the proper time, grant a bounty, a pure 
and simple bounty, to some enterprise. There have been so 
many precedents made that it is too late for any man to contest 
that question. He might question the propriety of it, but the 
power has been pretty well established by the custom Congress 
has established. 

But the reclamation act has not been in any sense considered 
as a bounty. The Government of the United States is, I pre- 
sume, the greatest landholder in the world. At all events, the 
Government of the United States is the holder of an immense 
area in the West, west of the Mississippi River at least, that is 
called the “arid region.” Some of it is designated as semiarid. 
By that, I suppose, it is meant regions in the West that can be 
cultivated in some way without water, while the arid region is 
practically that which we have considered a desert unless water 
could be obtained. 

I have not stopped to figure up or to determine exactly what 
is the area of arid land, but the published statements of the De- 
partment having charge of the subject have declared repeatedly 
that the arid region is two-fifths of the United States. Whether 
in that they take in some portions of the country that may not 
be considered entirely arid I do not know, but there are cer- 
tainly two-fifths of the United States that will be benefited by 
the use of water for irrigation. 

Now, the Government owns in the Western States immense 
areas that never can be sold or utilized, in my judgment, with- 
out some irrigating system. While in some of the States, like 
Nebraska, Kansas, and eastern Colorado, there is a considerable 
area of country that may be occupied by farms, and farming 
| may be done with perhaps as much profit as it may be done in 
some of the New England States, if water could be put upon 
that very same land you could more than double the productive 
capacity of the land. 

The Government proposes to take this land that belongs to 
itself, put it under water, sell it when it gets through to the 
farmers who wish it, charging them the entire amount of money 
that may be expended on the land, and give the farmer ten 
| years to pay for it. To the extent that no interest is charged, 

that may be considered a benefaction to the West, and beyoud 
| that there is no benefaction in it whatever. 

In the first place, the money that is to be expended is money 
that is paid for land. It is money the settler has paid to the 
Government for land that, according to my theory of govern- 
ment, belongs to the men who are willing to occupy it. 

I do not think the Government made any greater mistak« 
its history anywhere, or at any time, than it did when the |! 
was held and disposed of for revenue to the Government itself. 
Had the Government determined when the country was v 
that no land should be the subject of individual proprietor 
except it was accompanied by cultivation and occupation, and 
| then in a limited quantity, as the homestead act of 1862 pro- 
| vided, this country would have been in a very much better ¢  \di- 
tion, although the Government would have been out the do!!a 
and a quarter an acre, or the two dollars and a half an «acre, 
whatever it might have received from it. 

There are, perhaps, two excuses why the Government di 





~ = 


if 


do that. In the first place, the Government of the United S! ‘es 
was poor and needed the money and the land was conside a 
source of revenue, as it turned out to be a source of revenue, ind 
a considerable revenue. 

Another excuse, perhaps, might be stated to be that the people 
of the United States had been accustomed to an entirely difforent 


system. ‘The land had belonged to the sovereign—to the Kivs of 
Great Britain, the King of France, or Spain, whoeyer it wight 



































































































































1906. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


2061 


be—claiming ownership of the western lands in this new conti- | or put a dollar on the tunnel, it had secured from the residents 
nent ; and they had been in the habit of picking out favorites and | of that valley a sufficient amount of pledges, of bonds, from the 
giving them a great amount of land, sometimes upon the theory | men who own the land that it is to be watered to reimburse the 
that the favorite would found a eclony and sometimes without | Government, even if the Government never sold an acre of th 


any such qualification or restriction. 


land; and it has thousands and tens of thousands of acres that 


In 1837 the Government found itslef with a surplus of about | will eventually be made worth what the work costs, and in 
$35,000,000—somewhere in that neighborhood, perhaps a little | addition as much as the price would be if the land was within 
less. That surplus was practically derived from the sale of the | the rain belt instead of in the arid region 


public lands in the region of country called “ the West ;” at least 


it was then called “ the West.”” We included in the West in those | between that act on the part of the Government and the 
days all lying west of the State of Pennsylvania, along the | ping bill. The Government has parted with a 


Lakes, Michigan, Ohio, Wisconsin (not yet a Territory, as [I | « 


I can not conceive, Mr. President, that there is any analogy 


great quantity 


f its land in the West for railroad enterprises. Mr. President, 


recollect), Illinois, and Indiana. All west of the Mississippi | I was in the West before an acre of that land was donated 


River was then practically unoccupied except the State of Mi-- 


pledged to railroads, and I must say that, if I had had my way, I 


souri, the State of Arkansas, and the State of Louisiana. I do| would not have voted an acre of public land as a donati 
not know what to-day ought to be called “the West.” I do not] to a railroad. It would have been infinitely better if the Gov 
know whether we ought to include anything east of the Missis- | ernment of the United States had taken the money from the 


sippi River or not. 
Some day when I have an opportunity I may speak of the 


River, but I do not intend to go into that by detailing its pro- 
ductions or its capacity or anything of that kind to-day. I only 
want to bring it to the attention of the Senate that we in the 
West have never asked anything of the Government that I 
think amybody could declare to be unfair. We have never had 
any bounties. I think you can hardly call a homestead a 
bounty which was granted to a settler who went upon the 
publie lands in that region or even in the regions blessed by 
rain and sunshine which made it productive. I am sure those 
who have been brought up in the West or those who went 
there in their early manhood and have seen the West grow will 
bear testimony that the man who went out and made a home 
upon the public lands of the United States was entitled to every 
thing he got, and, Mr. President, entitled to more than he got. 

As I was saying, in 1837 there had been practically derived 
from the public lands in the States east of the Mississippi River 
2 sum more than the Government then needed for its use. 
‘lhereupon the Government of the United States passed a law 
that the money should be distributed, and it was distributed. 
Every State that took it did so with a certificate that on demand 
of the United States they would return it without interest. 
As I said the other day, not a dollar of that amount, a little 
over $28,000,000, has ever been returned. Of course I ought 
to say in good faith in describing this occurrence that the Gov- 
ernment at no time ever called upon a State to return it. 

As I said the other day, nobody ever expects it to be re 
turned. For myself, I have no hesitation in saying that I 
should not be a party to the calling upon the governments of the 
several States to return it. About $380,000 of that went to 
States west of the Mississippi River—to the States of Louisi- 
ana, Arkansas, and Missouri, they being all the States we then 
had lying west of the river. All the remainder went to the 
Eastern and the Middle States, the States that I might call the 
“old West,” east of the river. The other day I called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this subject. I am not complaining of 
that donation, for that is what it is. It was a loan in theory, 
but a donation in fact. 

The Government of the United States has made an appro- 
priation for reclamation purposes by an act which was passed 
through this body, and, I think, through the other, with a 
remarkable degree of unanimity. In this body I believe there 
was not even a roll call upon its passage, and in the other 
body it passed with such a degree of unanimity that was at 
least unusual. We in the West are grateful when we get a 
small favor from outside the West. We are often surprised, 
and I think that the people in my section of the country were 
particularly surprised when the passage of that act was an- 
nounced to them. I do not know of any other section of the 
country that has up to this hour received any immediate bene- 
fit from that act. I believe last summer the Government did 
open a ditch in the State of Nevada, and I suppose next year 
there will be water put upon the arid lands of Nevada; but I 
predict, Mr. President, that the 110,700 square miles of that 
State will, under the beneficent influence of that act, ultimately 
become not a State to be treated as a rotton borough, not as a 
State to be sneered at, but that it will become a great agri- 
cultural State, as it has been one of the great mining States 
of this country, and will continue to be so in the future. 

he Government has an enterprise in Colorado. The Goy- 
ernment has commenced the construction of a tunnel two and a 
juarter miles long through a mountain so high that no water can 
be carried over it. The tunnel will open into a valley with a 
suficient amount of water to reimburse the Government for 
every dollar that it will put into the tunnel and the ditches to 
Cistribute the water. Before the Government began the work, 


al 


ene 


Treasury and paid it to the railroads, and saved the land f 
; its own use and disposition to the settlers of the country. But 
new West, by which I mean all that lies west of the Mississippi | the Government determined not to lose anything in that 


ant 
Cll 


prise. It immediately increased the price of the public land 
from $1.25 an acre, at which it had been formerly, to $2.50 
in the section of country which came within its railroad grants. 
So we have more than paid, not perhaps for all the railroads, 
but we have paid so much toward their construction that the 
Government has not lost anything on its railroad assistance. 


I do not think that any Senator can ask me to vote for the 


pending bill because he or the Senators from any other section 


voted for the reclamation bill. The reclamation Dill, Mr. 
President, is of no more interest to me, living in the West, than 
it is to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINnGEeR], who 
lives in the East. The time has now come when the young men 
and young women in Massachusetts, in Maine, in New Hamp 
shire, in Vermont, in Connecticut, in New York, and in Penn 
sylvania, when they become of age, do not find the opportunities 
there which their fathers found; and the population of the 
great West has been largely made up of New England’s sons 
and daughters and the sons and daughters of Pennsylvania 
and New York, who, not finding opportunities as great as they 
wished in their native States, have gone West to make homes; 
who took Greeley’s advice, “Go west, young man; go west.” 
They have gone west, Mr. President, by the thousands and tens 
of thousands, until to-day west of the Mississippi there is 
found more than one-fifth of the entire population of the United 
States. 

Mr. President, all sections of the country are interested in 
the reclamation service. Its advantages are as open to the 
children of New England and New York as they are to those 
of Colorado, of Wyoming, of Idaho, or of Montana. They go 
there and take the lands upon the same terms that we take 
them, and, Mr. President, we are anxious to see them come. As 
I said the other day, we have found them good citizens and use 
ful members of society, and they are as much entitled as are 
the sons of the West to great credit for the growth, the pros- 
perity, and the moral worth and stamina of those western com- 
munities. I remember, however, to have heard that section of 
the country spoken of by high authority as “the undesirable 
communities of the United States;” but, Mr. President, if they 
are undesirable communities, they are the undesirable citizens 
of the East who have come to us, for they compose the great 
bulk of our population. I do not mean to say that we have not 
some foreigners, but we have proportionately a greater Ameri- 
can population than have many of the Eastern States. The 
best class of foreigners which come to this country find their 
way into the great West. They are not the class that lodge in 
the cities of the Bast; they are not the class that are found in 
the near Atlantic ports. They are those who have the ent 
prise and the vigor to go west, to go into new communities, and 
to better their condition in that way. 

I am as anxious to see the commerce of the United States 
carried in American bottoms as is anybody else, provided it « 
be carried as cheaply in American bottoms as it can in any 
other way. There is a benefit, perhaps, that might offset som 
thing as against the fact that it is not carried quite as cheaply 
fin American bottoms; there is some advantage under this bill 
which, I think, will be given to us in its first section; that is the 
provision for the naval reserve. I know that if we want m 
to man our ships in time of war and if we want our transp 
tation done in time of war it will be some benefit if we can have 
American ships for that transportation. All the Senator from 
New Hampshire has to do, in my judgment, to secure the pas 
sage of such a bill is to show that the bounty or donation or 
subsidy—whatever you choose to call it—will bring to the Amer 
fean people benefits of sufficient character to warrant the ex 
penditure of the money. I can not see where the Senator has 
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made such a case in the report of the committee, and I have not 
been convinced from any arguments made on the floor that such 


will be the fact. 

I do not know that I adequately appreciate what this bill will 
cost. I have read the report with care, Since the report was 
made, however, there has been a decided change in the bill, and 
the feature of it which it was supposed would bring some reve- 
nue to the Government by way of a tax on tonnage—which I 
think was of doubtful value, but which would have had the 
merit at least of reducing the total amount that the Govern- 
iment would expend by way of bounties to these ships—has, as I 
understand, been stricken from the bill. 

.I thought I heard the Senator from New Hampshire say the 
other day before the bill was modified that in ten years it was 
estimated there would be—I think he said—about $40,000,000 all 
told. I make the amount much larger. Certainly if we do not 
give to this fund the amount that was supposed to come into 
the Treasury from the tonnage dues, the sum required will be 
somewhat larger. 

I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he is 
prepared to state what the expenditure will be—I do not, of 
course, expect him to do that accurately—but has he the esti- 
mates, or has he, with his knowledge of the subject, information 
which will justify him to say what the cost will be at the end 
of the first ten years and then at the end of the second ten 
years? I will wait for the Senator’s reply, if he chooses to 
reply to that inquiry. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator, in the first 
place, that I have never believed that the estimate made in the 
report was at all accurate; and I am going to be entirely frank 
in my statement about it. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 believe that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is altogether too high, 
the Senator thinks it is too low, 
moment ago. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator that really I 
have not sufficient acquaintance with what would happen so as 
to judge of the matter; but I have always imagined that most 
of these estimates were too low and that the result would show 
an increase instead of a decrease from year to year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is wrong about that. 
Commissioner of Navigation made this estimate at my sugges- 
tion. I said to him that I wanted him to make it high enough; 
that I had no disposition to impose—and I certainly 
not, if I knew it—upon the Senate in a matter 


while 
as I understood him to say a 





of this kind. 


The Commissioner of Navigation estimated that we should have } 
one of | 


10,000 naval reserves; that we would establish every 
these mail lines under this bill—of which there is no certainty— 
and that we would give a very large subvention to the so-called 


cargo-carrying vessels. The suggestion is made that, by the 
second year, under this bill, it is believed sufficient new mail 


steamers will have been constructed to put into operation new 
mail service that will require an expenditure of $1,500,000. 
I do not believe that by the second year enough of those 
steamers can be built, for they will all have to be new 
steamers, to call for that amount—$1,500,000. The estimate, 
if the Senator will examine it very carefully, presupposes that 
three things will happen: First, that we will establish every 
one of these mail lines in ten years; next, that we will have 
10,000 naval reserves in that time, and, third, that we will 


give to cargo vessels a subvention of $29,250,000. 
On that point the Senator from Florida [Mr. MaAtLtory] in 


his excellent speech took the ground that, in his judgment, we 
would not succeed in getting any such number of naval volun- 
teers under this bill; and, next, that we would not be able to 
build many cargo carriers upon the subvention that is allowed 
in the bill, because it is too small. I believe the Senator did 
not make any suggestion concerning the mail lines, but I think 
the Senator will agree with me—— 

Mr. MALLORY. I did say, Mr. President, that I would favor 
an inerease of the mail subvention so far as the Gulf of Mexico 
was concerned. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What I meant to say was that the Sen- 
ator did not make any suggestion as to whether or not, in his 
opinion, the lines would all become established during that 
period. The Senator will agree with me that that is problemat- 
ical at best. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. To be entirely frank about the matter, 
if this estimate of the Commissioner of Navigation, 
I do not fully assent, proves correct, the cost under this bill 
for ten years will be as follows: Naval reserves, $4,350,000 ; 
cargo vessels, $29,250,000; mail subventions, $23,486,250; 
2,170,000, or a total of 


creased subvyention to Oceanic Line, 
$59,256,250. 


The | 
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Mr. TELLER. In ten years? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In ten years. As I said a moment ago, 
I myself do not agree to this. I think it is altogether too large. 
On two points I want to add a word, if the Senator will permit 
me. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not want to take the Senator's time, 
of course. 

Mr. TELLER, I am only going to speak briefly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to call attention to the fact that 
the present profit of our ocean mail service just about balances 
the subventions to these new mail lines. Every other govern- 
ment of which I have any knowledge uses those profits, if they 
have any, in the development of their merchant marine. We 
do not; we put the profits in the National Treasury. Of 
course, that does not change the cost—— 


Mr. TELLER. The profits have not been great, have they? 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have had very large profits. 

Mr. FRYBP. One million eight hundred thousand dollars a 
year. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Nearly $2,000,000 a year. 

Mr. TELLER. That heretofore has gone into the Treasury? 

Mr. GALLINGER. ‘That goes into the Treasury at the pres- 


ent time. Again, if the provision in the original bill in regard 
to tonnage taxes should remain, it would produce $15,000,000, or 
very nearly that. 

Mr. TELLER. That provision is out of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is out of the bill. I am going to ex- 
plain that. If it should go into the bill again before it be- 
comes a law, it would reduce the estimate of the total amount 
of the cost of the bill to $44,000,000, just above what was sug- 
gested in the first place. But I want to emphasize this point, 
that I think the Senator himself, if he will sit down uninter- 
ruptedly and examine the bill and take these approximate esti- 
mates made by the Commissioner of Navigation, will see that 
they are altogether too high. The Senator, I apprehend, does 
not believe that every one of these mail lines will be established. 
I myself hope they will be; but it is hardly to be expected that 
they will all be established. If they are not, of course that will 
reduce the amount to be paid under the bill. The amount that 
is estimated for cargo carriers is so much higher than the Seina- 
tor from Florida thinks it will be that it is startling, and it is 


| very much higher than I believe it will be. 
should | 


Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give us his opinion about it? 
I should as lief have the Senator’s opinion as that of the Com- 
missioner of Navigation, and I think I would a little rather 
have it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, of course the Commis- 
sioner’s estimate is approximate. 

Mr. TELLER. How much would the Senator deduct from 
the estimate of the Commissioner of Navigation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. My judgment is that as the bill stands 
to-day if during the ten-year period $35,000,000 were expended 
it would be a fair estimate, but I may be wrong. Perhaps | 
ought to put it at $40,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. That is an average of about three and a 
half millions a year? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, Mr. President, if this bill is a success, 
it seems to me from my figures—and I have been trying to fic- 
ure on it, but I am not very confident so far as my own esti- 
mate is concerned—it seems to me that if the bill only requires 
that amount in ten years it will not be very successful; it wil! 
not do very great good to the cargo-carrying trade of this 
country. 

I suppose the purpose of this bill is to secure to Americ:n 
ships the carrying of as many as possible of the products of 
this country going out and the imports coming in. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes 

Mr. FRYE. This estimate is entirely theoretical. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I know it. 

Mr. FRYE. The more successful the bill, if it becomes a law 
the higher the cost. 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. If the bill fails to succeed at all, then the cos 


perhaps, will suit the Senator from Colorado—and it \! 
not be much, if anything. If, on the contrary, it-is a pv 
fect success, then the cost will pay for the success and wil! 

I myself hope it will cos! 4 
good deal more than $50,000,000 in ten years. 


Mr. 'TELLER. The Senator from Maine assumes, then, ¢!°t 


I do not want to increase the commerce in American ships? 











Mr. FRYE. No; I assume that the Senator, from his inter- 
rogations, does not wish to vote for this bill because it is going 
to cost a good deal of money. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘That is one feature in it. I think sometimes 
the outlay of a little money is a waste, while the outlay for the 
same identical purpose of a sufficient amount is very: profitable 
indeed. 

Mr. FRYE. I entirely agree with the Senator about that. 

Mr. TELLER. That, I think, is a business principle that 
every business man understands. You may put only such 
money in an enterprise as to make a failure of it, and you may 
put a little more or a good deal more in and make it a great 
success. I myself do not believe a success can be made of this 
Naval Reserve. I do not think the amount of money provided | 
in the bill to be paid to these sailors will be sufficient to induce | 
such a class of men as we want for sailors to go into the service. | 

If the naval reserye were provided for in a separate bill, 
Mr. President, I should not have any hesitation in saying that 
I thought it an appropriate and proper bill. I could support it, 
but I would not support it with any enthusiasm if it provided 
only for the payments that are proposed in the pending bill. 
They ought to be larger. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me 
just a word there 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that the pay provided for the 
Naval Reserves in this bill is the same that Great Britain pro- 
vides for her naval reserves, and she has found the system a 

a success, 

Mr. TELLER. But, Mr. President, the difference in wages 
and opportunities between this country and Great Britain is 
so great that, unless you accept a class of men that nobody 
wants to see in that reserve, I think no comparison can be made. 
Great Britain might succeed in securing men for her naval 
reserye by the payment of such a sum. She succeeds in secur- 
ing men on her ships at very much less than the wages for 
which we are able to secure men on our ships. Is not that 
a fact? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; it is. 

Mr. TELLER. That has been one of the things, I think, that 
has been more embarrassing to the effort to build up the car- 
rying of American commerce in American ships than anything 
else. 

There are other methods that we might adopt. I alluded to one 
the other day, but evidently it does not seem to meet with appro- 
bation. I myself believe that if the law provided that every 
American ship bringing imports into our ports should be given a 
reduction of the duty on such imports, or, in other words, if it were 
so arranged that a shipowner bringing in imports should have 
the benefit of a certain percentage of the customs dues, it would 
do more to encourage American shipping than this bill. Then a 
man could take a shipload of goods abroad with a guaranty 
that he would have no difficulty when he got into the great 
European ports, or even into South American ports, of finding 
a return cargo. I understand that is one of the difficulties 
with which our shipping has to contend. When American ves- 
sels go into a port, whether it be Asiatic or European, they 
find themselves compelled to compete with tramp ships, that can 
be run much cheaper perhaps, but if they could say to exporters 
in that country, “If you will send your goods in our ship, 
we can afford to carry them at the same rate that the foreign 
ship carries them,” very likely they would get their share of 
the trade. It is possible that they might carry for a little less, 
if the Government was liberal in that reduction. That plan has 
always seemed to me to be a proper one. I have heard it dis- 
cussed here for twenty-five years at least, but yet I have never 
seen an attempt honestly and vigorously made to secure any- 
thing of that kind. I suppose it is because those who are more 
familiar with the subject doubt whether or not it would suc- 
ceed. I have never been connected with any branch of the 
public service that required me to initiate anything of this 
kind or that would even justify me in initiating it, but I express 
my opnion that that is one of the ways by which this difficulty 
could be met. 

The other day there was some discussion about the coastwise 
trade. I have myself never found fault that ships trading from 
one American port to another should have some preference, but 
it is not very long since we adopted a new system. We ex- 

tended the coastwise law to the Philippine Islands. That cer- 
tainly is not an American trade, whatever the relations of the 
Philippine Islands may be to us. I think the Supreme Court 
has established the fact that the ports of the Philippines are not 
American ports. That can not be questioned. That action gave 
to American shipping some advantages, but not sufficient, I 
Suppose, to make the slightest difference with the trade. That 
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trade does not amount to anything. We sent over last year 
about $4,000,000 worth of goods to the Philippine Islands. I 
suppose half of that amount went there because of the Ameri 
ean occupation, and would not have gone if there had not been 


such occupation. They sent us somewhere between twelve and 
thirteen million dollars’ worth, as I recollect, though I can not 
speak exactly, because I have not looked up the matter for some 
time. At any rate, the trade with the Philippines amounts to a 
sum between seventeen and twenty million dollars—not a very 
considerable trade—and if the American ships had it all it 


would not amount to a great deal. 

I believe those who have been conversant with affairs 
there think that when that act is in full operation it will 1 
benefit the shipowners, because the exports from there will go 
other lands and not to ours. The exports that come to us fro 
the Philippine Islands are of a character that can go to any 
of the world. They are not specially adapted to our trade and 

to our demands, and a good deal of the Philippine trade now go 
to Europe and comes to us in ships belonging to other nati 
and not to ours. It goes from the Philippines to Europe in 
European ships, and in European ships it comes back to us. 
That will not benefit our shipping interest any. 

I do not know but that we might apply the principle of the 
coastwise trade to some other ports besides the Philippine ports. 
I suppose it would be difficult to apply it to those of Great 
Britain. We ship an immense quantity of stuff to Great Britain 
every year, and I suppose Great Britain would resent it if \ 
provided any method by which her ships could not get into the 
trade between that country and ours. I do not see that there 
is any way to do it. I do not know whether there is or not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that I think under our com- 
mercial agreement. with Great Britain we could not possibly do 
that. 

Mr. TELLER. My idea is that whenever our necessities re- 
quire us to modify these commercial relations we can do so, pro- 
vided we are careful in so doing and do not injure ourselves. 
When we can get any benefit out of it, we have a right to modify 
such arrangements or change them at any time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. PERKINS. I was going to ask my friend the Senator 
from Colorado a question, with his permission. His public life 
has been so identified with the history of our country in matters 
of legislation during the past forty years that I know of no 
statesman whose judgment and opinion I hold in higher esteem 
than I do those of my friend the Senator from Colorado. There- 
fore I wish to ask him a question. 

Until 1855 we had control of the transportation and commerce 
of the world. Our ships did the business. We would have con- 
tinued in that business had it not been that Great Britain, Ger- 
many, and France haye taken it away from us by subventio: 
and subsidies to their shipping. How can we revive that busi 
ness without a subsidy or subvention similar to those given by 
foreign nations? 

I was much interested in what the Senator said in the be- 
ginning of his remarks relative to the reclamation of our arid 
lands in the West. He says it is not a subsidy. The same 
rule perhaps applies to our domestic mail matter. We have a 
deficiency each year of fifteen or twenty million dollars more 
than we receive in postage. We make it up without a dissenting 
voice. Is not that a subsidy? Is it not similar to what we are 
asking in this case—to revive American shipping? 

I do not wish to interrupt the Senator; I am asking for in- 
formation, and I know of no one better equipped with it than is 
my friend the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from California does not need 
any information from me on shipping matters. That I know. 
I do not think there is any analogy between the payment of 
money to railroads for carrying the mails and the proposition 
here, except so far as this provides somewhat for the mail. Be- 
yond that there is no analogy. We do have a deficiency in the 
Postal Department. We have had it ever since I have been in 
public life. We would not have had a deficiency in the postal 
revenues if we had confined ourselves to the old idea of carrying 
the mail to the communities and putting it in post-offices and 
letting the people come to the post-office and get the mail. But 
when we out West saw that some little towns in New England— 
and I could name some of them, not in New Hampshire perhaps, 
but in New England—were getting their mail five and six times 
a day, delivered at their doors, our folks said, “ That is not fair; 
we ought to have something.” Somebody devised a scheme. I 

believe it was first put in operation in the East. It is what is 
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called the rural mail delivery. I think we at first made an ap- 
propriation of a few hundred thousand dollars for it. I objected 
to that when it was made. 

I was brought up in a country district in the State of New 
York. We had a little post-office. We had post-offices on both 
sides of us. You could go to a post-office 2 miles from father’s 
farm; you could go to another 4 miles; you could go to another 





6 miles; to another 12 miles, and soon. We got the mail once a 
week—all that the Department in those days thought necessary. 


We got the New York papers. If a man was a Democrat, he got 
the old New York Evening Post. If he was a little off color and 
did not want to be a full Democrat, he could take the New York 
Herald. If he was a Whig, he took the Times, or Greeley’s 
paper when that came on. Every Saturday you could go down 
to the post-oflice, where there was a store and a blacksmith 
shop, etce., and you could find probably a dozen or fifteen or 
twenty boys of the neighborhood, all the way from 10 to 20 
years old, who had come in for the mail. It was a delight for 
the boys to go after the mail. It did not cost anything. They 
got the newspapers. They had a little social conference with 
each other around the post-ofiice in the afternoon or along to- 
ward night while getting the mail. That condition did not call 
for any relief by this Government. 

Now we are expending $20,000,000 a year for this service. We 
will expend $50,000,000 per annum in a few years, and the people 
will be no better off. You can not give to every portion of the 
country the same advantages that other sections may have and 
are entitled to. If people live in a town it is to the interest of 
the Government not te have everybody go to the post-office for 
the mail, because you weuld have to provide buildings, appoint- 
ments, clerks, ete., to handle the mail to such an extent that it 
is probably better in towns to deliver the mail in the way it is 
now delivered. 

When you put your free-delivery service in a country where 
there is perhaps upon a quarter section of land a house, and then 
upon the next section, a mile away, there may be another house, 
you are doing what you are not required to do. That is one of 
the leakages and one of the methods by which we are prevented 
from getting the small postage that some of us at least have 
hoped to see. I can remember very well when we used to pay 
5 cents for a letter. Then it got down to 3 cents, and we 
thought we had done wonders when the mail came to us for 3 
cents. It is now 2 cents, and if we would treat the post-office 
as it ought to be treated, as it would be*treated in the hands of 
good business men, we could give the mail to the whole country 
at a cent. I know that this matter is not exactly pertinent to 
the pending bill. 

Some people contend that the Government of the United 
States ought not to furnish mail to the extreme sections of the 
country at the same rate that it does to near-by places. I can 
very well remember when the Government carried mail so many 
miles for a certain sum, and so many more miles for a certain 
other sum. That was all abolished years ago. Sensible men said: 
“You can not do that. Let us wipe it all out and give to the 
people of the country wherever they are, whether in California 
or New England, mail at one figure. If there is a man in Cali- 
fornia whose sons and daughters are in New England, let him 
send mail to them for the regular uniform rate.” 

I should like to see the time come when we could send mail 
all over this country for 1 cent. I do not know that I am es- 
pecially interested in some features of our present system in the 
Post-Office. I would not myself, if I had the making of the 
regulations, make the mail a conveyor of merchandise. I would 
open it to literature—books, etc.—but I would not open it to 
merchandise; and 1 do not think we were called upon to do 
that. However, this is not the subject I got up to discuss. I 
have been drawn away to it. 

The Senate has stricken out the eighth section of the pending 
bill, which, if it appropriates at all, should come from the House 
and not from this body. I myself doubt very much whether it 
would be a valuable addition to the bill, no matter where it origi- 
nates. I could readily see that if it was a tax upon foreign 
ships it might do first rate, but I can not see why we can not 
legally and properly say—and I do not believe any nation has a 
right to complain if we do say—that every foreign ship which 
comes into our ports shall pay a certain tonnage duty, and 
every American ship that comes in may do just as she does 
now when she comes from one American port to another—not 
pay anything. 

As I have said, these are matters that have not been turned 
over to me to look after. I am not on the Committee on Nayal 


Affairs; I am not on the Committee on Commerce; I am not on 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I do not have anything 
to do with those subjects especially. 

There is one thing that stares us in the face, and when I shall 
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have referred to it that will be about all I want to say on the 
subject now. It stares us squarely in the face: Where are you 
going to get the money to pay, if this is a success, and it runs to 
five or six or ten million dollars a year? Where is the money 
eoming from? To-day, every month there is a deficit, though not 
large. Last year it was much larger than it will be this year. 
Our customs duties this year up to the present time—the year 
is but little more than half out—are twenty-three or twenty-four 
million dollars more than they were last year at the same time. 
That is not an especially inspiring thing to me. I have never 
been anxious to see the imports to the United States increase 
very largely. 

Our internal-revenue collections this year are in the neigh- 
borhood of $10,000,000 more than they were last year for the 
same length of time. It looks as if the deficiency might be 
small, but still there is a deficiency, and the deficiency will be 
increased when the revenues are taken out of the Treasury by 
the appropriations we are going to make at this session. It is 
safe to say there will be a deficiency this year, and no matter 
whether it is small, or more, or large, if it is a dollar, whatever 
you expend in the shipping business you must provide for. 
How are you going to provide for it? You can not increase 
your import duties. To do that would probably lessen the reve- 
nues. You may increase the internal-revenue taxes. That 
nobody would want to do in these days. We have been trying 
to reduce them. Your land revenues, which used to run from 
four to ten million dollars, have been devoted by law to a spe- 
cial purpose. Your Government expenses are increasing every 
year. 

The other day we heard a Senator from one of the Western 
States tell us about the forest reserves which had been created. 
We began the forest-reserve business as we began the post-oflice 
business, by making at first an appropriation of a couple of 
thousand dollars to look the situation over and see whether the 
timber in the country was being properly guarded and taken 
care of ; and then a little more and a little more until this year 
it will be $2,000,000 for forest reserves. It is morally certain 
that every year you maintain the forest reserves you add to thie 
expense. If it is $2,000,000 this year you may look for $2,500,000 
next year, and so on. Your postal revenues will fall behind 
next year probably more than this year, because you can not 
very well say to one section of the country, “ You shall not have 
rural delivery,” if you do not say it to all sections. 

Where can you raise the money? How can you legitimately 
increase your expenses and not attempt to find a way to incre:se 
the revenue? Of course you can sell bonds, and possibly for a 
time you can get along by using what is called the “ reserve 
fund,” established in 1900, which we now have, amounting io 
$150,000,000. Every time I take up one of the Government 
publications on the subject I see marked at the top “ Reserve 
fund, gold coin and bullion, $150,000,000.” I read them every 
day. I have never seen the day since 1900 that it has not been 
a hundred and fifty millions. Why? That is there for the pur- 
pose of maintaining the paper money of the country, maintain- 
ing the gold reserve. Has it ever been invaded? If any Senator 
will take the trouble to look, he will see that since that time the 
entire redemption could have been made for about $17,000,000 
each year, which could have been taken and is taken from tlie 
current revenues of the country. 

We have a provision in that wonderful bill of 1900 that when- 
ever a thousand dollars is taken out of the $150,000,000 fund, 
immediately, the same day, a thousand. dollars must go back: 
and if you should find a demand upon the Government of the 
United States for a hundred million dollars immediately and it 
were taken from this fund a hundred and fifty million dollars 
would be taken out of the Treasury and shoved into this fund. 
Will some one tell me—some wise financier, some man w|i0 
knows all about maintaining the honor of the country and its 
credit—how much better it is, if any, to have it in this special 
fund than it would be to have it in the Treasury of the United 
States? 

We might use that for a while, Mr. President, but in tlic 
end you must increase your revenues or you must decre:se 
your expenses. You are going to build a canal. We have [ro- 
vided for selling a hundred and thirty million dollars of bonds 
for this purpose. We will sell them. There is no troubic to 
sell a 2 per cent United States bond in these days, if you sive 
it all the rights that a national bond has, for use in banking 


and all of these things. But you will have to sell a hundred 
and thirty million dollars’ worth more undoubtedly. I deo not 
eare whether it is a lock canal or a sea-level canal—it does Lot 


make any difference—you will not build it for that money. 

If the Senator could show me that great benefit would come 
from this bill, I would not be very much alarmed about ruil 
ning in debt some, because with $140,000,000 in the Treasury, 
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which is available now, and a hundred and fifty millions in the 
reserve, there is practically $300,000,000 we can use, and we 
might tide along for four or five years and not become bankrupt. 
But every year our expenses increase, and I think any scheme 
for the restoration of American shipping and American com- 
merce, putting it where we were in 1860, when we were 
carrying the largest part of our products outward and bring- 
ing in the largest part of our imports, ought to be self-support- 
ing, or there ought to be a proposition to secure funds to pay 
the expenses that will be incurred, 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say on this subject. 1 
do not regard this measure as threatening the stability of the 
Government or even its credit. I have not half the interest 
jn opposing this proposition that I have in some others, and I 
do not think it will do any great injustice to any part of the 
country. I do not believe it will do much good to any part 
of the country. I do not believe it is based upon a system 
that will restore the commerce of the country in the way the 
Senator desires. 

I wish to say that I made same objections to the Senator 
having the bill set down for a vote, but so far as I am con- 
cerned IT am ready’ to vote on it now. I do not suppose the 
Senator wishes to have the Senate vote on it at this time, but 
so far as I am concerned I do not propose to enter an objection 
to anything the Senator asks for which the Senate is willing to 
agree to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have never at any time 
during the discussion of this measure felt like asking anything 
unreasonable in connection with it, nor do I feel that way now. 
I will venture to ask the Senate for unanimous consent that on 
‘Tuesday, the 13th of the present month, at 5 o’clock, we vote on 
the bill and all pending amendments and amendments that may 
be offered. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me suggest—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me suggest to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that he slightly amend the request for unanimous 
consent, and say that after the morning hour on the 15th, if any 
Senator desires to discuss any feature of the bill, that right shall 
exist. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask that the bill shall be taken up 
after the routine morning business on Monday and Tuesday of 
that week. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is satisfactory, so far as I am con- 
cerned, speaking only for myself. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And that we shall vote on it at 5 o’clock 
on Tuesday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the pending bill and all amend- 
ments thereto now pending or hereafter to be offered be voted 
upon at 5 o’clock Tuesday, the 13th instant. Is there wbjection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And that the bill shall be taken up on 
Monday, the 12th, and Tuesday, the 13th, immediately after the 
routine morning business. 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. And that the bill shall be taken up 
Monday and Tuesday, immediately after the routine morning 
business. Is there objection? 

Mr. DANIEL. Permit me to inquire if the Senator would 
object to making it Wednesday or Thursday of that week? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; not at all. I will make it Wednes- 
day, the 14th. It will be quite agreeable; and that the bill shall 
be taken up on Tuesday and Wednesday after the routine morn- 

ng business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will restate the request. 

The Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent 
that the pending bill and all amendments thereto now pending 
or hereafter to be offered be voted upon at 5 o'clock on Wednes- 
day, the 14th instant, and that the bill be taken up for con- 
sideration after the routine morning business on the Tuesday 
preceding, and on Wednesday the day of the vote. Is there 


objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is so | 


ordered, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to correct a mistake of 
which I was guilty when the bill was last up, and the statement 
I asserted with an assurance which I ought not to have used. 
it was in regard to the laws of other countries affecting the 
coastwise trade. I said that I believed that all other countries 
lad laws confining the coastwise trade to their own vessels. 
The point was raised in regard to the coastwise trade of Great 
LBritain—that is, the trade on the coasts of the British islands— 
ind I stated that I thought it was reserved to British vessels. 
| was mistaken. 
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I ought to have remembered what I did well know—that the 
famous navigation laws, which were originally passed in the 
time of Cromwell's protectorate, were repealed in 1849, and the 
law which confined the coastwise trade to English vessels was 
repealed at that time or soon after. 

What misled me was that I knew, as matter of fact, that the 
entire coastwise trade of the British Isles was carried in British 
vessels; and, of course, there are regulations, especially regu 
lations of Lloyds Insurance Company, which make it very diffi 
cult for any foreign vessel to enter the British coastwise trade. 
There may be an occasional Norwegian ship engaged in that 
trade, but they are very, very few. 

I found out, however, when I made my inquiries, that the 
coastwise trade of England’s great colonies, like Canada and 
Australia, was confined to vessels of Canadian or Australian 
or British register—that is, of colonial or British register—and 
that foreign vessels are entirely excluded from that colonial 
coastwise trade unless the foreign country admits the vessels 
of the colony to its own coastwise trade. So, in practice, no 
foreign.vessels are admitted to the coastwise trade of the Brit 
ish colonies, and the trade between the mother country and the 
colonies, owing to the exceptionally generous subsidies provided 
by England, is wholly in the hands of British shipowners 

France, Spain, Italy, and Russia, which command practically 
all the coasts of Europe where there is a considerable coast 
wise trade, have laws similar to our own, confining the coast- 
wise trade to their own vessels. 

I merely wished to make this statement, because, having made 
the error, I desired to correct it as publichy as I made it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the further pleasure of the 
Senate? 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator from New Hampshire will yield 
to me, I will move an executive session. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; I yield. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After sixteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (a1 
o'clock and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to 
morrow, Tuesday, February 6, 1906, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 5, 1906. 
REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 
William T. Vernon, of Kansas, to be Register of the Treasury, 
to succeed Judson W. Lyons, resigned. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 
Alfred E.. Holton, of North Carolina, to be United States at 
torney for the western district of North Carolina. A reap 
pointment, his term having expired on January 12, 1906. 


MARSHALS. 


S. Brown Allen, of Virginia, to be United States marshal for 
i the western district of Virginia. A reappointment, his term 
expiring March 19, 1906. 

John R. Abernathy, of Oklahoma, to be United States mar 
shal for the Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of William D. 
Fossett, whose term will expire March 31, 1906 

Claudius Dockery, of North Carolina, to be United States 
marshal for the eastern district of North Carolina, in the pla 
of Henry C. Dockery, whose term expired January 12, 190 

James M. Millikan, of North Carolin to be United St 
marshal for the western district of North Carolina. <A 
pointment, his term having expired on December 16, 1905. 





SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Leopold G. Rothschilds of Indiana, to be sury r of cust 
for the port of Indianapolis, in the State of In na, to su i 
Archibald A. Young, whose term of oflice expired by limitation 
January 22, 1906. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSIT 
Elwell S. Crosby, of Maine, to be collector of customs for th 
district of Bath, in the State of Maine, to succeed George Mou! 


ton, jr., whose term of office expired by limitation. 


Col. P. Henry Ray, Fourth Infantry, to be placed on the 
| tired list of the Army with the rank of brigadier-general from 
the date upon which he shall be retired from activ vice 
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POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 
i‘. L. Bostwick to be postmaster at Laton, in the county of 
Fresno and State of California. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 
COLORADO. 

Robert L. Chambers to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, in 
the County of El Paso and State of Colorado, in place of Lo C. 
Dana. Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1906. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Bennett C. Atwood to be postmaster at Watertown, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Ben- 
nett C. Atwood. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 
1906. 

Seth Pratt to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county of 
Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Seth Pratt. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 29, 1906. 

Hubert Williams to be postmaster at Lakeville, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in place of Hubert Wil- 
liams. Incumbent’s commission expired January 29, 1906. 

DELAWARE, 

David O. Moore to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware, in place of George E. Smith. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

FLORIDA. 

George W. Bean to be postmaster at Tampa, in the county of 
Hillsboro and State of Florida, in place of Gerald B. Reynolds. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

ILLINOIS. 

W. E. Puffer to be postmaster at Odell, in the county of Liv- 
ingston and State of Illinois, in place of Richard R. Puffer, de- 
ceased. 

INDIANA. 

A. J. Kitt to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county of New- 

ton and State of Indiana, in place of Morton Kilgore, resigned. 
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Simon Skovgaard to be postmaster at Greenleaf, in the county 
of Washington and State of Kansas, in place of Simon Skov- 
gaard. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

John M. Watson to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Kansas, in place of John M. Watson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

LOUISIANA. 

George J. Hollister to be postmaster at Ponchatoula, in the 
parish of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1906. 

NEBRASKA, 

William W. Hopkins to be postmaster at Oakland, in the 
county of Burt and State of Nebraska, in place of William W. 
Hopkins. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 

Charles E. Slate to be postmaster at Winchester, in the 
county of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire, in place of 
Charles E. Slate. Incumbent’s commission expired January 29, 
1906. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Thomas F. Austin to be postmaster at Millville, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in place of Thomas F. 
Austin. Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 

Frank Wanser to be postmaster at Vineland, in the county of 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in place of Frank Wanser. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 


NEW YORK. 

George R. Vail to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York, in place of George R. Vail. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 10, 1906. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 
James M. Cubbison to be postmaster at Minnewaukon, in the 


| county of Benson and State of North Dakota, in place of James 


John Owen to be postmaster at Noblesville, in the county of | 


Hamilton and State of Indiana, in place of William C. Vance. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 


Kdgar A. Simmons to be postmaster at Kokomo, in the county | 


of Howard and State of Indiana, in place of John A. Kautz. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 


Steuben and State of Indiana, in place of Elias O. Rose. In- | 


cumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 
IOWA, 
Charles W. Gray to be postmaster at Corning, in the county 
of Adams and State of Iowa, in place of Arthur M. Beymer. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1906. 


Samuel D. Henry to be postmaster at Coon Rapids, in the | 


county of Carroll and State of Lowa, in place of Samuel D. 
Henry. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 

Harry E. Hull to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the county 
of lowa and State of Iowa, in place of Harry E. Hull. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 16, 1905. 

William I’. Kopp to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, in the 
county of Henry and State of Iowa, in place of John W. Palm. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 16, 1905. 

N. C. Nelson to be postmaster at Essex, in the county of Page 
and State of lowa, in place of John J. BE. Carlson. Incumbent’s 
commission expired January 28, 1906. 

Gerald L. Whinery to be postmaster at Iowa Falls, in the 
county of Hardin and State of Iowa, in place of Gerald L. 
Whinery. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

KANSAS. 

Delmar E. Deputy to be postmaster at Manhattan, in the 
county of Riley and State of Kansas, in place of Delmar E. 
Deputy. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

Thomas D. Fitzpatrick to be postmaster at Salina, in the 
county of Saline and State of Kansas, in place of Thomas D. 
Fitzy atrick. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

Frank Fuhr to be postmaster at Meade, in the county of 
Meade and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1906. 

John O. Hanson to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county 
of Cloud and State of Kansas. Office became Presidential Janu- 
ary 1, 1906. 

Frank Harlow to be postmaster at Kingman, in the county of 
Kingman and State of Kansas, in place of Frank Harlow. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

William A. Hopkins to be postmaster at Solomon, in the 
county of Dickinson and State of Kansas, in place of William A. 
Hopkins. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 


M. Cubbison. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 
1906. 

Chester A. Revell to be postmaster at Harvey, in the county 
of Wells and State of North Dakota, in place of Fred 0. 
Brewster, resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


Richard L. Ashhurst to be postmaster at Philadelphia, in the 


; | county of Philadelphia and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Fred Snyder to be postmaster at Angola, in the county of | —ae : ~ : = 


Clayton McMichael. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 17, 1906. 

Frank N. Donahue to be postmaster at Carrolltown, in the 
county of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1906. 

Charles J. McGill to be postmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles J. 
McGill. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1906. 

Joseph S. Paul to be postmaster at South Fork, in the county 
of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Joseph 5S. 
Paul. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

Jacob R. Zuek to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, in the 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Jacob R. Zuck. Incumbent’s commission expired January 30, 
1906. 

TEXAS. 

Ferman Carpenter to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
of Robertson and State of Texas. Office became Presidentia! 
January 1, 1906. 

VIRGINIA, 

Hansford Anderson to be postmaster at Westpoint, in the 
county of King William and State of Virginia, in place of Ha 
ford Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired January <1, 

906. 

Royal EB. Cabell to be postmaster at Richmond, in the count; 
of Henrico and State of Virginia, in place of Wray T. Kniciit. 
Incumpent’s commission expires May 7, 1906. 


WASHINGTON, 


Frank E. Pells to be postmaster at Ballard, in the county of 
King and State of Washington, in place of Frank E. Pells. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

Charles A. Phillips to be postmaster at Wilbur, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Washington, in place of Charles A. 
Phillips. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 10) 

Charles C. White to be postmaster at Waterville, in the county 
of Douglas and State of Washington, in place of Jose) G. 
Tuttle, resigned. 

WEST VIRGINIA, 


Harry BE. Munday to be postmaster at Shepherdstown, |" the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia, in plac? o 
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Harry E. Munday. Incumbent’s commission exptres February 
10, 1906. 
WISCONSIN. 

Allan Beggs to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of St. 
Croix and State of Wisconsin, in place of Allan Beggs. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 

George Graham to be postmaster at Tomah, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Wisconsin, in place of George Graham. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

Hugh McInnes to be postmaster at Edgerton, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin, in place of Lawrence C. Whittet. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 30, 1906. 

Andrew Noll to be postmaster at Chilton, in the county of 
Calumet and State of Wisconsin, in place of George D. Breed. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 

Joseph J. Schultz to be postmaster at Kewaunee, in the 
county of Kewaunee and State of Wisconsin, in place of Joseph 
J. Schultz. Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 5, 
1906. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James B. Stewart, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Richmond, in the State of Virginia. 
POSTM ASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

William M. MeNaron to be postmaster at Albertville, in the 
county of Marshall and State of Alabama. 

Walter T. Stewart to be postmaster at Sylacauga, 
county of Talladega and State of Alabama, 

ARKANSAS. 

Albert B. Andrews to be postmaster at Harrison, in the 
county of Boone and State of Arkansas. 

John W. Bell to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county 
of Sebastian and State of Arkansas. 

A. C. Curtis to be postmaster at Lonoke, in the county of 
Lonoke and State of Arkansas. 

Jack Grayson to be postmaster at Prescott, in the county of 
Nevada and State of Arkansas. 

David R. Hammer to be postmaster at Siloam Springs, in the 
county of Benton and State of Arkansas. 

John O. May to be postmaster at Booneville, in the county of 
Logan and State of Arkansas. 

©. D. Sanborn to be postmaster at Blytheville, in the county 
of Mississippi and State of Arkansas. 

John N. Sarber, jr., to be postmaster at Clarksville, in the 
county of Johnson and State of Arkansas. 

Ilenry M. Sugg to be postmaster at Dardanelle, in the county 
of Yell and State of Arkansas. 

CALIFORNIA, 

J. W. Duckworth to be postmaster at Anaheim, in the county 

of Orange and State of California. 
COLORADO, 


in the 


John Alfred to be postmaster at Leadville, in the county of | 


Lake and State of Colorado. 

Olie Thorson to be postmaster at Glenwood Springs, in the 
county of Garfield and State of Colorado. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Roswell 8. Edgecomb to be postmaster at Groton, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut. 

James W. Hague to be postmaster at Torrington, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

William H. Marigold to be postmaster at Bridgeport, in the 
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 

J. Henry Roraback to be postmaster at Canaan, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

GBORGTA, 

John Fleming to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county of 

Ilancock and State of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 

Smith D. Atkins to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Stephenson and State of Illinois. 

Otto W. Balgeman to be postmaster at Elmhurst, in the county 
of lu Page and State of Mlinois. 

llenry Brueggemann to be postmaster at Alton, in the county 
of Madison and State of Illinois. 

W. E. Eastman to be postmaster at Moline, in the county of 
Rock Island and State of Illinois. 

Emory Gregg to be postmaster at Fairbury, in the county of 
Livingston and State of Illinois. 
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John W. Hancock to be postmaster at Casey, in the county of 
Clark and State of Lllinois. 

Thomas G. Lawler to be postmaster at Rockford, in the cou 
of Winnebago and State of Illinois. 

Richard F. Lawson to be postmaster at Effingham, in the 
county of Effingham and State of Illinois. 

H. A. J. McDonald to be postmaster at Rock Island, in the 
county of Rock Island and State of Illinois. 

Thomas S. Reynolds to be postmaster at Harrisburg, in the 
county of Saline and State of Illinois. 

Cc. A. Simington to be postmaster at Sheffield, in the county 
of Bureau and State of Illinois. 

Alice A. Sumner to be postmaster at Pecatonica, in the county 
of Winnebago and State of Llinois. 


ity 


INDIANA. 

James F. Crawford to be postmaster at Farmersburg, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of Indiana. 

John W. Cronk to be postmaster at Veedersburg, in the county 
of Fountain and State of Indiana. 

Frank Duffendach to be postmaster at Huntingburg, in the 
county of Dubois and State of Indiana. 

Charles Fricke to be postmaster at Tell City, in the county of 
Perry and State of Indiana. 

Jesse E. Haddon to be postmaster at Dana, in the county of 
Vermilion and State of Indiana. 

John R. Lancaster to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, in the 
county of Clark and State of Indiana. 

Harry C. Martin to be postmaster at Attica, in the county of 
Fountain and State of Indiana. 

Lewis Miller to be postmaster at Thorntown, in the county 
of Boone and State of Indiana. 

John H. Spencer to be postmaster at Rockville, in the county 
of Parke and State of Indiana. 

INDIAN TERRITORY, 

Art Asbell to be postmaster at Checotah, in District Ten, 
Indian Territory. 

Nelson L. Eggleston to be postmaster at Minco, in District 
Nineteen, Indian Territory. 

IOWA, 

B. E. Allen to be postmaster at Laurens, in the county of 
Pocahontas and State of lowa. 

Charles L. Early to be postmaster at Sac City, in the county 
of Sac and State of Iowa. 

Francis A. Lewis to be postmaster 4t Marcus, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Iowa. 

George H. Loring to be postmaster at Dallas Center, in the 
county of Dallas and State of Iowa. 

Lewis H. Mayne to be postmaster at Emmetsburg, in the 
county of Palo Alto and State of Lowa. 

Fred C. McCall to be postmaster at Nevada, in the county of 
Story and State of lowa. 

Harold E. Seott to be postmaster at Sibley, in the county of 
Osceola and State of Iowa. 

Kate C. Warner to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Webster and State of Lowa. 

KANSAS. 


Joseph W. A. Cooke to be postmaster at Ellinwood, in the 


| county of Barton and State of Kansas. 


KENTUCKY 
Cam B. McPherson to be postmaster at Ilorse Cave, in the 
county of Hart and State of Kentucky. 
MAINE, 
George W. Goulding to be postmaster at Oakland, in the 
county of Kennebee and State of Maine. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
James A. Eldridge to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the 
county of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts. 
Merton Z. Woodward to be postmaster at Shelburne Falls, 
the county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 


ilk 


MICHIGAN, 

Melvin A. Bates to be postmaster at Grayling, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Michigan. 

Julius O. Becraft to be postmaster at Dowagias 
of Cass and State of Michigan. 

James A. Button to be postmaster at Flint, in the county of 
Genesee and State of Michigan. 

Byron H. Colburn to be postmaster at 
county of Van Buren and State of Michigan. 

Henry A. Graves to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county 
of Branch and State of Michigan. 

Milo B. Halliwill to be postmaster at Flushing, in the county 
of Genesee and State of Michigan, 


*, in the county 
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James G. Hayden to be postmaster at Cassopolis, in the 
county of Cass and State of Michigan. 
John D. Mangum to be postmaster at Marquette, in the 
county of Marquette and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
Charles C. Eastman to be postmaster at Wadena, in the 
county of Wadena and State of Minnesota. 
idward F. Joubert to be postmaster at Wheaton, in the 
county of Traverse and State of Minnesota. 
Caspar IF. Schonlau to be postmaster at Houston, in the county 
of Hlouston and State of Minnesota. 
James H. Smullen to be postmaster at Lesueur Center, in the 
county of Lesueur and State of Minnesota. 
George M. Young to be postmaster at Perham, in the county 
of Otter Tail and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
Samuel A. Chapell to be postmaster at Monett, in the county 


of Barry and State of Missouri. 

William T. Clements to be postmaster at Platte City, in the 
county of Platte and State of Missouri. 

Herschel P. Kinsolying to be postmaster at Malden, in the 
county of Dunklin and State of Missouri. 

Simon P. Loebe to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Mississippi and State of Missouri. 

Luther McGehee to be postmaster at Joplin, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri. 

Gus A. Page to be postmaster at Grandin, in the county of 
Carter and State of Missouri. 

Samuel A. Shelton to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the 
county of Webster and State of Missouri. 

Henry C. Shubert to be postmaster at Richland, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Missouri. 


W. R. Sweeney to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the county of | 


Chariton and State of Missouri. 
Thomas J. Ulen to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Stoddard and State of Missouri. 
Vinson T. 
county of Gentry and State of Missouri. 
MONTANA. 
James H. Powell to be postmaster at Virginia City, in the 
county of Madison and State of Montana. 
NEBRAS KA. 
Timothy B. Calnon to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county 
furt and State of Nebraska. 
Ilenry Gietzen to be postmaster at Humphrey, in the county 
Platte and State of Nebraska. 
Chess Chinn to be postmaster at St. Paul, in the county of 
ward and State of Nebraska. 
Sanford D. Cole to be postmaster at Wymore, in the 
of Gage and State of Nebraska. 
Cyrus E. Hunter to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the 
of Dixon and State of Nebraska. 


of 
of 


Hi 
county 


county 


Roy A. Richmond to be postmaster at Wausa, in the county 
of Knox and State of Nebraska. 

Lewis M. Short to be postmaster at Ainsworth, in the county 
of Brown and State of Nebraska. 

NEVADA. 

Ephriam D. Turner to be postmaster at Delamar, in the 

county of Lincoln and State of Nevada. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Charles E. Marsh to be postmaster at Greenville, in the 

Ci of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW JERSEY. 

G » L. Clarke to be postmaster at Morristown, in the 

Cc of Morris and State of New Jersey. 
1 Ii. Furman to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, in 

th of Mercer and State of New Jersey. 

| rd F. Goodman to be postmaster at Newton, in the 
ce of Sussex and State of New Jersey. 

M. MacDonald to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
ce if Union and State of New Jersey. 
NEW MEXICO. 

Luther ly to be postmaster at Santa Rosa, in the 
county of Gu lupe and Territory of New Mexico. 

Ilenry A. France to be postmaster at Far Rockaway, in the 


Queens and State of New York. 

H. Hubbs to be postmaster at Central Islip, in the 
Suffolk and State of New York. 

a Sayre to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of 
itoga and State of New York, 


county of 
George 
county of 
Iozr 
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Williams to be postmaster at Stanberry, in the | 
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| 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Percy R. Trubshaw to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in the 
county of Griggs and State of North Dakota. 
Thomas H. Thoralson to be postmaster at Grafton, in the 
county of Walsh and State of North Dakota. 
Oro. 
Thomas E. Frisbee to be postmaster at Prairie Depot, in the 
county of Wood and State of Ohio. 
Isaac N. Medford to be postmaster at Fort Recovery, in the 
county of Mercer and State of Ohio. 
Edwin Morgan to be postmaster at Alliance, in the county of 
Stark and State of Ohio. 
John N. Snoots to be postmaster at Roseville, in the county 
of Muskingum and State of Ohio. 
George L. Stoughton to be postmaster at Westerville, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Ohio. 
George R. Vincent to be postmaster at Hiram, in the county 
of Portage and State of Ohio. 
Chester R. P. Waltz to be postmaster at Delta, in the county 
of Fulton and State of Ohio. 
Fred Yeager to be postmaster at Perrysburg, in the county of 
Wood and State of Ohio. 
OREGON. 
0. A. Wolverton to be postmaster at Monmouth, in the county 
of Polk and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Charles M. McDanel to be postmaster at New Brighton, in 
the county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania. 
RHODE ISLAND, 
Moise Meunier to be postmaster at Arctic, in the county of 
Kent and State of Rhode Island. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Joshua F. Ensor to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Richland and State of South Carolina. 
William I’. Rice to be postmaster at Denmark, in the county 
of Bamberg and State of South Carolina. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Frederic J. Brown to be postmaster at Britton, in the county 
| of Marshall and State of South Dakota. 
Charles E. Johnson to be postmaster at Bridgewater, in the 
county of McCook and State of South Dakota. 
William C. Mathieson to be postmaster at Fort Pierre, in the 
county of Stanley and State of South Dakota. 
Walter McKay to be postmaster at Lead, in the county of 
Lawrence and State of South Dakota. 
John C. MeMillan to be postmaster at Sturgis, 
of Meade and State of South Dakota. 
Addison H. Pease to be postmaster at Wagner, in the county 
of Charles Mix and State of South Dakota. 
Charles J. Porter to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Lake and State of South Dakota. 
John A. Stanley to be postmaster at Hot Springs, in the cou 
of Fall River and State of South Dakota. 
TENNESSEE. 
Giles Rives to be postmaster at Brownsville, in the count: 
Haywood and State of Tennessee. 
TEXAS, 
Frank C. Blaine to be postmaster at Del Rio, in the count) 
Valverde and State of Texas. 
Hi. E. Kinslee to be postmaster at Corsicana, in the cou 
| Navarro and State of Texas. 
Nathan Leavitt to be postmaster at Stamford, in the « 
| of Jones and State of Texas. 
VIRGINIA. 
John M. Griffin to be postmaster at Fredericksburg, in 1! 
county of Spottsylvania and State of Virginia. 
William T. Miller to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in 
county of Page and State of Virginia. 
Edwin M. C. Quimby to be postmaster at Suffolk, in the 
of Nansemond and State of Virginia. 
Charles H. Revercomb to be postmaster at Covington, j 
county of Alleghany and State of Virginia. 
Charles P. Smith to be postmaster at Martinsville, 
county of Henry and State of Virginia. 
WISCONSIN. 
Henry Curran to be postmaster at Stevens Point, in the 
of Portage and State of Wisconsin. 
Jorgen C. Jacobson to be postmaster at Elroy, in the 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin. 
WYOMING, 
George W. Hoyt to be postmaster at Cheyenne, in the 
of Laramie and State of Wyoming. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And reported in the last Congress 
t mi with the exception of one section? 
Monpay, February Ds 1906. Mr. DIXON of Montana. It was passed in the last Congress. 
Mr. LACEY. It would increase the price of the land for the 
| Indians, each town site giving that 1 1 h . 
3 was | dians than if it had been sold under the general law. 
a ee | Mr. STEPHENS of Tex Mr. Speak [I desire to a 
| 
| 





The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 
read and approved. 





whether or not it entails expense on tli h 
CERTAIN TOWN SITES ON THE FLATHEAD INDIAN RESERVATION. ernment? 
Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- Mr. DIXON of Montana. None at all. It 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8461) to | 2S the bill is read there was an appropr 
mend chapter 1495, Revised Statutes of the United States, en- | Surveys, reimbursable to the Government 
titled “An act for the survey and allotment of lands now em- | the sale of the land. ; : oa 
braced within the limits of the Flathead Indian Reservation, in| Mr. CLARK of Missouri. These Indiat 
the State of Montana, and the sale and diposal of all surplus | ®S well as the white people? 
; after allotment,” as amended by section 9 of chapter 1479, | _ Mr. DIXON of Montana. Every 
Revised Statutes of the United States, which I send to the desk | Every head chief has been talked wit 
and ask to have read. | Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They are alway u 
q The Clerk read as follows: the land and get the money and spend it, | 
: Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 1495, Revised Statutes of the United Mr. DIXON of Montana r) J ‘ a t > ? 
3 tate uct for the survey and allotment of lands now em- | this bill, whereas under the original bill 


Z. 








, entitled “‘An a t 
within the limits of the Flathead Indian Reservation, in the | an acre. 











Montana, and the sale and disposal of all surplus lands after | 1 ‘PWARLT 14 ' 
Ad a, ar _ an : i ait l is » SPF Ky , Te there obiectior Afi . ‘ 
otment’”’ as amended by section 9 of chapter 1479, Revised Statutes a he PEAKER. _Is there « tion? \f 
t United States, be amended by adding the following sections: Chair hears none. questi Is on 
; ec. 17. That the Se Sorat of the Interior is hereby auth — | The juestion was taken. and the al 
directed to reserve and set aside for town-site purposes, ar to The <PRAKE?R mr : ; 
, lay out, and plat into town lots, streets, alleys, and parks, not ar i E ARER. Phe — , 
£ han 40 acres of said land at or near the present settlements of third reading of the bill as amended. 
if », Dayton, Ravalli, Dixon, and Ronan, and not less than 80 acres The bill is ordered to be « rossed | 
‘sent settlement of St. Ignatius and Polson, and at such other a third + ee Le ; 
. : . : read the third time, and pass 
i as the Secretary of the Interior may deem necessary or con ; ; os 
4 t for town sites, in such manner as will best subserve the present On motion of Mr. Drxon of } 
; ; and the reasonable prospective growth of said seitiements. — the last vote was laid on the tab! 
4 fhe work of surveying, laying out, and platting such town sites 
| be done by competent surveyors, who shall prepare three copies of WATERWORKS FOR LA\ oO! A. 


of said town sites, which, when the surveys are approved by the 


































t y of the Interior, shall be filed as follows: One in the Office | Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, [ : u 3 
ee of t Commissioner of Indian Affairs, one with the clerk and recorder | the present consideration of the bill (H. R i 
a of the county in the State of Montana in which such town site may be | gn act entitled “An ‘+ to amend an : ‘ 
e located, and one in the office of the Indian agent for the Flathead ciel tele a aa ae et ee . 
: Indian Reservation. supplement existing laws relating to the d 
‘Whenever any portion of any tracts of land so set aside for town- | et¢., Qa] proved March 38, 1901,’ approved J 
o purposes shall, at the time of its survey, be occupied by any | [ send to the desk and ask to have 1 ] 
e r of any tribe of Indians living upon said reservation, or any | T! Parente 1 . 
Bi | 1 trader, or other person or corporation, or any church organ he Cierk read as follows: 
& n, or school district, lawfully occupying the same, such occupant | l, et TI ] 
1 1 lowed to purchase any lot or lots upon which he then has xis r law ! I { ( 
yvements, other than fences, tillage, and temporary improvements, h 01.” a I ) 
P LO per not exceeding ten lots to any one person, corporation, the ] ne . 
h or zation, or school district. All remaining lots shall be ed rthe Phat in t t 
osed of by the Seere ; of the Interior from time to time at public Interi ut i 
tion to the highest cash bidder under such rules and regulations as ton is f i ! 
5 Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe: Provided, however, T linge the 1 
a lot shall be sold for less than $10: And provided further, That ton, he her i 
rt, when surveyed shall approximate 50 by 150 feet in size. out of the pro f 
; i8. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized nder the ditions. | 
¥ ( d to reserve and set aside 160 acres of land at and surro ig ject to his s t 
‘ » present hot springs, situated on said reservation near the settl so much thereof, 
a nt of Camas. total amount whi he { 1 to « 
rhat said hot springs and the said 160 acres of land last men said for the town of Lawton f t I 
ned shall be under the control and direction of the Secretary of the | in said t ill not « l L0,00¢ 
rior, under such rules and regulations as he y I *. but 
and all moneys that shall be derived from use shall be foi Mr. Spe st I 
efit of the persons holding tribal relations with said tribes of s the | \ 





l 3s, the same to be disbursed as provided in section 15 of this act. | 
G Sec. 19. That nothing in this act shall be construed to deprive any 
iid Indians or said persons or corporations to whom the use of 4 I I ‘ 
a l is granted by this act of the use of any water appropriated or Mr. LACEY. It provid r the d 
a i by them for the irrigation of their lands or for domestic use or : 








iy ditches, dams, flumes, reservoirs constructed or used by them in the town o Law - 
aq ropriation or use of said water.” Mr. LLOYD. NO; I I 
& With the following amendment: 1 proceeds of th wis lot ' : 
. was laid out nd La { oo l i ‘ 
: 2, line 7, after the word “Ar! insert the word “ Dayton.” w provided th the lo ild ‘ 
e SPEAKER. Is there objection? should be placed in tl s of the §S ‘ 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to as! to be by him used in « ‘ 
utleman two or three questions about this bill. It is so Mr. LACEY Yes: I re er tl 
that I could not understand it very well. What is it al dian Committee orig 
t? I reserve the right to object. Mr. LLOYD. And 
r. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the g court-house, a co jail 
in from Missouri that two years ago Congress passed an | number of improvements. 
pening the reservation to settlement. At that time in th Mr. LACEY. There is i 
’ ration of the bill we forgot to put in a provision regarding | the further osition « f 
yn sites. There are six or eight little nucleus settlement of the town of Lawton? 
hout the reservation where there are little towns now, Mr. LLOYD. That 
ly twenty or thirty or forty houses, and this provid Mr. MANN. I uld 
the platting of these 40 acres into town sites and the sale | self is as formidable i } 
the lots at public auction to the highest bidder, the money to | Mr. LACEY. No, sir: t ¢ 
» the Indians. That is the first provision. Mr. STEPHENS of Te I 1 
Ir. CLARK of Missouri. 'This is the Indians’ land? | understand the situati th and J 
i ir. DIXON of Montana. Yes. | manded. and the bill should pass, 
4 Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They get the benefit of it? The SPEAKER. The Cl * di 
Mr. DIXON of Montana. Yes. The bill was ordered to be « 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it the unanimous report of the | read the third time, and passed 
; mittee? On motion of Mr. Lioyp, a motion to 1 last 1 





Mr. DIXON of Montana. Yes. was laid on the table. 
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REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 
On motion of Mr. Herpurn, the House resolved itself into the | 
Conunnittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill (TI. R. 12987) to regulate 


railroad rates, Mr. VrReeLanp in the chair. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gen- 
tleman from Maine [| Mr. LirrLerrevp]. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
for one hour. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, at the last Congress I 
voted for a bill that was aimed to meet some of the difficulties 
that are now sought to be reached by the pending measure. 
More ample consideration and further examination of the ques- 
tion, and as I trust a more full appreciation of the gravity of 
the situation, has led me to the conclusion that as the bill now 
stands it is impossible for me to support it, and I beg the in- 
dulgence of the committee for a while that I may give some 
that lead me that conclusion. I am perfectly well 
aware that conditions exist throughout the country giving rise 
to agitation that this legislation is expected to adequately meet. 
I have not any doubt, Mr. Chairman, that grievances exist, that 
injustices have been done, that there is oppression, and that 
there are grave discriminations and great difficulties involved 
in transportation problem. I doubt very much, however, 
whether the picture is entitled to the shades that 


rensons to 


the 


dearle 
Ualn 


The gentleman from Maine is recognized | 
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| pleasure to me to know that the distinguished chairman of this 





have | 


been given to it by some of the distinguished gentlemen who, 
in the enthusiasm of the moment, have engaged in this dis- 
cussion. 

it would not be very surprising, Mr. Chairman, with some 
two hundred and ten thousand miles of railroad transportation, 
with the investment of something like eleven billions ef capital, | 
invelving every financial and business interest in the Republic, | 
in its articulation, interdependence with these business interests, 


that we should necessarily have difficulties, injustices, oppres- | 


sions, and grievances. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that this 
grent body of which we are members in time past has been | 
guilty of foolish and extravagant conduct, and I have no doubt 
that in time to come it will to a certain extent repeat those cu- 
rious performances. The Supreme Court itself has had ocea- 


m from time to time to reverse itself, upon a more full con- 
sideration of important questions depending before it, and 
Interstate Commerce Commission has made more blunders 
than it has exercised right and proper judgment in connection 
with this very question in the discussion of which we are now 
engaged; so that, Mr. Chairman, it is not surprising these con- 


the 


conunittee has given his name to this bill. His services—long, 
arduous, patriotic, efficient, and successful—to his constituents 
and to his country, his great ability, and his high character and 
unquestioned integrity rightly entitle him to any mark of legis- 
lative distinction that is within the power of this body to bestow. 
[ Applause. ] 

Now, I wish to advert to a few fundamental suggestions before 
I reach the discussion of the concrete proposition pending before 
this body. I hear people discuss this measure, and I read the 
discussions, and they refer glibly to a reasonable rate and the 
circumstances under which this legislative body may exercise 
a legislative control over that rate. What is the origin of the 
legislative power to control the exercise of a public franchise? 

The origin rests, Mr. Chairman, so far as this general control 
is concerned, upon the broad fundamental principles of the com- 
mon law, because never yet was a public franchise granted, 
either for the operation of a railroad or a water company, an 
electric-light company, or for any other public purpose, that did 
not involve inherently the fundamental proposition that it should 
be exercised in the public interest, that the public should be 
served at a reasonable rate without any discrimination. That 
is fundamental. It has been the law of the land from the time 
whereof the memory of man runneth not to the contrary. We 
do not act here under the legislative power to regulate and con- 
trol a franchise by virtue of this inherent power, because we are 
not acting upon Federal corporations. Very few railroad corpo- 
rations get their life and being from Federal legislation. The 
vast mass of them are the creatures ef the State; and it would 
be for the State to exercise this power as a scientific, legal prop- 
osition. sut we undertake to exercise a power, and we can ex 
ercise it by virtue of the commerce clause of the Constitution, 
which enables us to say, not how they shall exercise a franchise 
and protect the people in the exercise of their rights and serve 
them in a just and reasonable manner without discrimination, 
but upon what conditions corporations engaged in interstate 
commerce shall do their business. And under that I concede, 
Mr. Chairman, that we have undoubted power to enact this 
legislation. 

I grant the suggestion of my distinguished friend from Michi 
gan [Mr. TowNseNnp] upon that line. I think our power is ful! 
and plenary. But let me go a little bit further with some gen 
eral suggestions which absolutely underlie this whole agitation. 
What is a reasonable rate? Who is there upon this floor that 
can tell? I undertake to assert, Mr. Chairman, and I challenge 
successful contradiction, that there,is not to be found in ¢! 
books, either in the reports of the States or the reports of the 
United States Supreme Court, one single case that lays down 2 
definite, scientific rule upon which a reasonable rate can be 
determined. It is absolutely indefinite and indeterminate to the 
very last degree. Not only is that true of the decisions of tl 


| courts of the country—and well might Mr. Justice Harlan, in 


ditions exist. I concede also, Mr. Chairman, that they exist 
in such a degree as may require reasonable legislation for the 
purpose of adequately and conservatively meeting the situa- 
tion, and to a reasonable extent I am perfectly willing to go, 
and, as IT shall indicate a little later, I am perfectly willing to | 
follow in the lead of any distinguished gentleman who may | 
have mapped out a line of legislation that will reasonably and 
conservatively and fairly and judiciously undertake to meet | 


ndequately this situation. 

: are a few things, perhaps, to which I should call at- 
and allude to in passing. First, there is this: A good 
deal is said, if I may judge—I have been necessarily deprived 
of attending the exercises of the House for the last two or 
three days—but a great deal has been said in this discussion 
as to the paternity or proprietorship of this legislation. 
Ir. Chairman, I take a very languid interest in the question as 


rhere 


tention 


to who may be the originator of legislation that may be desira- 
ble. Jf William Jennings Bryan is the proprietor or originator 
of the proposition that impresses me as wise and just, I shall 
vote for it, Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding he is the proprietor. 
| Applause.] It is entirely immaterial to me who may be asso- 
ciated with or responsible for a legislative proposition. If it 


commends itself to my judgment, I will vote for it, no matter 
who may support it. On the other hand, if it fails to commend 
itself to my judgment as being right I will vote against it, no 
matter who may indorse and approve or originate it. The re- 
sponsibility of legislation ours and we act, Mr. Chairman, 
upon it. It is a great pleasure, though, for me to say in the 
very outset of this discussion under these conditions that I 
would support—although, as I shall indicate a little later, it 
might not be absolutely necessary for the purpose of adequately 
taking care of existing conditions—I would support a measure 
that went far and no further than the recommendations of 
the President of the United States in 1904 and 1905. 

I said I cared very little about the paternity of the measure. 
I would not like to have that applied, however, to the name of 


is 


as 


the distinguished gentleman who stands to-day as the sponsor 
of this measure before the House. If this legislation proves to 
be wise—as I very much fear, aye, as I believe it will not if 
cuacted into law—if it should prove to be wise, it is a great 


| the opinion in Smythe v. Ames, say that this was surrounded by 


| a great deal of embarrassment—I say, not only is it true as to 


| other person knows, what that definite, scientific rule is. 


Now, | 








the judicial tribunals of this country, but it is more than true 0! 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. They do not know, no 
You 
may search the opinions of the Interstate Commerce Commi: 
sion from the year 1887 to the year of our Lord 1905, and no 
live man can tell by any decision that tribunal has ever render: 
what its next decision will be upon the question of the scien! 
determining of what a reasonable rate is. No railroad, 10 
shipper, can tell from the decisions already rendered what t 
next decision is to be. I do not suggest, Mr. Chairman, that 
these important and underlying considerations should negitive 
any legislative action. 

But I suggest them on the threshold of thts discussion in 
order that we may appreciate the vast and tremendous ( 
culties involyed in this great question, in order that we | 
fully understand what power we are proposing now by this |)!!! 
to vest in a purely political tribunal without recourse and wit! 
out appeal. If any distinguished gentleman desires to exa 
the law for the purpose of ascertaining the character of s 
indefiniteness and would like to get the most recent and valu:)c 
declaration of a court upon this great question as to wh 
there is any definite, scientific basis upon which a reas 
rate is to be determined, which is the absolute foundati if 
all this agitation, the complete genesis upon which thi 
must ultimately rest, I will give him two cases to whic) le 
ean refer. There is a distinguished and able judge in my »'\'' 
Judge Savage, a very learned man, who has rendered two 
ions which contain more careful, scientific detail, marki it 
out more plainly than any other opinion yet announced b) 
court; and yet after all he says they have this same deli 
uncertainty and this characteristic great indefiniteness. | 
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give you the names of the cases, and if you have any occasion 
or curiosity you can refer to them. Kennebec Water District 
against Waterville, 97 Me., 185; Brunswick and Topsham Water 
District against Maine Water Company, 99 Me., 71. 

Now, these suggestions, Mr. Chairman, are simply funda 
mental, and they illustrate the infinite difficulties involved in 
the question to be submitted to this tribunal, which is to be 
yested with power by this bill. It provides for determinations 
that are practically absolutely arbitrary to the very last de 
gree. That is the kind of power we propose to rest in this 
tribunal. 

I have said, Mr. Chairman—and I wish to emphasize that 
assertion—that I would be entirely willing upon this occa 


sion to follow the recommendations of the President of the | 


United States; and so I would. But I submit that this bill 
goes vastly further. I do not wish to be understood, how- 
ever, as admitting that it is absolutely necessary to pass many 
of the provisions of this bill, except a few minor details, be 
cause I submit, and I submit it with all candor, under these cir- 
cumstances of excitement, that if the provisions of existing 
law, statutory, Federal in their character, and the provisions 
of the common law, which require every carrier to serve at a 
reasonable rate and without any discrimination, independent 
of either Federal or State legislation, fundamental as the law 
itself, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that if the existing provisions 
of Federal legislation, which are nothing more than the enact- 
ment of the fundamental provisions of the common law, and 
their application to interstate commerce, if they were reason 
ably and fairly and continuously enforced, and the people 
who are affected by this condition would avail themselves of 
their common-law rights in the tribunals established by law 
for the purpose of maintaining and vindicating them, nine- 
tenths of the occasion for this legislation would absolutely 
vanish and disappear. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I said that I would support this bill, 
provided it followed the recommendations of the President of 
the United States. Now, I wish to make myself clear. There 
are three great important particulars in which this legislation 
is not in harmony with the recommendation of the President of 
the United States. 
a very important political question, and we stand here to-day 
upon this floor and witness the edifying spectacle of both sides 
of this Chamber engaging in a legislative race to see which side 
will get most credit for applying relief to this condition; and in 
that race, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the procession has 
gone away beyond its leader; the army is away in advance of 
i neral. The leader has made some prescriptions calculated 
to take care of this disease, but under our zeal, under the cir 
cumstances, I submit, Mr. Chairman, with great confidence and 
1 trust with great candor, that in our zeal we have gone vastly 
further and are about to apply remedies not recommended or 
asked for, which, in my judgment, will be vastly worse than the 


di ise, 





First, this bill confers upon this Commission, in my opinion, 
the power to initiate rates; second, the bill does not give what 
the President’s recommendation, twice repeated, declares is 
necessary in order that it may conserve wise legislation. It 
( not give any court of appeal. And the third is vastly more 

ortant than either. This bill puts in the hands of a tribunal 
of seven men the power to say whether they shall have elimi- 
ted the preferential rates that prevail everywhere in all this 


Under these circumstances it has become | 
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; all. Under section 13 the Commission have held that a « 


t Republic, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, from the Cana- | 


i border to the Gulf of Mexico, and which absolutely affect 
ery class of business interest in this country, and upon which 
eir business welfare and prosperity depend. 

INITIATING RATES. 
Now, I say first, Mr. Chairman, it confers the power of initi 

g rates. It is hardly necessary for me to ¢all attention to 
the fact, as I shall now do, that the President says in so many 


words that he does not want that power conferred. 


He says: 
I eall your 


* attention to the fact that my proposition is not to give 
tne Commission power to initiate or originate rates generally, but to 
! ite the rate already fixed and originated by the road upon com 
I t and after investigation. 

Che committee agreed entirely with that, and made this as 
rtion in their report: 
As before observed, the power to initiate rates is not given to the 
Commission. So far as is known, but very few persons have thought 
it wise to confer this power, and it is just to the Interstate Commerce 
ommission to say that, as we are advised, no member of the Com- 
Mission thinks it wise that they should be invested with this power. 


[ want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I concur with the Presi- 
dent, and I agree with the distinguished chairman of this com- 
mittee. I do not believe that a tribunal of seven men should 
be at one and the same time a detective agency, a prosecuting 


uttorney, and a lord high executioner, even though railroads | by section 13. 





| which 


may be the subject aimed at. I agree with the President of the 
United States, and with the distinguis! ec) ( 
mittee. Now, as to this se1 n of tl ‘ ! S . 
effect of this bill, I feel bound to 
great ability and integrit when I « | | 1 
grave doubts of the fact, but on more « t. 1 
I submit it to the consid [ t 
satisfied me, Mr. Chairman, that w : 
intended or expected, that this a nd . 
bill does, under the circumstances, that 
power. I call your attention, Mr. Chairman » sect t in 
this bill, which amends section 15, and | beg you to! é 
fully its language: 
That the Commission is authorized and 
its duty, whenever, after full hearing upon a com ma: 
Now, mark the language 
| as provided in section 13 of this t. 
This section 4 neither adds to nor tal from tl 3 


vested in this Interstate Commerce Co! : 
It does not increase their power; it does not I 
power. It leaves it exactly where section 13 defines the And 





then we have this concluding lage in s n 4 g 
section 15: 
The foregoing enumeration of powers shall not le Ly ower 


the Commission would otherwise have in the 
under the provisions of this act 


Expressly providing that the provisions of law that obt 
section 13 shall remain absolutely intact. Now, t me call 
|} your attention to section 15, and the manner in which, uncer 
that section, complaint may be originated. 

Sec. 13. That any person, firm, corporat 
mercantile, agricultural, or manufacturin 
or municipal organization complaining of ap done omit i to 
be done by any common carrier subject to the is of 1 t 
in contravention of the provisions thereof, may rly 1 ¢ 
sion by petition, which shall briefly state the fa , et 

What does section 4 amending section 15 do? It simply 
enacts all the provisions of section 13; but I have t read tl 


| carrier could not make complaint. Complaints wer nfined to 
parties interested adversely to the common carrier. The amend- 
|} ment gives to common earriers that 1 TI l 

any other change in that section, but that section contail 
other provision which further defines how complaints can be 
made, The concluding parts of section 13 read 1] 

Said Commission * * * may institute any n own 
motion in the same manner and to the same effect as 1 I i 
had been made. 

That is “the complaint” made as provided in section 18 of 
this act. 

As the law now stands, adverse complaint and « 
inquiries instituted by the Commission amounting to 
thing, are the only things upon which the Con } 
base an investigation or a finding. Their finding or « 

| not effective until approved and enforced by t irt 
amendment simply adds the carrier 

the orders made on complaints self-executing \ 
complaints, the only change 1 le is in tl 

lowing the complaint. The adverse « pl 
potential as the basis of a self-executing ord Phat 
section 13 conferring upon the Commis 1 t 

tute any inquiry” remains in full vigor, as no 

to in any way amend it. The Commission still ) 
“initiate any inquiry,” and as the bill 1 es 

plait t pote! tial as the basis of a self 

inquiry instituted by the Comn . 

language of the st: tute, “the same eff 

had been made,” the conclusion is ol 

the Commission “ may institute any 

the potential basis of a self-executing o1 Lh 

tents and purposes they can initiate rates. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, will 
for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman y l 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly; except | I l 
have the gentleman take up too much of 1 { [ } 

| great deal of ground to cover. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Just a moment I al 
ested in the point the gentleman is making, and 
site view of it. Section 15 says, “ When r, after f 





upon a complaint made, as provided in s« 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Precisely so 

Mr. HARDWICK. That language would 
tion originated by the Commission itself, would it? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It covers every con nt contemplated 
Section 13 provides for two methods of originat- 
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ing proceedings, in terms for the originating of complaints, one 
by the adverse party, and expressly confers upon the Commis- 
sion the power to originate an inquiry, in effect a complaint 
itself, in the same manner and with the same effect as though 
a complaint were made. 

Mr. HARDWICK. It does not say that the Commission may 
originate complaints itself. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; it does not, in terms; but com- 
plaints are provided for and the Commission is authorized to 
make a complaint substantially itself. The Commission origi- 
nates the inquiry, in the same manner and with the same effect 
as though complaints were made, and I will say further that a 
distinguished member of that Commission, after conference with 
myself, now entertains the view that this probably does confer 
upon the Commission this power. I agree with the President, 
the committee, and the Commission that this power of origina- 
ting complaints ought not to be conferred upon them, and this 
bill clearly carries that power with it. They ought not to be 
allowed to roam about the country looking for trouble. If peo- 

“ple are injured they will find it out, and if they are not enough 
interested in having their wrongs righted to make a complaint 
to the Commission they ought not be wet-nursed into litigation 
by a statutory prosecutor. 

REVIEW 

This bill does not undertake to give any review by the courts; 
and I desire to read the recommendation of the President of the 
United States upon that point, and then I desire to discuss this 
question for a few moments as to how effective a review may 
be and under what circumstances it may be had. 


BY THE COURTS. 
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The President | 


of the United States repeats twice the proposition that there | 


must be a review by the courts. I will read his first recommen- 


dation : 





In my judgment, the most important provision which such law should 
contain is that conferring upon some competent administrative body 
the power to decide, upon the case being brought before it, whether a 
given rate prescribed by a railroad is reasonable and just, and if it is 
found to be unreasonable and unjust, then, after full investigation of 
the complaint, to prescribe the limit of rate beyond which it shall not 
be lawful to go—the maximum reasonable rate, as it is commonly 
called—this decision to go into effect within a reasonable time and to 
obtain from thence onward, subject to review by the courts. 

It does not answer that recommendation to say that under | 


circumstances the court can review the action of this 
‘ommission, circumstances which practically amount to confis- 


certain 


{ 


cation, under which the extraordinary power of the court of | 
equity can be invoked. I submit the President of the United 
States in making this recommendation contemplated that the 


legislation that conferred upon this Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission the power to fix a maximum rate and maintain that 
rate until it was overturned by a review by the courts would 
contain a provision providing for that review. He repeats this 


recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman pardon me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think the President of the | 
United States contemplated that the courts should determine in 
review what was a reasonable rate—should review the reason- 
ableness of the rate? 

ir. LITTLEFIELD. That is exactly what the President 
< it 

Ir. TOWNSEND. Does the gentleman contend that the 
power could be conferred upon a court to do anything of that 
j 1 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I will reach that point 
\ e bit later, and I think I will explain my position perfectly 
well to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TowNsEenp]. ‘The 
President says: 

Bu iy judgment, the necessity for giving this further power is 


s great as the necessity for giving the Commission or 
body the other powers I have enumerated above; and 
inadvisable to attempt to vest this particular power in 
other administrative body until it already possesses 


‘ 


sion or 


and is exercising what I regard as by far the most important of all the 
powe [ recommend as being vitally important—that to fix a given 
maxi I te, which rate, after the lapse of a reasonable time, goes 
into ful ffect, subject to review by the courts. 

Now, if language in a Presidential message is entitled to or- 


dinary construction, I submit that that conveys to the ordinary 
mind the meaning that the President of the United States con- 
templated, whether constitutionally or otherwise—I haye not 
reached the discussion of that point as yet—that the same legis- 
lation that invested this tribunal with this extraordinary auto- 
cratic power would also vest another tribunal with a power to 
review the determination of that tribunal. Whether it is consti- 
tutional or not raises another question. I would say, in connec- 
tion with this question, that under these peculiar circumstances 
and curious conglomerate of legal relation, that this Commis- 








| under circumstances like that except—when? 
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sion undoubtedly, when it undertakes to determine whether or 
not an existing rate is fair or reasonable, acts in a judicial ca- 
pacity, and it is also absolutely true, Mr. Chairman, that when it 
undertakes to say what a rate shall be it acts in its legislative ca- 
pacity ; so that we have, independent of the question of review, 
a curious conglomerate of legal powers in this incongruous, ad- 
ministrative, judicial body; a union of judicial power, execu- 
tive and legislative power supposedly to be exercised, aye, must 
be exercised, according to the genesis of this bill at one and the 
same time by the same tribunal. 

I will say as to that proposition that I am not clear whether 


| it is possible, whether it is constitutional, whether it is proper 


for us to combine judicial, legislative, executive, and adminis- 
trative functions in one and the same body at the same time, 
political in its character though it may be. There has not yet 
been any determination by the courts of the United States or 
any other courts that hold that that either can or can not be 
done. The courts have talked about it. Judge Sage, in an 
oral opinion in one of the Federal reporters, said that this 
tribunal exercised a quasi judicial power as well as a legis- 
lative power; but that is the foundation of your whole propo- 
sition—that you can combine in one body three—yes, three— 
absolutely distinct, independent, constitutional powers—judicial, 
administrative, and legislative. 

That is the foundation of your proposition. Now, if it be 
sound that that can be done, I want to say that at least on 
one of the phases of the power vested in this tribunal—that this 
curious act vests in it—the court would have the right to re- 
view at least that judicial power. Whether they could go fur- 
ther and vest in it the right to control the legislative power, of 
course, aS my friend says, that raises a serious question, and 
I doubt whether it can be done. Under the theory as main- 
tained and thoroughly believed in by some, that when in this 
bill this Interstate Commerce Commission is vested with the 
power to say whether a rate is reasonable or otherwise and 
vested with the power to fix a just and reasonable rate, it is 
acting, Mr. Chairman, in accordance with the provisions of the 
law, and if it should turn out that it did not fix a just and rea- 
sonable rate that it then violated the law and hence it was open 
to review by some higher tribunal on the ground that its acts were 
unlawful. It is claimed the court would have that power. I 
do not say I adhere to that so far as I am concerned, but if you 


| can take your conglomerate Commission and make it stand up 


under the provisions of this bill, it may be possible that you 
could make a provision that would stand, that would take that 
same Commission before a court that would review its deter- 
minations in accordance with the law of the land. 

Why, it is no answer to the suggestion to say we are engaged 
in legislation here that involves a proposition that no railroad 
can be protected against a decision of the Interstate Commerc 
Commission unless—what? Why, unless its decisions practi 
cally deprive it of its constitutional rights, take its property 
without due compensation, deprive it of its property by depriv- 
ing it of the value of its use; that under these extraordinary 
circumstances a court of equity is called upon to intervene 
Now, for a moment let us divorce ourselves from the excitement 
appertaining to this great question. Does not every lawyer 
upon this floor know that a court of equity never interferes 
Except when t! 
constitutional right of a railroad is invaded or infringed. 
this a bill for the purpose of exercising the right of eminent ( 
main and under that guise take away the value of the pro 
erty of the railroad companies? If you are going to exercise 
the control you are talking about and the circumstances und: 
which you propose to exercise it, one might suppose that you pr 
pose to invoke at least one element of eminent domain, that 
taking the property. We are creating a tribunal which vy 
simply say what is a reasonable rate. 

Does the Constitution of the United States, I ask you, \Ir 
Chairman, guarantee to any railroad company 6 per cent on 
capital, 5 per cent, 4 per cent, 3 per cent, 2 per cent, or 1 | 
cent? Not for a moment; and the only point where we 
able to interfere is precisely the point that is just within 
point of confiscation. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. If I understand the gentleman’s 4! 
ment correctly, he holds that it is possible that a court m 
review the orders of the Commission on the ground thia' 
would be lawful to make such a review. I ask him if he ¢ 
not understand that this bill provides that this action | 
bring in question the lawfulness of the Commission’s 01 
and if the court has power to do that, inasmuch as this 
does not interfere with any of the existing powers of the 
that that right would still rest with the petitioner? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will answer the gentleman by 
suggestion: Every lawyer knows—and that includes my fr! 
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beeause he is a good lawyer—that no man can go into a court 
of equity and ask fer the interposition of a writ of injunction 
except in an extraordinary case. It is absolutely fundamental 
to the equity jurisdiction. 

It is only when the constitutional right under this bill would 
be infringed and invaded that the power of the court can be in- 
yoked, and there is not a lawyer when he sits down and coolly 
reflects but knows that is a perfectly accurate statement of the 
law of the land. This right can not be impaired by the Con- 
gress or by any tribunal created by it. Now, forsooth, is that 
an appeal from the orders of the Commission that are to take 
effect and be operative until this extraordinary power is invoked? 
Now, I do not say that the legislative discretion of this Com- 
mission can be reviewed by the court. I do not think it can, 
although I will admit the authorities are not entirely uniform 
on the proposition as to when the court will interfere. 

‘ir. TOWNSEND. I am not talking about—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. One moment. I desire to say this: I 
say any orders of this conglomerate tribunal known as the “ In- 
terstate Commerce Commission,” 
and legislative authority, so far as it exercises judicial authority, 
it is subject to review; so far as it exercises purely executive, 
administrative, or legislative authority, I do not think it is open 
to review. 

{ do not think it is open to review until the exercise of that 


legislative discretion infringes the constitutional right of either | 


the railroad or some other person in this country, and in this 
instance it is only railroads, because it is only aimed at them. 
While I am on this point of the discussion I want to call 
attention to the fact that there is no well-considered case that 
says just exactly under what circumstances the court will in- 
terfere by injunction. Asking the time of the House, I am 


composed of judicial, executive, | 
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operating expenses, would have been too small to affect the ge | 
| conclusion that the act, if enforced, would have deprived each of the 
railroad companies involved in these suits of the just compensation 


| secured to them by the Constitution. 


going to call attention now, just for a moment, to the decision of | 


the Supreme Court upon that question found in Smythe v. 
Ames, 169 United States, 466. I will read a few of the citations 
upon which the court relied, and call your attention to the facts 
upon which the court passed in that particular case. The court 
mikes several citations, three or four of which I shall read ex- 
tracts from. One extract is from the case of Budd v. New York 
(143 U. 
precise proposition as to when the United States Supreme Court 
would interfere by injunction to restrain the operation of an 
order of a State commission, not the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, but a State commission, involving the same legal prin- 
ciple—and in that ease the court said that— 

Such power |commission] was not one to destroy or a power to com- 
pel the doing of the services without reward, or to take private property 
for public use without just compensation or without due process of law. 

And from the ease of Reagan v. Farmers’ Loan and Trust 
Company (154 U. S., 362) the court made this citation: 

This, as has been often observed, is a Government of law, and not a 


Government of men; and it must never be forgotten that under such 


S., 517), where the court said—this was involving the | 


i Government, with its constitutional limitations and guaranties, the | 


ms of law and the machinery of government, with all their reach of 
power, must in their actual workings stop on the hither side of the 
unnecessary and uncompensated taking or destruction of any private 
property legally acquired and legally held. 

And again, from the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway 
case (156 U. S., 649) : 


rhere is a remedy in the courts for relief against legislation estab- 
iing a tariff of rates which are so unreasonable as to practically 
‘troy the value of property of companies engaged in the carrying 
siness, and that especially may the courts of the United States treat 
a question as a judicial one, and hold such acts of legislation to 

in conflict with the Constitution of the United States, as depriviny 
the companies of their property without due process of law, and as de- 
priving them of the equal protection of the laws. 


rhe next case is the Covington case, and from that the court 
cited: 


A statute which, by its necessary operation, compels a 


} 


such 


it to such further reduction of rates as will prevent it from keep- 
|) its road in proper repair, and from earning any dividends whatever 

stockholders, is as obnoxious to the Constitution of the United 
es as would be a similar statute relating to the business of a rail- 

d corporation having authority, under its charter, to collect and 

elve tolls for passengers and freight. 

Now, I beg you to note that in these three or four citations 
made by Justice Harlan in his opinion every one of them pro- 
ceeds upon the hypothesis that it is confiscation that fixes the 
houndary of the jurisdiction of this Commission, and it is only 
when the point of confiscation is reached that the extraordinary 
power of the court in equity and appeal, forsooth, to review the 
vecision obtains. Nobody on earth, Mr. Chairman, can question 


QS 
‘ ! 


(he jurisdiction of this legislative body in the operation of its 
legislative functions, and we clothe this Interstate Commerce 
Commission with our legislative power, with all its privileges 
and subject to all these conditions, and among others, that su- 


preme power to exercise within its scope its uncontrolled dis- 
eretion, 





| rates. 


turnpike | 
pany, when charging only such tolls as are just to the public, to | 


| is but little complaint has been made to the*committee conc 
classification, it was not deemed wise at this time to suggest new S 
tion upon that subject. So, too, with the question of th f 
rates. The committee has not deemed it wise at ime to t 
new legislation to change existing law upon that subj It is one of 
very great importance— interesting, however, as a | to certain par 
| ticular communities rather than to the publ at lars it 4 
conflicts between towns and cities rather than the public gene ly, and 
it relates more to the building up of certain local interests of a |! 
nature rather than to the interests of the people of the whole co : 

Therefore we thought best not to hamper or hinder the subject f 
the bill by adding to them those other less urgent considerations I 
fact, the committee has endeavored to confine its action to ti 


| June 30, 1891, 1892, and 1893; and that in the exceptional ca 
| stated, when two of the companies would have earned something a 


2073 


Now, what does Justice Harlan say after having cited these 
various opinions, every oue of which turned upon contiscation? 
He said: 


In view of the adjudications these principles must be regarded 
settled. 


After stating two principles unrelated to this dis 
states the third, as follows: 


cussion, he 


While rates for the transportation of persons and property within the 
limits of a State are primarily for its determination, ¢ ' 
whether they are so unreasonably low as to deprive the vier ¢ 
property without such compensation as the Constitution secures d 
therefore without due process of law, can not be so concl \ 

mined by the legislature of the State or by regulations ado; 
its authority, that the matter may not become the subje 
inquiry. 

Now, that was the Smyth & Ames case. railroads 
were being considered and the order of the railroad commission 
of the State of Nebraska cut down their rates 294 per cent. It 
turned out upon examination that in one case at least wi 
der this order of the railroad commission the earnings of one 
railroad had been so reduced that it would have 


t ol aici 


Seven 


been operated 
at a loss of $62,243, and it was absolute confiscation in that case. 
There were seven roads affected, and in all but two they 
would have been operated at a loss, and in those with only a 
very small margin above operating expenses. So the court said: 
On the contrary, we are of opinion that as to most of the companies 


in question there would have been, under such rates as were estab 
lished by the act of 1893, an actual loss in each of the years end r 


f 


operating expenses in particular years, the recei 








So that I think, Mr. Chairman, that the summation of the 
legal proposition is fairly this: That the Court will simply stop 
just this side of confiscation. This bill confers no rights of 
review of any kind upon the courts. So far as the railroa 
are concerned it stops short of nothing except their 
tional rights, which it has no power to invade. 


constitu- 


PREFERENTIAL RATI 

Now I wish to go further and say, in my judgment, this bi! 
confers upon the Interstate Commerce Commission power ov: 
the preferential; and here again I regret very much to say that 
I am not able to agree with my distinguished friend the chair 
man of this committee. I want to call attention right here to 
this important fact. Is there any agitation to-day in this 
country, is there any demand in this country that this Inter 
state Commission should be authorized to put its hands upon 
the preferential in existence throughout the length and breadth 
of this land, without which business could not exist and int 
ference with which would greatly impair business? What is the 
agitation and what is its strength? 

Is there much said against the increase of 


rates or against 
excessive rates? Very little. The complaints are principally 
about rebates and discriminations, but little about excess 


And under those circumstances or conditions has ai 
thing been said concerning the preferential rate? 
says: 


The report 


mendations of the President as contained in annual mes 


1904 and 1905. 

Here we have the great authority of this committee establish 
ing the fact that there is “ but little complaint,” and that t! 
recommendation of the President does not include “ 
of rates.” This ought to settle that question. 

Now, right here upon this point let me call attention to one of 
the latest fulminations of an archagitator on questions inyol 
railroad legislation and railroad rates. I refer to an aarticle by 
Ray Stannard Baker in the February number of McClure 
which he makes one of his very intense and interesting attacks 
upon the beef trust and speaks of the rebates and advautage 
of indiscriminations by which they are enabled to build up their 
business. 

He says, referring to Armour: 


the relatic 





He was getting special favors, rebates, concessions, d 
by which unfair, unjust, and positively unlawful means he 
business. That was wholly bad. 


riminations, 


built up his 


aaa SI a | 








Not a word about preferentials or differentials or even exces- 
sive rates per se, but rebates, discriminations. private cars, re- 
f tor cars, switches treated as independent lines, fake law- 

et And that is the burden, Mr. Chairman, of the song. 

Now, I submit that this bill confers upon this Commission the 
] er to ol tl preferential, and of course I understand 
perfectly that in this I am undertaking to demonstrate a propo- 
sition that will be gratifying to the gentleman from Michigan 

ir. TOWNSEND], and I feel sorry that I am obliged to differ 
with the distinguished chairman of the committee. 


I believe, Mr. 


constr 


Chairman, that this bill is not only open to that 
ction, but is bound to have that construction. Under ex- 
tions, what has the Commission done? When the 
Commission has found what they call an unjust or undue pref- 
erence, and that a locality is injured by this preference, or an 
individual industry, they have issued an order, ordering them 

, and these orders have to be complied with in one of 
two ways. What is the essence of a preferential? The essence 


isting condi 


+ 7 ; + 
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is that less is charged pro rata for a long haul of transportation 
than for a short haul. How would you correct this preferen- 


tial? Wither by raising the rate of the long haul or by lowering 
the rate of the short haul. Either, Mr. Chairman, is equally as 
successful; and in compliance with such orders of 
heretofore made, both ways have been used 
reably and with like success. That is to say, they 
‘ raised the rate of the long haul or lowered the 
short-haul rate. Now, I submit that this bill—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Does the gentleman state that the Com- 
mission have ever raised a rate? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not know whether they have 
raised rate or not. No; the Commission has never raised a 
rate and it has never lowered a rate. The Commission, when- 
ever they have made any order in connection with the prefer- 
ential, if Mr. Prouty stated it correctly to me—the Commission 
has simply issued an order for the railroad to desist when they 
are engaged in what they believe to be an undue or an unjust 


potential, as 
the Comn 


nterchan 


ission 


have eith 


roads to determine whether they would raise the long-haul rate 
or lower the short-haul rate. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to say to the gentleman in that 
mn that if he will read the report that the Commission 
made to the Senate during its hearings, or read Senate Doecu- 
30 in the Fifty-fourth Congress, he will discover that 
rate. I call the gentleman’s attention specif- 
known as the “ Walla Walla Case.” The Com- 


connecti 


, ~ 
ment No. 
+} Ii ] “<r 
they did lower a 


ic Il to the case 


mission ordered that they should desist from charging the then 
existing rate, and that they should not exceed a certain lower 
rate 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is precisely the proposition here. 
This bill in terms gives the Commission the power to lower a 


y have no right to do, any act that they 
ought to do, can be inquired of by the Commission under the 


expre nguage of this bill. Now, how does section 3 read? 
It is not amended by this section, but it is a part of this act. 
Sect . y ads: 

Sec. { That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to 
the provi s of this act to make or give any undue or unreasonable 
prefe e or advantage to any particular person, company, firm, cor- 
pe ! y, or any particular description of traffic, in any 
re V rr to subject any particular person, company, firm, 

' ee é particular description of traffic, to any 
und or unre nable prejudice or disadvantage in any respect what- 

Bot r. 
Now, I am not discussing the propriety of this; I am dis- 


the question whether they have the power to take charge 
of the preferentials. I have here the report that was made to 
the Senate by the Commission, and if I have time before I get 
through with this discussion I will take occasion to refer to it, 
because it demonstrates the inefficiency of this Commission as 
compared with the traffic managers in the control of the rail- 
road system in fixing rates, if the determination of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States stands for anything. 


cussing 
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preference between localities, and they have left it to the rail- | 


FEBRUARY 5, 


Now, this section 3 of the act in terms gives the Commission 
the power to inquire into the preferential between localities, 
and section 15 says they may inquire into any violation of the 
provisions of the act. 

And then what? My friend says that they have imposed a 
lower rate. That is just exactly what this bill authorizes them 
to do when they find a preference existing, which simply mesns 
a low rate with a long haul as compared with a high rate with 
a short haul. What does this bill say? The bill says they may 
fix “the charge or charges to be thereafter observed in such 
‘ase as the maximum to be charged.” They are authorized by 
section 3 to consider the preferential proposition. They «re 
vested with a power by the amendment to consider the violation 
of any provision of this act, and this act itself authorizes them 
to say what the maximum rate is that shall be charged, and 
they can say to the short haul with its high rate, Cut down the 
rate and wipe out the preferential. Now, there is another pro- 
vision of this bill which practically in terms confers this vital, 
important power upon this Commission, and against which [ 
may say now that my argument is made and in which I find 
the most vital objection to this legislation, because I think it is 
extremely dangerous in its character. 

What is the next provision? I am reading now from line 25, 
page 10, “and to make an order that the carrier shall cease 
and desist from any violation.” Mark you, that, so far as it 
goes, is exactly a repetition of the law as it now stands. How 
does the law read on that point as it stands now? It reads as 
follows in section 15: If they find that anything has been 
done or omitted to be done in violation of the provisions of this 
act— 
it shall be the duty of the Commission to forthwith cause a copy of its 
report in respect thereto to be delivered to such common carrier, to- 
gether with notice to such common carrier to cease and desist from 
such violation. 

That is all we have in the law to-day—an order to cease and 
desist. Now, then, suppose we have a preferential, and the 
Commission are of the opinion that it is undue and unjust to 
the extent of being 10 per cent too low, or, if you please, upon 
the short haul 10 per cent too high? What does this amend- 
ment do? This amendment authorizes them to make an order 


| that the common carrier shall cease and desist from such 


| shall 


violation. 

Now, on the assumption that I have made—and it is a per- 
fectly proper assumption, because it might well occur—they 
have found a violation of the act to the extent of 10 per cent 
too low on the long haul or 10 per cent too high on the short 
haul, a violation of “the provisions of this act.” Then, what 
does the bill say? Instead of stopping there, as the old law 
did, it goes on to provide “ and to make an order that the carrier 
cease and desist from such violation to the extent to 


| which the Commission shall find the same to exist ’’—expressly 


conferring upon this Commission, if they find a diserimin:- 
tion either upon the long or the short haul, the power to 
order the common carrier to desist to that specific extent. 
I say I am not discussing the propriety of the proposition— 
whether they will exercise their judgment wisely or other- 
wise—but I am discussing the question as to whether tlic 
power is vested in this Commission, and I submit it will |! 
impossible under a fair analysis of the conditions of this bill, 
taken in connection with the provisions of the existing law, to 
hold otherwise. 

They have the power to take into account the preferential 
and say whether or not the long haul—that is, the low rate— 





| shall be higher or the short haul—that is, the high rate—s)}):11 


rate absolutely. I am obliged tothe gentleman. The order which 
he says the Commission made is precisely the order they are 
authorized by this bill to make. 

Now, what is the bill? Let me read it on that point. Sec- | 
tion 15, page 10, as amended, says, after providing that the 
Cr ssion shall investigate the question of unduly preferen- 
tial or udicial rates: 

( ‘ violation of the provisions of this act— 

M you— 
ot vise In violation of any of the provisions of this act. 

t es not stop at one section, it does not stop at two sec- 
tions—“ or otherwise in violation of any of the provisions of 
TI t 


be lower. It would be, if in their judgment it was unjust or un- 
reasonable, a violation of the provisions of this act, and in terms 
they are authorized to say to what extent that desisting shall 
take place, or, to quote the language exactly, “the extent to 
which the Commission find the same to exist.” So that, I think, 
Mr. Chairman, I have demonstrated that this bill confers upon 
this Commission what I believe to be a tremendous p f 
Now, what is the power? It is the power to regulate and con- 
trol the preferential that exists not only between industries 2nd 


| individuals, but between localities, and you want to bear in mind 
| this fact, if this is an important power and if this is a grive 


question, we ought to be careful how we act here, because :!1y 
power vested in this Commission is probably vested in it f il 
time. 

We are not legislating for to-morrow morning; we ar: t 
legislating for the year 1909. We are legislating here, not «ly 
for the railroads, but for the business interests of this country 
and for our children and our children’s children, and the «1i°s- 
tion is whether we will take the vast interests of this coun'ry, 
independent of the railroads, because, as I say, I submii to 
you that the interest the railroads have in this question |». '2 
my judgment, a minor one i its character as compared with (he 
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vast interests involved in this bill, so far as the business im | town that he had sold halibut that had come that distance | 


terests are concerned—the question is whether we shall take 
from their managers the control of the railroads and their de- 
velopment of the conditions that exist to-day, with flourishing 
localities, and the permeation of these preferential rates through- 
out the length and breadth of this country, that flexible, move- 
able, adjustable, articulate control that is now vested in them 
and place it in a cast-iron strait-jacket, of which this Com- 
iission shall be the sole possessor of the key with which to 
lock or unlock the industries of this country. 

What is a preferential? Simply this: How would California 
cet its fruit into the East and be able with its peaches to com- 
pete with the peaches of Georgia and Delaware if it were not 
for what, Mr. Chairman? Why, a long haul at a low rate. 
Where would the oranges of California be in competition with 
the oranges of Florida if they were not able to carry them across 


a continent from the Pacific to the Atlantic through the opera- | 


tion of a long haul at a low rate? And yet this bill puts it in 
the power of this Interstate Commerce Commission to keep in 
California by change of that preferential every particle of fruit 
grown in that State. A blunder on their part would rot it in 
the orchards. 


Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? I 
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wish to say, inasmuch as the time of the gentleman from Maine | 


has nearly expired and there are so few of us who entertain 
the opinion so ably expressed by the gentleman from Maine, I 
pe the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce will afford us an opportunity to 
yoice our opinion by extending to the gentleman time sufficient 
to conclude his remarks. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield thirty minutes additional time. 
Mr. SIBLEY. I hope the gentleman—— 
Mir. HEPBURN. There are other gentlemen who expect to 
I who are here awaiting their time. 
\ir. SIBLEY. Oh, we understand that, but I trust he may 
permitted to conclude. 


day more. We have got everything except the appropriation 


ills behind us and let us have one more day’s debate, so the | 


ruth may be ascertained, rather than we shall not have the 
portunity of hearing the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I hope I will not be interrupted much 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a single question. From 
ISST to 1897 the Commission fixed rates, upheld some differ- 

als, and possibly regulated or reduced others. During these 
ten years the country was not paralyzed nor were widows bank- 
ted. Why ean not we have a Commission like that? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
iission, if I have time, before I get through my speech. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why can not we confer this 
power on a commission? It is not more power than the Com- 
Inission exercised for ten years. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The Commission has never yet suc- 
ceeded in enforcing in the Supreme Court of the United States 
practically a single decision they ever made upon the question 

f differentials. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. None have ever gone there. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ah, well; that is another proposition. 
Whether any minor cases involving merely cases of advice 
ave been followed or not I can not undertake to say. I have 
their report, I have it here in my hand, and, if I am not in- 
rrupted and have sufficient time, I will allude to it before I 
et through; but I defy any man to take that report and un- 
‘rtake to tell us whether they have undertaken in any advice 
they have given to disturb any preferential or differential that 
las existed in this country from time immemorial until now, 
und under which the vast industrial development is growing 
now from one end of this country to the other. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Will the gentleman yield to me just a 
ioment? I would ask the gentleman if his attention has been 
called to the fact that the carriers themselves in trying to fix 
differentials have themselves voluntarily gone to the Commis- 
sion and submitted the question to them and allowed the Com- 
inission to fix the differentials for them? I ask the gentleman 
i he knows that to be the fact? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand an arrangement of that 
sort nay have been made some time, but that does not involve 
this question. I call attention to the preferentials between lo- 
cilities. In 1902 I stood on the wharf in Tacoma, and I saw 
taken out of an old fishing smack halibut which were loaded in 
‘ freight car, and I learned that very car was attached to a 
passenger train and was carried to the Atlantic coast; and three 
weeks later, on returning, I learned from a fish dealer in my 
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This debate had better go over one | 
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means of a preferential. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the 
farmers of Nebraska within the last year have been sending 
their cream to a creamery in Omaha. That creamery has manu 
factured it into butter and sent it to Lowell, Mass., in comy 
tion with the farmers around St. Albans, who send ir ‘ 
to the creamery in St. Albans. So, through a pronoun 
preferential the farmers of Nebraska are competing at that 
point with the farmers of Vermont. This the Commission can 
arbitrarily stop. Out in the State of Iowa there is furnished an 
illustration of what in operation this legislation could ac 
plish. They have now existing a plan formulated by the ra 
road commission of the State of lowa which concentrates in the 
hands of the jobber in lowa the jobbing trade. 

Now, how, and why? Why, simply in this way: The jobb 
ean ship from Chicago in carload lots right through Colfax to 





Des Moines, 20 or 30 miles beyond Colfax, and the jobber 
Des Moines can break the cargo lots, and can ship the s: 
freight in smaller lots back to Colfax at substantially the sai 
price or less than the direct rate from Chicago to Colfax. There 
is a preferential existing throughout the State of Iowa, and 
will be open upon this bill for the shippers in Chicago to ins 


that there is a preferential existing in favor of the jobbers in 
Iowa; and that there is no reason why the rate from Chicago to 
Colfax should not be in proportion to the rate from Chica 
Colfax via Des Moines back to Colfax. This Commission, 
der this bill, can disorganize the whole railroad syste i 


sy 


Look at the wheat that is raised in the great Northw 
How much of the wheat that is raised in the Northwest could 
find a market on either ocean, find either point of dep: 
find either the hungry people of Europe or Asia, the Occide 
or the Orient, if it was not for a low preferential rate 
exists in its favor? 

Take into account, if you please, the cotton indust1 \\ 

| have cotton mills in the South, we have cotton mills in tl 
North. Now, I happen to know, under existing conditio! 
with the favorable hours of labor and the lack of embarrass 

| labor legislation prevailing in the South, and the facilities th 
have for the employment of child labor, that to-day it is all th 
| people in New England can do, with their cotton mills, to co 

| pete with the cotton mills in the South. A preferential exists 
| in favor of the cotton mills in New England. They transport 
their raw material at a cheaper rate on a long haul than the 


I will advert to the action of the Com- 


mills in the South can from the same point of the supply of t 
raw material. They ship their manufactured products out 
precisely the same way, on a long haul, at a cheap rate. 


Do I want to turn over to the tender mercies of a pol | 
commission of seven the existence of the cotton industri 
New England? Within two weeks I have had it stated 
by distinguished gentlemen who believe in this le ! 
are anxious to see it prevail, that they hope under its terms to 
destroy the preferential charges existing in favor of these New 
England industries in order that the industries located 
raw material can have the benefit of what they call their natural 
proximity thereto. They conceded that by this indir hod 
they expect to transfer the cotton manufacturing ind 
from the North to the South. I do not propose by ny votes 
put in the hands of seven men the question as to whether tl 
shall still be a Fall River, a Lawrence, a Lowell, a Manchest 
a Biddeford, or a Lewiston. Their interests are too vast Ihe 
are too many millions involved. The employment of too many 


people is dependent upon it. 
I will not take the chances with any political tribunal 
without revision or appeal and put into their hands these 
vast business interests. Worcester, the heart of the ‘ 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, represented upon this flo 
by a worthy and able son of a most distinguished sire, 
presenting to-day the finest illustration of diversified m 
facturing industry that can be found in the confines of 


great Republic or in any other land, is absolutely deps 
upon its preferential long haul for the shipping in of its 1 


material and the shipping out of its manufactured products 
I will not consent to put the fate of Worcester into the han 
of any commission to say what its future shall be, whether it 
shall live or die, whether it shall flourish or whether it shall 
vanish as a manufacturing industrial center; whether its 
manufactories, now busy and active, profitably employed, s | 
be silent, filled only with rusting machinery, and its houses, 
now occupied by an industrious people, shall in the future be 
filled with poverty, want, and distress. 

I have in my own State—I do not know that it is affected by 
the preferential—the finest illustration of the dependence 
development upon railroad transportation that I think can be 
found anywhere. Fifteen years ago, at Ruinford Falls, there 
were but two farmhouses, and yet at that spot, with its splen 
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did, wondrous beauty, there was a waterfall with 30,000 poten- 


tial horsepower roaring, rushing, and tumbling unharnessed to 
the sea it had no transportation. Material had to be carried 
in and hauled out by teams. About fifteen years ago men of 
enius, with capital behind them, put a railroad into Rumford 
alls, and that place utilizing to-day 17,000 horsepower. It 
10,000 people, and is the finest illustration of manufacturing 

l lustrial development that can be found anywhere. I do 


t propose to | e that community where any seven men can 
trarily and without appeal control its destiny and say 
Chairman, to this fact, that 

rregated from other rates, 

! te tl , ines ndent of its relation to other 


trifling, espe- 
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facturing industries or mercantile ventures. They have to 
fight for their lives in the open market, and this Commission is 
to sit on the valve that controls the circulation without which 
they can not live. I submit to the candid consideration of this 
committee, Mr. Chairman, that all of these interests are vastly 
more vital and more potent than the mere interest of the trans- 
portation companies themselves. Our industries furnish the 
vital lifeblood. The railroads simply the veins and arteries 
through which it circulates. The railroads have an opportunity 
to go into the court and protect their rights and preserve their 
existence under the power of injunction, but these industries 
have not. 

Now, let me go a little further and call your attention to the 
fact that the answer may be made that this power is only to 
be exercised in cases where an injustice has been done. Now, 
the question is whether it is wiser and safer to put these vast 
business interests, involving billions of dollars of invested 
capital and $18,000,000,000 and. more of annual products, in 
the hands of seven men politically appointed, dependent for 
their tenure of office upon favor of the powers that be or that 
are to be, or to leave them in the hands, if you please, of the ten 
or twelve that have up to date managed them in this tremendous 
and successful development. 


What has been the result—what has been accomplished under 


the control of seven or eight men as railroad managers—and 
I assume it for the purpose of argument, although I know, 
and every other man knows, that no seven or eight men con 


trol the immense diversity of rates for transportation in this 
country, but, on the contrary, thousands of men are engaged 
every day of the three hundred and sixty-five days of the year, 
less Sundays, in adjusting and modifying and regulating and 
accommodating these rates to the condition or 
business to meet 
country ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
ruption? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, although I have but a short time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not 
a fact that these seven men, or six or ten men, that he is tall 
ing about—president, general superintendent of the great. rail 
lines—have nothing whatever to do with fixing the rat: 
and know nothing about the system? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have no doubt 
tirely right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR 
the traflic managers? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Precisely so. Hundreds and thousand 
of traffic managers, experts, grown up in the business for yen 
and familiar with the development of the business and with 
great industrial interests of the country and of the people wh 
servants they are. 

Now, then, is it wise to take it 
hundreds and thousands of men 
ability and capacity by the condition of the industrial, agri: 
tural, mining, and mercantile prosperity and success of 1 
great country to-day, the parallel of which has not | 
een history began to be written? It is for gentle 
who want to transfer the control and power for fi 
rates, especially the differential rate, to put the contro! 
this vast property and this medium of transportation, t! 
instruments of communication between one part of this « 
try and the other, serving its vast business interests « 
long distances and necessary rates—it is for the gentlemen 
want to transfer it from the thousands of experts to satisf 
that the seven men, politically appointed, will give us | 
administration and accomplish better results 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman allow n 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; if you will not take up too ! 


Will 


road 
is eon 


the gentleman 


(continuing). 


out of the hands of th 
who have demonstrated th 


since 


the 


maha 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In connection with 
man’s statement that the rates are fixed by the tral 
I want to ask him if he recollects the incident mentioned in 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission's reports, where a 
was raised In the Southwest, complaint was made, and 
(raffiCe manager went on the stand and swore that he did 
himself raise the rate, but that he raised it in pursuance 
ent to him by an official in New York 8! 
that be had nothing to do with it himself? The C 
decided that it was unjust and that it ought to be lowered. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the gentleman from Wis 


yin 


have an idea that with thirteen billions of money and 21 
injles of railroad you will not have sporadic cases of u 
rites? That is absolutely incident to every human condi! 


We ean not expect perfection from railrond managers; a! 
want to say to you that if you put it on the basis of perfe 
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conditions of 
the demands of the markets throughout the 


the gentleman allow me an inter- 


tut that they are fixed by 
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the ability to determine what is right and what is wrong under 
the laws of the land—thank God! not agitation, not excitement, 
not passion or prejudice, but under the laws of the land—I say 
if you put it on the question of efficiency, I will demonstrate 


| 


from their own record the utter incapacity of this Interstate | 


Commerce Commission to take charge of this great question. I 
state that advisedly. 

Let me go further and see how they can justify turning over 
this great transportation that so articulates itself with the 
business interests of this great country and upon which every 
thing is dependent from the hands of these experts into the 
hands of seven men. To justify it they must satisfy us that 
they will improve conditions. Will there be more farms? Will 
they be better cultivated? Will there be more industries? Will 
they build up larger towns than have already been built up by 
raffie conditions that have been operated under practical 
economic conditions and natural laws in a zone where it is 
practically impossible for legislation to effectively enter? If 
they will not do that, what will they do? Will they paralyze 
development, or go further? I submit that it is for them, not 
withstanding some disagreeable and unjustifiable conditions, to 
satisfy us and satisfy the industries of this country that they 
are going to safely exercise this power and at least maintain, 
if not improve, conditions. Who is there that can take the 
responsibility of making that assertion and guaranteeing that 
result? How can we get a “bond of fate?” 

Now, I eall attention to what my friend from Michigan | Mr. 
TowNSEND] has once or twice alluded to, and I hold in my 
hand a document called “ Regulation of Railway Rates, Ap 
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pendix D,” and it is the response of this Interstate Commerce | 


Commission to a resolution of the Senate committee. What 
does it say? Lam not going to undertake to revise every de 
cision made by this Interstate Commerce Commission. I am 


by impeachment—this tribunal that can be removed ° mo 
ment by Executive power—the record shows, when tested 
that standard, that they are three times as ‘lv t 

as they are to be right in the case of unjust d 

Now, I ought to say this, there are three of t in 
ing the maximum rate where the Comn i lopted a 1 
that had not been passed upon at that t the eourt 
they adopted the wrong rule, so that it doe 
the Commission were in that sense wro 
ducted from the amount. 

There were seven cases involving the pr 
had announced a decree before the court « 
therefore the Commission, of course, was wro tl 
there are ten cases that should be deducted. But I : 
to give the defense the Commission itse es on ft 
tion, for I want to treat the C 
of the Commission says: 


OMLUISS1O i rly Che ¢ 


Four cases have been discontinued and 4 





courts. In 6 of the 29 cases in w 

the decision was based wholly or part 

say mainly upon the ground that tl I 

occurs under the present law, devel i ch diff ’ 
from those found by the Commission, ise of w and ad 
evidence not produced before the Commi 

In material respects the findin upon wW l ‘ 
mission was predicated In the other 23 cases 

courts, also rendered after new trial, were based Lad t 
struction of the act than had been made and att pted t lied 
by the Commission In these cases, in other word t 

directly or by implication that the statu l ( 


sion authority to make the orders sought to be enforced 


The courts have not held in these cas that t ’ 
and condemned by the Commission did not exist in is rt { 
| and reported; they have merely held that the thin lone wil 
stituted the grievance could not be pr ted und the |} 


going to do this: Iam going to try the efficiency of this Interstate | 
Commerce Commission. I want to go further and say here that I 
have no reflection to make on any gentleman who is a member 
of that Commission. I know the most of them. They are 


men of high character, great ability, of public spirit; they are 
honest, patriotic citizens endeavoring to do what they think 
is right, and if it be true that they have blundered more often 
than they have been right, it is not because of any lack of 


It was not decided in any case that the « ‘ 
wrongful and unjust, but that the correction at pted 
mission was not within the scope of its authority 

Mark especially this language: 

Tt was not decided in any case that the acta « 
wrongful and unjust 

Now, in Appendix A we have the cases given by the ¢ 
sion. The first case I call attention to, bearing in mind the 
that the assertion of the chairman is nadvertent, no doubt 
that the facts show that where they undertake to interfere w 


the rate it did not appear that the railroad was right, but it ay 
intention; it is not because of any inferior ability; but it is peared, on the contrary, that the Commission was right and 
because of the infinite and inherent difficulty involved in the | railroad wrong. Let me take the second case which they cite, and 
whole situation, in the attempt to control by legislation what | the second case is a case of the Interstate Commerce Comn n 
should be left to the operation of individual control and the | », Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company (145 U. S., 263). Th 
operation of natural laws and causes. It is not their fault; it | was a case involving the question as to whether or not it was 
is the fault of the scheme of control. just for a railroad company to sell party ti ts in lot 
Let me call attention to what they say, and after I have | for less than they sold one ticket. What did the Cor 
alled attention to this Commission I desire to call the atten- | qo? Well. the Commission held that the party-rate 4 et 
lion of this committee to the possibilities inherent in this situa- | tuted an unjust discrimination and was therefore ilk 
tion, the kind of Commission that we might finally land with, | Now, to sustain the assertion of the chairman of | ( 
because, as I have already said, we are not legislating for to- | mission, it should appear that the court also held t! 
orrow, we are legislating for years to come. I do not believe | ynjust, but overruled for other reasons rhe Cor 
hat Theodore Roosevelt would ever appoint men on that Com- appears by the opinion, held that the “ party te 
inission who were not good men, and if certain men are ap- | stituted “ unjust discrimination and are therefore ilk 
pointed whom it is now suggested may be appointed I would | me quote from the language of the 0] on 
very gladly join in saying that in my judgment it would be a The court held that ther were not 
very wise selection; but Theodore Roosevelt is not always to be | the Interstate Commerce Com: 
President of the United States. We may not always control In other words, they were ju 1 tl | 
the policy of this Governmnet. There may be other men to! them, but upon the question of justi: 
control it, and 1 shall refer to that a little later. What has the | Commerce Commission was not ‘ 
{ inission done up to date? I try them not upon all the acts | railroad was. 
they have performed, but by every act they have performed upon Mr. GAINES of ‘Tennesse Llave you 1 show 
which the court has passed, and I have here the record. I | many eases of Federal judges we 
iim going to take the cases that have gone to the courts of the Court wherein it re r ed or | i 
{ ted States for the purpose of determining whether this con mission? Do you not find the Supre ( 
erate Commission, consisting of judicial, executive, and | courts as well ‘ the Commission? 
I lative power, has been able up to date by reason of the Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. L find 1 
uncertainty and indefiniteness of the situation to reach wise | eourts: but we are not vesting aut l 
and just and lawful conclusions. Tere is the record: Exces- | court. I am simply discussing the t 
rates, Commission sustained, three cases; Commission not | pose to vest this power Lt 
tained, twelve cases. Now, then, if that is any criterion, m undertaking to determine whet 
y are four times as likely to be wrong as they are to be right. “s have been right or the ¢ 
‘ir, TOWNSEND rose. spend my time discussing a ) 
Mr. LIVTLEFIELD. Oh, I am coming to what the gentle-| judge is right or wro Now, | 
min undoubtedly has in mind in a moment. I shall call atten- | because my time is draw to 
tion to that. Wait until I am through and then I will yield. | detail, and will brief um 
1 um going to give these people a fair deal; yes, a square deal In Interstate Commerce Co ~ La h } 
‘jomething that is often talked about. [Applause.] Unjust dis- | road Company (74 Fed. Rep., 784) the 
crimination, Commission sustained eight times; unjust discrimi- | the cost of carrying a ton of co t § 
nation, Commission not sustained twenty-four times. ‘That is their | says: “The court held that t) mn 
record. In other words, in case of unjust discrimination, prima | of carrying coal was not just l, 
facie, the record shows when they have been tested by the law | expense of transporting coal! 
of the land as administered by a tribunal that holds its tenure | carrier’s system was necessarily only tly 
for life, subject to good behavior, and can not be removed except | rying coal over the entire syst B : 
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opinion—not quoted by the chairman—went further, and said: 
“We have only to add that the evidence before us is quite con- 
vineing that the actual cost of transporting coal from the 
Lehigh and Mahanoy regions to Perth Amboy was and is con- 
siderably more than 85 cents per ton;” hardly a holding that 
the carrier’s charge was unjust. 

In Cincinnati, New Orleans and Texas Pacific Railway Com- 
pany et al. v. Interstate Commerce Commission (162 U. 8., 184), 
the Commission held that the Atlanta rate was unreasonable 
and reduced it from $1.07 per 100 pounds to $1, on the ground 
that it was unreasonable, and the abstract shows that “* That 
court held that the Atlanta rate was not unreasonable.” The 
road was right, the Commission was wrong. In Interstate Com- 
merce Commission v. New York, Philadelphia and Norfolk Rail- 
road Company the Commission held charges on articles from 
Jersey City to Philadelphia unreasonable and ordered a re- 
duction. 

In the circuit court, after hearing more evidence, the petition 
was dismissed and again the carriers’ rate was sustained as just. 
In East Tennessee, Virginia and Georgia Railroad Company v. 
The Interstate Commerce Commission (181, U. S. 1) the Commis- 
sion found that it could not sustain one of its decisions unless a 
certain rate was shown to be unreasonable, and upon a full 
hearing it was compeiled to dismiss the petition, as it could not 
be shown that the carriers’ rate was wrongful or unjust, and 
for the fifth time the road as against the Commission was 
sustained. 

In Interstate Commerce Commission v. Chicago, Burlington 
and Quincy R. R. Co. (186 U. S., 320) the Commission held “ a ter- 
minal of $2 was unreasonable,” and say in their abstract: “ The 
Supreme Court said that the order of the Commission con- 
demning the $2 rate was general and operated upon all the car- 
riers in the whole territory covered by the complaint, and it 
plainly appears from the decision of the Supreme Court that 
on account of such reduction having been made from undefined 


territory it was unable to determine from the record whether | 


the order of the Commission as applied to the whole territory 
was and should be enforced.” It is proper to say, as illustrat- 
ing a method of ratiocination, that from the case it “ plainly 
appears ” that the court used this language: 

It can not be in reason said that the inherent reasonableness of the 
terminal rate, separately considered, is irrelevant, because its reason- 
ableness is to be determined by considering the through rate and the 
terminal charge contained in it, and yet when the reasonableness of the 
rate is demonstrated by considering the through rate as reduced, it be 
then held that the through rate should not be considered. 

Well, that looks pretty elementary, and then the court said: 

In other words, two absolutely conflicting propositions can not at 
the same time be adopted. 

By the court, mind you, not by the Commission, because 
the Commission did adopt it and proceeded on that, basis. It 
says further: 

It follows that there can be no possible view of the case by which 


the conclusion that the rates were unjust and unreasonable can be sus- 
tained. 


By all of which it does not seem to appear that the carrier | 


was wrong and the Commission right on the facts. 
and lastly, in Interstate Commerce Commission v. Louisville 
and Nashville Railroad Company (190 U. S., 273), the Com- 
mission also found as an independent proposition that the rates 
from New Orleans to Lagrange were unreasonable and unjust 
under the first section of the act, and on that point the 
court said: “No room in reason is left to sustain the view 
that the Commission could have held that the rates to La- 
grange were in and of themselves unreasonable, irrespective 
of the competitive condition prevailing at Atlanta and the 
arrangement of rates which arose from it, which formed the 
main subject of complaint.” 

I leave this statement of the chairman, with this abstract 
of the cases that he cites to sustain it, without any comment. 
It is clear that more than two-thirds of the time, on the ques- 
tion of the justice or the injustice of the rate, where it has 
been tested by the courts, the Commission has been wrong and 
the carriers have been right, and upon that showing they 
coolly ask me to turn over these vast business interests to this 
Comuiission, subject to its plenary autocratic power. I do not 
reflect upon the Commission. It simply demonstrates the in- 
herent difficulty of placing a commission in a position where it 
has to deal with a question so vast and complicated. 

Other people may think differently about it, but for one, Mr. 
Chairman, I will not accept an invitation to place such vast 
business interests of this country in the hands of a commission 
that is thus indeterminate, because of its demonstrated in- 
ability to determine those things wisely and well or as well as 
the carriers themselves have determined those questions. 
Now, I said this is a political Commission. That 


Seventhly 


is true. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








FEBRUARY 5, 





What do I mean by that? I mean exactly what I say. I mean 
that that Commission is bound to be affected by the political 
conditions that prevail from time to time in this country. What 
is it? Why, this Commission, as it exists to-day, consists of 
five men. The act creating it reads as follows: 

Sec. 11. That a Commission is hereby created and established to be 
known as the “ Interstate Commerce Commission,” which shall be com- 
posed of five Commissioners, who shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The Commissioners 
first appointed under this act shall continue in office for the term of 
two, three, four, five, and six years, respectively, from the Ist day of 
January, A. D. 1887, the term of each to be designated by the Presi- 
dent; but their successors shall be appointed for terms of six years, 
except that any person chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed onl 
for the unexpired time ef the Commissioner whom he shall succeed. 
Any Commissioner may be removed by the President for inefficiency, 
neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office. Not more tnan three of the 
Commissioners shall be appointed from the same political party. No 
person in the employ of or holding any official relation to any common 
carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or owning stock or bonds 
thereof, or who is in any manner pecuniarily interested therein, shall 
enter upon the duties of or hold such office. Said Commissioners shall 
not engage in any other business, vocation, or employment. No vacancy 
in the Commission shall impair the right of the remaining Conimission- 
ers to exercise all the powers of the Commission. 

The act provides that they can be removed for inefficiency, 
neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office. What does this act 
do? Of course everybody understands that the President of the 
United States to-day can arbitrarily remove any man on that 
Commission by simply stating that he is inefficient, that he has 
neglected his duty, and that he has been guilty of malfeasance 
in office. There is no review of the action of the President. 
He is supreme. But the specification of these causes of removal 
is some restriction upon the arbitrary exercise of that power 
by the Executive, but in the last analysis the Executive can re- 
move them, and no one can say him nay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended five minutes in order 
to enable him to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am very much obliged to the gentle- 
man. This bill, Mr. Chairman, provides in an additional sec- 
tion—not an amendment to section 11, which provides for the 
circumstances under which removals shall be made—but this 
act provides for a new section, and the new section. does not 
say anything about the circumstances under which a remoyal! 
shall be made: 


Sec. 8. That a new section be added to said act at the end thereof, 


| to be numbered as section 24, as follows: 


“Sec. 24. That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby en- 
larged so as to consist of seven members with terms of seven years, 
and each shall receive $10,000 compensation annually. The qualifi 
cations of the Commissioners and the manner of the payment of their 
salaries shall be as already provided by law. Such enlargement of the 
Commission shall be accomplished through appointment by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, of two addi 
tional Interstate Commerce Commissioners, one for a term expiring 
December 31, 1911, one for a term expiring December 31, 1912. The 
terms of the present Commissioners, or of any successor appointed to 
fill a vacancy caused by the death or resignation of any of the present 
Commissioners, shall expire as heretofore provided by law. Their suc 
cessors and the successors of the additional Commissioners herein pro- 
vided for shall be appointed for the full term of seven years, except 
that any person appointed to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for 
the unexpired term of the Commissioner whom he shall succeed. Not 
more than four Commissioners shall be appointed from the same po- 
litical party.” 

I do not undertake to say as an absolute hard and fast lega! 
proposition that the same restrictions do not apply, but I very 
much doubt it. If the section creating the Commission and pro- 
viding that they could not be removed, except for inefficiency 
and neglect of duty and for malfeasance in office, had been 
amended by making the Commission seven instead of five, there 
would not be any question about it. But under these circun- 
stances you have a new section practically providing for a new 
Commission. And that Commission, if that restriction does 
not apply, can be removed without cause at any time by fle 
President of the United States. In any event the President lh: 
the supreme power of removal and no tribunal can review | 
action. 

Let me submit this proposition. I have said that Theodor 
Roosevelt may not always be President of the United States. 
According to his repeated declarations, he will be President for 
the balance of this term and no longer. And after that some 
other gentleman will be President of the United States. Wit 
is possible? I can imagine some man as President of ‘!ic 
United States in whose hands I would not want to see vest 
the power to control this Commission of seven men, four to Le 
members of one political party. How long would it tak: 
President with a complacent Senate to remove enough to mike 
four of his political party? And what if that political p: 
happened to be the Populist party? 1 want to say here 
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now in all seriousness, when many distinguished Oa, H. R. 486. An act 


who, not perhaps in connection with this question, sometimes 


lend their aid to the dissemination and the propagation of the | 


ideas that tend to segregate a few individuals in the community 
into what is known as the “ classes ” and array against them the 
masses, nobody can tell who will be the President of the United 
States or what influence will be behind him. 
the masses and preach and inveigh against what you eall the 
“ classes ’"—against invested capital—I warn you now that you 
may kindle a fire that you can not stamp out when you get ready 
to extinguish it. [Loud applause. ] 

Let me go a little bit further and ask, What if we have a 
Populist President? I have in my mind the name of a gentle- 


If you inflame | 


| 
| 
| 


man that 1 would not want to leave the constitution of this | 


tribunal in the hands of. It would be perfectly open to him 
to have four that represented his peculiar views and his 
extraordinary vagaries in connection with the government of 
this great country. More than that, it would be open to him 


to arbitrarily remove the other three; and what power is there | 


on earth, under the terms of this bill or any other, that would 
require him under those circumstances to appoint three others, 
and make that Commission full? Why, the law now assumes 
that it is not necessary to fill vacancies, and expressly provides, 
“No vacancy in the Commission shall impair the right of the 
remaining Commissioners to exercise all the powers of the 
Commission.” 

It makes only four a quorum, and it is open to any vicious 


man who occupies the White House and has his creatures in | 


this Commission to take, by removing three, the industries of 
this great country by the throat and compel them to bew down 
and worship him. Three is a majority of a quorum, and your 
act is so constituted and the possibilities are such that it is open 
to have three men, viciously inclined, take the mining, manu- 
facturing, and agricultural and mercantile interests of this 
country, and, through the medium of that vital transportation 


upon which they exist and without which they can not live, | 


throttle them until they waver and die or render the necessary 
tribute to Cxsar to enable Cesar to control the political des- 
tinies of the Republic. 


Now, other men may agree to it, but so far as I am concerned, | 


Mr. Chairman, I decline to assent to that proposition. I know 
that public agitation and excitement, inspired, maybe, by pas- 
sion and prejudice, violence and hate, may carry men off their 
feet. To-day we have agitation and excitement and preju- 
dice arrayed against the great transportation interests of this 
country. Our friends of the West, inspired by their exaspera- 
tion and out of just resentment cry out, “ Crucify him! Crucify 
him!” and the more extreme this legislation the greater the 
gratification. 

I warn you that if we weakly quail before this storm and 
turn over these vast interests bound hand and foot to this 
fallible political tribunal without recourse or appeal, that when 
the disastrous results that are well-nigh sure to follow the 
exercise of this tremendous uncontrollable power shall be visited 
upon a helpless people that same people will turn again and 
rend you because you have been false to your trust as repre- 
sentatives of the American people. Inspired by passion, preju- 
dice, smarting under the sting of resentment, because there are 
wrongs that have not been redressed, they may now bless us, 


but then, with equal facility and vastly greater zeal, they will 


rise up and curse you. They now applaud. Then we shall be 
anathema maranatha. [Loud and long-continued applause. } 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. CruMPpacker hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writ- 
ing, from the President of the United States was communicated 
to the House of Representatives by Mr. Barnes, one of his 
secretaries, who also informed the House of Representatives 
that the President had approved and signed bills and joint reso- 
lution of the following titles: 

On January 25, 1906: 

H. J. Res. 87. Joint resolution to authorize use of transport 
Sumer to convey members of Santiago Battlefield Commission 
and others to Cuba and return. 

On January 31, 1906: 
me R. 2012, An act granting an increase of pension to William 

1ison, 


On February 2, 1906: 

H. R. 12314. An act to amend an act approved February 3, 
1905, authorizing the construction of a bridge across Red River 
at Shreveport, La. ; 

H.R. 1199. An act granting a pension to Lydia A. Jewell; 

I. R. 2435, An act granting a pension to Hilia Ann Connor; 

Ii. R. 3716. An act granting a pension to Augustus Foss; 


li. R. 7309. An act granting a pension to Louis Dieckgraefe; 
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granting an increase of pension to Jobn 

Armstrong; 

H. R. 532. An act granting an increase of pension to James 17 
Berry ; 

H. R. 604. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
F. Armstrong; 

H. R. 723. An act granting an increase of pension to Ge . 


W. Raigle; 

H. R. 1062. An act granting an increase of pension to Gs 
E. Brickett ; 

H. R. 10738. An act granting an increase of pension 
J. Castlow ; 

H. R. 1074. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Bean; 

H. R. 1179. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Pickett ; 

H. R. 1288. An act granting an increase of pension to Ste: 
D. Platt; 

H. R. 1889. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
Kelley ; 

H. R. 1361. An act granting an increase of pension to Camil 
lus B. Leftwich; 

H. R. 1878. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
H. Hobart; 

H. R. 1381. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
H. Quigg; 

H. R. 1505. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
sirmingham ; 

H.R. 1511. An act granting an increase of pension to Cor 
nelius A Hallenbeck ; 

H. R. 1653. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
W. Weeks; 

H. R. 1675. An act granting an increase of pension to Melis 
S. Lee; 

H. R. 1686. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
S. MeGregor ; 

H. R. 1752. An act granting an increase of pension 
Lokerson ; 

H. R. 1766. An act granting an increase of pension to Joh 
Stone ; 

H. R. 1772. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Plybon ; 

H. R. 1789. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Shade ; 

H. R. 1853. An act granting an increase of pension to Will 
J. Johnson ; 

H. R. 1868. An act granting an increase of pension to Perry 
Egge ; 

H. R. 1908. An act granting an increase of 
Rowe: 

H. R. 1986. An act granting an increase of pw 
Bennett : 

H. R. 2011. An act granting an increase of pension to Joh 
Lezenby ; 


ales 


H. R. 2089. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura J. 
Forbes ; 
H. R. 2395. An act granting an increase of pension to Cl 


topher Clinton ; 

H. R. 2594. An act granting an inerease of pension to Le 
Bearss ; 

H. R. 2718. An act granting an increase of pension to Jame 


| F. Hare; 


| 
| 


H. R. 2735. An act granting an increase of pension to Samus 
Foster ; 

H. R. 2770. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephr 
Plumpton ; 

H. R. 3006. An act granting an increase of pension to Will 
H. Crites: 

H. R. 3010. An act granting an increase of pension to Th 
C. Meadows; 

H. R. 3245. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
©. Smyth ; 

H. R. 3283. An act granting an increase of pension to Bruno 
Tiesler ; 

H. R. 3340. An act granting an increase of pension to Will 
Moorhead ; 

H. R. 3368. An act granting an increase of pension to Willia 
MeNair; 

H. R. 3402. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney 
S$. Brigham ; 

H. R. 3405. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Palmer ; 

H. R. 3427. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Kimball; 


m 
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H. R. 3428. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
KE. Chamberlain ; 

H, R. 3449. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Gaskill; 

H.R. 3451. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
A. Rockwell; 

H. R. 3481. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Cranston ; 

H.R. 3487. An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdi- 
nand Weise: 

H. R. 3506. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. MeCormick : 

H.R. 3573. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
V. Sanders: 

Ii. R. 3575. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
B. Hovious: 

H. R. 3606, An act granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
Hoover: 

H. R. 8758, An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Nulton: 

H. R. 4153. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C,. Wildy ; 

H. hh. 4165. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C, Sternberg; 

H. R. 4176. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Mohan; 

H. R. 4196. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
J. Winans: 

If. R. 4216. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Boon: 

H. R. 4348. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McCraw: 


H.R. 4701. An 
Thompson Hurst, 


act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
alias Elijah Thompson ; 


H. kh. 4876. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Beeks; 

H. R. 5027. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Knight; - 
H. R. 5686. An act granting an increase of pension to Adelle | 
Tobey ; 
Hi. R. 6518. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Long: 

H. Rh. 7408. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. Price; 

Hi. R. 8550. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
sierer; and 

H. R. 8713. An act granting an increase of pension to Payton 
S. Lynn. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MANN. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. STEVENS]. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairm .n, this committee 
is to be congratulated upon the high order of excellence of the 
debate upon this most important proposition of legislation upon 
railway We have been especially instructed and enter- 
tained by the remarks of the three distinguished gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Stprey], Massachusetts [Mr. McCay], and, 


rates. 


lastly, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirrLerrecp}, who have | 


addressed us in opposition to the passage of the pending meas- 
If the dire prophecies of these gentlemen could become 
if the doleful results which they foresee could come to 
none of us would want this measure enacted into law. It 
is because we are confident that there is not contained in this 
bill any of the provisions upon which these gentlemen base their 


use, 
true, 


pass, 


arguments and prophecies, it is because we believe that they | 


have brought into this Chamber only huge phantoms of their 
own imagination and have conducted a most vigorous 
combat against them that we have been comfortably edified 
here to-day. We believe in their mind’s eye they have seen huge 
and evil things—horrid and unearthly shapes—which are not 
possible within the provisions and results of this legislation. 

I agree with some of the propositions so powerfully advanced 
by the gentleman from Maine, as to the joinder of the great pow- 
of government—executive, legislative, and judicial—in the 
authority given this Commission; also with some of his remarks 
with regard to its history and record. But with his basic propo- 
sitions—with his construction of the provisions of this bill as-to 


ers 


their power to initiate rates, the power to review their rate- 
making orders, their power to control differentials—your Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce are unanimously 
opposed to his views and believe them to be entirely unwar- 
ranted and unfounded by any fair construction of the bill before 
this House. 
of 


I shall briefly discuss these subjects in the course 


iny remarks, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Sin- 
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LEY] and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLu] re- 
| lied much upon the able treatise of Professor Meyer upon rail- 
road rates. If they had been as conversant with this bill as 
they seemed to be with that book neither of the speeches would 
have been delivered—at least, not in the form they were. This 
bill is a compromise. No one, contends it is perfect; no one is 
| entirely satisfied with all of it; but we all agree that if it could 
be enacted into law it would be of far greater good than evil. 
Your committee fully realize the seriousness and the great im- 
portance of this question. They framed this measure not as one 
| of class legislation, but to prevent class distinctions. We believe 
it will tend to allay class hatred and class prejudices; that it 
| will be for the great interest of all of the people—of the railroads 
as well as of the consumers and producers of this country. 


REASONS FOR LEGISLATION, 


Your committee realized that there exists a profound unrest 
throughout the land; that men are stirred because of the too 
prevalent arrogance and heedlessness of concentrated wealth, 
because of the notorious abuses of corporate power and privi- 
leges, and especially of public franchises, granted by a generous 
people. They are stirred, too, because of recent revelations con 
cerning men of power and influence in the financial world, who dis- 
closed their inability to realize the sacredness of a trust, and of 
their carelessness with the property of others confided to them. 
The people realize that many of the prominent lines of industry 
in the country have been concentrated into a few hands, and that 
some of the most important are in the grasp of monopolies con- 
trolling the sources of a nation’s necessities. Then, too, the 
great railroad business of this country has gradually been con- 
centrated into a few great systems, necessarily by the pressure 
| of business conditions. These great industrial concerns, and 
| these great transportation systems, and the great financial in- 

terests of this country have gradually become interwoven one 
with the other into a most complicated and powerful arrange 
ment. It is only natural that such intimacy and the tempting 
opportunities for vast power and wealth should blunt the senses 
| of men. 





EVILS OF REBATES. 


| In the business of transportation there have been the abuses 
_of extortion and favoritism. It was because of these abuses 
| hearly twenty years ago that there was compelled the enact 
ment of the original interstate-commerce act. Many of these 
abuses have continued, others exist to-day. The system 
rebates originally started by the railways has since grown into 
a tremendous weapon for the powerful and unscrupulous shipper 
to eliminate his weaker and more conscientious competitor and 
to establish a more or less complete monopoly in the particular 
line of business. It is this system of favoritism which has 
_ contributed so much to upbuild the already powerful and coi 
scienceless and to oppress the weak, the defenseless, and the inno 
cent. It is this system of favoritism which has created the 
| monopoly of so many of our sources of supply and distribution 
}and has prevented the development of resources in parts of 
|}our land. This system of favoritism and combination |i: 
| injured the enterprising and industrious and the progressi\: 
' 
j 
| 


of 


S 


of our people. It has decreased opportunities and discourage:! 
the very class which in a Republic like ours needs and deserves 
encouragement. It has tended to breed class hatred and 4 
| burning sense of injustice. So that many of our thoughtful 
and conservative have lamented existing evils and prophesied dire 
results in the future unless these vicious tendencies can | 
| checked and controlled. 


RAILROADS FACTORS OF DEVELOPMENT. 


Our committee realizes, on the other hand, that the railroad 
interests have been the chief factors in the wonderful devel 
| ment of our country. That in the enormous progress in every 
line of material endeavor the railroad managers have ( 
more than their full share, so that at the present time the | 
perity of our country is mingled inextricably with that of | 
great transportation interests of the land. It is by the bold) 
and genius of our railway managers that our vast wildernes 
have been traversed, our mountains have been pierced, and (/e 
uttermost parts of a common country inspired by a common })*- 
triotic sympathy. 

By the construction of great railway systems the old f 
tiers have been eliminated and the markets of the world bro 
to the bold pioneers of our fertile prairies. 
This development has become so interlinked with the 
| versal interests that the prosperity of the railways and pe 
|are mutual. Any injury to one is certain to react upou 
other. Both must prosper or fall together. We have by [ar 
the largest internal commerce of any nation in the world, 
amounting to more than $22,000,000,000 annually, of which 1ore 
| than $13,000,000,000 is of manufactures, $6,400,000,000 of #<"!- 


, 
f 


ie 


S 
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culture, $1,600,000,000 of mineral products, and $700,000,000 of | 
forest, fisheries, and miscellaneous. 

And a very large part of this most splendid production and 
development depends for its chief value upon the facility and | 
cheapness to reach profitable markets. This is provided by 
the railway systems of the country. So that a very large part 
of our population has become dependent upon the progressive 
excellence of our railroads, which have developed into the most 
efficient in the world, with the least expense on the average to 
the patrons. 


MORE IMPROVEMENTS NEEDED. 


Then, too, there never has been a time in our history when 


there was needed more development in the various lines of 
transportation than right now. New lines of railway are re- 


quired and projected into the waste places of our land, and addi- 
tional lines of communication are planned; many single tracks | 
should be doubled and double tracks should be quadrupled; 
heavier rails and roadbeds are required for the tremendous 
loads, and much additional equipment should be furnished to 
our producers. During this last fall millions upon millions of | 
bushels of grain have rotted upon the ground because of lack 
of facilities for carriage. Millions and millions of dollars have 
been wasted in other lines for lack of facilities. Yet we know 
the shops are running overtime to keep pace with the orders 
to supply these pressing needs. We think all this should be 
done, even while existing evils must be considered; and your | 
iittee has deemed it of the utmost importance that some 
isure should be framed which should not imperil one dollar | 
f present invested capital; that should not prevent one dollar 
iditional capital entering into these improvements; that 
should not diminish the facilities or the safety of the person 
or the property of our people, and should not reduce the amount | 
the wages of our skillful and faithful labor in the railroad 
ry We believe this measure accomplishes these difficuit 
results, and that it will remedy some of the evils; that it will 
not bring the dire calamities so vehemently prophesied by the | 
opponents of this bill. 





GoM! 


( 


PROVISIONS OF BILL. 
Now, this measure, in brief, contains five affirmative provi- 


os . . : | 
First. The power to fix a maximum rate and make it effective. 
Second. The power to prescribe through routes and rates and | 
make divisions thereof. 


Third. Extending the affirmative power and scope of the Com- 
mission over such subjects as private cars and refrigeration, | 
terminals and private switches, elevator charges, and, in short, 
over the various devices now used to grant or secure rebates, 
drawbacks, personal discriminations, favoritism, or unfair ad- 


vantage. 





Fourth. The power to enforce proper schedules and determine 
the length of time for putting them into effect, with the ex 
pectation that thereby the evil of midnight rates may be elimi- 
nated, or at least diminished. 

rifth. The power to make and require examinations 

iorts as to the affairs of public carriers. 

rhe pivotal point in this bill, the one upon which there is the | 
xreatest or, in fact, only contest, the proposition which naturally | 
asouses the strongest and most bitter antagonism, is that of | 
the power to fix the rate. The other provisions are of benefit | 

nd yet are of secondary importance, and most of them are | 
agreeable to nearly all interested in transportation. The great 
contest is over the power to control a maximum rate for freight 
transportation, 


and 


OBJECTIONS OF RAILROADS. 

Now, we all realize that this power is strenuously opposed 
by the great transportation interests of this country, and there | 
i natural reason for such opposition. First of all, they can 

t seem to consider this question of transportation in any | 


+} 


ther way than as one of their own personal business, which | 
they have as much right to operate as they see proper, within | 
its, as the owner of a grocery store, sawmill, or stone | 
quarry. They all believe that they can transact every part of | 
eir vast and important business better than the public ean | 
do it, or any part of it, for them. 


: They have the natural 
pride in suecessfully conducting and extending the great en- | 
rprises associated with their name and fame, and which they | 
ow will prosper under their own management. They have | 
right to that pride and belief, and they have a right to exer- | 

that vast power so long as it does not conflict with the 
‘ater public interest. But this question presented to us | 
day is beyond the personal pride, ambition, or ability of these 
ihen, beyond the question of successful personal control of their | 
“reat business. It concerns one of the basic functions of our | 


i 


Gorernment—one of those great questions of public concern 
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which will affect the business interests of this nation 


and our 
people for all future time, and it ought to be settled without 
any sentiment of passion or prejudice and with the sole desire 
to do whatever shall be necessary and best for our great 
country and its future. The main and sole question is, Shall 
the great function and power to finally and adequately con 
trol the railroad interests in their relation to 


the people rest 


with the railroad corporations and their private management, 
or with a public tribunal having authority to effect justice to 
all interests? 
FUNDAMENTAL PROPOSITIONS 
Some propositions seem fundamental. First, that railways 
are public carriers; that commerce is of public concern, and 


that common carriers are engaged in a public business and are 
subject to public regulation and control; that cor 


rporations l 
I 

doing this work are transacting the public business | Del 
mission of the public and must be subject, naturally, to ] 


regulation; and wherever the private corporate interests co 
flict with the great public interests the public must necessarily 





be paramount and the private must be secondary. These 
propositions have been well established by the Supreme Court 
of the United States and by the courts of last resort and 
the legislatures of nearly every State in the Union. It is 1 
alized, too, that these great railroad interests have now be e 
combined into eight or ten great systems of nense W 1 
and power, and that the persons engaged in 1 ging the rail 
| roads are, in too many cases, also engaged in other lines oj 
business having connection with the railroads. This ma t 
overpowering temptation to use the great power of the 1 is 
to help personal friendly interests to the detriment of the g 
eral public. It is realized, too, that these vast interests a 
rule, have their headquarters in the city of New York. These 
great systems control from 150,000 to 200,000 miles of ri 

| radiating all over the land. 

These financial managers at that distant point can not fu 
realize the changes or conditions or the difficulties or co 
plaints which arise in the distant regions of the United St 
They can not naturally be in sympathy with their pe 
whom they seldom see and between whom rises a natural 
tagonism, and the people can not be in sympatl with them 
These managers are naturally immersed their own larg 
affairs, and realize only one side of their it 1 is ; 
They do not seem to comprehend their true relation and that 
their primary duties as public carriers are to the publ d 
that the managements are trustees in this great pul re 
sponsibility. 

Instead of that, the interests of these great controlling 
powers seem to regard as primary the welfare of the securit 
holders, of their stockholders, and of their bondholders. ‘1 
seem to have only a secondary interest as to the public, tl 
verse of the true and well-founded doctrine of the court l 
of the legislatures; the reverse of the true doctrine long estab 
lished and necessary for the public welfare. The people | 
lieve that evils exist, that there will be mor enacing evils 
in the future, caused by this misappre! ion of public dut 
by these powerful men, and they demand that should 
proper heed and exercise proper control over 1 e gre 
terests. The only way it can be ade t 
ing the paramount affirmative power of the Gove I t ! 
regulating this great public business, by making the pul 
terests superior to the private interests, by creating a publie 
tribunal having power when necessary to fix a rate, to : 
it effective, and to regulate practices and facilit . all be 
subject to proper constitutional and legal limitatiot nd 


control. 
Second, for many centuries, under the doctrine of civil and 


common law, all sorts of controversies, public and private, 
difficult and complicated, have been referred to a publie ti 

bunal for final settlement, and this tribunal was impartial I 
uninformed of any of the facts of the controversy until h 
came before it for determination. In this country ! of 


the public controversies concerning 1 


tofore been decided by one of the interested parties 

road, and all must admit that, on the whole, this most important 
work has been fairly and adequately performed, as such tl 
| go. The great public now believes that it that 1 
controversies concerning transportation in various of its ph 
should be decided, the same as are all other controversies, by a 
disinterested public tribunal having the authority to settle tl 
dispute and make its judgment effective. 

Third. All haye admitted that abuses existed which co1 lled 

the enactment of the interstate-commerce law nearl ty 
years ago. Many of these abuses exist now, and oth mye 


since arisen which demand an adequate remedy, It would seem 





4, 





2ijS2 


to be the natural, logical, and most effective remedy that where 

public tribunal ascertains that a wrong that exists it neces- 
sarily is compelled to find the standard of right by which that 
wrong is adjudged. Then that tribunal, in order to remedy that 
wrong, upon the same facts, the same argument, and the same 
operation of mind which ascertains that standard of right and 
the departure from it as a wrong, should have the power to 
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say “ This is wrong; stop it,” and have the power to compel the | 


and to make a complete remedy at the same 
time to order “ This is right; do it,” and have the power to make 
that order effective. 

Fourth. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCari] 
keenly ridiculed the original message of President Roosevelt 
advising that Congress confer the rate-making power upon the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to meet the evils of rebates, 
drawbacks, discriminations, and the like. 

The learned and distinguished gentleman referred to this as a 


wrong to cease; 


model of a non sequiter, and would place it in the texts upon | 


logic as a masterpiece of illogical statement. He evidently has 
not fully analyzed the situation. 
There can not safely be any thorough suppression of rebates 


and discriminations without there accompanies it some power | 


to fix and control rates by a public tribunal. Favoritism by 
rebates and discriminations is but the outgrowth and manifesta- 


ion of extreme unfair, illegitimate competition, out of which, | 


general public gets some share, by reason of 
a reduction of price or increase of benefits. Otherwise the 





rebate w« not increase the business of the favorite. Favorit- 
ism by rebate can not be stopped without correspondingly stop- 
ping the competition, which to some degree always benefits the 
public. But competition will not cease unless some greater 
power compels it; either the railways or business interests by | 
combination, or the Government by the exercise of adequate 
and tremendous powers. If the railroads and business interests 
stop rebates and suppress competition by means of powerful 


, it puts also in their hands a corresponding power 
of monopoly and extortion, the only remedy for which would 
seem to be the still higher power of the Government to fix a 
rate to stop the extortion, so that the people could enjoy about 


the same privileges as during the period of competition. So the | 


natural complement of the power to suppress rebates and com- 
tition would seem to be the power to fix a rate to prevent 


OTHER PROVISIONS. 
The other affirmative provisions of the bill are subordinate, 
it is true, and yet important. 
The committee are confident that they have reached some 
of the worst features of the private car evils and extortions 


charges for mileage and compensation for cars and refrig- 
eration. No measure could meet all evils, but this will cure 
me of them without doing equal damage to other interests. 
lhe power to establish through routes and rates and to lengthen 
the e for reducing rates is designed to stop various species 
of favoritism and discriminations, and we are confident that 


» benefits will be derived from them. We believe the power 


to compel reports from railroads, to prescribe uniform form 
of | : oO and reports, and especially the power to 
make examinations of the affairs, whenever necessary, by the 
expert agents of the Government will have the double effect of 
discovering some delinquencies and in that way stopping and 
nting them, and again by acting as a deterrent, with the ap- 
prehension always of a possible discovery, disgrace, cost, and 
j uni I 
We are confident that none of these provisions or powers 
will injure either the railroad companies or the public. The 
ious objections to the Esch-Townsend bill are cured in this 
uy The rates can not be confiscatory, as the Constitution 
1d courts can in some way and degree protect that under any 
bill. The rates can not be so rigid and inelastic as not to be 
to business changes and conditions, because the Com 
If has the power to modify or suspend its order, 
the « ts always have such power, and especially the rate 
Ce to be effective as a legislative mandatory rate in three 
ears, wl it becomes the same as any other rate, changeable 
the rail upon filing the schedules required by law. By 
these meth her the railroad nor the public should suffer 
if ordi d faitl observed. 


OBJECTIONS TO BILL. 


Now, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Litriericrp], with the 
nderful power and eloquence for which he is distinguished, 
three fundamental objections to this bill. First, that the 

( ission by it will have authority to initiate a rate. Second, 
there is no power of review of the order of the Commission by 
t ‘ts. Third, the Commission would have authority over 


he cour 
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differentials. The gentleman from Maine conceives this first ob- 
jection under the provisions of section 13 of the original law, in 
connection with the provisions of section 4 of the pending bill. 
In reading the provisions of this measure he carefully omitted 
an amendment which this committee proposed to section 13, by 
enlarging the number of those entitled to make complaint to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. This bill adds the words 
“or upon the complaint of any common carrier.” This commit- 
tee foresaw that some such objection might be made. We were 
careful in amending the provisions of that bill so to make it 
clear that only a complaint to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sions can initiate a legislative rate. This is jurisdictional and 
goes to the very foundation of the power to act. The fixng of a 
rate is a legislative act, and the authority to make this act effect- 
ive is delegated to a Commission, which must work within the 
scope granted by Congress. It is clearly the intent as well as 
the language of the acts that this machinery can only be put in 
motion by a complaint as to an existing situation, thereby point- 
ing out the wrong to be redressed and limiting the scope of the 
legislative action, which is one of the objects desired to be ob- 
tained. The number who might complain is enlarged, clearly 
showing a necessity for naming those who could initiate com- 
plaints. This amendment would have been unnecessary if the 
Commission itself could start any proceeding, at any time, to 
fix or charge a rate. The gentleman earnestly contends that the 
latter clause of section 4—‘ the foregoing enumeration of pow- 
ers shall not exclude any power which the Commission would 
otherwise have in making an order under the provisions of this 
act "—in connection with the clause of section 13, “that the 
Commission “may institute any inquiry on its own motion in 
the same manner and to the same effect as though complaint 
had been made,” will not include the power to initiate. 

If he would give the ordinary construction to the two provi- 
sions, he would find himself relieved of his great distress. 

The clause as to inquiry in section 13 has been uniformly ex- 
ercised by the Commission to make investigation upon subjects 


| of public importance bearing upon interstate commerce, such 


as transportation of beef products, flour and grain products 


| private cars and refrigeration, export and import rates, and 


many similar subjects. It has not been used as a preliminary 
step to adjust rates. In this measure the jurisdiction to 


| fix a rate can only be exercised after a foundation has been 
| laid by a complaint to show the wrong and limit the scope; and 


this jurisdiction will not be enlarged by such strained construc 
tion of a provision intended and used for another and far dif- 


| ferent and useful purpose. The doctrine of the Supreme Court, 


laid down in the Maximum Rate case, clearly fostered such con- 


| struction. The court there held that unless Congress clearly 
| provided for the exercise of the tremendous power to fix a rat 


that doubtful language will not be construed to so grant 
Here the history of the statute, the action and construction o! 
the Commission, the history and language of the present provi- 


| sions, the reasons for their existence, and the theory and ca 


ful scope of this act all forbid the Commission to fix a rat 
until after a complaint, an unreasonable rate found, and an « 
der in such case made. There are many other kinds of ord 
to be made by the Commission besides the order fixing a ra 


}and the coneluding sentence of section 4 of this act was « 





inserted out of abundant caution that the Commission should 
not be deprived of its authority to make any such orders. ‘Iliis 
is the initial power they have, and we want them to have that 
power carefully preserved. We have no intention of takin 
away from them, but we have clearly and carefully taken a 
from them the power to initially fix a rate. 

POWER OF COURTS. 

Second. The gentleman from Maine strongly maintained 
this bill contains no power to review any order of the 
mission as to its reasonableness or lawfulness. It seems 
clear to the committee that this measure contains prote: 
for all purposes to the carriers. We could not limit the p 's 
of the courts of this country, and we have not tried to. 
provisions of the Constitution of the United States are ex 
in establishing a judiciary with full judicial powers, and 
courts are always zealous in upholding their own powers 
jurisdiction. In addition, section 22 of the original inter 
commerce law provides that “any of the powers of the « 
or remedies provided by common law or statute shall 
abridged or altered by means of this act,” but that suc! 
shall be in addition to such remedies. The only effect « 3 
measure then will be not to change or deprive of any © 
remedies, but not to add any new statutory remedies to 
already in existence. 

It seems clear to your committee that under existing 
and by means of the provisions of this bill, to which I will ' 
after refer, that means, more or less adequate, have been p'> 


} 


we 
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vided to review the orders of the Commission fixing a rate both | the future is a legislative act, and as such can not be reviewed 
as to lawfulness and reasonableness. | by the court. The policy of an act of Congress can not be ques 


The only difficulty which appeals to some of us is, not whether | tioned by a coordinate department only when it violates the 
there will be provided any power to review the orders, the lack organic act establishing all the great departments of govern 
of which terrified the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirrierierp], | met. 
but whether under the conditions and circumstances by or in Congress can not delegate its legislative powers to any other 
which the matter can be presented to the court there can be | tribunal. It alone must exercise the authority which was 
adequately and fully considered the various questions as to law- | granted to it by the Constitution. But it may work out its 


fulness and reasonableness so as to do substantial justice in the | broad policies by creating and using various tribunals to ma 
ease. effective its directions. Such is the only way that most acts 

Some are sincerely apprehensive as to whether the courts will | by Congress can be enforced and the only way most of its poli- 
go far enough in the various proceedings possible under this bill | cies can be made effective. 


to grant full relief from any oppressive, unjust, and confisca- In this particular instance Congress must exercise its legis- 
tory act or order of the Commission. Any such question will | lative power in fixing a rate. 
arise under the laws of the United States, consequently the It can not delegate such great authority to the Interst 


Federal courts will have undoubted jurisdiction. Where a | Commerce Commission or to the courts or to the President or 


wrong is committed or claimed to have been committed against | anyone else. Since Congress can not well fix the exact rate and 
persons or property in the enforcement of such laws, the courts | charges and regulations in a legislative act, it can only lay 
generally have found some way to protect the injured. | down broad general rules and principles, prescribe how such 


It may not always be good policy to place such a burden upon | shall be carried into effect, and then provide for some adminis 
the courts, such as adapting old remedies to new conditions. | trative body to make such directions effective. 
But so far it has been fairly safe, and we believe that reliance | PROVISIONS 
can be placed now upon the general power of the courts to | 
redress any wrongs or grievances to our citizens which may 
arise under our laws. It has seemed to me that there can be 


OF ACT, 

In the case of charges made for transportation of persons and 
property this act provides: 

Section 1. That all such transportation shall be just and reasonable 


| 
i 
i 
reviewed by the courts in some way the following acts or pow- | and every unjust and unreasonable charge for such service or ans I 
ers, or exercise of power, by the Interstate Commerce Commis- | thereof is prohibited and declared to be unlawful, t 
sion: : This provision, very broad and general, is an entirely prope 
First. The question of jurisdiction of the Commission to act. and constitutional method of declaring a policy, in the opinion 
Second. The lawfulness of an order. of Attorney-General Moody, though his view is controverted by 
Third. The reasonableness and justice of an order. | eminent lawyers. In this measure Congress declares, not w! 


JURISDICTION, shall be exactly the just and reasonable rate for the future, as 

The question of jurisdiction by the Commission is always | it might do, but empowers the Commission to 
an ever-present one. This bill provides that the Commission, | determine and préscribe what will, in its judgment, be the just and 1 
whenever after full hearings upon a complaint made as provided | sopable and fairly remunerative rate or rates, charge or charges, to 
in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any common car- | “¢teafter observed as the maximum to be charged, ete. os 
rier, “shall be of the opinion that any of the rates or regula- | rhis order shall go into effect thirty days after we mt —_ 
tions or practices are unjust or unreasonable, ete., then it shall | C’?ter, ete. rhe effect of this provision is to eS le 
make an order as provided by this act.” terstate Commerce ¢ ommission into an administrat L\ e & dy vo 

This language does not provide that the rates, charges, etc., | C7TY Out the mandates of this act. Its powers are prescribes! 
shall be unreasonable or unjust. Such would require judicial | '" this act, and are limited by the provisions of the act. It Is 
action, a judgment or decree of a court having jurisdiction and pot given — purely legislative authority w nk bh can - be re 
rendering formal judgment in the case. But the bill does re- viewed by the courts if such powers be exceeded or violated. Ii 
quire an opinion of the Commission as to the existence of cer- | '8 omy given a certain power to carry out the will of Congress, 
tain facts and conditions set forth in the complaint and shown | “"4 when it fails to do so, to the injury of citizens, some redress 
§ upon full hearing. Unless these prerequisites, the complaint, full | “USC exist to correct It a re ae 
if hearing, and opinion as to certain definite facts affirmatively ap- In performing such service within the evident scope of Its 

s pear, there ean be no jurisdiction to make an order affecting the authority, provided by Congress, its orders « on not be - ‘ - 
rate. The opinion, of course, may be erroneous, based upon insuffi- fully assailed any more than can the acts of any other admi 
cient facts or the like, and yet not be subject to objection by a trative department or board be questioned when oar 7 
court reviewing the order. But if the opinion was a violation | te lws for its existence ; but its authority is only omen “~~ 
of decent and reasonable discretion, if it had no warrant in | ®24 If it violates the laws of its creation, if it exceeds Its 
justice and was manifestly outrageous, it does seem that it could 


thority, if it refuse to obey the law limiting it, such disobedience 







be assailed in the courts. can and ought to be questioned by any party injured by its 
This is manifestly difficult and almost impossible in many | @2!wful acts. ; est ; 
cases, yet it is always a loophole when the courts can review No one can doubt that an act or order of the Commission can 
the exercise of discretion of an administrative board. | be assailed for want of jurisdiction or because it confiscat 
property in violation of constitutional restriction; and hy t 
x ' LAWFULNESS. same reasoning such an act or order should be also questioned 
7 Second. It is not controverted, even by the strongest oppo- | when it exceeds the authority provided by the statut or \ 
‘ts of this bill, that the power exists somewhere in the courts | Jates the limitation or provisions of the ‘act creating i hi 
: to prevent confiscation of the property of any citizen or carrier | Gommission can not exceed or depart from the por delegated 
2 by an order of the Commission. Nothing to this effect is speci- | t). it by Congress. and any such misdoing, when it inju \ 
= lied in this bill; but it is an inherent constitutional power of the | ¢jtizen, should be remedied the same as a violation of the j 
courts, The real practical difficulty will be found to be, not in diction of the Commission or of the Constitution. 
Mme existence of the power of the courts to act, but whether in so Congress has delegated to the Interstate Commerce Co1 
‘ing they can do full justice in the case. As a general propo- | sion “ to determine and prescribe what will, in its judgm 
ton the Commission will make an order affecting only one rate | {phe just and reasonable and fairly remunerative rate to 
or afew rates, only a very small proportion of the aggregate of | {hereafter observed in such case as the maximum to be ch 
‘ites, and reducing only slightly the aggregate revenues of the The Commission is not given authority to fix a r: 
pany: rhe latter is a legislative power, and not review 
rhe order will probably not reduce the revenues sufficiently | eoyris. But the Commission is given authority to d l 
‘0 ake any one rate or a few rates confiscatory, and so not | prescribe a just, reasonable, and fairly remunerative 
ve reviewable on the ground of lawfulness, even though such | jydgment. — 
luction be a rank injustice. This review might occur in|" “Jp its judgment” is the decisive power here whic! 
ue few cases involving railroads like the ore roads or coal | ¢ated, It is commanded to make up its judgment as to 
ids, or even some of the grain roads, but it is not likely to to be changed; and it is further commanded that such 
ve possible on most of the railroad systems of the country. | must be “ just, reasonable, and fairly remunerative.’ That is 
"his trouble is mostly in the inherent difficulty of the subject- | the limitation upon its judgment. It is not to d 
‘uatter and not in a defect of power of the court. cretion broadly, but within the limits provided by this 
an REASONABLENESS, guage. Of course, its judgment can not be reviewed whel 
rhird. One of the most important questions to be considered | merely erroneous, unless express legislative authority is given 





s whether it will be possible for the courts to review the action | for such review. 
of the Commission in fixing a rate as to its justice and reason- But if it clearly and outrageously violates the delegated au- 
ubleness, The courts have held that the power to fix a rate for | thority provided in this act, if it grossly exceeds its scepe of 
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the actual operation and physical management of the road is 
directed. We think that is very clear. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Where is the operation of the 
road directed—from what office? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Where the president and gen- 
eral manager and superintendent and those officials issue their 
orders for the very many things which have to be done in run- 
ning a railroad. In the case of the Southern Railway it would 
be the city of Washington. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As I understand, the principal 
offices, like the president’s and some of the other great offices, 
are not always located where the general manager is; in fact, 
hey are hundreds of miles from him sometimes, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
a rule. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose they were separated, 
then where is the general operating office? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Where the road has its gen- 
eral managing operating office. For example, the Pennsylvania 
road, I understand, has its principal operating office in the 
ity of Philadelphia, the Baltimore and Ohio in the city of 
saltimore, the Southern Railway in the city of Washington, and 
he New York Central in the city of New York. I think the 
wake Shore has its principal operating office in Cleveland. Those 
offices would be the principal operating offices and would be the 
venue of any suits to set aside this order. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I had in mind the Illinois Cen- 
tral. As I understand, the president of that road lives in the 
city of New York, and I am quite sure that the general manager 


I do not think that is true as 


| is in Chicago. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The principal operating offi 
of that road would be in Chicago. The headquarters of th: 
Illinois Central are in Chicago, although the president can have 
his residence in any city where he chooses, and probably the 
financial headquarters may be in the city of New York. This 
would illustrate the very distinction made by this provisior 


| that the general operating office may be in the city of Chi 
| while the general financial headquarters may be in the city « 


power, such violations can be corrected. Such abuse of reason- 
nd fair discretion can be restrained. It would be mon- 
‘ to hold otherwise whenever an administrative body, in 
cise of its discretion, clearly limited by law, outra- 
d flagrantly exceeds its authority and injures the 
I citizens. Such are always restrained and 
y the court Tl s will not review any acts 
so le ) he Commission’s discretion 
‘ ‘ a d to de » by statu 
will 1 the Commission’s excesses and 
’ of law. The difliculti always are in the applica- 
f f ‘ n 1 wholesome rules 
real t in having the authority and remedy, 
proving the violation of the delegated 
é le, Congress has power to declare that a railroad 
( ¢ ‘ rate which would insure at least a 6 
] dividend o ts stock, considering that a just, reason- 
l rly 1 unerative rat This sort of an act has 
| e books and in the charters of several rail- 
If the Commission should make an order, under such a 
] allowed or should result in allowing only 4 
end on its stock, is there any question but that 
1 could be brought into court and such an order 
) lawfulness in not properly exercising its 
rity, and is there any question but what such 
er could ‘ ] i on the ground that its delegated au- 
believe there is any doubt about it at all. Such a1 
- ld be made after full jurisdiction, as provided by law, 
would nb violate any constituti il provision, because 
{ cent i iscation of pr but | 
t power of the Commission 
5 ¢ eourts 
ser to require argument that a order of 
s i sely affects property rights an 
y of Congress in delegating this Com- | 
i lo its work can be reviewed in som 
y e courts. Now, instead of fixing an exac 
e railroads can earn, Congress instead may provide 
( : ! prescribe a rate which shall be, in its 
le, and fairly remunerative. That is 
( case above described. 
{ sion may honest err and the rates 
st, reasonable ad fairly remuners- | 
] l 1 good faith, with a reasonable exer- 
( f i n not be assailed. But if such 
e, ir dis ion be not exercised, and, among | 
e ly ul st and 1 unerative, it 
he « s would h 1 op tunity 
r extreme difficult to 
é single rate is confiscatory, but 
ke the c: l nund the 
] led All the remedies which exist 
1 { ed Stat ommoniy 
‘ 
7 ‘ sap sion author- 
‘ S | I rine 
or t ‘ ts of the 
t } Oo! l any order 
( S ll | ict where 
i r re ent may have 
g é ar that 
Cc » set aside, 
‘ I i < 
1 the rights 
( } { 
VN 1 2g I rinit a 
( 
5 c 
\ t is the ¢ between 
l i ~ id what 
of o il operat- 
Oh. I sun principal 
‘ might be 
ew principal 
. cC 4 » R iiway, might 
be 
OOVPER of W in Is it wise to leave it to the | 
Q ht he?” 
. NS of That ld seem to be but one 





ig office is where | power in this bill, which seems to so disturb his soul. 


New York. 

Mr. MANN. That term is well known. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; we consider it very cl 
As the act was passed to expedite actions under the Sherm 
antitrust law and the interstate commerce law, it only app! 
to suits brought by the United States, but this section ma 
it applicable to any broad litigation described in this section 
test the action of the Commission. Again, this measure 
provides that the Commission may employ counsel and pa 
penses of employment out of its appropriation to conduct tl 
very proceedings, so that every sort of proposition seems 1 
covered in this bill, so that there shall be a review both of 
lawfulness of all orders and the constitutional rights of 
ier and as to whether or not the Commission has confo 
to the fundamental law of its existence, in its judgment, in 
ing a reasonable and fairly remunerative rate. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr, STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Now, if all that is true, what objection 
there possibly be to making it plain and putting a provisi 
the bill that parties aggrieved shall have the right to ay 
under proper restrictions and limitations? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Why, Mr. Chairman, it 
ry. The carrier has that right, under the ‘ 
which can not be taken away, and we do not des 


earrier 


Qe nnecessa 


l 
TUTION, 
’ 


it away. We desire that the carrier should have 
for red , and that opportunity exists by reason of th 
visions we have given for the advantage of all the ren 


ided by the Constitution and statutes. 


prov 
DIFFERENTIALS, 

The gentleman from Maine was greatly exercised al 

the most important question of “ prefer¢ 

them. If 1 thought it did give that po 
just as much exercised as he is. My people ar 
as much interested that there should not be any und 

trol of differential rates as the gentleman from Mail 
cause if any political body should have such authority we s 
always be in danger of distance tarifis and wnwise 

compelled by political exigencies. This would either e 
our products from our best markets or greatly redu 
value of our products and our property. But it is ji 
clear to us and to the whole committee that there is no 


ntrolling 
termed 


as he 
’ 


we uld pe 

























































1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 





situation presented by the bill and the reasons why differen- 
tinls are not covered are very simple. Under this bill the 
Commission would have authority to fix what, in its judgment, | 
would be a just, reasonable, and fairly remunerative rate or 
rates as the maximum to be charged. It would have no au- 
thority to fix an absolute rate, which must be observed by the 
earrier, and no authority to fix a minimum rate, below which 
the earrier can not go; and a preferential can not be controlled 
without there is authority to control absolutely both legs of 
the differential. In this case the Commission can not control | 
either. It must fix a rate which shall be just and reasonable | 
and fairly remunerative as the maximum to be charged. This 
leaves the carrier to charge anything it pleases below that 
maximum. And since there is no power to fix any absolute 
rate and no minimum rate, there is no power in the Commission 
to control the relation of rates, and so no power to control the 
differential. We were extremely careful to take away that 
power from the Commission, and so all of the evils which were 

» strongly dilated upon by the gentleman from Maine prove 
to be only figments of his own imagination. There is no reason 
for their existence by the terms of this bill. There is another 
conclusive reason why the differential can not be controlled 
by the Commission. The rate fixed by the judgment of the 
Commission must be just and reasonable and fairly remu 
nerative, 

The Commission would have no authority to reduce a rate that 
is already just, reasonable, and fairly remunerative of itself, 
even if it did constitute a part of a relation of rates which bore 
hardly upon some community. ‘These two powers—the power of 
the Commission to limit and fix a maximum rate which must be 
fair, and when, in addition, it is clearly forbidden to fix an 
absolute or a minimum rate which prevent control of either of 
the parties to the differential, I do not see how the intelligence 
of the gentleman from Maine can possibly construe into this bill 
a power to control preferentials. He tries to do it under the 
language of section 4, lines 17 and 18: 

Or unjustly discriminatory or unduly preferential or prejudicial. 

Also line 25 et seq.: 





(nd the carrier shall cease and desist from such violation to the 
extent to which the Commission shall find the same to exi 

This language only takes the present act and adapts it to the 
new powers. 

All the Commission could do in making any order to stop 
preferences would be to go to the court -and enforce it just 
exactly as the present law provides, and the court has no power 
to fix a rate for the future. It can only stop a violation of law. 
The Commission has no power to fix a minimum or an absolute 
rate, and the court has no power to fix a rate for the future; 
consequently there can be nothing done by the Commission or | 
irt in control of differentials, except to stop existing viola- 
tions of law. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

\ir. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is the power proposed to be given there to the 
Commission to go into court and require the carrier to cease 
| desist from doing any act in violation of the law any dif- 

it from the power now conferred upon the Commission? 

STEVENS of Minnesota. No; the gentleman from 

e said it would: not. 

Mr. MANN. So there is no additional power given by this | 

bill over the subject of “ preferentials,” as the gentleman from 
Maine denominated them, or “ differentials,” as the railroads 

denominate them? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The only additional power 

iven by this act to control rates is the power to fix a just, 
sonable, and fairly remunerative rate, which shall be the 


‘ 


re 


maximum to be charged, and that can not control differentials 

at all, because the railroads could make any reasonable rate 

under that. Of course, the language of the present law affects | 
differentials somewhat, and that is not changed or designed to 

be changed more than that. ‘The rates may be lowered when 

th are extortionate, and that is just. The relation of rates 

Which constitute the differentials need not be affected by the 

language of this bill, and the reasons are plain why our com- 

iittee decided this ought not to be done. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

ir. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

OLMSTED. Do I understand under this bill the rail- | 

s may make as many unjust discriminations as they please 

the Commission would be powerless to correct them? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Oh, no; the gentleman misun- 
| 





derstood me, Section 3 of the original act applies just the same 
We have not undertaken to amend, limit, or extend section 3 
Vhatever is unjust and discriminatory under section 3 is unjust 
under the provisions of this bill, and such will be prohibited; | 





but we will not allow the making of 
rate, which is the only adequate 
ential. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to a 
like this. I intended to ask tl 


| was prevented from doing 


I happen to own a little farm 
a stream rejoicing { 


There are a good many more fi 


and in that country, and it sts ‘ 
bushel of wheat to tide water as it does to 
man’s Minnesota district, fifteen : 
result of that discrimination and ] 


mpair the value of Pennsylvat 
man from Maine [ Mr. LiITrLer 
the communities which migh 
haul at the short rate, I rep! i 
jured by the long haul at the low ra 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. §& 
think that they are entitled to some « 
coal mines in Pennsylvania need not, as 





idle because of the low rate given t 
where men were able to work for 5 ce 
were willing to work for in Pennsy] 

the Pennsylvania mines? Whether, 
regulation, such a community, engaged in 
ing, is not entitled to some protection | 


those who live at a distance from the mar 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That, Mr 


the great field that your ¢ nmitte 
the provisions of this bil. 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is what I 
they are excluded. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. If th 
man’s farm to its market is just and f: 
has no right to complain under the 
agreed with your colleague fi 
that if we attempt to control rates 
entials, in the way of having : 
specially what market shall be had f 


would get into the field of disaster. We h 
If the gentleman is suffering fron me 
under the provisions of this bill, and wha 
have an unreasonable rate reduced and a 
and that is as far as he can or ought to go. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Does the gentk in 


farm products in my district should be ch 
of ten times as much per ton per mile upon 
| Wheat and flour as from his district in Mi 


point? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No 
Chairman, that there always is 
such a situation. It may or may 


the gentleman stated. Lis rate 1 be 


and just. If so, he can not comp 
may injure him. That is one of 
body else will have to stand in ft 
ing to be injured by any kind of | 


cranted to the gentleman t 
others, and we think we would 
are trying to do is to injure just 
as we can, and that is why we redu 
mission to the sm: lle . & e, which 
3 we do by the provi ns of th 
Mr. OLMSTED. But in this bill, whil 
m the power to det rmine what 
to certain things, you take away fro 
power to decide what would be fsir and 
in such a case as I have mention 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. but 
away from them. If there is an u 
the provisions of the present law 
remedy, if this should become a 
more and no less. 

Mr. OLMSTED. We do not hav« 
am getting at. Ought we not to h 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota 
present circumstances, because that 


eloquently shown by the gentleman 
| FIELD] and your colleag Mr. S81 
desire to avoid. These gentlemen brou 
bogie men; they have brought in pl 
ind if they did, would be evils. This 
evils and does not pretend to. We on 


deavoring to correct some of them. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. They may have brought in bogie men, but 
this is a real character that I have brought in. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; and there are real char- 
acters of all sorts all over the United States, but if we attempt 
to control all of the injustices we find we will get into an 
illimitable field of greater injustice. So we decided not to try, 
and limit oursélves to where we believed some good will be 
accomplished and little harm be done. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man this: They use rather of a new word in here, namely the 
word “ remunerative.” I have not the bill before me, and there- 
fore can not get the clause, but I wish the gentleman would read 
it and explain what the word “ remunerative ” means, what it is 
intended it should mean, and if he can find any dictionary or 
any court on the top of the earth that has ever defined the word. 
I hope that he will have the definition printed in his remarks. 
And in addition to that, I would like his opinion about it. I 
would like to know what is meant by it, and why it was put in. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish 
to be responsible for everything that is in this bill. It is a 
compromise measure. There are undoubtedly things in it I 
do not believe in, there are things in it that every member of the 
committee does not approve, but we put it in because it is the 
best that we can do under all the circumstances. Now, as to 
these particular words, I believe they would have about this 
effect. We think that Congress has the right to delegate to this 
Commission the power to name a rate that in its judgment 
should be just and reasonable which would legally include the 
words “fairly remunerative.” Undoubtedly these would have 
just about this significance. AsI have read the cases, the courts 
construe that anything less than that is confiscatory of the prop- 
erty affected. Now this makes the legislative definition of what 
constitutes a reasonable rate correspond exactly with the judi- 
cial construction of what constitutes a reasonable rate. This 


should be had in mind in fixing a rate. It is one of the ele- 
meuts susceptible of proof in an action testing the order. It 
would give the railways a little better chance for a standing in 
court in defining the scope of the authority of the Commission 
in making the order. 
spond with the legislative construction. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The courts have always held 
that the railroad must be paid for the services it renders. But 
is it not a fact that that would not in all cases be a remunera- 
tive rate? Now, what are you to do with this sort of a case? 
Say there is a railroad that has been run through some Sahara 
or unproductive country. You levy a rate for goods through 
that country that is so high that it does not get the traffic and 
is not remunerative. Do you call that a just and reasonable 
rate for the people? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
stand that the confiscation the Constitution prohibits is the con- 
fiscation of all the property, and not by a single rate. The best 
the Commission could do is to guess at what individual rate 
would be fair and just. Now, if that particular rate that the 
gentleman mentions should be fair and reasonable, and yet prove 
prohibitive to the people of that section, I am afraid the people 
would have to stand it, unless these new words so obnoxious to 
him, “ fairly remunerative,” might be used to compel a change. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Would not that be an unjust 
and an unfair rate? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That might all depend upon 
conditions. If the Commission thought it was fairly reason- 
able, if it was not confiscatory, if it did not come within the 
scope of the delegated power, I do not believe any power could 
change it except the Commission. But the rate fixed by the 
Commission is only the maximum to be charged. The railroad 
could lower the rate at any time to any which seemed to be 
best, and in that way carry all the traffic in sight. That is the 
way it would actually work. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, suppose it would not be a 
fair rate to the people, the people on that road would not go 
over it and could not use the road, because the rates were pro- 
hibitory. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I can not understand that that 
would be the result, because the Commission or the railroad 
would have the right to change the rate. It is not absolutely 
fixed by either of them. And then the railroad can lower the 
rate at any time it chooses on thirty days’ notice. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But suppose they did not do it? 
The Commission have said that this rate is remunerative, and it 


It makes the judicial construction corre- | 
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would be reasonable and just also. Now, what power has the 
Commission to change the rate that it has once made? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. The Commission has a perfect 
right to change its mind under this bill when it thinks it ought 
to. It can modify or suspend its orders to meet changes of con- 
ditions or any exigency in affairs. The courts have the powers 
I have set forth. But to prevent any cast-iron system of rates, 
which would tie up the business of the country, the bill provides 
the rates terminate in three years. 


CAN NOT CURE ALL ILLS. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, we do not expect this bill covers all the 
evils. It is not passed for that purpose. It is only passed as 
the best we can agree epon to remedy some of the evils which 
now exist, and as a basis for other legislation when the proper 
time shall come to consider it. We are confident it will not af- 
flict people with the evils so strongly described by the gentle- 
men who have spoken against this bill. And it will do some 
positive good. 

We all realize that this bill will not be satisfactory to many 
who have clamored for railway rate legislation. Some are even 
now inveighing against it. 

I do not believe it will much reduce railroad rates, since even 
now our rates in this country average as the lowest in the world. 
The Commission can not reduce the great bulk of them, and, in 
fact, the railroads themselves will reduce far lower than any 
Commission dare go. But it will afford a forum where redress 
in a speedy and adequate way can be had in a case of extortion, 
and this is a great gain to the people. 

Some special rebates caused by special privileges or facilities, 
such as private cars, refrigeration, private switches, terminals, 
elevators and charges, and midnight rates can be under better 
surveillance and control. But no one must expect that all can be 
stopped. That would be beyond the limit of human possibility. 
But this bill will help. Those who believe there should be a 
control of differentials, who desire a vital long and short haul 
provision and a distance tariff will be disappointed. There is 


| nothing in this bill as to those particulars to change existing 
exact power is delegated to the Commission so that this element | 


law or existing conditions. Any really grievous evil can be 
reached now by a vigorous enforcement of the present law. 
And many of the evils designed to be cured by this bill could 
be adequately reached under the present law if it were properly 
enforced. 

But there seem to me some fundamental defects in this bill 
which can not be considered now. I only wish to call attention 
to them as sometime Congress will be obliged to consider them 
when the time shall come to amend whatever action shall be 
had during this present session, 

These fundamental evils are two. First, the union of the 
great powers of government—executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial—to some extent in one tribunal. Second, the real basis for 
rebates, discriminiations, and unjust favoritism is not elimi- 
nated or removed by this act. 


OBJECTION TO JOINDER OF POWERS. 


I agree with the objection made by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. LirTLEFIELD] as to the joinder of the great powers of tlhe 
Government, legislative, executive, and judicial, in this Commis 
sion. I believe such objection is well founded and that such 
joinder of powers ought not to exist, and that there can not 
be a satisfactory and efficient administration of affairs under 
such conditions. But the time has not yet come to remedy that 
evil. The time has not yet come when we can revolutionize the 
interstate-commerce law, procedure, and Commission. We «il! 
realize that responsibility for the enforcement of this act must he 
placed upon an official competent, powerful, and with adequate 
means to perform his duty. It is the only way we can cope 
with the great and exceedingly able railway managers and their 
attorneys. Yet the enforcement of this act is left to the same 
Commission, which acts to a certain extent as judges and Icz- 
islators, and no man is big enough to act fairly and efficient!y 
in all capacities. Of course this bill does not and could not 
confer strictly judicial authority and does not make the Com- 
mission into a court. It very carefully avoids that by requirins 
only the opinion of the Commission to find a rate unreasona!)'e 
as a basis for action. We all realize that strictly legislativ 
power is not conferred, but only power is delegated to work 
the details of the legislative will and make it effective. [>u 
quasi-judicial and quasi-legislative powers are conferred upc! 
an executive tribunal, and it is not an effective or satisfactory 
policy to be pursued. The investigation and prosecutions sho\!!'! 
be definitely committed to an executive officer and bureau 0° 
should have no other duties and the full responsibility. ‘ve 
full judicial power should be committed to the courts, and () 
legislative power should be worked out by a separate tribuve! 
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having no other duties and reporting to Congress, 
authority. 


its sole 


NO EFFECTIVE REMEDY FOR DISCRIMINATIONS. 

Second, the monstrous, menacing evil against which people | 
mostly complain is that of undue favoritism, unfair rebates, | 
discrimination, and advantages to the rich and powerful, as | 
against the weak, humble, and defenseless. The foundation and 
real basis of them is not reached by this act. 

This monstrous evil is caused by undue, illegitimate, unfair | 
competition. The railroads desire more business, and to get | 
business away from a rival will grant rebates to accomplish | 
that end. The shipper desires to increase his business and cut | 
under and out his competitor and makes inducements to the rail- | 
road managers to accomplish that result. In both cases is the 
ever-present desire to overcome a competitor, and both are will- | 
ing to violate the law whenever they can get that additional 
business. For many years the only remedies afforded were 
under the common law, and those injured were compelled to 
seek redress in the courts through the usual remedies. That 
method failed, because the injured were not powerful enough to 
reach the great violators of the law, and there was too little | 
at stake for any one shipper to undertake the expense and 
chances of a prolonged contest against powerful opponents. The 
public then sought under the provisions of the interstate-com 
merce act to fix penalties for violation of the law suflicient to | 
cause such violations to cease. These penalties have been in- | 
creased and this power to reach the violators is increased. | 
I do not believe this method will be satisfactory or successful, | 
because whenever it will pay the competitor, either shipper or | 
railroad, better to violate than to obey the law, there is always 
a temptation to violate the law, and the temptation is generally 
followed by the overt act. This bill can not stop that tempta- 
tion which leads to the violation. 

But the time is coming, Mr. Chairman, when a system should 
and can be devised by which it will be better for all jointly, 
railroads and shippers, to comply with the law and assist in 
maintaining its authority than to violate it, and such a system 
can be gradually evolved out of this measure after its ex- 
periments and experience have disclosed clearly the lines along 
which such remedial legislation may safely develop. 

BENEFITS OF BILL. 

This measure will bring about those necessary and beneficial 
results. First, it will enable a test to be made as to the powers 
of Congress and the extent of such powers over the interstate 
commerce and carriers. It gives an opportunity to test the 
right of Congress to enact this legislation. That right has been 
doubted in the past. It has been doubted on this floor; it 
is doubted by many eminent lawyers in the country. This | 
act gives an opportunity to test the constitutionality of such | 
legislation; and then Congress, the public, and the railroads | 
can judge of their respective rights and plan for proper legis- | 








lation to meet existing situations. Second, it does another 
thing. It gives to the people an adequate forum where they | 
can go to obtain redress from the wrong of extortion or abuse 
in the making of rates. One of the main difficulties in the 
proper settlement of this tremendous question is the fact that | 
the people are prejudiced and, too often, are unwilling to con- 
sider conservative and safe methods. It is unfortunate that 
they are so prejudiced, but this feeling arises because they 
believe there exists no fair opportunity for redress for them 
against evils they know exist and against wrongs which they 
know should be righted. This bill gives that forum and such 
in opportunity. It gives the people a chance to go to a dis- 
interested tribunal and have the public authorities contest the 
important questions affecting the public with the great trans- 
portation interests of the country. This very fact will prove 
a safety valve, will tend to remove the prejudices, and the 
people will be in a frame of mind where they will be glad to 
receive information and instruction as to these important ques- 
tions from any source. During the last summer the railroads 
conducted an extensive and expensive campaign of education 
in different parts of the country. They caused to be compiled 
and scattered among the people very many pamphlets, news- 
papers, articles, and books of great value and authority. But 
the campaign failed of its intended effect, and did far more 
harm than good, because the people were not ready to listen 
to the truth; they were not in a frame of mind to be instructed 
by the railroad authorities when they did not think the rail- 
roads, on their part, were acting fairly and would not consent 
to before a fair, impartial, and adequate tribunal which could 
settle all wrongs and disputes. 

he railroad authorities seemed to hold themselves somewhat 
outside of the rules which control other people, and that is 
a lways resented by the weaker: party. 

This naturally suggests the third important benefit of this 
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bill, in that it assures to the public and notifies the railway 
managers that the public authority is supreme and that all : 
subordinate to it, that powerful presidents of railroads 
subject to the same regulations and powei 


oe ¢ 
l vy & ‘ t 


citizen. 
It also in effect notifies these managers of these great pub! 
service corporations of the country that above even their own 
| private interests, in the management of the great rail 
properties, that they are trustees of the people’s righs and pri 
leges, and must always be ready to give an account of their 


stewardship. 
One of the great troubles to-day is that these extremely 


and powerful men, with all their genius, with all their influ 
| ence, haye not seemed to realize that they are trustees also of 
the people’s rights; that they have responsibilities for t! 


people’s welfare. 

This bill notifies them that in cases of injustice or in ca 
of extortion, and that in the exercise of the public function 
collecting tolls for public service, that they come unde 
provisions of this bill, that they are subject to the peopl 
tribunal. When this full realization comes we can ex 
eordial cooperation between the railroads and the publi 
protecting and advancing all interests. Until such time th 
must continue to be friction. We believe this bill will ha 
the coming of the time when the railroad authorities will 
sincerely desirous of cooperating with the public authorities 
studying the various phases and elements of this vast and ¢ 
plicated question. 

This most important work is needed in the 
railroads. It is needed in the enforcement of any laws 
the statute books. It is needed in the settlement of the i: 
tant controversies which must arise over these 
questions. It is needed in planning for any k 
may be found necessary in the future. 

The greatest and most valuable part of such work can be 
done by the able, practical men who know the most about it, 
and their sincere labors can be effective when the people and 
public authorities all realize and can depend upon it as 
tributing to the public welfare. This legislation. is by no mean: 
the final step. It is only a short but important step in advance. 
Other very important steps must be taken in the future. We 
have gone as far as possible just now. jut under the protec- 
tion of this legislation it ought to be possible to study carefully 
and clearly the true and best relations of the railroads and 
their management, to the public, to their security holders, and 
to their employees, study the methods and effects of publicity, 
operation as affecting all interests, and analyze the elements of 
charges, cost of service, and compensation, and reasonable rat 
In the preparation of the present legislation the railway man 
agers have not been as frank and fair in some respects V 
due, and when some were frank and fair such qualities did n 
receive adequate response and commendation. This natural 
distrust should be dissipated by the enactment of this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 
a moment? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. On page 13 of this bill, par 
section 16, beginning at line 8, provides: 


op ration ¢ 


most in 


gislation which 


as was 


Can I interrupt the gentleman 


Such suits shall proceed in all respects like other civil suits f 
damages, except that on the trial of such suits the findings and ordet 
of the Commission shall be prima facie evidence of the ts therein 


stated, ete. 

That is where a judgment for damages has been awarded by 
the Commission against the individual shipper and he has ay 
pealed to the court for enforcement of the order. I want to 
know whether or not that language does not give the attorney 
for the corporation the close of the argument to the jury in ev 
instance? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. 


Chairman, I think tl 


may be much to the proposition of the gentleman from Ke 
tucky. I have since seen, I think, some cases that hold t 
such provision does change the burden of proof. I think the 
best authorities—and I confess I have not investigated t! 


subject carefully—I think the best authorities are to the effect 
that this only furnishes the proof necessary to make out a prima 
facie case and does not change the burden of proof. At tl! 
same time, I remember reading a case only last week which 
held that this very sort of a provision did change the burden of 
proof. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Wherever the law gives one 
litigant a prima facie case in my State it invariably 
other litigant the conclusion of the argument. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. It would be held that the prae- 
tice of the State would control; but as to 1y opinion 
is not of value. I have seen cases which held that it did change 


rives tue 


that, 1 
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the burden of proof, and the contention of the gentleman would 
be true; but at the same time I think that the better authori- 
ties are to the effect that this only furnishes the needed evidence 
to make a case and does not change the burden of proof. 

Mr. PEARRE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 

Mr. PEARRE. Is there any specific prohibition against the 
granting of rebates in this bill or any specific penalty provided 
for the granting of rebates? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That is in previous existing 
legislation. The old interstate-commerce law and the Elkins 
law covered rebates thoroughly, and this gives additional power 
tou prevent extortions. 


Certainly. 


Commission in the way of including private cars, refrigeration, 
switches, elevators, and terminals, which are only a conven- 
ient way of rebate, are covered in the bill, and in that way the 
question of rebates is well covered. 

PEARRE. In regard to the matter of rebates, the com- 
relies entirely on the Elkins law? 

STEVENS of Minnesota. Oh, no. 

PEARRE. Without any specific provision in this bill 
with regard to that matter at all, except the provision which 
anything but the published rates. 


Mr. 
niittee 
Mr. 


: ad 
Mr. 


prohibits the charging of 
Ain L right about that? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That is all that can be done. 
We provide that the rates shall be fair and reasonable; that 
the rates shall be published, and make a penalty for departure 
from those rates, and we try to include in this bill, so they can 
be controlled, various evasions by which there have been depar- 
tures from the published rates. That is the object of the ex- 
tension of this legislation—of preventing departures from the 
published rates. 

Mr. PEARRE. I may say to the gentleman that my ob- 
servation and experience has been in discussing this bill with 
citizens throughout the States and country wherever I have been, 
that common observation and experience is to the effect that 
what the people want is a prohibition and prevention of rebates 
and discriminations, especially. 
ten me on this subject—men engaged in large business inter- 
ests and largely in interstate commerce—that what was needed 
and what they did not object to was the prohibition and pre- 
vention of rebates—that is, discriminations in favor of one 
shipper as against another. It seems to me from my reading 
of this bill that there is no specific provision in it which either 
prohibits rebates or furnishes any penalty for the granting of 
rebates. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, such provisions 
as the gentleman demands have been on the statute books for 
nearly twenty years. The lack of sufficient means for en- 
forcement was the reason for the passage of the Elkins law, 
and we attempt to extend the provisions of the old statute— 
the original interstate-commerce law—which made every pro- 
hibition desired by the gentleman and his 


and unfair advantages. That is what this does, specifically, 
in the first section. It extends existing provisions and prohi- 


bitions of law. We have covered it just as fully as we could, 
have gone just as far as human ingenuity can go by making 
everything that constitutes a departure from the 


Of course, the language of the bill extending the scope of the | 


Some men, indeed, have writ- 


constituents, by | 
including other methods of rebates and unjust discriminations | 





published | 
rates, everything that grants unjust favoritism, a rebate and | 


unlawful, and it must be read in connection with existing law. | 
Mr. PEARRE. Then I understand that the gentleman does 
admit that there is nothing specific in this bill except by refer- 


I 

ence to previous legislation and by the confirmation and exten- 
T 
! 


sion of previous legislation. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly, the gentleman must | 
read sections 2 and 3 of the original interstate-commerce act | 


and he must read the acts passed in 1903—the Elkins law—in 
connection with this legislation. 

Mr. PEARRE. I say this extends and amplifies those. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 


Mr. PEARRE. I desire the gentleman to understand that 
I am heartily in favor of this legislation, but I do not want, 


while we are passing this legislation, to overlook what appears 
to be the principal objectionable features in the minds of the 
public, namely, rebates and discriminations. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. That is the one thing that we 
have covered as far as we can cover against rebates. 
will be made. We can not prevent them. This bill goes as far 
as we can go. It does the best we can do, and if the gentleman 





people complain about will be remedied. 
yield back the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that 
I am suffering from the effects of a very bad cold. I shall not, 
therefore, be able to speak with a great deal of force, and I shall 
probably develop the fact that I am again somewhat incon- 
sistent in my position. The debate which has been running now 
for a week has been one of the most interesting that I have ever 
listened to in the course of my service here. It has been 
marked by extraordinary ability on both sides of the question, 
and if I should say something on two or more sides of the ques- 
tion in the course of the time which I occupy it will not be a 
novelty, so far as that is concerned, to a good many Members of 
the House. 

I consider the agitation that has emanated from Congress and 
has spread itself out over the country as uncalled for and in- 
jurious. There never was an issue so feigned and so much a 
“fake” issue as the issue of an agitation to be called rate agi- 
tation. There was no such condition until it was manufactured 
here. There is no such condition excepting only as it has been 
planted, nursed, promoted, and propagated from the halls of 
political debate, and the agitation of a few gentlemen in the 
country is giving it notoriety by the action which they have 
taken. I live in a great shipping district. I venture to say 
there is more interstate-commerce freight shipped out of the dis- 
trict that I have the honor to represent than there is out of one- 
third each of all the States of this Union. And yet, coming up 
to this moment, not one letter, not one newspaper editorial, not 
one suggestion has come to me in regard to this subject, and I 
venture to say that of the 386 Members of this House 300 of 
them will testify the same way. ‘That the public have been 
aroused by the organized cry of outrage against the railroads 
there is no doubt, and the people have been brought to believe 
that they have been most seriously imposed upon; but on a close 
analysis they will discover that it has not been the rates 
charged, but the manner in which the discriminations have been 
made that has done the injury to them. 

I was alive in the campaign of 1904. The Democratic party 
injected this idea into the platform of their party. The Repub 
lican party treated it then just exactly as it has always treated 
it—with entire indifference, if not contempt. I participated 
more or less in the campaign in fifteen States, and I read the 
great journals—leaders of the thought of the people—publishe! 
in behalf of the Republican party in all of the States. I read the 
platform of the party at Chicago, and I read the letter of accept- 
ance and the speech of the President, and there was not one 
solitary utterance in the whole of it that said one word about 
this lower tariff of rates in the United States, so I am justified 
in saying it is a manufactured issue, uncalled for, totally and 
absolutely unnecessary. But it has come, and when you hear 
appeals coming from the distinguished gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. TowNsENp] telling.us that the wrath of the people | 
been aroused and punishment is-to be meted out.and we are 
threatened with some dire calamity, everybody who even gos 
slow about this proposition, why, we are awake to the proballe 
consequences of not doing anything. 

There are some shippers in various parts of the country from 
whom these demands come, but I have never read a resolution 
of a shippers’ convention that complains generally of the res 
of the rates of freight in the United States. That is not wih 
they talk about. I will come directly to what they do talk al 
and I will try to make it apparent that the distinguished « 
tlemen who have reported this bill have absolutely omitted to 
discuss or legislate upon every question that is of the slightest 
importance to the shippers of the country. [Laughter.] It hos 
been a noteworthy fact that of all the distinguished gentl 
of the committee who have advocated this bill no two of t! 
have answered the same question in the same way. Notabl) 
distinguished gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SrTevens}. ) 
has just taken his seat, feels grave uncertainty as to wl 
there is anything at all in the bill in regard to the very thing 
above all other things that we are so greatly interested in 
question of discrimination, the question of rebates, the que 
of faulty and extortionate administration of the great que 
of transportation in the United States, and when they come ‘ 


Mr. Chairman, I 


| cross-examined on this floor no two of them answer the 


question in the same way. Some of them hope there is s 


| thing satisfactory in the measure; some of them hope t 


Rebates | 


construction will be given to this bill that will satisfy the «s> 

examiner; some of them are of the opinion that this is pro!.!'y 

not quite definite, that 
Mr. MANN. I suppose the gentleman is willing to admit t)at 





nd his constituents will cooperate with the public authorities | there is a remarkable degree of versatility on the part 0! 
| committee, at least? 


in the enforcement of this law very many of the evils the 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. 
there is great versatility, there is no doubt about that. 
hope that that was in the bill. Another one said, “ Well, I must 
confess that is not in the bill.” Another one said, “ Well, I 
think it is in the bill; and when you come to look at it with 
a spyglass you can not see it. I remember very well that when 
the Esch-Townsend bill was pending in the last Congress a dis 
tinguished gentleman who advocated in a leading position the 
passage of the bill was called upon to state whether or not 
there was any provision in the bill that undertook to regulate 
or affect any way rebates and discriminations, and finally he 
said he thought there was, and then he pointed out that the 
Interstate Commerce Commission might hear complaints against 
these “ practices ” of the railroad companies, and he said that 
was the place where rebates were covered; that was the place 
where all those injurious actions of the railroad companies were 
going to be met. 

Now we have a bill far less definite than that, and at last 
the gentleman from Minnesota is driven to say that whatever 
there is in this bill that in anywise affects these great evils that 
we all recognize and complain of, that if there is anything in 
the bill that affects them in any way, it is by giving a little 
more power to the Elkins Act. How long would it take a skill- 
ful man to put into the bill something that we could under- 
stand—that is, the average of us? Why could not you say in 
this first section that undertakes to describe what shall be the 
duty of a railroad company, why not say in plain terms that 
they shall not do this and that and the other thing, and if they 
do do it that shall be a violation of the law for which they shall 
he punished? Why leave it to misconstruction? Why leave it 
all to be guessed about and to be construed apparently for the 
purpose of passing this bill? 

But this bill is born of the dawn of a political millennium in 
this House. All the angels that sang together here on the day 
this bill was reported sang the same tune. [Laughter.] Men 
who have stood here and denounced the Elkins bill as totally 
valueless and denounced the interstate-commerce act as faulty 
come here now and say that while they can not point out that 
this bill has made any change in the law yet they are all for it. 
Then, Mr. Chairman, there is a most notable proposition here. 
While it is true that these eighteen gentlemen, or seventeen, or 
whatever there may be of them—the very ablest men in this 
House, I grant that—while it is true that no two of them think 
alike about the details of this bill, they stand together as a close 
corporation and say, “ We have pledged ourselves that there 
shail not be any amendment put on this bill.” A half a dozen 
of those gentlemen have told me, “ Yes; that is the thing.” 
One of them told me to-day—and he would not object if I 
named him, I think—‘ Well, if you fellows get at it, you will 
destroy it.” 

So the whole power of the proposition is to be brought to 
bear to prevent any amendment to this bill. That is the most 
remarkable proposition. My friend from Arizona [Mr. Smirn]} 
had something to say on a cognate subject a few days ago that 
had a good deal of force. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And I would like to have had the 
aid of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is not a political question, only as 
our friends on the other side are trying to make it such. It is 
i question of business. It is the matter of the administration 
of the greatest question of American industry to-day, and yet 
we are told that the absolute perfection of legislation has been 
reached; that nothing can be added to or subtracted from. 
{t is perfect in all respects, and therefore must not be criticised. 
in the name of common sense, what are we doing here five or 
six days at a stretch and now running on into the second week ? 
What are we making speeches about? What are we making 
speeches for? If we are forbidden to amend this bill, and this 
close corporation stands armed, as I think it does, with ample 


Yes; of versatility and some other—well, 
Others 





power to prevent any change in this bill, what are we here for? | 


Why not go home, and when these gentlemen have placed the 
inatter right before their constituents, by diverse sophistical 
speeches, come back and register their will, and pass the bill? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman permit 
= interruption? I do not think I have ever interrupted him 
etore, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman has recoliece- 
tion of a bill coming, a few days ago, from the Committee on 
Ways and Means, of which the gentleman is a very distin- 
cuished member, and that the bill was discussed in the House 
for Inany days; and, under a rule that the gentleman was able 
to give us as a member of the Committee on Rules, no amend- 
ents were permitted, notwithstanding there had been debate 
covering a period of a number of days. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. And, Mr. Chairman, before that debate 
began the House adopted the rule, and made it, th 
act of the House itself. Here we have the act of a committee 
without any indorsement of the House, and we are told without 
any action whatever on the part of the House we shall not be 
permitted to make any amendment to the bill. The gentleman 
is sufficiently acute to see very easily the wide distinction be 
tween the two propositions. The Committee on Rules might 
have been overruled in that case. The Committee on Rules has 
not anything to do with this case, nor has any Member of this 
House got anything to do with it, because the edict has gone 
solemnly forth that no amendment is to be put into it. If we 


‘refore, the 


| should bring Christ’s Sermon on the Mount and offer it here as 


an additional section to this bill it would be opposed by every 
man on the committee because of his relation to the bill. 

Mr. MANN. That would not be germane to the railroads. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman if it is not within the power of the House to amend it, 
and if it was not in the power of the House, under the rule that 
was adopted on the Philippine tariff bill and the statehoed bill, 
to ever consider amendments? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. It is in the power of the 
House. I am not talking about having taken away any power of 
the House, but it is the declaration of the committee that they 
have got a perfect measure that I am criticising—a measure so 
perfect that although it has been bovn of a compromise with 


| eighteen men it is not to be successfully attacked by the three 





| state-commerce bill away back yonder. I was one of 
| six Members of this House who believed then that the bill was 





hundred and seventy-odd Members. That is my point. 

Well, then we must vote for this bill or not vote for anything 
We must vote for this bill exactly as it comes from the commit- 
tee or we shall mar and spoil the handiwork that is so abso- 
lutely perfect in its character, and yet which is condemned or 
criticised by more than half of the men who aided in its birth 
and procurement. “Now, I do not believe that this is by any 
manner of means perfect. I heard the statement of the very 
abie gentleman from Minnesota | Mr. Stevens! a short time ago, 
that undertook to say that the first section of this bill strength 
ened the power of the Elkins bill. Now, my proposition is this: 
If the Elkins bill has sufficiently described the crimes that are 
committed against the rights of the people of the country by 
railroad corporations, then there is not any need of this legisla- 
tion, and the whole of this argument that has been made here so 
fairly and so ably about the wrongs that the railroads are per- 
petrating against the people of the United States comes down to 
just simply nothing except the question of the reduction of rail- 
road rates as the tariff for the transportation upon the railroads 
of the country. 

There is not one single word or syllable in the first section of 
this bill that in anywise points out or in anywise elaborates 
the scope of the Elkins bill. The mere definition of the words 
covered by the term “railroads,” of what is covered by the 
term “common carriers,” and what is covered by the term 
“transportation” adds nothing to the Elkins bill; for the 
Elkins bill has a better and more pertinent and more compre- 
hensive and a better understood provision in the description 
than this bill. You have added nothing whatever. 

Now, my proposition is this: We are here trying to legis- 
late against wrongs and injuries done to the American people 
by the railroad companies. The Elkins bill was a supplement 
upon the interstate-commerce bill. I voted against the inter 
the twent 


of no possible value, and was nothing but an incumbrance and 
an obstacle in the way of success in regulating the matter of 
railroad traffic; and I have been pretty well vindicated. I find 
that gentlemen are here telling us the wrath of the people is 
rising. The Interstate Commerce Commission is still there 
all its functions are there, all its functions largely added to 
by the Elkins bill, and yet they say it is totally defective and 
worthless. One year ago we had the Esch-Townsend bill. 
Great pains were taken and great efforts were made to bring 
that bill up to a point that would meet the emergency. How 
many men here to-day would vote for it if that bill were here? 
and I was one of them that voted for that bill. They would 
not vote for it again. So we have gone through these statutes 
and this interstate-commerce bill, an utter and insignificant 
failure and absolutely worthless and deterrent by reason of its 
own defects. Second, the Elkins bill is now condemned as in 
efficient and worthless. Third, this bill. Has the Elkins bill 
failed to correct the evils that it aims at? Has it failed to 
prevent rebates? Will not some gentleman here teil us wh 

there are any rebates going on to-day? It is broadly stated by 
the leading men of the railroads of the country, thint do 

advocate this bill, and whom I shall refer to ultimately, that 
while there were rebates and wrongs in that direction, to-day 
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there are none. Is not the Elkins bill as strong in its lan- 
guage as the English language can make a measure in con- 
demnation of rebates? Will somebody state what language 
could be put in that bill to make it stronger? And if some ad- 
vocate of this bill says that the Elkins bill is not specific enough, 


not strong enough, not clear enough, and not effective, and has 
been found to be defective, why not strengthen the Elkins bill 
by clear and concise and easily understood language in this 
bill? You have not done so. 

And do not tell me that the mere section defining the term 
“railroad” and defining the term “transportation” has added 
anything to the statute known as the “ Elkins law” as a defini- 


tion of the criminal act of rebate. So I say that gentlemen are 
driven to this proposition by the utter inefficiency of this bill to 
enlarge even the description of rebates and to add anything to 


the punishment or any definition that makes it in the slightest 
degree valuable. For they have admitted that they are willing 
to retire from the business and leave the Elkins bill the sole oc- 
eupier of the field so far as punishment or definition of rebates 
is concerned. 

Now, I do not believe myself that the Elkins bill has reached 
the limit, and I had hoped when the language of the statute 
was restated here we should have something more definite and 
something more valuable. The great trouble in this country 
grows out of the consolidation or interweaving of the interests 
of the producer and the transporter. That is our real trouble. 
And I speak from personal knowledge of where I live and 
where I observe and where I know what is going on, and I say 
that the great evil to-day grows out of the fact that the rail- 
road corporations are permitted to become, through their direc- 
tors, through their presidents, and through the superintendents, 
owners of the productive industries along the lines of the rail- 
roads. That is the real trouble. Going to the mighty coal 
fields of Ohio, 40 per cent of the entire production of coal in 
the State—and Ohio is fourth in the production of soft coal— 
is mined within my own Congressional district, and the evil we 
are suffering from, and battling against in the State courts with 
some success, which we could battle better in the forum of the 
United States courts, is where the coal mines are owned by the 
railroads. I could give instances one after the other and I could 
name an instance in the State of West Virginia where the own- 
ers of the railroads are the people owning the most productive 
coal mines along its lines, and strangling to death the business 
of other shippers along its lines. There is no provision in this 
bill that seeks to reach out in the direction of that crowning evil 
that is so disastrous. 

And, Mr. Chairman, although I have been notified that it will 
not be passed, I shall offer an amendment, if I am present in 
the House, at the proper time, which, in my humble judgment, 
will reach and correct the evil. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CurRRIER). 
the amendment read at this time? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, Mr. Chairman, as a part of my 
speech. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Does the gentleman desire 


No president, director, officer, agent, or employee of any railroad or 
other earrier of freight, and which is engaged in interstate commerce, 


shall be interested, directly or indirectly, in the furnishing of material 
or supplies to such company or in the business of transportation as a 
common earrier of freight or passengers over the works owned, leased, 


controlled, or worked by such company. Upon complaint and satisfac 
tory proof of any violation of this provision such Commission shall 
order that the offices so held in violation of this act shall issue an 
order to such corporation to declare the offices or position so forfeited 
and to fill the places so vacated as is provided for in the organ- 


vacant, 
ization and by-laws of such corporation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, there is not anything 
novel about this; nothing startling. I have copied the exact 


words of the constitution of the State of Pennsylvania. If that 
had been in force in the State of Pennsylvania, the enormous 
coal strike of three years ago would not have happened. If 
that was in force to-day in the great coal-producing States of 
the Union, the strike of 600,000 coal miners that now stand 
menacing the industries of this country would not have been 
suggested, because there would have been no contest between the 
opposing interests. This is the law of Pennsylvania to-day in 
substance and effect. The only difficulty about the constitution 
of Pennsylvania is that there is a question of the refusal of the 
State legislature to pass laws to carry into effect this organic 
act. 

There is one section of this article of the constitution which I 
will read: 


Sic. The legislature shall enforce by proper legislation the provi- 


12. 


sion of this article. 
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But they have never enforced it. There it stands, a monu- 
ment of the wisdom of the Constitution makers and a monu- 
ment of the potential influence of the coal operators. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

There is one of the propositions. Is that covered by the Elkins 
law? What have you done in this bill to carry it into effect if 
it is not covered by the Elkins law and ought to be adopted? 

What right have you to stand and say it shall not be put into 
this bill? It is a very simple provision? Why, it is said, and 
my colleague from Ohio after having gracefully yielded to my 
suggestion as to some of the things he said in a former speech, 
has finally come down to the conclusion that the most that can 
be said about the railroad company is that it is an instrumen- 
tality of commerce; that while not exactly owned by the State, 
it is in a position to be dictated to as to its organization and as 
to its administration. 

If that be so, and I agree to it, then what is to hinder the 
Congress of the United States from saying to this great railroad 
corporation, “ You shall be public servants, and if you want to 
invest your money in running a railroad, you shall run it under 
such conditions as shall not challenge your cupidity, and chal- 
lenge your disposition to commit outrages against the rights of 
the producing forces along your line. You shall be the agert 
for the transportation lines.” Why, throughout the whole coun- 
try we make laws in every State of the Union saying what 
manner of man shall hold office, what manner of man shall ad- 
minister the legal offices of the country. We say the same 
thing—we provide that no man shall hold an office that has 
been created during his term as Congressman until it is ended. 
and we put all sorts of regulations on the instrumentalities of 
our administrative branch of the Government. Why not say to 
this corporation that if it takes the franchise with the right of 
eminent domain, “ You may go into the business of transporta- 
tion, you may carry coal and iron and steel, farm products and 
cattle, but you shall not have an interest in the production of 
it, for the very reason that we will not consent that there shal! 
be such an unfair advantage given to an owner of a railroad 
company.” 

There isn’t anything new or novel about that. We all under- 
stand the power of it. Why wasn’t it put into this bill if the 
Elkins law has failed and is worthless? 

Then there is a little matter, a very small matter, that I 
would like to inquire into. I have not undertaken to exhaust 
the subject of improvements that might be made to remedy the 
evils that we complain of and that we have a right to complain 
of. Why not put it exactly this way: 

Any railroad company upon whose line there is a coal mine, or saw- 
mill, or a shipping point of cattle shall furnish to every man on the 
line the same facilities, the same right of transportation, and every 
other thing that goes to make this property valuable, and if you do not 
do it we will suspend your charter and turn you out. 

Why, we have got power enough in the State. Some of my 
friends haye forgotten that there are States in this Union. 
[Laughter.] Not long ago a railroad company in the State of 
Ohio undertook, in relation to a transaction, to discriminate 
against the operators that had put down shafts and erected 
coal tipples to start in and mine coal. 

There is no law in Ohio on the subject. The railroads ro- 
fused to take on the switch when it was ready, and yet they did 
take on another switch after that one had been constructed that 
took in a tremendous output of coal, and which belonged to the 
officers or stockholders of the railroad company, or in whic! 
they had interest. A suit was brought in a State court, and for 
what? Not for damages, but a proposition to oust the corpora- 
tion from its legal existence, and that under no law except tlic 
common law applicable to all common carriers. The result of 
it was, when they had quibbled long enough and delayed a 
little while, they came down very gladly and took on the switch. 
Those are thé evils we are complaining about. I happen to 
know something about the conditions in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, and there is another evil there that I desire to instance | 
this connection. 

A great trunk line of railroad had attached onto it a little 
short line running up a creek, at the upper end of which wis 2 
big coal operator, the owner of a few miles of railroad along 
the line below him, where there was another mine, There was 
coal mines open, and after a while it was discovered that the 
upper mine was getting rich and crowding the markets of “' 
cinnati and Chicago and the lower mine was pining for \ 
want of profits and dying. When they came to look into © 
they found that they were each charged exactly the same 
price—they paid the same price from the upper mine that they 
did from the lower mine. The rate was the same; but what 
else was done? When the upper mine settled their freight ac 
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count at the end of the month they were paid back a rate of 
freight that made their operation profitable, while it starved 
the others to death. I could prove that by my friend here from 
West Virginia if 1 were to give the location and mention the 
names. A young man friend of mine who had invested his 
money in the matter came to me and I told him off-hand to get 
out of it and save what money he could, and he did. Now, 
why could not they put into a bill like this, seeking to answer 
a great demand that is growing, by which we have been threat- 
ened by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TowNsenp], the 
wrath of the people which is going to be hurled at anybody for 
having even an opinion on one of these amendments—why 
couldn’t they put into this bill, if the Elkins law is not suf- 
ficient, something that would make it efficient and sufficient? 
I maintain there is not one word here that is added to or sub- 
tracted from the Elkins law. There is one other little matter 
that I desire to talk about. There has been some genius in 
the drawing of this bill. If it has not been studied genius, it 
has been a wonderful accident that has happened to it. If 
there is in these United States of America a corporation that 


is absolutely soulless and absolutely lawless it is the Pullman | 


Palace Car Company. Now listen to me. We are undertaking 
to regulate now the transportation of passengers in the United 
States. We are undertaking to see to it that everybody shall 
have a square deal, as it is said. I do not know anything about 
a square deal. I know something about a fair deal, but the 
square deal is something that I don’t understand. 

Why don’t we go after the Pullman ;Palace Car Company? 
What have they done that they should be eliminated from all 
regulation and control? Some of the members of this com- 
inittee say that those regulations are here, and that the Pull- 
man Palace Car Company is included. I desire to show how 
ingeniously they are not included. Turn, if you please, to the 
first section of the bill. Here is a bill that undertakes to be 
definite and absolutely certain, and I am sorry to say it is. 
This looks as though it might have been accidental; I hope it 
was. It is a bill of definitions. 


The term “railroad,” as used in this act, shall include all bridges | 


and ferries used or operated in connection with any railroad, and also 
all the road in use by any corporation operating a railroad, whether 


owned or operated under a contract, agreement, or lease, and shall also | 
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include all switches, spurs, tracks, and terminal facilities of every kind | 


used or necessary in the transportation of persons or “ property.” 

Now, watch the word “ property,” for that is going to become 
important. After a little they come to the question of what 
“ transportation ” is on the third page and what it would be to 
be a violation of this law, and here they say: 


And the term “transportation” shall include cars and other vehi- 


cles and all instrumentalities and facilities of shipments or carriage, | 


irrespective of ownership or of any contract, express or implied, for 
the use thereof, and all services in connection with the receipt, delivery, 
elevation, and transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration, or icing, 
storage, and handling of property transported. 


The very ingenious and unnecessary use of that word “ prop- | 


erty”? at that place excludes the Pullman Palace Car Company 
from the operation of the law totally and absolutely, and yet 
some gentlemen on the committee tell me that that is included, 
and they are sure it ought to have been included and so am I. 
Why not say so? Why not leave out the word “ property ” there 
and then you have it exactly covered by the first subdivision of 
the section; but suppose they do not want to do that, but put 
in the words “including especially palace sleeping cars and 
dining cars?” They have been very elaborate in their descrip- 
tion of the other instrumentalities, but they have been very 
cunning in eliminating or else raising the question as they have 
all through this bill. So much for that. It is 1 matter of very 


sinall importance, only it shows how little we have got out of | 


this bill at last, notwithstanding how widely the idea has been 
promulgated that all the ills that flesh is heir to in this country 
are to be cured by these provisions. 


This is called a “ rate bill,” and yet when the President is ap- | 


proached by a labor organization that represents an overwhelm- 


iug moral influence in this country he tells us, or tells them and 
we read and appreciate it, that it is not intended to cut down the 


income of the railroad, that they need not have any alarm about | 


that, and yesterday or the day before the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Escn], who ought to be as well acquainted with the 


provisions of this bill as anybody else, having been a faithful | 


worker in the interest of it from the beginning, said in his pub- 


lic speech here on the floor of the House, there is not to be any | 


reduction in the revenues of the railroads, that the laboring 
inen need not have any fears, that the profits of the railroads 
ure to be just the same, that there will be no reduction in the 
revenues whatever. 


Mr. Chairman, in the language of a gentleman in one of our 
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Chicago conventions, “In the name of common sense, what are 
we here for?” [Laughter.] What are we here for? What 
are you trying to do? You have no proposition to raise any 
freight rates, have you? Are you going to raise the freight 
rates? Is there some shipper somewhere who is to be mulcted 
in higher rates of freight, or do you not intend that there shall 
be any instrumentality here put in the form of law that shall 
cut down the rates of freight anywhere? The income of the 
railroads is the income that is derived from freight and passen- 
ger fares and the carrying of express packages and all the 
other incidentals, and if you are not going to cut down and 
circumscribe their income, what are we doing? What is it for? 
Dare you say that it is the purpose of this bill to increase 
freight rates in some directions? Dare you? Then, will you 
not say it is your intention to cut down any freight rates any 
where, for if you cut down any in order to keep you word good 
that you have pledged, now, to the labor interest of the country, 
you have got to raise them somewhere. There you are. There 
is an absolute stultification of the position in which you have 
placed yourselves. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that there is any political 
power, any political organization on the face of this earth, which 
‘an confer the general rate-making power upon that political 


| organization that will not inside of five years so demoralize and 


break up the harmonious system of to-day that it will carry 
consternation to the industrial interests of the country. It is 
not going to affect, it can not affect, the section of the country 
which I represent considerably, for there is nothing in the bill 
which reaches our trouble, but when you come to adjusting 
freight rates you will find that the center of the country will be 
safe and sound and the extremities of the country will be in a 
If this bill goes into law, and I hope it may 
not, I should like to go down into Texas and Alabama two years 
from now and ask those gentlemen how they are getting along 
with a uniform system of freight rates. Why, ever since I was 
old enough to know what a railroad was made for I have always 
understood that a railroad was fitted to carry commodities, and 
that the people would be benefited by competition in rival rail- 
road lines. 

That has been the cry of the people of this country, and that 
is why we built the Southern Railroad with the money of Cin- 
cinnati—built it for the purpose of having a competing line 
against the Louisville and Nashville and other railroads, and 
the competition in freight rates has brought this low standard 
of freight, less to-day than one-third of some of the great coun- 
tries of Europe, all of which has been brought about by compe- 
tition. Now comes a sweeping proposition that every sane man 
knows is the absolute end of all competition. Let somebody 
tell me now in the closing days of this debate how you are 
going to have competition under this Jaw—how you are going to 
have it. The very moment that line A undertakes to cut the 
rate line B will enjoin them through the instrumentality of this 
rate-making power. Why, a few years ago—there are very few 
Members here now who were here then, and it has been only a 
short time ago—all the railroads in the country worked out a 
plan, that seemed to be advisable to me, to permit pooling. It 
was very simple, except that it put an end to competition. It 
simply permitted the great lines of railroad running to the 
Pacific Ocean or anywhere else to join in an agreed tariff of 
rates. 

Then upon that agreement the income was to be parcelled to 
the members of the pool. A cry went up all over this country 
quite equal to that which is emanating from this Capitol of 
the great outrage that was being done to the people of this 
country in permitting the pooling of freight rates. <A distin- 
guished Senator of the United States said it was a great trust 
that was being formed. Now, I have lived, first, to see that 
bil ldefeated, for which I voted, and I have lived to see the time 
when the whole American public apparently are demanding a 
bill that in natural operation and effect is nothing more or less 
than a great national pooling scheme. That is what it is. 
Competition is forbidden, competition is strangled. All the 
rates in given directions and from given points to given points 
are to be uniform. What is that but a system of pooling? And 
so we are coming to that much-decried and much-abused pooling 
bill that was cried down. 

I had intended to say something about some of the extra- 
neous, outside, ornamental arguments that have been made in 
favor of this bill. When I was a young lawyer we had a 


| famous judge in our State, Judge Nash, the author of some 


| 


works on law and other things, and I tried a case in which I 
was defending a man for a high crime. I had rather of a 
slim ease. After it was over the old gentleman criticised my 
way of doing business, and said, “ You have caught on to some 












































































of the points pretty early. In these ugly cases, where you have 
nothing else to go on, abuse the prosecuting attorney.” It is 
fashionable nowadays, when you have nothing else to go on, 
to abuse the Standard Oil Company. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I thought the gentleman was 
going to say, to abuse the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; they are the most ingenious men 
I ever knew and the ablest men I ever knew. I do not abuse 
them; I point out how they have hedged us in, and how hope- 
lessly powérless we are to extricate ourselves. That is all. 
It takes genius to do that in the House of Representatives of 
the United States, and my friend, if he has had a hand in it, 
can congratulate himself that he belongs to one of the most 
successful organizations for the propaganda of his own ideas 
that ever existed on the face of the earth. [Laughter.] 

That is where he stands. There is no trouble about that. 
The question of trusts has not a great deal to do with the present 
case, when we find that the bill itself is not aimed at any re- 
bate or anything else except the question of fixing rates, a 
question that has had no agitation in the country until it 
emanated from here. It is the offspring of a suggestion that 
the country is suffering under something that needs reformation, 
and it has stirred the country up. Yet, as I said in the open- 
ing, I have never heard a word from a constituent of mine. I 
take it as a very high compliment, for I take it as a matter of | 
course that the people of my district are suffering, too, just | 
like all the rest of them, driven almost to frenzy, looking for- 
ward to bankruptcy and starvation, and yet complacently de- 
pending upon their Member of Congress to do the right thing 
without any suggestion from them. [Laughter.] 

Well, what shall we do with this bill? We are not to be al- 
lowed to amend it, and we have either got to vote for it or 
against it. My opinion is that the quicker it gets out of this 
House and gets somewhere else, where the ironclad is not quite 
so binding as it is here, the better it will be for all of us. 

And so, having made these few remarks, Mr. Chairman, ex- 
pressing my opinion of the outline and character of this bill, 
I will aid to get it out of the House of Representatives just as 
fast as possible. [Laughter and applause. ] 


| 
| 
| 








[Mr. LAMAR addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. ADAMSON. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWoopD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, new conditions require 
new laws. The conditions of to-day demand an effective goy- | 
ernmental control of all railway rates. 

There was a time in the history of the commerce of this 
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ment of the financial relations between the State and the rail- 
ways is given in the British Diplomatic and Consular Reports, 
annual series, No. 3172, pages 16 to 22. 

In Germany the principal railroads are owned and operated 
by the State. There are some private lines, but they are under 
Government control, 

In Switzerland the railroads have just been taken over by the 
State in accordance with the law of 1897, which took effect in 
1903. 

In Italy the railroads have just come under Government owner 
ship and control. 

In Austria-Hungary the Government owns and operates most 
of the railroads. A general survey of the railroad system o; 
Austria-Hungary, with statistical tables showing the operatio: 
for a series of years, is given in Diplomatic and Consular I 
ports of Great Britain, annual series, No. 3343. 

In Belgium most of the railroads are owned and operated by 
the Government. A few lines are owned by private interest, but 
are under governmental control. 

The argument has been advanced by those who are opposed to 
this legislation, both in the Congress and outside of it, that go 
ernmental control of railroad rates by the German Governme 
has paralyzed the railroads and that the railroads have paralyzed 
the industry of the country; that to get away from the railroad 
monopoly they had created they were compelled to develop 
their river and canal system, creating a new monopoly to 0\ 
throw the old one. I do not confess this argument, I do not 
admit that industry is languishing in the German Empire; but 


| I do concede that when they adopted a system of freight rat 


without limitation as to time or provision for changes to 1 
changing conditions they made a serious mistake, with the 
sult that the shippers of the country who had been benefited 
by these rates claim they have made future contracts based 
the existing rates, and thereby preventing changes to meet 
growing demands of new markets. But this objection can 
possibly apply to the terms of the present bill, for it provi 
that when a rate is fixed by the Commission it shall only 
for three years and may be sooner changed by the Commis 
With all the abuse we hear heaped on the German systen 
fixing railroad rates, I have failed to hear anyone iny 
against the Dnglish methods of governmental control, w! 
are very similar to those proposed in the bill now before 
House for the control of rate tariffs in this country. In | 
the great railroad systems of Great Britain have been con- 
ducted under a system of governmental control of freight 
passenger rates for a number of years without harm to either 
the railroads or the great business and industrial interes 
the country. The English railroads have made more 





country when the competition of railway companies contending 
for the transportation of freight and passengers regulated the 
rates and charges of the contending companies, but that day has 
passed, the ownership of transportation lines is now concen- 
trated in the hands of a few men, and the rate is charged that 


for their stockholders than the American railroads, and yeti 
complaint is not made that they are run in the intere 
monopoly, and the public are guaranteed fair and just 1 
rates by the Government. 

It is beyond dispute by anyone that the railroads in 





the traffic will bear. 

The competition of markets continues as long as competitive 
markets are served by competing carriers, but competition as a 
regulator of railway rates and as a protector against unrea- 





ilway systems have been developed. 
All of the great nations of the earth save two (France and 


the United States) have adopted some governmental system 


for the control of railway rates. In the United States the Con- | 
gress passed a law in 1887 that was intended to give the power 

to the Interstate Commerce Commission to control rates, and it 

W exercised by the Commission for eleven years, when the | 
Su e Court of the United States, in 1898, declared that the | 
powers granted by Congress were only advisory. 


( ff 
In Great Britain the board of trade has control or rezulates 








within certain limits the railroad rate In Ross’s British Rail- 
wi Their Organization and Management (London, 1904), 
tl tatement is made: 

31 of the railway and canal traffic act (1888) provides that 
ifat i thir a railway is charging him at an unfair or unreason- 

f ods he sends by it, or is in any way treatin him 
i f : able manner, he may complain to the board of 
t d 1 t t nt, if the complaint seems reasonable, will 
< | I an explanation of its action. IT urther, t! 
rai iv and « missioner b ection 10 of the same act, are 
¢ red to r and determine iy dispute as to the legality of any 
1 té charge tor meé handise trafic, and to enforce payment of 
SO h as tl decide to be legal. 

In France the railroads are operated by private companies, 

which have concessions from the State. The proposition of 


Government ownership in France has been much debated, but 
has not resulted in any change of the system. A brief state- 


id unjust rates has proven a failure in every country | 


country are public highways. The history of the organ 
of railroad companies demonstrates this and the unbroke 
of court decisions sustains it. It is true they might hay 
organized as private corporations, but they were not. 
is not a railroad company in the United States that h 
accepted its charter on the basis that it intended to build 
operate a public highway just in the same way that | 
macadamized turnpike was built and operated as a pub! 
way; and as a public highway the owners of railway s 
can not deny the proposition that the people through th 
lative bodies have a right to control and fix the tolls o1 
great public highways so long as the rate is not confis 
Let me read to you what the Supreme Court of the | 
States has decided in the case of Smyth v. Ames (1! 
Reports, p. 467) : 


A railroad is a public highway, and none the less so be 
structed and maintained through the agency of a corporat 
ing its existence and powers from the State. Such a corpo 
created for public purposes. It performs a function of the & 
authority to exercise the right of eminent domain and to c! 
was given primarily for the benefit of the public. It is, 
under governmental control, subject, of course, to the cor 
guaranties for the protection of its property. It may not fix 
with a view solely to its own interests and ignore the rig 
public; but the rights of the public would be ignored if rat 
transportation of persons or property on a railroad were ex 
out reference to the fair value of the property used for the 
of the eervices rendered, and in order simply that the corp 


meet operating expenses, pay the interest on its obligations, and o& 
| clare a dividend to stockholders, . 
| » * * cS + * 
‘ . di 
In view of the adjudications these principles must be r : 
settled : ae 
1. A railroad corporation is a person within the mean ot 


| fourteenth amendment, declaring that no State shall deprive any P= 
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property without due process of law nor deny to any person | shall not possess them as an 


rf instrument to o ress ft Doo! | 
within I 
A 


ts jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. " : mes Pen ‘ ' 
4 ; ; ‘ ‘ . dus ay fre ise th deve the 
State enactment, or regulations made under the authority of a th it hone C industry = yi ty 1 1 i i ! 
Ss actment, establishing rates for the transportation of persons or | resources of our country. 
ty by railroad that will not admit of the carrier earning such This legislation does not attempt to mal! ! d rate 
ensation as, under all the circumstances, is just to it and to the pub- | 74 cays ‘ery citizen ] 
. . ‘ . 2 i a S: ‘ ’ > Ize o 1 , ei Ss 
vo l deprive such carrier of its property without due process of law a J to eve ry itizen i t ; 


to it the equal protection of the laws, and would therefore be 
it to the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
I 1 States 


}. While rates for the transportation of persons and property within 


the rates given you by the 1 


your goods, wares, and merch 


out of the markets you are entitled to | on 


nits of a State are primarily for its determination, the question | YOUr competitors, if you are not I 
they are so unreasonably low as to deprive the carrier of its | ness and develop your industry, t L 
without such compensation as the Constitution secures, and 


ib ‘ of “e woul ro il tal + ‘ ] ¢ ‘ at 
re without due process of law, can not be so conclusively deter- tribunal before whom you can t © youl 


‘ 
the legislature of the State, or by regulations adopted under | Gone. 
rity, that the matter may not become the subject of judicial | A railroad company is not given tl ht t 
| ‘ ‘ } 
x ts : ; eo | aoe y it can as an ordinary private « poration | 
s decision, one of many holding the same principles | to « If I am in the shoe business. I hav 


ie, not only decides that a railroad is a publie high 
| subject to governmental control, but it also very 
states the extent to which that control can effect the 


the profit I fairly and honestly can. Th 
railroad company. Is there any man on 
| whether he is in favor of this pr 
contend that the owner of al l-ti 


the trans- | rpieht to charge toll to each wagon 
have the right to make the farmers 


y capacity of the property, and very clearly) 
is must be allowed to charge such rates 
tion of persons and property as will enabl 





erating expenses, pay the interest on their obligations, | town pay exorbitant tolls? Not « 
\ declare a dividend to their stockholders. What more can } will deny that the rates cl 
r and reasonable man ask? No law can be passed that can ) : 


should be only re: iable 
away this right, as it is guaranteed by the Constitution. | turnpike should have on!y 




















oe how can the wages of employees be affected by rates | jnvestment? Not one. The railr 
by a railroad commission when the courts require that | attitude toward the public. They : el 
tes must be sufficient to meet operating expenses? Liow | reasonable return on the capital invest Phe e « 
1e owner or stockholder complain when the courts guar-| to keep up the betterments of the road; t ed 
Be » a dividend to the stockholder? No honest man wh0| rynning expenses, and there is no leg 1 S$ 
a ; a fair and just rate for all shippers can be hurt and the | ¢hat can take that right away 
4 ‘st man should be. titled to take more F 
" t us, then, consider the question as to how we can best | There is another phase of this a v I 
s e these public highways, doing justice to the owners and | to the attention of the House before I] 
the good of the people. There are three ways in which it | Last fall a number of ge! en 
a ‘ done. The Government can purchase all the railway | rajirond men of America « ed on the | 
in the United States and as the owner and operator fix | §tates and protested agaii eo 
the rates to be charged. That is one way. Another] we pow have under consideration. 
x 1 is for the Congress, either itself or by a commission ap- | a tendeneyv to reduce the : 
d under the authority of its legislation, as an initial | egyntrv. Since ‘ ell 
a on to prescribe and define the rates or tolls to be] from railroad ¢ ees 
‘ for transportation of persons and property over these | gesinst th ‘ 
railway highways. (In passing let me say in the begin- | nese petit s are 
: f railroad building in England the charters of all the ori ance of | all ‘ ! ‘ 
"4 ly companies prescribed the maximum rates that from a s e « t af 
a ‘ l ( rged.) The third system is to allow the railroad Let me to ve L} f 
¢ ( » fix their own rates and charges in the heginning W the ¢ : 
1 provide a commission that shall have the power and | w ‘ ‘ a 
4 y to hear all complaints made by the public and deter- | $6454, i 
iat is a just and fair rate and then put it in operation | ,.. raat Norte 
e it. That is what the bill now under consideration | 28, v I 
; ly interferes in case of a contested rate. Mr. Ch | at arene: 
3 S » of the gentlemen who have spoken seem t }u , 
a position, let me read from the bill itself: I e I 
= Col n j wut) ized and emp ] 1 it , 
a never, after full hearing upon a co! 1int 1 le ; 
t 13 of this act, or vpon complaint of any « 
2 of the o; m t iy of t I \ 
d, charged, or collected | Ky con n er or ( . ‘ 
pi s of this he t ‘ f ( { 
; is « lin t st no eA ta , 
: ] ce wi ts ey i ‘ ‘ at ol ‘ 7 
unjust or s or 1 a ) ‘ 
4 { or pl ul, Oo eat 1 
3 s of this act, » dete! ] t ! j an 
q t and ré ind fairly remun rate or | : 
4 o1 to be ti ter « ry in § ea t t! - 
‘ uu. i ; ’ 
he langu » of tl bill, h can a f } ‘ 
t 4 ress Dv this iegisi np poses to | i : f ‘ I 
e words used are very clear and are not subject [1 e b 
tion, When the railroads prescribe just, rr ‘ 
remunerative rates in the beginning no one y ‘ | y and 
if is only when they do not do so that the Con | i} 1 a ¢ 
intert re and see that no injustice is done. How ‘ u : Lt ALTE } | 
ink {man complain? Is it not fair and right to hay ‘ 
d tribunal, such as the Interstate Commerce Com- | 1 do not deny that tl 
i the power to determine in contested cases what is | 1 1 count re | ! 
1 railroad and shipper, what is right between man | ds y that the G 
as the courts of the land bave done for centuries | \ ts f l 
I 1 cor 
very foundation stones of all civilized governments are! in Europe becaus ‘ 
k urts; life, property, and human liberty are dependen 1} trv, and that rail l w 
or preservation and protection, The Interstate Comn e merican standard of vy 


ion is merely a great court, vested with the power to see | because the Ame! 
i¢ railroad highways of the country are kept open to all| and best labor organiz mn t] 
alike on just and equal terms; that monopolistic greed | that has kept up wages in t! 
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In bulletin No. 20 of the Department of Labor, on page 8, in 


discussing the question of wages of European railway em- | 


ployees, the Department says: 


The length of the working day and the general conditions of railway 
employment are also disadvantageously affected by the comparative 
weakness of railway labor organizations. In several countries, such as 
Prussia or Belgium, it is not permitted to railway employees, to partici- 
pate in any labor union; In other countries, like Austria, the unions 
are small, unimportant, and too intimately associated with political 


parties to have much influence, while even in France the railway labor | 


unions have but little real power. In England, the home of trade 
unionism, the difficulties in the way of labor organizations among rail- 
way men have until recently placed a bar in the way of the attainment 
of the wishes of the men. The wide dispersion of the men, the special 
character of much of their work, the great degree of differentiation 
among the employees, and the innumerable differences in rank render 
it difficult to establish a general, strong, and permanent organization. 
It is usually found that the higher classes of employees desire to hold 
themselves aloof from those less favored, this being especially the case 
with the locomotive staff. In England and in France these better paid 
employees usually remain outside of the regular union when they do 
not actually form another and an antagonistic organization. 





The weakness of the continental railroad organizations is 
shown in this statement. 

Let me here call your attention to another pertinent fact why 
our railroad men receive higher wages than are paid abroad. It 
is because they do more work and render a greater service 


than does the foreigner. In the United States in the year | 


1806 there were employed on an average 454 men for each hun- 
dred miles of railroad, or 44 men per mile. In England in 
1805, 465,112 men were employed on 21,174 miles of railroad, 
or 22 men per mile. In France in 1896, 251,971 persons were 
employed on 22,895 miles of road, or 11 men per mile. In 
Belgium in 1896, on the state vailroads, 48,415 persons were 
employed on 5,859 miles of road, or 9 men per mile. In other 


words, the American railroad man, on an average, does twice | 
as inuch effective work for his employer as does the employee 


in Belgium, two and a half times as much as in France, and 
nearly five times as much as in England. Is he not entitled 
to the higher wage scale? He earns it. 

Now, let me show you that it is not only the railroad wages 
that are lower in Europe than America, but that all wages are 


much lower; that the wage seale is low on account of the gen- | 
eral condition of the country.and not because the railroads | 


are owned or controlled by the government. 

The petition that I read a few moments ago stated that in 
1902 the wages of a fireman was $2.28 in the United States, 
91 cents in Great Britain, and 72 cents in Belgium for each 





work day. Taking the American wage of $2.28 a day as 100, ! 


| 


the daily wage in Great Britain would be 40 per cent, or 
four-tenths of the American wage, and in Belgium it would be 
31 per cent, or less than a third of our wage in this country. 

Now, let us compare the fireman’s wage. The same com- 
parison can be shown as to the engineer, conductor, and other 
| employees with the general wage scale of Europe. I have 
| compiled a table of the wages of thirteen different trades from 
the data given in Bulletin No. 54, pages 1023 to 1086, of Bureau 
of Labor, giving the wages per hour and the hours of work in 
1903, which I will now read. 


Comparison of American and European wages and hours of labor, 1903. 





























| Wages per hour. Hours per week. 
a : H a 
| | 3 aE 
Class. si - s 3 | = s 
3o9/S/8/6/8]5/81 815] 8 
> ae ° 5 o | #2 S ° = 
Si; si\Fieil/eiS8i)e)8 il ais 
Bat 2 5 Sis ot 5 el 
| YP _ OLS Thiet Pe | oo iLe | a 
| | — 
| Blacksmiths --.-- §. 2051 $. 1740. 1287/8. 1629 _____- 56.00, 53.67) 59.90 60.19 __. 
Boiler makers....| .2848 1719 .1123) . 1455 $. 0753) 56.24 53.67 60.06) 61.50 
Bricklayers --...-- . 5472) . 2062) . 1328 . 13825 .0845) 47.83 51.83) 56.50 63.00 
| Carpenters. ......| .3504) .2028) .1301) .1544 0712) 49.46 50.17) 55.30) 60. 40 
| Compositors ....- $467) 1795) .1411) .1308 .0955! 49.81) 50.00) 51.08) 60.00) 5 
Hod carriers --.-- . 2863) .1250) .0849) . 0965)... __- 47.98 51.83 59.50 68.91_ 
| Iron molders. ....| . 3036) .1774)__...-. . 1310 .0692) 56.80 53. 67 | 60.00 
Laborers, general | . 1675) .1019) . 0797) .0965 .05 3. 60.00) 63.00 
| Machinists .......| . 2707) . 1677) .1310) . 1326 2 61.50) __. 
House painters...| .3450) .1774) .1194) .1255 . 0667) 48.89 51.00 56.25) 60.00) 66.00 
Plumbers -.....-- | 4429 2027) 1148) 11501 0784) 48.91 49.17) 56.68) 54.00. 60.00 
Stone cutters ----| . 4225) .1994) .1177) .1448 .0685) 48.67, 50.17) 54.00) 60.00) 65.00 
Stone masons -..-| .4579) .2078) . 1328) .1448 a 49.54 50.17) 56.50) 66.00, 62.00 
} 1 | } ! 1 





From this table you see that a carpenter receives nearly 
36 cents per hour in America, only 20 cents in Great Brita 
and 7 cents in Belgium, whereas the American carpenter wor! 
only forty-nine and one half hours a week, the Englishman fifty, 
and the Belgian nearly sixty-five. This great difference 


st 


clearly not due to railroad control but to general conditions and 
labor organizations. Through the whole list of skilled me- 
chanics the same comparison runs in varying degrees. 

Sut let me call your attention to another table comparing 


the same wages and hours of labor on the per cent basis, t: 
ing the American wage at 100 as the standard. I read frou 
Bulletin No. 54 of Bureau of Labor, page 1125: 


Level of wages and hours of labor in 1903 in leading occupations in the United States and in Europe. 




















Carpenters. | Compositors. Hod carriers. | Iron molders 

















Blacksmiths. Boiler makers. Bricklayers. 
ai dg Wages. Hours. Wages. Hours. | Wages. | Hours. | Wages. | Hours. | Wages. | Hours. | Wages. | Hours. | Wages. H 
tes ~ a100.0 a 100.0 100.0 100.0 100, 0 100.0 6100.0 | 6100.0 ¢ 100.0 300.0 100.0 100.0 a10).0 aj00.0 
59.0 94.9 60.4 95.4 37.7 108. 4 56.4 | 101.4 | 40.2 100. 4 | 43.7 | 108.0 | 58.9 > 
11.9 105.9} 439.4] @106.7 24.3 118.1 36.2] 111.8] ¢31.6} ¢€1025| 22.7) 1240) (J) 
i : 55.2 106. 4 51.1 109. 4 24.2 131.7 43.0 | 121.3 29.2 | 120.5 | 033.7 9138.2 943.1 h 
f (f) 26.4 106.7 15.4 129.6 19.8 | 130.9 21.4 | 108.4| (JS) (Sf) 22.8 .6 
Laborers, general Machinists. Painters, house. Plumbers. Stonecutters. Stone mas: 
Countr’s — - . a | eee — ™ 
Wages. Hour Wages. Hours. Wages. Hours. Wages. Hours. Wages. | Hours. Wages. Hi 
b 100.0 | b 100.0 2100.0 a100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 h100.0 | 109.0 0.0) 
60.8 93. 1 62.0 95.6 51.4 104.3 45.8 100.5 | 47.2 108.1 | 45.4 1.3 
17.6 | 99.9 d 48.4 2106.9 34.6 115.1 25.9 | 115.9 | e27.9 e111.0 | 29.0 | 0 
057.6 9 106. 4 19.0 109.6 | 38. 4 122.7} 933.9) 9110.4 | 3) 12.8) B16 2 
32.8 | 111.7 (f) (S) 19.3 | 135.0 | 17.7 | 122.7 | 16.2 133.6 | 18.5 1.2 
ndry and machine shop industry only. ¢ Newspaper industry only. e Nuremberg only. 9 Paris only. , 
ineg istry only 4 Berlin only. J No data obtained. hStonecutters, granite, on); 
Taking, for example, the occupation of carpenters it is seen that | the English stone mason 45 per cent, the Belgian 18 per ce idl 
¥ eee Sau teamanet ae for Great B Se 1 bre, | So on through the entire wage scale. Does it not demo te 
bow, rial oul ages for re sritai vere but . ‘3 7 
, or a little more than half the average | beyond a doubt that the low rate of wages paid railroad ! on 
Unite ites; the wages for Germany were but 36.2 | the Continent is due entirely to the general conditions the 
_or a little more than one-third of those paid in the United | labor market there and-is not due at all to government control 
n -haif those paid in the United States : and the wages for | Of railroads? : ’ 
; were but 19.8 per cent, or less than one-fifth those paid in the France is the one great European nation that has no | 0 
i governmental control of its railroad system, and yet I fin om 


Let us state the case clearly. The English fireman received, 
in 1962, 40 per cent of the American scale, and the Belgian 31 
per cent; the English carpenter 56 per cent, the Belgian 19 per 

the English compositor 40 per cent, the Belgian 21 per 
cent; the English plumber 45 per cent, the Belgian 17 per cent; 





the statistics contained in Bulletin No. 20, of the Depart :t 0! 
Labor, that the great bulk of French railroad wages are . 
5.26 franes, or $1.015, per day, 80.54 per cent of the en yees 
receiving less than that sum, while nearly four-fifths of rl 
can railroad wages are from $1 to $2 per day. In fa, the 
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American railroad wage is about double the French railroad | Relative employees, hours per week, wages per hour, weekly e 
wage. There are nearly three times as many men employed tl er oe he ol ae ccs, Teta prices OF fot one 
- ou ) 1ou wages ai Oo weckKliy ed ner 
ou the French roads; there is no governmental control, and yet measured by retail prices of food, 1890 to 1904 
the difference in the wage scale. Relati : : : : eel 
; ; : er ‘lative numbers computed on basis of average for 1890-1899—100.0.] 
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the only question left in doubt t eset ee : F 
about the matter is whether the persons who prepared the peti- | Ret rae ' 
. . . . | « A 
tion I have referred to did so to mislead the railroad employees pri pow l 
themselves or to fool the Members of Congress. ee e food, y retail prices 
Now, Mr. Chairman, let me make a brief review as to present | Em- | Hours! Wages eee atey a place a 
labor conditions of railroad men as compared to railroad con-| Year. | ploy-| per | per | oom. lofallem- cording , 
ees. week. | hour. a . a we 
ditions. | | ployee ployees »fami -~ ! 
Let me read you a table showing the daily wages of railroad | m i 
. - ‘ : » -s | | 
ployees in 1895 and in 1904, showing the percentage of in- 
se: suibipeicaatenasinud 
a tatement relating to average daily compensation of railway employces — --- 94.8 = be 3 a v 95.7 LOR. 4 4.9 
g ' . I vears nding‘ June 80 ont , R95 SUT... 07.3 OLD OO3 00.8 98.1] 5 ' } 
a for the years ending‘ Jun , 1904 and 1895. 1892 0 2 100.5 100.8 101.3 | 100.5 ; = on a 
| fs 1803 _.. 99. 4 100.3 100.9 101.2 100.6 ' 
Increase, 194over | 394 -"-"| 04.1 | 99.8] 97.9 97.7 91.9 
| | 1895. 1895 96.4} 100.1 98.3 98.4 | 94.9 3 ) 
Class. | 1904. | 1895. _— 1896 ....| 98.6 99.8 99.7 99.5 98.1 . 5 M4 
- Per 1897 _. 100.9 99.6 99. 99.2 10.1 ' 
Amount.! cent. | 1898_...| 106.4] 99.7} 100 99.9 8.7 
i : ar mierheiame fee | 1809 ... 112.1 99. 2 102.0 101.2 113.4 99.5 
} , . ; 1900 115.6 98.7 105.5 104. 1 120.3 10 104. 4 
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to offer as an amendment at the proper time, Mr. Chairman, 
as part of my. remarks now. 

Add a new section, as follows, after section 8: 

Ss 9. That section 22 of the act of February 4, 1887, entitled 
An act to regulate commerce,’ be amended by adding thereto the 
followit 

‘Any officer or employee of any railroad included within the pro- 
visions of this act who shall make, issue, or give any free pass or 
passage ticket not in good faith intended to be paid for over such rail- 
road, or any railroad ecnnecting therewith, to any person not allowed 
or authorized to pass free, according to the provisions of this section ; 
or who shall pass free, according to the provisions of this section; or 
who shall pass, or cause to pass, free over such railroad to any such 

son; and any person not so allowed or authorized to pass free who 

ill 1 ive and use any such free pass or free passage ticket, or 
any evidence thereof, shall be punished by fine, not exceeding $1,000 
for each offense, and it shall be the duty of the several courts having 
jurisdiction to charge regularly their grand juries to investigate vio- 
lations of this section 

“No free passes, or evidence thereof, shall be issued by, or in_behalf 
of, any railroad corporation, unless they are signed by some officer of 
said corporation authorized by vote of the directors to sign the same; 
and every railroad corporation shall keep a record, showing the date 
of every free pass, the name of the person to whom it is issued, the | 
points between which the passage is granted, and whether a single trip 
or time pass, and, if the latter, the time for which it is issued; and this | 
record shall, at all times, be opened to every stockholder in said corpo- | 
ration and to the Interstate Commission; and it shall be the duty of 
aid Commission to cause prosecutions to be instituted on account of 
the issue of any free passes, or evidence thereof, contrary to law.” 


Mr. Chairman, I will insert section 22 of the commerce act of 
1887 right here so that you can see the old law which I pro- 




















pose to amend: 

Sec. 22. Free or reduced rates—Ezrcursions—Mileage—Commutation 
rates—Remedies cumulative.—That nothing in this act shall prevent 
the carriage, storage, or handling of property free or at reduced rates 
for the United States, State, or municipal governments, or for charitable 
purposes or to and from expositions for exhibition thereat or the free 
carria of destitute and homeless persons transported by charitable 

ieties, and the necessary agents employed in such transportation 
or the issuance of mileage, excursion, or commutation passenger tickets ; 
nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier 
from giving reduced rates to ministers of religion or to municipal gov- 
ernments for the transportation of indigent persons or to inmates 
of the National Homes or State Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
and of Soldiers and Sailors’ Orphan Homes, including those about to 
ent and those returning home after discharge under arrangements 
with the boards of managers of said Homes, 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent railroads from 

iving free carriage to their own officers and employees, or to prevent 
the principal officers of any railroad company or companies from ex- 
changing passes or tickets with other railroad companies for their offi 
cers and employees; and nothing in this act contained shall in any 
way abridge or alter the remedies now existing at common law or by 
tatute, but the provisions of this act are in addition to such remedies: 
Provided, That no pending litigation shall in any way be affected by this 
ae as amended March 2, 1880]: Provided further, That nothing in 
i) ict shall prevent the issuance of joint interchangeable 5,000-mile | 
ticl vith wcial privileges as to the amount of free baggage that 
my rried under mileage tickets of 1,000 or more miles. 

But bef ny common carrier, subject to the provisions of this act, 
hall issu in uch joint interchangeable mileage tickets with special 
D ‘ i foresaid, it shall file with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
t i pies of the joint tariffs of rates, fares, or charges, on which 

ich i interchangeable mileage tickets are to be based, together with 
pecifieations of the amount of free baggage permitted to be carried 
indetr ue tickets, in the same manner as common Carriers are re- 
quired to do with ard to other joint rates by section 6 of this act; 
and all the provisions of said section 6 relating to joint rates, fares, 
and charges shall be observed by said common carriers and enforced 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission, as fully with regard to such 
joint interchangeable mileage tickets as with regard to other joint 
rate fares, and charges referred to in said section 6. It shall be un- | 
lawful for any common carrier that has issued or authorized to be is- 

ed any such joint interchangeable mileage tickets to demand, collect, | 
or receive from any person or ons a greater or less compensation for | 
tr portation of persons or baggage under such joint interchangeable 
mileage tickets than that required by the rate, fare, or charge specified 
in tl Dp of the joint tariff of rates, fares, or charges filed with the 
or ion .n force at the time. (Penalties.) The provisions of sec 
ti 10 of this act shall apply to any violation of the requirements of 
this provi (Added by Laws 1895, chap. 61, approved Feb. 8, 1895.) 


Mr. Chairman, this free transportation matter is a very serious 


one. There has been a great deal said on the subject with 
nothing recently done to prevent it. We can act now. There 
has been a great deal of ridicule about not using passes. There 
has been much sneering about it, but I say to this Congress, 
that we are doing ourselves an injustice in not prohibiting the 
issuance of passes to the officers of this Government or the | 
use of them by any of the auxiliary employees of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. The public welfare demands imme- 
diate “ antipass ” legislation. 


I think I have the official document before me clearly show- 
ing—although I not make it as a charge—where officers of 
the Government have issued and I presume used 
them and kept their mileage; the Government always pays them 
when conducting public business. 

Such an act is cold-blooded “ graft,” to say the least, whether 
intended or not, 

This amendment prohibits and makes unlawful the issuance 
and use of anything that is a free pass, in words or in effect, 
and punishes those who commit such acts, but this amendment 


do 


been passes, 
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does not repeal the exemption set out in section of the act 


of 1887. 

I am the friend of railroads. They are a public necessity. I 
bear no ill feeling toward them; certainly none against those 
which obey the law. But I am the uncompromising enemy of 
the wrongs they do, have done, and can hereafter do, not only 
to each other, but to the people who created them to serve them 
as publie carriers at a reasonable and just toll. And in address- 
ing myself to this free-pass abuse, I feel that I am doing not 
only the railroads but the people a great public service, as 
well as doing my duty as their servant. 

I have on my desk the fourth volume of the report of the 
Industrial Commission, which investigated this subject, having 
heard a number of witnesses on the free-pass evil, and I think 
without a single exception they condemned the free-pass system 
and wanted a national law to stop it, applying alike to all rail- 
roads engaged in interstate commerce. 

I remember one of the statements of Mr. Paul Morton, late 
Secretary of the Navy, who said that at a great railroad meet- 
ing it was agreed to stop, as far as possible, the issuance of 
these passes, and a resolution was passed calling for an ex 
pression from the various railroad heads of the United States 
representing over 150,000 out of about 180,000. They replied 
that they wanted this free-pass evil stopped, or at least reduced 
to proper grounds. 

I will read what Mr. Morton and others said. 

Mr. Paul Morton, vice-president of the Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railroad, November 22, 1899, before the Industrial Comuis- 
sion, said: 

Passes are given for many reasons, almost all of which are bad one 
There should be no passes printed. Even railroad officials or em 
ployees traveling on other lines than those they work for should be 
required to pay fare. The chief reason that stimulates a man to ask 
a railroad company for a free pass is that somebody else has it. Vas 
are given for personal, paces and commercial reasons, and in ey 
change for advertising; for services and for various other reasons. | 
am in favor of the total abolition of railroad passes, and this view | 
held by a large number of the railroads of the country, as will 
seen by the extract, quoted below, from the proceedings of a meetin 
of executive officers of western, northwestern, and southwestern rai! 
roads, held in October last in St. Louis: 

“* Recommended : 

“First. That all free or reduced transportation of every descriptio: 
both State and interstate, with the exception of that to railroad e: 
ployees, be discontinued. 

“Second. That reduced or free transportation to railroad employees 
be very much restricted. 

“Third. That a joint meeting of all the leading American lines 
ealled for the purpose of considering this subject, with the end in view 
of entirely stopping the pass abuse. 

“Fourth. That a copy of these recommendations be submitted to a! 
lines, with the request that they each go on record as to their vie, 
and, if they favor discontinuing the practice of issuing free transport 
tion, state how many railroads they believe should subscribe to 
movement in order to make it effective.” 

The foregoing recommendations were submitted to the execut 
officers of 265 railroads, representing a mileage of 184,000 miles—p 
tically all of the mileage of the country. 

Replies in favor of radical action in either abolishing or restricti: 
the issuance of free transportation have been received from 129 ot 
railroads thus addressed, representing 150,590 miles. 

While this indicates that a large proportion of the railroads want to 
shut off the free-pass abuse, I doubt if anything ever comes of it until 
Congress passes a law prohibiting it. 

There should be no unjust discriminations In rates of freight or fia: 
in favor of individuals or localities. 

Transportation is a — service, and the charges are in the na 


of a tax. They should be absolutely fair to all, Almost any kind 
legislation that will insure this will be wise. 

One great difficulty that the railroads have to contend -with is 
adjustment of relative rates from competing distributing points. Much 


money has been wasted in contending for differential rates in favor 
this place or that, and there ought to be some tribunal—such a: 
Interstate Commerce Commission—empowered to settle such dispu 
Many of the rate wars of the western country have been caused by 
contentions, and the result has generally been a restoration of old 
ditions, an arbitration, or a slight concession of some kind or anotlh: 


Col. John H. Reagan said: 


? 
>. 


The allowance of free passes by the railroad companies Is 
done as a matter of charity, for they are not, as a rule, given to 
poor and needy, but for the most part to oo officials and to |! 
ential persons, It is one method of unjustly discriminating in fr 
rates In a way that it Is dificult, if not impossible, to preven 
furnishing free passes to shippers, their families, their agents, 
And as the revenues of the roads must be kept up, itis the taxing o! 
part of the people for the benefit of another part of them which vi 

the commonest rules of right, and it is undoubtedly employed «a 
of the means of influencing public officials and members of legis 

bodies in the performance of their official duties. It is unfair, uv! 

and demoralizing, and should be prohibited by Congress and the » 

legislatures in their respective spheres of authority. 

Mr. A. B. Stickney, president of the Chicago Great We 
Railroad, in part said: 

That is the way with this pass business. If it never had been 
there was some way to get rid of it without raising toa much o! 
turbance, I should think it was a good thing to get rid of, and | 
know but it is anyway. 

Q. As a railroad man, taking your side of it, should you prefer 
rid of it?—-A. Oh, Lord, yes; it is ike Congressman patronage, \ 
I should think every Con 

* » 
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if 
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gresman would be glad to get rid of. 
* 
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(By Professor JoHNSOoN.) Do the members of the judiciary of 
Minnesota and Illinois hold passes over your road?—A. I don’t think 
they do; I am not certain about that. If any of them ask for trans- 
wrtation, they get it; we don’t hesitate to give to men of that class 
{ they_ask for passes; we never feel at liberty to refuse. 

Q. (By Mr. Kennepy.) You say that if members of the judiciary ask 
for a pass they will get it. Is there any reason why a judge of a court 
who gets a good salary should get a pass—that is to say, is there any 
greater reason than why John Smith should have a pass?—A. That 
depends upon what you would call a good reason. 

Q. Is there any reason that would not avail so far as the general pub- 
lic is concerned ?-—A, Twenty-five years ago I had charge of a little bit 
of a road that was a sort of a subordinate of a larger road. I had oc- 
casion to visit the president of the superior road about something, and 
he said: “ Mr. Stickney, I see that the sheriff of this county has a pass 
over your road. I should like to know on what principle you gave that 
sheriff a pass?” I said, “I did it on the principle that he was a 
power, and I was afraid to refuse him.” “ Well,” he said, “I refused 
him.” I said, “ You will wish you hadn't before the year is over.” 
Some time afterwards, and during the year, I went into the office to see 
the superintendent, but he was not in; I went into the general freight 
agent's office, and he was not in; I went into the general manager's 
office, and he was not in. So I then went into the office of the presi 
dent and said, “What kind of a road have you got? Your superin- 
tendent is not here, your general freight agent is not here, and your 
general manager is not here.” He hung his head down and said: “Do 
you remember that conversation we had about that sheriff's pass? He 
has got all these men on the jury and has got them stuck for about 
two weeks,” 

Q. That answer seems to indicate that railroads would be afraid to 
refuse for fear of the penalties ?—A. I think the railroads find there is 
a class of men that it is to their interest not to refuse if they ask for 
passes, 

Q. Is it not bad in morals that a judge of a court should get a pass in 
that way and that a private citizen could not get one?——A. I would 
rather not assume to be a judge of morals; let other men judge of that 
for themselves. 

Q. Still, you say you would like to be rid of the pass system?—A. 
Yes, 

Q. (By Professor Jounson.) Would you like to have Congress pro- 
hibit the granting of passes for interstate traftic?—-A. That might help 
things and it might not. Legislation on such things works an advan- 
tage sometimes, and sometimes it does not altogether. 

«. It seems to me that it would be useless to have such laws if you 
@®uld not enforce them and punish the man who gives passes or the 
man who receives them.—A. Well, I don’t know. I notice in England 
and on the Continent that they have a great many laws regulating 
these things, and you will see signs posted stating that such and such 
things are forbidden under penalty of 10 shillings or 20 shillings, and 
1 notice they enforce these laws. Now, let Congress pass a law forbid 
ding passes and impose a penalty of $5 or $15, or some sum like that, 


and there should be some possibility of enforcing it: but impose a pen- | 
alty of five years’ imprisonment or $5,000, and I don’t think you are | 


going to get the American people to enforce any such penalties. 
Mr. Stuyvesant Fish, president of the Illinois Central, says: 


. 


Q. (By Professor Jonnson.) Is not the granting of passes an illegal 
discrimination when you carry a man across the boundary of a 
State ?—A. I would rathes you would prove it by some other witness, 
gentlemen, to put it in all candor. { Laughter. | 

Q. (By Senator MALLory.) Do you regard it as an evil?—A. Yes. I 
ay so constituted I do not believe in giving something for nothing 
under any circumstances. I think the evil of the pass situation is, 
seriously, this: It is the only way of getting value out of the treasury 
of the railroad company without leaving a voucher. There is no other 
way known to me. 

Q. (By Professor Jonnson.) Do not the railroad companies give 
these passes for value to be received ?—A. Some of them, but the par- 
ticular value received is not of record. 

_Q. It is not of record, but is it not in the form of favors of various 
kinds?—A. IT am giving passes now to persons that are serving the 
company: well, and they are entitled to it. I can defend hundreds of 
passes. There are reasons; but the same thing would enable me to go 
right to the treasury of the company and put in a voucher and give 
these men, say, $100, just exactly the same. If it is defensible for 
value received, it can be paid by money. 

4. (By Senator MALiLory.) What do you say about these passes 
given to members of the legislature anc Members of Congress and 
Senators ?—A, I think the whole thing should be stopped. 

Q. Do you think there is value received in this case?—A. I have 
been told there is at times. 


Mr. Samuel Spencer, president of the Southern Railroad, 
said: 


Q. Do you not think that the generally recognized violation of any 


law has a bad moral effect on the community in which that violation | 








is practiced ?—A, 1 think so, undoubtedly. It weakens the moral force | 


of the community at large. 

‘). That being so, can you state to the commission to what extent 
the free pass system, or free transportation system, is practiced? I will 
not ask in reference to your railroad, but railroads in general in this 
country.—A, IT will be very glad to have you specify. 

Q. Well, your railroad.—-A. The policy of the Southern is that its 
whole business shall be public to one and all. I have no objection to 
‘nswering generally or specifically if you want it. The pass system 
‘as grown to be an abuse throughout the entire country, and it is an 
use on the Southern just as well as it is on other roads, but I hope 
not to the same extent; but it is an abuse, and one which at the mo- 
ment we can not throw off. 

_ . It is just as much prohibited or more prohibited than the ticket- 
brokerage system?—-A. No. The language of the interstate-commerce 
‘aw upon that subject is such that the probibition of passes is covered 


‘Y a general clause. There is no specific law in regard to the free- 


transportation system only in the question of discrimination. 
_ ‘2. It is ineluded in that?—A. It is included in that, undoubtedly. 
But you can not put your finger on it with quite the same specificness 
#s you can the other provision. 
, You say it is generally abused. You mean by that that passes are 
Feet eee consideration ?—A. Without really a proper considera- 
o . yes . 
Q. Legitimate consideration?—A,. Yes, 
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. And you think it is a general abuse?—A. I do. I think it is 
widespread all over this country. 
Jo you not think it would be well, if it is feasible, to have legis 
lation enacted that will prevent it?——-A. I would like to see a statute 
passed that there should not be one issued to anyone 


Prof. E. R. Johnson, president of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania, said: 


Q. (By Mr. Kennepy.) Have you anything to say about the practice 
of giving passes, State laws prohibiting them, etc.? A. I think it is 
something that ought to be prohibited by law. I think passes ought 
without exception to be restricted to actual employees of the railway 
corporations, and there is no doubt in my mind that the influences of 
the pass system upon our legislatures and judiciary are altogether bad. 


Commissioner Knapp said: 


It would be impossible to say to what extent that results in dimin- 
ished revenue to the carrier. I have heard it claimed—I know nothing 
about it, and make the statement only on that information—-that pro) 
ably the actual revenues received by all the railroads of the country 
from their passenger business did not exceed 75 or SO per cent of what 
they would be at the published rates multiplied by the journeys actually 
taken. 

q. If it would be possible to abolish this pass system, which is just 
as bad a discrimination as the freight, in fact worse, what effect do you 
think it would have on the cash fare—would it lower the rates of a 
paying passenger or would not the railroads charge the same, taking 
the usufruct of the whole for themselves?—A. What would result I 
can not say. 

Q. What would be your opinion, in your Interstate Commerce Com 
mission, about a question of that kind?—A. I should feel warranted in 
answering your question this way: If we could eliminate the free 
transportation and bring this public service down to the Impartial con 
ditions where every person who uses it pays his proper share, I believe 
the passenger rates throughout the country could be materially reduced 
and still the railroads have better returns from that branch of their 
service than they have at the present time 

Q. Is it possible to amend the interstate-commerce Dill to abolish 
passes ?—A. I think so, surely, and a good many other things that now 
occur. 

Q. (By Mr. Ratcnurorp.) Is it not a fact that professional men and 
ministers of the gospel usually are provided with passes?—A. I am not 
aware that professional men as a class ordinarily receive any conces 
sions, but clergymen as a rule get half rates 

Q. (By Mr. Kennepy.) Does the practice extend to Federal and State 
judiciary and district attorneys?—-A. I do not know. I think the 
practice is diverse. My opinion is that in many sections of the country 
the judiciary, both Federal and State, have free transportation In 
some cases it is not accepted. In some States it is prohibited; in others 
it is in a way recognized as one of the perquisites and emoluments of 
the office. 

Q. (By Professor Jounson.) It was testified before your commission 
by an officer of the Louisville and Nashville that his railroad gave 
passes to judicial officers.—A. Yes; but there is no such general prac 
tice, I mean to say, as corresponds with the arrangement in which 
clergymen get half rates. That is quite universal 

Mr. Chairman, in a number of the reports made by the Cooley 
Commission, and also when Mr. Morrison was chairman, the 
subject of free passes was discussed and condemned as an un- 
wise and immoral practice, detrimental to the public interests 
and destructive of the revenues of the railroad. 

In one of the reports of the Cooley Commission that tribunal 
states that by its enforcement the revenues of the railroads had 
been saved, with a corresponding reduction of the cost of rail- 
road transportation, and particularly out West. In speaking 
of the enforcement of the commerce act of 1SS7 (vol. 1, p. 322), 
the Cooley Commission says: 


In some particulars, as we understand has also been the case with 
similar statutes in some of the States, it has operated directly to in 
crease railroad earnings, especially in the cutting off of free passes 
on interstate passenger traffic and in putting an end to rebates, draw 
backs, and special rates upon freight business. 

The results of the law in these respects are all so eminently satis 
factory to the general public, certainly to all who had not been wont 
to profit by special or personal advantages 

In connection with the abolition of the pass system, there has been 
some reduction in passenger fares, especially in the charge made for 
mileage tickets in the Northwest, the section of the country where 
they are perhaps most employed. 

On pages 265 and 266 the Commission, in very vigorous and 
severe terms, describes “the pass system” and condemns it in 
no unmistakable terms. In concluding its comment, the Com 
mission says: 

Much suspicion of public men resulted, which was sometimes ju 
but also sometimes unjust and cruel: and some deterioration of tl 
moral sense of the community, traceable to this cause, was unavoidable 
while the abuse continued. The parties most frequently and most 
largely favored were those possessing large means and having large 
business interests. 

The demand for free transportation was often in the nature of black 
mail, and was yielded to unwillingly and through fear of damaging con 
sequences from a refusal. But the evils were present as much when it 
was extorted as when it was freely given. 


Mr. Chairman, it not only caused people who use passes to 
be suspected—people, I mean, who do wrong, who give or take 
them for evil purposes—but it is worse than that. 

Mr. Chairman, here is what I mean and want to impress upon 
this honorable body. There are men who use free passe 
indeed, so far as that is concerned, we know that some of our 
women, and, I may add, some of our sweethearts, use passes. 
God bless them! Of course the women can do no wrong. But 
I am talking about the man who is a public officer and who 
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uses a pt 
there is such a 
pec ed, 


ence 


Iss, 
He is criticised, nevertheless; he is sus- 
and the full measure of that man’s influ- 
That is a distressing pity. He should quit 


man, 
nevertheless ; 


1 
is iI 


sened. 
tice 


Another thing. Unquestionably—and the Cullom report which 
I have here on my desk states it—the promiscuous issuance of 


” 


the prac 


free passes has caused a “ privileged class” to rise up in this 
country to the detriment of the public welfare and has caused 
the price of tickets to be higher than it otherwise would be. 


The Cullom report says: 
That 
t] e 
of tl 
This is found in the Commerce Report of 1886, at page 381. 
I read an article in the American Law Review not long ago 
from the pen of Judge Clark, of the supreme court of North 
Carolina, a very distinguished man, and he said that by reason 


ited by the granting of passes, and that 
largely increased by the extent 


a privileged class is cre 
of the passenger 


abuse. 


cost service is 


is 


of the issuance of free passes in that State the people of North 
Carolina were required to pay on an average about 33 cents a 


mile for travel. 

In that State in 1897 there was a prosecution against the 
Southern Railroad and another railroad for issuing and hon- 
oring an “annual pass” to a member of the legislature. 


‘ 


to be indicted. I am glad that he has shown himself to be an 
upright, law-abiding citizen even when he is at home. He has 
raised a high standard here in the House, we note with pleas- 
ure. He is not without honor at home or abroad. Mr. Chair- 
man, 


statement in the opinion, delivered by Justice Douglas, the 
son of Stephen A. Douglas: 


It is currently reported that a hundred thousand passes were issued 
in the State of North Carolina within the year 1897. Of our three 
leading railroad systems, one reported over 15,000 passes issued, while 
another reported 30,000. The defendant herein, the largest system of 
all, and having a direct pecuniary interest of vital importance before 
the legislature refused to make any report, relying upon its legal ex- 
emption from compulsory self-incrimination. 

raking the estimate of 100,000 passes as correct, as it is 397 miles 
from Raleigh to Murphy, on the west, and still farther to Elizabeth City, 
on the east, it is fair to assume that each pass would represent at least 
100 miles of travel, equal to $3.25 in fare. 

This would represent the equivalent of $325,000 a year given to some- 
body, but to whom we do not know and for what purpose we need not 
inquire. These figures may not be correct, but they are the best ob- 
tainable under the circumstances. 

it is needless to suppose that transportation of such great pecuniary 
value would be given without some return, either present or prospective, 
and in any aspect its continuance would be unjust to the publie interest 
and dangerous to the public welfare. 

ree transportation to so large an amount would necessarily place an 
additional burden upon the traveling public to make up the deficiency, 
while its irresponsible distribution would be a serious menace to publie 
morality. So far, I fully concur in the opinion of the court. 


Judge Douglas agreed with the majority of the court as to 
the construction given the law, but wrote a personal opinion, 
stating that he did not agree to affirming the judgment of the 


lower court, because the railroad stated that it did not intend to | 


violate the law, and had been advised by high authority that in 
issuing this annual pass, and other passes, it was not violat- 
ing the law. The facts were undisputed. Judge Douglas dis 
sented because the intent was absent. 
In 1S97 the railroad mileage in the State of North Carolina 
as le than per cent of the total mileage of the United 
tes. On small proportion we find it “currently re- 
ported,” says Judge Douglas, that “ 100,000 passes were issued 
in North Carolina” in 1897, while on two of the roads actual 


official 


VW Ss 2 


St this 


” 


rel 
a} 


while one railroad, the defendant, the largest, refused to report. | 
I presume, and some | 


Some 


of these passes were for trips, 
were annu as the record shows. How many passes do you 
suppose were issued in 1897 on all the railroads in the United 
States? How much revenue was lost to the railroads, and how 
much more money did the people spend for passage as a result 
of these passes than in good morals they should have been 
taxed with? 


ils, 


Reading closely the statements before the industrial commis- | 


sion and the Cullom report of 1886 and the opinion of Judge 
Douglas, 
pass abuse as long as they have? 
rescue of the railroad and the people. The railroads say one 
ratlroad can’t stop this abuse. Let us help them by passing a 
national law to reach the evil, and make it easy of enforcement 


and demand its enforcement and by our example help to en- | 


force it. 
Now, 
law does not go far enough, and it is hard to enforce. 


there are certain exemptions under section 22. The 
I have 


also here, Mr. Chairman, that which will show to you tire lack | 


of strength and application in the law. 
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and yet does right in his official deportment, if | 
| by the Interstate Commerce Commission, presided over by Mr. 


And | 
our colleague from that State [Mr. Pou] caused that railroad | 


the railroad was convicted and fined, and in that case— | 
reported in 122 North Carolina Reports—I find this remarkable | 


orts were made of 40,000 passes having been issued, | 


are you not surprised the people have stood this free- | 
Let Congress come to the | 


FEBRUARY 5, 


Here is a case where the Boston Railroad was found guilty 


Morrison, for issuing passes, and it is made Senate Document 
63, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session. Here are some twenty- 
eight pages giving a list of the passes issued by that railroad, 
as shown by exhibits to its answer. The answer classifies them 
as follows: 

Class 1 includes sick, necessitous, or indigent persons; in short, all 
cases of charity strictly. 

Class 2 ineludes gentlemen like Hon. James W. Bradbury, long emt- 
nent in the public service. 

Class 3 ineludes preprietors of summer hotels and large boarding 
houses, conformably to a practice whieh has long existed among all the 
railroads of New England. 

Class 4 includes wives of employees and other immediate members of 


| employees’ families. 


Class 5 includes all agents of ice companies and all milk contractors 
doing business on the line of the Boston and Maine Railroad, or any 
part thereof extending between any two States, said agents and con- 
tractors traveling on the trains in the conduct of their business. 

Class 6 includes the higher officers of State in the States of Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, and Massachusetts, and certain prominent 
officers of the United States, like the collector of eustoms, 

Class 7 includes the railroad commissioners of each of the States of 

| Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, and Massachusetts. 

Class 8 includes the members of the railroad committee for the time 
being of the legislature of each of the States of Maine, New Hampshire, 
and Massachusetts. 

Class 9 includes persons who are trustees under mortgages on the 
roperty of the corporation and who are entitled to inspect its property 
xy virtue of the deed or indenture constituting them trustees. 

Class 10 (im the schedules annexed called “ Complimentary”) in- 
cludes persons whose good will is important to the corporation and 

who, so long as the general practice of railroads remains what it now 
is, might justly take offense if in the matter of free transportation 
they were to receive from the Boston and Maine Railroad different treat- 
ment from that received from other railroad corporations. 

Ninth. The Boston and Maine Railroad respectfully submits that the 
| foregoing is a full and complete answer and disclosure in respect of all 
| the matters and things inquired of by the Commission in its order of 
| July 14, 1891, and prays that it may be discharged from any further 

answer or duty in the premises. 


Boston AND MAIN® RAILROAD, 
By Jas. T. Furser, Vice-President. 

This railroad was arraigned by the Commission for issuing 
passes in Federal commerce. These passes, as shown by these 
exhibits, were all interstate passes. Mr. Richard Olney de- 
fended the railroad and Senator Chandler prosecuted. The 
whole record of the case, including arguments and the opinion 
of Mr. Morrison, are found in this document. According to the 
decision in this case, the railroad was found guilty of an illegal 
discrimination by issuing passes to some and making others pay 
for the same kind of service—that is, the Commission held that 
this was an illegal discrimination, and ordered this railroad to 
cease and desist in so doing. This order was served on every 
other railroad engaged in Federal commerce in the United 
States, as this document shows. But the railroads. we know. 
continue to disobey the law. Here is evidence from the supreme 
court of North Carelina, and here it is in this Boston case. 
The railroads pay no attention to this law. It needs this amend- 
ment. 

Now, gentlemen, here is an opportunity to strengthen this law, 
and if this provision does not go far enough, then somebody 
write a better one and pass that. 

The railroads want this law. In my own State one member 
| of the legislature got 1,700 passes, common repute said, and 
went down in Nashville and sold them and put the money in 
his pocket. He was a citizen who had been a great man in }u)- 
lie life, who had been a Member ef Congress, 1 may add. Here 
is the language of the railroad officials themselves in the t 
timony before the Industrial Commission, which states in e’- 
fect that they are afraid not to issue passes. The Cooley ( 
mission said it was a species of blackmail. 


; 


I remember something like this in my State: One head of a 
great convention eame down and got about 1,500 passes, and tlie 
leader of the other division came to the railroads and said: “ You 
have given that division so many passes, now you have got to 
give my division the same number.” And the railroad comply 

| was just blackmailed into issuing the passes. 

| A leading railroad man in Tennessee, who is well known to 

| my colleague [Mr. Houston], who listens to me to-day, said to 
an intimate railroad friend of mine that if everybody w l 
pay their passage over his road, “I could pay my taxes and net 
have any trouble with tax suits with the State of Tennessee. 
as now and then he does have. In other words, laying :-i(e 
the immorality of it, in free-pass uses, laying aside its insid 0s 

| and evil influence, it takes the railroad’s legitimate reyouve 

| from it, and the railroad, to make up for that loss, makes tle 
man who buys the ticket pay for the ticket and also for (ue 
pass used. That is the effect of it. 

| Now, the average receipts for hauling passengers, accordin< ‘0 
the official reports, is a little less than 2 cents a mile. I | "7 


paid as high as 5 cents this last year for railroad trav’. 
| have paid 34 cents and also as low as 3 cents on the same “ays 
























1906. 





for I kept tab when I was riding a distance of about 150 miles. 
What becomes, then, of the difference between a little less than 
2 cents and 3 and 343 cents and 5 cents? It goes to liquidate 
the free passage and transportation of these people who ride 
upon passes. 

That is wrong; the common carrier knows it and he is an 
unwilling party to it. It makes the poorer class of society, Mr. 
Chairman, pay its way. I remember I was going through a little 
town near my home, about 40 miles distant, and an old farmer 
got on the train. I didn’t know him. He had chickens on one 
arm and a bucket of eggs on the other. He pulled out his 
ticket, gave it to the conductor when he came along; but three 
distinguished friends and neighbors of mine, all men of means, 
who got on the train with the old farmer, when the conductor 
came to them all pulled out passes. 

Now, gentlemen, that is enough to make that old man who was 
struggling to get to town, possibly to get clothes for his wife and 
children, perhaps to buy medicine—it is enough to make him 
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| 


| 


hate the railroads; it is enough to make him hate the law that | 


we do not enforce and hate us. 
resentment. 

I say, as a matter of friendship to the railroads, that we 
should remove this incubus. We should take away from it this 
species of blackmail; we should take it away from the railroads 


It breeds bad feeling—one of 


| eluded to 


so that they can not appeal to our sense of gratitude when we | 
ride on passes—a thing I do not do, I may add by way of paren- | 


thesis, and I do not intend to. I would walk my legs off up to 
my knees before I would do it. [Applause.] 

Now, gentlemen, I am talking on the railroad side of this 
proposition. I am going to vote for the bill. There ought to 
be some changes made in it, and if I had the making of it I 
would make at least a plainer written bill, and probably every 
other Member in the House may think he can do the same thing. 

Mr. Chairman, I expect my time is nearly up, but I want to 
say that there are no politics in this effort of mine. I know 
that the railroads want this provision of law. You see that it 
ought to be passed. The law as it is is worthless, for the Com- 
mission can not enforce it. They have tried to do it; they want 
the railroads to cease issuing passes, and here is the opinion 
where it was ordered and refused. The morals of the whole 
country are suffering from this free-pass ulcer. Cure it now. 
The public morals of the country are trenched upon as well as 
the revenues of the railroads, which the roads are justly enti- 
tled to have. [Applause.] 

Opinion in part of Commissioner Morrison in the Boston Rail- 
road ease, and the orders, ete., issued therein: 


In the third report to Congress, in 1899, the Commission said, in the 
course of a long discussion of the subject, as follows: 

“ The statute undoubtedly was framed to prohibit passes or free trans- 
portation of persons, as one of the forms of unjust discrimination, 
favoritism, and misuse of corporate powers that had grown into an 
abuse of large proportions, and become demoralizing in its influence and 
detrimental to railroads, both in loss of revenue and in provoking public 
hostility. * * * The law aims at the correction of the abuses of 
free transportation, and, in accomplishing this general purpose, some 
forms of free or reduced transportation that at first view might appear 
plausible, or even unobjectionable in themselves, have to fall under its 
general restrictions. * * * ‘The discrimination is equally unjust 

ether the free transportation be complimentary or to aid some per 

n’s business, or for some supposed indirect advantage to the carrier. 
he correction of the evil, and the equality of might to which all are 
entitled, required the restrictions to be general and sweeping to furnish 
any substantial assurance that the abuse should not be continued or 
new ones devised under cover of any discretion left to the carrier.” 

And again, after referring to section 22 of the act, the report further 
nave: 

“The classes of persons that may have reduced rates or free carriage 
are thus carefully specified in the statute, and their enumeration neces- 
sarily excludes all others. Except as qualified by this section, the is- 
suance and sale of passenger tickets must be in accordance with the 
gzeneral principles of the act.” 

Other utterances and decisions of the Commission to the same legal 
fect have been made every year since its organization, and its con 
truction of the act has been indicated by its repeated recommenda- 
tions to Congress to add other classes of persons to the exceptions (as 
they were always regarded by the Commission) contained in section 22 

We find not only these views held by the Commission from its organi- 
zation, but by the Federal courts when the question has arisen. 

In Ex parte Koehler, 1 Interstate Commerce Report, 317, 
Deady decided, on the application of the receiver of the Oregon and 
California Railway Company, asking for instruction as to the granting 
f free transportation to the families of employees, that the act to recu- 
late commerce prohibited the issuance of passes to such persons, they 


not being. incias ed in what he held to be the excepted classes named in 
e on 22 


9” 


Judge | 


Without further citation of authority, the construction we give to 


ection 2 of the act to regulate commerce is that where the service by 
the carrier subject to the act is “like and contemporaneous” for dif- 
than to another constitutes unjust discrimination, and is unlawful, un- 
ess the charge of such greater or less compensation is allowed under 
the exceptions provided in section 22; and that where the traffic is 
under substantially similar circumstances and conditions” in other 
respects, it is not rendered dissimilar within the meaning of the statute 
'y the fact that such passengers hold unlike or, as sometimes termed, 
Unequal official, social, or business positions, or belong to different 


classes as they ordinarily exist in a community, or are arbitrarily 
created by the carrier. 





erent passengers, the charge to one of a greater or less compensation | 
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Under this construction of the act the practice of the defend 


int in 
giving free transportation, such as it concedes was issued to “ gentle 
men long eminent in the public service,” “ higher officers of States, and 
prominent officials of the United States,” “‘ members of legislative rai 
road committees,” “ persons whose good will is important to the corpo 
ration,” is unwarranted unless the favored person also comes under 
some exception specified in section 22 of the act to regulate commerce 
The investigation was instituted, as appears from the original order, 
for the purpose more especially of making inquiry into the business 
practice of issuing free passes by the defendant than with reference to 


any particular case or special infraction of the law. 

The inquiry developed, however, that, in addition to the classes of 
persons last above stated, the defendant 
passes, which were free in name only, 
consideration therefor passing from the recipient to the defendant, 
as those issued to newspaper proprietors, editors, and reporters in 
exchange for advertising, to hotel proprietors, to ice dealers and milk 
dealers, and to some other persons who are claimed to stand on special 
ground of right. 

As to these latter classes of persons, the investigation has thus 


as issued other so-« 
has issued ! 


allied free 
for in reality there was son 


h 





brought out some of the facts, but would have to be extended to en 
able us to pass a satisfactory judgment upon them To avoid the de 


lay which a proper and full investigation of these classes would oces 
sion, and in view of their minor importance, and yet perhaps greater 
difficulty of decision, and of the urgency that the defendant should 
informed before the close of the present calendar year of 
so far as we are able to render it at the present time, we have con 
hold the case as to the passes issued to the last-mentioned 
classes for such further investigation as may be necessary to put us in 
full possession of all the facts before finally passing upon them, and in 
the meantime to issue an order applicable to the classes first mentioned. 
in accordance with the construction of the law as above set forth, this 
being pursuant to practice in other cases. 
At a general session of the Interstate 
its office in 


our decision, 


Commerce Commission, held at 





Washington, D. C., on the 29th day of December, A. D 

1891. In the matter of the carriage of persons free or at reduced 

rates by the Boston and Maine Railroad Company. 

Present: Hon. William R. Morrison, Hon. Wheelock G. Veazey. Hon. 
Martin A. Knapp, Commissioners. ; 

This proceeding having been instituted by an order of the Commi 
sion entered on the 16th day of July, 1891, and due hearing and ir 
vestigation having been had, the Commission did, on the date hereof. 
to wit, the 29th day of December, 1891, make and file a report and 
opinion containing its finding of fact and conclusions thereon, which 
said report and opinion is hereby referred to and made a part of this 
order; and the Commission having, as appears by said report and 
opinion, found and decided, among other things, that the defendant, the 
Boston and Maine Railroad Company, has violated the provisions of 
the act to regulate commerce by issuing and giving to divers persons 
described in said report and opinion tickets called and known as 
** passes,”” which entitled said persons to be carried as passengers over 
its line of railroad between points in different States without any 
charge therefor, and by furnishing such free transportation to said 
persons on presentation of such passes, while at the same time defend 


ant held in effect over its said line for the transportation of passengers 
between the same points certain rates of charge, commonly ed 
“fares,” and charged and received the same as compensation from 
other persons for service rendered in transporting them as passengers 
between said points in different 


ca 


States, which said service was like 
unto and contemporaneous with the service rendered by it without com 
pensation in the transportation under substantially similar cireum 


stances and conditions of a like kind of traffic, to wit, the carriage of 
such first-named persons over its said line passengers between the 
same points. And it is also found that further investigation and con 
sideration should be had in regard to the issuing of passes and the { 


as 











nishing of transportation free or at reduced rates by defendant to other 
classes of persons, also described in said report and opinion of the 
Commission herein. 

It is ordered and adjudged, That the defendant, the Boston and 
Maine Railroad Company, do wholly and immediately cease and desist 
from charging, demanding, collecting, or receiving from person or 
persons a greater or less compensation for any service rendered or to 
be rendered in the transportation of passengers between points in diff 
ent States than it charges, demands, collects, or receives fro 
other person or persons for doing for him or them a like and contempo 
raneous service in the transportation of passengers under in 
tially similar circumstances and conditions, by issuing without charge 
to persons not included within the classes of persons described in the 
twenty-second section of the act to regulate commerce tickets or passes 
entitling them to transportation as passengers over its line of railroad 
between points in different States, or by transporting such persons, or 
others not included in the aforesaid classes described in said twenty 
second section, over its line of railroad as passengers between points in 
different States without the payment by them of any rate, charge, or 
fare, or upon the payment of a reduced rate, charge, or fare; and in 
earrving out the provisions of this order said defendant is further here 


by directed and required to be governed by the requirements and co1 
struction of law laid down in the report and opinion of the Commission 
herein. 

Be it further ordered, That this matter be retained for further i 
vestigation and consideration of such questions involved therein as 
have not been determined by the Commission in said report and opinion 


And it is further ordered, That copies of the report and opinion of 
the Commission herein and of this order be sent forthwith to all com 
mon carriers subject to the provisions of the act to regulate commerce 


as notice of the requirements and construction of law 

said report and opinion in regard to the transportation 

that they may govern themselves accordingly. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


laid down in 
of passengers, 


COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C 

I, Edward A. Moseley, secretary of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
nfission, do hereby certify that the foregoing copies of report and opir 
ion of the Commission and order of the Commission in the 


proceeding 


entitled “In the matter of the carriage of persons free or at reduced 
rates by the Beston and Maine Railroad Company” are true copies of 
the originals now on file and recorded in the office of this Commission 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed my tame and 


affixed the seal of the Commission this 16th day of January, IS8v2 
[ SEAL. ] Epw. A. Mose.iey, Secretary. 


On October 17, 1898, the following petition was filed by Charles A. 
Busiel, which, with the accompanying papers, are also submitted in 
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response to the direction of the Senate, since they refer to the same 

subject: 

Before the Interstate Commerce Commission in the matter of the car- 
riage of persons free or at reduced rates by the Boston and Maine 
Railroad Company. 

Now comes Charles A, Busiel, as petitioner in this proceeding, and 
respectfully shows: 

I. That the petitioner is a resident of Laconia, in the State of New 
Ifampshire, and brings this petition in his own behalf and also in the 
interest of. the people of the State of New Hampshire and all passen- 
gers over the lines operated by the above-named railroad company. 

If. That in this proceeding, instituted by an order of this Commis- 
sion on the 16th day of July, 1891, this Commission did, after due 
hearing and investigation, to wit, on the 29th day of December, 1891, 
make and file a report and opinion containing its findings of fact and 
conclusions in said proceeding, and did also on said last-mentioned 
date issue an order directed to said Boston and Maine Railroad Com- 
pany, the respondent in said proceeding, notifying and requiring it, the 
said B n and Maine Railroad Company, to “ wholly and immediately 

‘sist from charging, demanding, collecting, or receiving 
or persons a greater or less compensation for any 













and 


any 





yerson 


f » rendered or to be rendered in the transportation of passengers 
between points in different States than it charges, demands, collects, 
r receives from any other person or persons for doing for him or them 


» and contemporaneous service in the transportation of passengers 


inder substantially similar circumstances and conditions, by issuing 

ithout charge to persons not included within the classes of persons 
described in the twenty-second section of the act to regulate commerce 
tickets or passes entitling them to transportation as passengers over its 


ne of railroad between points in different States, or by transporting 
such or others not included in the aforesaid classes described 


in said twenty-second section, over its line of railroad as passengers be- 


persons, 


tween points in different States without the payment by them of any 
rate, charge, or fare, or upon the payment of a reduced rate, charge, or 
fare ;’’ and in carrying out the provisions of said order the said re- 


pondent railroad company was further therein directed and required 
to be governed by the requirements and construction of law laid down 
in said report and opinion of the Commission. And it was further pro- 
vided in and by said order that such questions involved in this pro- 
ceeding as had not been determined by the Commission in said report 
and opinion should be retained for further investigation and considera- 
tion, which said questions are stated in said report and opinion of the 
Commission as follows, to wit: 

“The investigation was instituted, as appears from the original or- 
der, for the purpose more especially of making inquiry into the business 
practice of issuing free passes by the defendant than with reference 
any particular case or special infraction of the law. The inquiry 
developed, however, that in addition to the classes of persons last 
above stated, the defendant has issued other so-called ‘“‘free passes,” 
which were free in name only, for in reality there was some considera- 
tion therefor passing from the recipient to the defendant, such as those 
issued to newspaper proprietors, itors, and reporters, in exchange for 
advertising, to hotel proprietors, to ice dealers and milk dealers, and 
to some other persons who are claimed to stand on special ground of 
right. As to these latter classes of persons the investigation has thus 
far brought out some of the facts, but would have to be extended to 
enable us to pass a satisfactory judgment upon them.” 

Ill. That said respondent, whatever it may have done immediately 
subsequent to the date of said order in compliance with the provisions 
thereof, did thereafter and does now fail and neglect to obey the 
requirements thereof; that is to say, the said respondent has been, 
since the date of said order, and is now, giving and affording free 
interstate transportation to persons not included within the classes cf 
persons described in section 22 of the act to regulate commerce, ap- 
proved February 4, 1887, while it has been and is charging, demanding, 
collecting, and receiving compensation from other persons for like and 
contemporaneous service rendered by it under substantially similar cir- 
cumstances and conditions. 

IV. That said respondent has, since the date of said order, provided, 
and is now providing, transportation free or at reduced rates, or in 
lien of compensation for real or pretended services to ‘newspaper 
proprietors, editors, and reporters, hotel proprietors, ice dealers, milk 
freight shippers, and others engaged in various trades and 


to 


dealers, 


professions, while charging, demanding, collecting, and receiving com- | 
and contemporaneous service | 


pensation from other persons for like 
performed by said respondent railroad company 
similar circumstances and conditions. 

V. That the said respondent railroad company, by doing the things 


under substantially 


alleged and set forth in Paragraphs I1I and IV hereof, and by failing | 


and neglecting to obey the requirements of said order of the Commis- 
has been and is violating the provisions of sections 


sion, 


the said act to regulate commerce. And said respondent company, | 
acting as aforesaid, has been and is thereby burdening passengers who | 


are compelled to pay its regularly established rates of fare, and also 


shippers paying regular rates of freight over its lines, with the whole | 


large 


or a part of the cost to it of transporting the above-mentioned 
favored passengers, which results necessarily in making said estab- 
lished passenger and freight rates unreasonable and unjust, in viola- 
tion of section 1 of said act. 

VI. That petitioner is prepared to prove various instances of the dis- 
criminations and preferences alleged in Paragraphs Iii and IV hereof, 
but iands as in addition and supplementary thereto, and as war 


lar 
ag 


ranted by the character and scope of this proceeding, that said respond- | 


ent be required, upon the filing and service of this petition, to inciude 
in its verified answer hereto a statement of the same import and char- 


acter as was required of it at the time of the institution of this pro- | 


ceeding on July 16, 1891; that is to say, that the said railroad company 
be required to state and make known in its answer as follows, to wit: 

Do any hold passes from the said Boston and Maine Rail- 
road Company entitling them to free or reduced rates for transporta- 
tion over its lines or any part thereof; if so, under what arrangement 
are such passes or tickets issued? In answering this question, the 
toston and Maine Railroad Company is required to state the names 
of the persons holding such passes or tickets, their addresses, so far 
as known, and, if said passes are confined to a single State, to include 
the names of such persons, if they hold con urrently a pass or passes 
reduced-rate tickets over its lines effective in any other State than 


persons 


that for which the free carriage is limited to a single State. And if 
said passes, or any of them, or said reduced-rate tickets are issued 


under any arrangement or contract with said persons, then the arrange- 
ment is to be substantially stated, together with the dates thereof and 
the amount of transportation therein provided for, and on what ac- 
count, and for what reason. 
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2. State the names of all persons, either under contract or otherwise, 
holding annual ses on December 31, 1897, over the line of the Bos- 
ton and Maine Railroad or any portion thereof extending between any 
two of the States in which said railroad is situated, and if any of the 
said passes are confined to the limits of any one of the said States, then 
the names of all persons, and their addresses so far as known, holding 
passes concurrently effective over a portion of its line in any State 
other than that to which the said annual pass is limited as aforesaid, 
and not including the names of its own officers and employees immedi- 
ately engaged in the operation of its own road, nor the names of the 
principal officers and employees of other railroad companies to whom 
such passes have been issued in exchange. 

3. State the names and addresses, so for as known, of all persons to 
whom annual, trip, special, or other passes or tickets at a reduced rate 
of fare have been given during the two years last past, together with 
the reasons for the issuance thereof, and if any of said passes or 
reduced-rate tickets have been limited to any one State, include the 
names of such persons, if they concurrently held other passes or tickets 
effective over its line or any portion thereof in any other State, not 
including, however, the names of its own officers and employees imme- 
diately engaged in the operation of its own road, nor the names of the 
principal officers and employees of other railroad companies to whom 
such passes have been issued in exchange, but not excepting from the 
answer to this interrogatory the names of any persons to whom such 
passes or the names of any persons to whom such passes or reduced- 
rate tickets have been issued pursuant to any contract, agreement, or 
arrangement between the said Boston and Maine Railroad Company 
and such persons, ostensibly providing therefor as payment for adver- 
tising or retainers or fees as lawyers or other service. 

Wherefore petitioner prays that further full and complete investiga- 
tion be had in this proceeding, to the end that decision and order may 
be had concerning the questions remaining undetermined herein, and 
that said act to regulate commerce, as heretofore construed and applied 
by the Commission in this proceeding and embodied in said order of 
December 29, 1891, may be enforced. 

Dated at Laconia, N. H., October 13, 1898. 

CHaAanues A. BUSIEL. 





State oF New HAMPSHIRE, Belknap, 88: 
OcTOBER 13, 1898. 

Then personally appeared Charles A. Busiel, who, being duly sworn, 
says that he is the petitioner in this proceeding and that the matters 
set forth in the foreging petition are true, as he verily believes. 

Before me: 

[ SEAL, ] 

EDWIN H. SHANNON, 

Attorney for Petitioner. 


ORRAN W. Tippetts, Notary Public. 


APPLICATION OF PETITIONER FOR ORDER REQUIRING ANSWER AND FOR 
HEARING. 


LACONIA, N. H., October 14, 1898. 


My Dear Str: I herewith file before your honorable Commission peti- 
tion of Hon Charles A. Busiel, of Laconia, and respectfully request an 
order citing the Boston and Maine Railroad to _—— before said Com- 
mission in order that they may furnish such information as is called 
- by oe petition, and desire a full hearing upon all questions em- 
raced therein. 
ow instruct me when and where we can be heard after answer is 
iled. 


Yours, very respectfully, 

E. H. SHANNON. 
| Hon. Epwarp A. MOSELEY, 
Washington, D. CO. 


MOTION OF RESPONDENT TO DISMISS PETITION OF CHARLES A. BUSIEL, 
[Filed November 14, 1898.] 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 


In the matter of the carriage of persons free or at reduced rates by the 
soston and Maine Railroad. nterstate Commerce Commission. No. 
308. 

Motion of the Boston and Maine Railroad to dismiss the intervening 

petition of Charles A. Busiel. 


| And now comes the Boston and Maine Railroad and moves to dismiss 
| the intervening petition of Charles A. Busiel, for the following reason 
1. Because the petitioner, Charles A. Busiel, has no authority to inter- 
| vene in this cause undertaken by the Commission itself. 
| 2. Because the petition is indefinite and contains no specifications, 
without which this respondent can not preperly make answer. 
3. Because this Commission is not the proper tribunal before which 
to try any questions of failure to obey its orders. 
| 4. Because this petition is not brought in good faith for the pul! 
weal, but because this respondent has refused from time to time | 
| petitioner’s requests for free passes over its railroad, as appears by the 





correspondence on file. 
Wherefore, this respondent moves that the petition of Charles A. 
Busiel be dismissed. 
BOSTON AND MAINE RAILRoap 
By its attorney, WM. H. Coo.ipar. 
| Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman 
| from Georgia [Mr. Harpwicxk]. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Myr. Chairman, I realize that the question 
| we are now discussing is a very important one; that it affects 
t 


vast property interests. In fact, we hardly know how vis 
those interests are until we pause for just a moment to « 
sider that question. According to the census report of 1!" 
the total wealth of this Republic was $94,300,000,000, and if 
the same ratio of increase has been continued from that time ( 
this the total wealth of this Republic to-day is .$110,500,000,(1. 
According to the report of the railroad commissioners, the 
total value of the railroad property of the United States in 
1904 was a little over $13,000,000,000, and if the same ratio of in- 
crease has been continued from that day to this the valuc of 
the railroad property in this Republic now is about $14.0". 
000,000. It is therefore just about 13 per cent of the total 


ne 














1906. 





wealth of this country, and one dollar out of every eight of the 
total wealth of this country is represented by railroad vasuation. 

Now, in 1903, according to the figures given by the Republican 
campaign book, the total amount of imports into this country 
from foreign countries was a little over a billion dollars and 
the total amount of exports to foreign countries was nearly a 
billion and a half dollars, so that this indicates a total foreign 
trade of two and one-half billion dollars. 

For the year ending June 30, 1904, the railroads earned as 
compensation from the transportation of freight and passengers 
$1,975,000,000 and received as total income from all sources 
$2,188,000,000, so that the charges for railway transportation 
alone are just as much as the total valuation of all the export 
trade and the import trade of this Republic combined. In ad- 
dition to that, in 1903, the budget of the United States was, 
according to the Republican campaign bock, $486,439,306.68. 
On the basis of 80,000,000 population this is a governmental 
charge of $6.08 per capita. 
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The railroads charged a per capita | 


of $27.25 to every person in the United States for every year. | 
Therefore it is apparent that the people of the United States | 


pay to the railroads of this country four and a half times as 


much as they pay to the Federal Government itself, directly and | 


indirectly. 


Now, Nr. Chairman, there are just one or two observations | 


that I wish to submit on the political phase of this question. 


The Republicans to-day are supporting this measure, and yet | 


this is a new position for them to take. 


The Democratic party | 


for ten long years has lifted its voice in its favor, and there was | 


no equivocation about its attitude in the campaign of 1904. We 
used these words, and I read from the Democratic platform of 
1904: 

We demand an enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to the end that the traveling public and shippers of 
this country may have prompt and adequate relief from the abuses to 
which they are subjected in the matter of transportation. 

Now, there are two pages of the Republican campaign book 
of 1904 devoted to a discussion of this regulation of railway 
rates, and we find that the Republican campaign book, which 
was a text-book of Republican orators from one end of this 
Republic to the other, took the position, 
alone ;” that you had laws that, if they were properly enforced, 
would solve this problem. Let me read you some of the doc- 
trine that you then gave to the people of the United States 
when you were seeking election at their hands. It speaks of the 
passage of the Elkins law: 

This is a cause for public rejoicing. As everyone knows, the secret 
advantages heretofore secured by rebates and through forms of favor- 
itism were the dishonest means by which large concerns bave been 
crushing out their smaller rivals. Nothing has so powerfully aided 
the aggressions of the industrial trusts and nothing connected with 
these combinations has been so offensive and destructive as private bar- 
gains of one sort and another by which they secured lower freight rates 
than independent dealers were compelled to pay. 
istic and odious evil of railroad methods up to a recent date. Within 
the last two years this evil has been ene to a very great extent— 
to an extent which justifies the most favorable comment. The whole 
rebate business has been broken up and jis rapidly disappearing. This 
is perhaps the greatest benefit that could be conferred upon the gen- 
eral business interests of the country. It gives every man the same +> 
portunity and puts the small dealer on a footing of equality with h 
largest rival so far as transportation charges are concerned. It is diffi 


eult 
comparatively short time. The salutary provisions of the Elkins law 
and the resolute and persistent effort of the Attorney-General during 
the present Administration have practically removed the gravest and 
greatest of railroad abuses. 

In other words, before the campaign of 1904 was fought out 
the Republican party of this country went to the people on a 
declaration that they were willing to “stand pat” on existing 
law in reference to the railroad question, and I say when they 
now recede from that position that they need not be surprised 
when their railroad friends, who supported them, plead failure of 
consideration, total and complete, against them. [Applause on 
the Democratie side.] Not only that, but I want to challenge 
any living man in this House or in the White House, or any- 
where else, to show me any published utterance of Theodore 
Roosevelt in favor of railway-rate regulation before the last 
election. In my hands I hold his letter of acceptance of the 
Republican party’s nomination for the Presidency, and he did 
not say a word about what he now calls the greatest question 
before the American people. Gentlemen, the truth about it is 
that you deceived the railways on this question, and you know 
it. The Democratic party is consistent. It went to the people 
on the platform that it would do this thing if it had the power, 
and you said you were satisfied with existing law. You got the 


3 


power, and yet you come, adopt our platform, and join hands | 


with us to give the people this much-needed relief. You do not 


do it with entire good grace, either, because I heard the speech 
of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sistey] 
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in opposition to this measure, also the speech of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCati] against 
it and of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirrLerierp]}, equally 
distinguished and able, all of whom were cheered to the echo 
by that side because they opposed the bill. Gentlemen, you 
ean not fool the American people. They are not exactly blind 
yet, and even if they were, they know that while it is the voice 


of Jacob from your side—it is the hand of Esau after all. [Ap- 
| plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the short time I have at my disposal 

I desire to take up only one question connected with this bill. 

If I have the opportunity, when we reach this bill under the 


five-minute rule there are certain amendments that I wish to 
offer to it, and what I am going to say in support of ft! 
amendments now applies equally to my own side of the ¢ 
ber as it does to the other side—to the Democratie members of 
the committee as well as the Republican members of the c 
mittee. 

In the report of the committee the distinguished chairman of 
this committee makes the statement that there are very few 


people who favor conferring upon the Interstate Commerce Com- 


mission the general rate-making power—the power to initiate 
rates. With that statement I desire here and now to take issue, 


because here is one Member, however young and inexperienced, 
who has his own convietions upon the subject and is willing to 
vote to confer just such power, whether any other man on this 
side of the Chamber except himself shall vote for it. [Ap- 
plause.} When we reach section 4 of this bill I shall offer cer- 
tain amendments which will accomplish that purpose: and now 
I want to say just a word or two in defense of that general posi- 
tion. I heard the argument of the distinguished gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Lirrrierrecp] this morning when he said that 
the power to originate rates, the power to fix rates 
was conferred in this bill. 


generally, 


I want to say to him that a careful 


| examination of the bill leads me to exactly the opposite conclu- 


| sion of any State, or from any State railroad commissioner, 


This was the character- | 


| a rate you take a radical departure from existing law, from old 


to realize the advance that has been made in this regard within a | 


sion, and if I could agree with him, as a matter of law, from the 
language of this bill, I should vote for it with a great deal more 


pleasure than I will be able to feel in voting for this bill. 


a | Now, not only that, but I want to call your attention to this fact, 
Let well enough | 


that the law that you are now enacting is a departure from the 
theory of existing law as embraced in the original interstate- 
commerce act and its amendments. When the law of 1887 went 
into effect, section 13 of that bill provided that the Commission 
should exercise whatever power was conferred, or was supposed 
to be conferred, either when there was complaint by any person, 
firm, or corporation interested, or from a State railroad comimis- 
upon its own motion. Whether it had or whether it had not the 
rate-making power, the fact is undoubtedly true that it had 
just as much rate-making power on its own motion as it did 
in a given case, so that when you propose by this bill to withhold 
from the Interstate Commerce Commission the right to initiate 


standards, and from the accepted ideas on this subject. 
men may contend that there are so many of these rates that it 
will be impossible for any commission to ever fix them. |! 
not contend that if this power were given to the Interstate ¢ 
merce Commission it ought to exercise it in a minute or necess 
rily in an hour, or in a day or in a week or in a year, or even in 
a decade ; but it ought to have that power, and surely the General 
Government is strong enough and great enough and rich enough 
to exercise it, and to exercise it wisely and well. Can you tell 
me that the great corporations of this country have so much 
wealth, so much of the brains of the country employed, that th 
alone are competent to fix rates? This Government is big 
enough, it has money enough, and it can hire brains enough to 
fix rates fairly in the interest of all the people, and I think that 
is what ought to be done. 

I know that in the State of Texas, from which one of the mem- 
bers of this committee on this side comes, the general pr 
fix rates, on its own motion, is given to the railroad 


commission 


and that that power sprang from the giant brain and lion heart 
of John H. Reagan. I know that in the State of Georgia, in 
| which I live and from which two members of this committee 
come, the railroad commission has power, on its own motion, on 
its own initiative, to fix the rates all through the State. and th 

the idea originated in the giant brain and in the lion heart of 


| 


Robert Toombs, and I say to you what these two great St 
have been able to do in their own jurisdiction, the Federal Goy 
ernment, which is much larger, and much stronger, and much 
richer, and much greater, can do in its own jurisdiction. 
not only that, Mr. Chairman, but I want to call your attenti to 
another fact. Under this plan which you have adopted of fixing 
a rate only in a given case, when there is a complainant; if there 
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are about a million and a half rates to be fixed, as has been sug- 
gested, and you fix a rate from Florida to New York, for in- 
stance, in a given case, what is going to happen to all the rest of 
the country before they can get their cases heard, one by one, and 
their changed rates enforced? it is going to permit rank favor- 
itism between various localities and individuals—in favor of 
the person or locality whose case is first heard, and against the 
person or locality whose case is last heard—that must continue 
during all the years while these cases are pending before the 
Coxmission and in the courts. Besides, what relief is this bill 
going to give to the people of the United States generally? Do 


you believe your average constituent, and mine, will find relief | 


from abuses that are perpetrated upon him and extortions from 
which he suffers, in this complicated matter of freight rates, 
unless the Government has some agency to look into this busi- 
ness for him and discover the truth? No; they will continue to 
suffer in ignorance in the future, as they have suffered in ig- 
norance in the past. 

The rich shipper, the rich man, the big concern may find out 
his wrongs, but the poor man, the little shipper, and the little 
concern will not discover his. Not only that, but let me ask you 
this; even though they find it out, is the average man going 
to be able to hire a lawyer to come up here before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and then test his rights there and then 
through the Supreme Court of the United States? It is utterly 
absurd. They will not be able to do it. They have not the 
money to do it, and they are afraid to embark on any such costly 
enterprise. The truth about it is that the railroads of this 
country are so big that the little fellows can not fight them, and 
the only way you can protect the mass of the people from them 
is to provide a strong governmental agency that will not only 
inquire into what is right and into what is wrong, but will pro- 
ceed to enforce the right and condemn the wrong. 

Now, just one word more, Mr. Chairman, and then I shall 
have finished. In this matter, in my humble judgment, the 
people of the United States are begging you for bread and you 
are giving them a stone. They ask you for a “square deal” 
and you give them one that is only part fair. I am going to vote 
for this bill because it is the best one that has yet been offered 


does not go half far enough. We ought to give the Commission 
that same power that the Congress of 1887 thought they were 
giving to them, namely, the right to fix rates when a complaint 
is made by a person, firm, or corporation interested, or by a 
State railroad commission, or when the Commission determines 


on its own motion and after its own investigation, that injustice | 


is being done, wrong is being perpetrated, and right and fairness 
and justice withheld. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I know that these are the sentiments of 
the people of the district that I have the honor to represent on 
this floor. I know that this is what they want, and I believe 
in my heart of hearts that this is right, fair, and just, and I 
hope when the bill is on its passage I shall at least be per- 
mitted to offer the amendment that would accomplish this most 
desirable purpose and give the Commission power to protect the 
weak as well as the strong, the poor as well as the rich. [Loud 
applause. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BouTet1t having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
title: 


H. R. 4223. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Shultz; 

H. R. 4226. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Painter ; 

H.R. 4742. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Coy ; 

H.R. 4744. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
O'Conner ; 

H. R. 9382. An act granting a pension to Mariam T. Shreve; 


H. R. 9130, 
Brinkley : 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


H. R. 7509. An act granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Stone; 

H. R. 6166. An act granting a pension to Else C. Isachsen ; 

H.R. 9757. An act to amend paragraph 34 of section 7 of an 


act entitled “An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 1, 1902; and 

Il. R. 5289. An act to provide for the selection of grand and 
petit jurors for the district courts in the Territory of Oklahoma. 
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: ; 2 “| property rights. 
in Congress that I have had an opportunity to vote for; but it | ees * ‘7 


| sections of the country. 
| United States 64,050 railroad stations, that there are 7,174 dif- 
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REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Davipson]. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, the country is to be con- 
gratulated upon the unanimity with which the bill now under 
consideration, touching the matter of railway rate legislation, 
has been reported to this House by the able committee having 


| jurisdiction of the subject and the vote by which this House 


will approve of the work done by that committee. The subject 
is one of absorbing ‘erest to the people of the country. 

The legislation pruposed in the pending measure is demanded 
by the general public. Its most conspicuous and enthusiastic 
supporter is the President of the United States. His great 


| popularity makes him a powerful factor in behalf of any meas- 


ure. In his honesty, sincerity, and fearlessness the public has 
Although not the originator of the propo- 
sition, he is entitled to much credit for the persistency with 
which he has advocated action. His public addresses and mes- 
sages have done much to crystallize public sentiment and direct 
public opinion. Others equally honest and sincere have for 
years been advocating similar legislation. The members of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission have for ten years been knock- 
ing at the doors of Congress for strength to carry out the pur- 
pose for which the Commission was created. In many of the 
States similar legislation for the control of State commerce has 
been enacted. 

In Wisconsin this cause has had its earnest advocates. The 
subject has been before the people for years, and as a result 
that State has placed upon its statute books one of the most 
drastic State commission laws of any in the Union. 

It is with pleasure, therefore, that I lend my voice and vote 
in support of this measure, because in so doing I know I cor- 
rectly interpret the wishes of a very large majority of those 
whose commission I hold. 

Opponents of this measure have tried to make it appear as if 
we were about to enact legislation revolutionary in character, 
wrong in principle, and totally destructive of individual and 
They have tried to frighten us by asserting 
that we propose to place in the hands of a political rate-making 
body the power to make all the rates for all the railroads in all 
They tell us that there are now in the 


ferent articles classified under various schedules upon which 
rates for transportation are charged, and that under this leg- 
islation this Commission would have the right to make 459,694,- 
700 different rates. 

To simplify the issue and clear away the fog and mist with 
which the opponents of this measure have attempted to sur 
round it, let us first find out what it does not propose to do. 
It does not authorize or direct the Government to adjust on its 
own initiative the railroad rates of the country. It does not 
confer upon the Government the right to carry on the business 
or any part of the business of the railroads. It is not a step 
in the direction of Government ownership. 

The purpose of this bill is to confer more clearly upon a body 
created by Congress the authority which Congress undoubtedly 
has of regulating, not only the matter of rate making, but the 
practices, regulations, and other acts of companies engaged in 
interstate commerce for the purpose of preventing discrimina 
tions. 

From the time the occupation of common carriers began—a 
long time before the railroad was known—it has always been 4 
rule of law that the rates to be charged by such common car 
riers should not only be just and reasonable, but should be open 
to all upon equal terms under like conditions. This was tlic 
common law of England, and as such it became the law of tlie 
several States of this country. 

The Constitution confers upon Congress the power to regula‘c 
commerce between the States and with foreign nations, There 
is, therefore, no question but what there resides in the Feder! 
Government a reserved power of supervision and control. 4 
power that the nation must exercise in the interests of eq) l 
citizenship. 

ty the act of 1887 Congress conferred upon the Interst:‘e 
Commerce Commission the power to regulate and control i! 
state commerce. The passage of that act was opposed by tlie 
common carriers. It was then openly declared that such action 
would take the control of property out of the hands of its owh- 
ers and invest it in a political body. 

All sorts of predictions were then made as to the disaster 
which would result. The legislation was enacted, a Comii'> 
sion was appointed, and it undertook the discharge of its du vs. 
One of the duties which it was supposed to have, and which ‘he 
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eourts later held it did not have, and which by this measure it | The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirrierrerp] seems to fear 


is proposed positively to confer upon this Commission, was the | 
right to say what, in its judgment, should be a reasonable rate in a | 


case where, upon complaint and investigation after a full hearing, 


it had been found that the rate complained of was unreasonable | 
The Commission performed what it supposed was | 


and unjust. 
its duty in a number of instances covering a series of years, 
during which time no disaster came to the railroads or their 
stockholders. The Supreme Court held, in the Maximum Rate 
Case, that Congress had not given to the Commission the power 
to fix future rates, but that its only power was to say whether 


If it found the rate was unreasonable, it could so declare, and 
could direct that the railroad company should no longer impose 
such unreasonable rate. It had no power, however, under the 
court’s decision to say what in that particular case would be a 
reasonable rate or to punish the railroad company if it did not 
see fit to observe the order of the Commission. This measure 
gives it that power. 

I have never been able to understand the argument made by 
the opponents of this legislation that the Commission, being 
sufliciently informed upon the subject to be able to declare what 
in a particular instance was an unreasonable rate, should be in- 
capable of determining what in that particular case would be a 
reasonable rate. 
Commission must first know 


what would be reasonable. We 





To find that a given rate is unreasonable the | 


can not say that any particular line of conduct is wrong unless | 


we know what would be right. 
order to distinguish the bad. 

Why, therefore, should not the Commission, in a case where it 
has found the rate fixed to be unreasonable and unfair, have 
the power to say what in that 
stances would be a reasonable and fair rate? 

lor my part it seems as if the Commission ought to have that 
power in order to make its work effective. 

This measure does not give to the Commission power to ini- 
tiate rates, nor does it authorize the Commission on its own 
volition to engage in a crusade against existing conditions. 
if it has power under existing law to make investigation with- 
out complaint first being made, the record does not show that it 
ever abused that power or that the interests of the common 
carriers were ever seriously affected thereby. 

‘There is reserved to the party aggrieved after the Commis- 
sion has acted the right to have the lawfulness of the Commis- 
sion’s order reviewed by the judiciary. The right to appeal 
to the courts for a protection of his rights and to prevent illegal 
interference therewith is reserved alike to the shipper and the 
carrier, 

me of the things which distinguishes the American system 
from all other systems of government is the power given the 
judiciary to see that no right secured by the supreme law of 
ihe land is impaired or destroyed by legislation. The per- 
petuity of our institutions and the liberty enjoyed under them 
depend in a very large degree upon the power of the courts to 
declare null and void legislation which is repugnant to the Con- 
stitution. 

Any act of this Commission that will prevent a common car- 
rier from so operating its property as to earn a fair return on 
iis investment would deprive such carrier of its property with- 
out due course of law, and deny to it the equal protection of 
the laws which the Constitution guarantees, and therefore the 
rights of such carrier can be fully protected by the court. 

The courts are always open, ready and willing to discharge 


We must know what is good in 


ase and under those circum- | 
be returned to the stockholders. 


| of the Senate, or elected by the people. 
a rate then in existence was or was not an unreasonable rate. | 


| product of its competitors. 


| sively. 


to i¢ 
that this “ political rate-making body,” as he calls the Int 
Commerce Commission, shall, through its deci 
struction to not only the railroad interests but to 
cial interests in different 1 
if he, as a lawyer, has ever calle 
State a “ political body ” in the sense he now u 

This Commission will be no m: 
courts of the country are political 
either appointed by the President, upon the advice and 
Their term of office con 
tinues either for a certain number of years or 
behavior. In any event they owe their selection either to the 
people or to the appointive power of the President, and yet we 
have felt that the people’s interests were always safe i 
hands. 

I therefore have no fear that the power given to this Com- 
mission will ever be used except in a lawful and proper manner. 
But what does the gentleman offer in place of the Commission? 
The peculiar feature of this debate has been that the opponents 


rstate 
work d 


the cor er 


Ss sions, 


sections 


‘ 
wre a politica 


courts. 


ht 


g 
of this measure criticise it, but offer nothing as a substitute 
The rate-making power of the country, which affects for weal 
or woe the interests of all the people, is now vested in the 
hands of not to exceed seven men. I believe the commercial 


interests of the country will be as safe in the hands of the seven 
men who will constitute this Commission as they are in th 
hands of seven men who now practically control the railroa 
systems of this country. 

While there may be many employees engaged in worki 
the detail of rate making, yet, as a matter of fact, the rat 
are actually made by the manager of a system under orders 


from his superiors to so conduct the business that dividends shall 


ng 


We know there is no longer any healthy competition 


these systems. Free from control or regulation “ai 


the railré 


», 


have been administered in the interests of the owners and not 
of the public generally. If it was found either necessary or 
advisable, from a business standpoint, to favor certain ship- 


i} 
pers or certain localities, this has been done. Large shipper 
have dictated the price at which their commodities should be 
earried. Evidence lately disclosed shows that t-p 


the me 


the 


ers’ combine, instead of paying the schedules published by 
railroads, have compelled the carrying of their products at a 
greatly reduced rate under fear of boycott. The Standard Oil 


Company has not only dictated the price at which its own com- 
modities should be carried, but has, by reason of it 
influence, compelled tribute from carriers transport the 
While these special shippers 
thus, either voluntarily or otherwise, being favored by 

rates, the small shipper has had to pay whatever the cari 
charged. This discrimination has brought bankruptcy to ind 
viduals, stagnation to communities, and destruction to compet 
tion. As a result, these specially favored have prospered e 
Their millions have come not much through hon 
industry as by reason of sharp practice and skiliful m 


s powerfu 


who 


so 


| tion of freight rates. 


the duty which rests upon them, and to these courts the party | 


aggrieved under this legislation can go for relief. 
hot possibly be, therefore, any danger that the property of the 
stockholders will be confiscated or destroyed by any act of the 
Commission under this legislation. 

The need of this legislation does not arise so much from the 
necessity for the regulation of rates as it does for the regulation 
of practices and discriminations indulged in by the railroads and 
Which are absolutely destructive to the business interests of 
persons and communities. 

The people of the country are not crying out so loudly against 
the rates now in force as against the manner of their enforce- 
ment. The people do demand that in the transportation of 
commerce eyery individual and every community shall enjoy 
equal opportunity with every ether individual or community 
under similar conditions. The people believe that every indi- 
vidual ought to have not only the opportunity to know what 
the transportation charge will be upon any article he may wish 
to send from one part of the country te another, but to know 
that no other individual shall have a lower rate than he for 
the Same service. In other words, what the people demand now 
is not lower rates, but equal rates; what they complain of is 
not excessive rates, but unequal rates. 


There can | 


The Elkins law recently enacted to prevent rebates and d 
criminations has been of much benefit. Under it the ord 
system of rebates has practically ceased to exist. 

In various parts of the country there now exist auxi y 
companies known as “ private ear lines,” “ terminal lines,” 


frigerator lines,” and others, all created largely for the purpose 
of demanding a portion of the transportation charge in return 
for some slight service rendered, and which, in fact 


is only al- 


other form of giving rebate to those specially favored. 

One of the important features of this proposed legislation 
that which defines the word “railroad” and the word “tran 
portation ” in a manner to include all these auxiliary com es 
and all the instrumentalities of a common carrier. 

Enact this measure and all the practices and regulations of 


these auxiliary companies, as well as those of the carriers them 
selves, will be subject to regulation and control by 
sion. 

Under the power granted in this measure the Commission 
will be better able to acquire evidence for the « 
the Elkins law, will be able to give 
methods, and to protect the interests of the people against th 
who, through the aid of vicious practices and 
profited at their expense. 


nforcement of 


greater nublicity to railroad 


In my judgment this measure will go far toward solving th 
evils complained of by the people. Under this legislation the 
railroads and the people will ke enjoy a complete remedy 
against injustice. Each are entitled to this, neither should ask 
for more, neither should have less. 

The House in enacting this legislation responds to the demand 
of the country for what it believes is right. The people will not 
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longer submit to a system of control of the public highways of 
the country which leaves private shippers certain of nothing, but | 
that they are not treated on the same terms as their neighbors, 
which bankrupts small shippers and enormously increases the | 
wealth of the larger ones, which destroys some communities | 
that it may create others. There is no disposition to unduly 


harass or annoy the railroad systems. There is, however, a | 
demand that the public shall be protected against injustice, and | 
that corporate bodies shall respond to the reasonable and | 


righteous demand of the people. The time has come when the 
people will insist that their rights shall be respected; that in 
the enactment and execution of laws their welfare shall not be | 
overlooked, and that in their desire for greed and gain the pub- | 
lic-service corporations shall not override the will of the people, 
but shall be made to recognize the fact that the servant is not 
its master, and that the creature is not more powerful 
than its creator. 

Believing, therefore, that the proposed measure is not only 
just and fair to the common carriers, but absolutely right and 
necessary for the public welfare; believing that it correctly 
represents the view of the President and wishes of the people, |} 
I propose to give it my cordial and earnest support, and trust | 
that it may soon be written upon the statute books of our coun- | 


above 





try, and that the people may receive from it the benefit they 
hope and expect. [Applause.] 
Mr. MANN. I now yield to the gentleman from Missouri 


[Mr. RHopEs |}. 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, being, in the language of the 
distinguished gentleman from Mississippi, the minority leader of 
this bedy, one of the kids of the House, I can only expect your 
indulgence for a very short time. 

I do not desire to speak in support of this bill because I 
fear it will not pass this body by almost a unanimous vote; | 
neither do I wish to speak in favor of the bill because I be- | 
lieve anything I might say could influence that branch of the 
legislative department of our Government occupying the other | 
end of the Capitol. The fact I am of the opinion that au- | 
gust body has heard from home—the people of the several | 
States—during the past few months, and now stands ready to | 
hail with delight the opportunity to support the measure that 
bears the honored name of the distinguished gentleman from 
the great State of Iowa. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do want to speak in favor of this bill 


is, 


because I want the consciousness of having gone on record in 
the early part of my experience as a Member of this honorable 
body favoring this bill, because I believe it to be a measure 


that is fair, practical, and just. I believe it to be a measure 
that is equitable both to the shippers and the carriers of the 
country. Therefore I desire te assign a few good reasons why 
I favor the bill and why I shall vote for it. 
gentlemen who have spoken undertook to go into a 
complete analysis of the bill, but I shall content myself with 
an examination at this time of its caption. 

I observe in the caption of the bill it is recited that it is 
the object of the measure to amend the act of February 4, 1887, 


Some 


and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. Hence I infer a law 


has been on the statute books of this country for nineteen years 
ject of which is to clothe the Interstate Commerce Com- 


the ol 


I 


rising between the shippers and the carriers. 


from the language of this bill there is not only existing laws 
on the subject of transportation and rates charged by ‘the 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce, but the laws which 
do exist are not far enough reaching in their effect. 

I also observe there are certain evils existing regarding rates 
as fixed by the railroads and transportation companies, and 
that existing laws ought to be so amended as to afford reme- 


dies for existing wrongs. 

Is the author of this bill wrong when he assumes that there 
is pressing necessity for legislation such as this measure c¢on- 
plates? Was the committee wrong when it voted unani- 
commend the bill favorably? 
rd wrong that has been made up from the various 


ie 


mously to r 


Is the rece 
i 


hearings before the Interstate Commerce Commission? 
Last, but not least, are the people of our country wrong in 
their almost unanimous appeal to Congress to enact remedial 


legislation along these lines? 

In other words, if those who favor this bill are right, it is 
high time we get about our business and enact it into law. 

It is my opinion there has never been a public question in this 


country since the days of the Revolutionary war on which there | 


has been unanimity 
is to-day of the rate bill. 


What does it mean to see this House almost solidly united in 


such of opinion among our people as there 


| my 
| Laughter. | 


capital will become uneasy and withdraw from investment. 


| have been oppressed. 
| been oppressed ; on the contrary, I believe the great mass of our 





the support of this bill?. It means, Mr. Chairman, the people of 
this country have spoken, and this body merely reflects their 
opinion. It ean truly be said the House of Representatives is 
the people’s branch of the legislative department of our Goy- 
ernment. 

There can be no doubt that the time has come when legisla- 
tion affecting the transportation problem in this country is 


needed. If so, let us rise to the occasion and discharge our 
whole duty. 

I am here reminded of the very able speech of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.-Srptey] a few days 
ago. 

I am also reminded of the very able speech of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrin]. 


I feel these gentlemen took the most extreme views of this 
question—the gentleman from Pennsylvania opposing the bill 
and the gentleman from Alabama supporting it. 

I deem it my duty, as there seems to be a difference of opinion 
among gentlemen on this question, to here strike a happy 
medium or golden mean between these two extreme views and 
settle this question, and settle it right, for all time to come. I 
feel I ought to do this. I also feel when I shall have finished, 
purpose will be accomplished and the matter settled. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania fears if. this bill passes 
He 
fears this is a step in the direction of anarchy and socialism. 
He fears this is a step which will ultimately result in Govern- 
ment ownership of railroads. He even fears our whole eco 
nomie system will be disturbed and the splendid prosperity of 
our country destroyed. 

Why should the gentleman be so alarmed? 
there is not a Member of this House but what wants to see 
every commercial interest of our great country thrive. I for 
one am opposed to Government ownership of railroads; but | 
do believe it is the duty of the Government to look well to the 
matter of the interstate commerce of the country. 

The gentleman from Alabama refers to the privileged classes 
of this country which have been permitted to thrive and fatten 
under the present system of government while the common peop!c 
I do not believe any class of our people has 


I assure him 


people have been progressing with the rest of the world. I tru! 
believe the laboring people of our country are better clothed, 
better fed, better educated, and better housed than ever before in 
our history. In fact, there is no people in the civilized worl: 
who enjoy so fully the high degree of the comforts of life as do 
our people. The fact is our people are better and more ger 
erally employed to-day than ever before in our history—not only 
in our history, but in the world’s history. In short, our people 
are practically happy, satisfied, and contented. 

Now, to the point. I favor this bill because I believe it to lhe 
a conservative, practical, and equitable measure. I do not favor 
it because I want to punish railroad companies; neither do | 
favor it because I believe our people are being downtrodden and 


| greatly oppressed, and that this bill is intended to revolutionize 
' our whole economic system. 


However, I do want to caution the gentleman from Pennsyly:- 
nia [Mr. Srptey] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lir7! 


inission with authority to adjust differences and controversies | FIELD] that they ought not accuse those of us who favor this ill 


also observe | 


as favoring anarchy and socialism. 
I rather *elieve this bill is caleulated to bar socialism and 


| anarchy, because it expresses the wishes of the people of « 
| country, and the people can always be trusted. 


Socialism «and 
anarchy do not thrive under free government like ours. 

Hence we should not forget the time-honored and 
principles of our Government. 

I desire to say just a word further before beginning the dis 
cussion of my subject proper, that I may be fully understood. | 
do not believe in enacting any law in a spirit of revenge. | 
am not one who believes it necessary to punish railroads. |! 
rather like the great transcontinental railways of our co) 
for what they have done for civilization. We must not forget 
the fact that the builders of railroads in the early days re 
among the honored pioneers of this country. They blazed 
way to higher civilization and made it possible for us to e109) 


b: 


the manifold blessings of the splendid civilization we now 
enjoy. We must not forget the fact also that in a great ; 


jority of instances the pioneer builders of our railroads 
only encountered great difficulties, but fourid themselves tl 
most gigantic financial failures the country ever saw. | Aly 
piause. | 

That building railroads was a hazardous business in the 
days there is no doubt; and because it was -a hazardous 
ness the railroads, or, I should say, the builders of railroads, 
































1906. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2105 





appealed to the Federal Government to aid them in their un- | 


dertakings. They also appealed to State governments, county 
governments, and municipal governments. The basis of their 
appeal was that the building of railroads was a public necessity, 
therefore the public ought to contribute of their land and 
money to the building of the railroads. Federal, State, county, 
and municipal governments accepted the explanation given by 
the railroads and contributed liberally. 

It is authentically estimated that the Federal Government 
gave the railroads from time to time enough of its public 
domain, which, if in a contiguous body, could be converted into 
five great States equal in area to Illinois, Missouri, Iowa, Ohio, 
and Indiana. State governments and county governments and 
inunicipal governments all gave liberally to the railroads of 
their money and property. Some of the counties in my own 
State (Missouri) gave so liberally the people have yet outstand- 
ing railroad debts. One county (St. Clair County, Mo.) is re- 
quired to hold its sessions of the county court in the woods to 


escape the enforcement of the law on the railroad-bond question. | 


| Laughter. ] 
It now occurs to me our railroads have forgotten the time in 


the history of our country when they had to appeal to the Goy- | 


ermnent for aid. Now, when the Government desires to inquire 
into matters and things relating to railroad affairs, it is claimed 
the Government is overstepping the constitutional limitations, 
and the railroads are exceedingly private corporations, while 
the courts of the country have repeatedly declared the railroads 
to be common earriers and public highways. 

I take it the review of the history of railroad building in 
this country brings us face to face with the fundamental right 
of the Government to at least exercise a restraining influence 
over the railways and transportation companies engaged in the 
interstate commerce of our country. 

It is to this right of the Government to which I now desire to 
address myself, 

ro meet and discharge wisely the responsibility of regulating 
colmerce and to bring the railways and other transportation 
companies engaged in interstate commerce back to their legiti- 
nate sphere and have them serve fully the purpose for which 
they were created, in my opinion, is the greatest question with 
which the present Congress has to deal. 


Gentlemen have argued on the floor of this House during the | 


progress of this debate, and I am sure the railways all argue it, 
lint no substantial reasons exist for the passage of this bill. 
It ued it is a step in the direction of anarchy and socialism. 


‘They express the belief such legislation will prove detrimental 


i yer 
iS ats 


to the whole commercial system and that it is inconsistent with | 
the principles of free government. They are of the opinion, | 

toulit this bill become a law, capital will be withdrawn from | 
investinent and the whole commercial world suffer. 


Gentlemen may be sincere in their contentions, but those who 
re of this opinion are certainly in the extreme minority as 
inpared with the great bulk of our people, who are of the 
QO] site opinion, 
rhe fact is, we are confronted with a condition from which 
is no escape, and as the chosen representatives of the 
‘reign people we must enact this bill into law. The condi- 
i is that the people of this country are demanding legisia- 


mn calculated to prevent certain unjust discriminations in the | 


utter of freight rates, charges, and rebates as practiced by 
tain carriers of the country. [Applause.] 


If the publie is suffering serious wrong; if there are far- 
hing abuses in the transportation of our commerce; if the 


raliways are not only carrying the commerce of the country, 
ut controlling the commerce of the country, determining where 
shall be massed, where the markets are even located; if they 
discriminating in favor of big shippers as against little 
s; if they are creating and fostering monopolies, then 
rests upon the Congress the responsibility to act at once, 
| act with determination and precision. 
I say it behooves the Congress of the United States to rise 
the occasion and do its patriotic duty by enacting this bill 
law. That the president of the United States stands ready 
ve the Executive approval to the measure there is no doubt, 
‘use he has expressed himself at sundry times and on divers 
sions as favoring such legislation. I am warranted in mak- 
ng this statement, because he has so expressed himself in his 
Various messages to Congress. 
The transportation question is one that lies close to all the 
ple. It affects every individual, every community, and all 
parts of the country either directly or indirectly. Both capital 
and labor are mutually dependent upon transportation in the 
production of wealth, let it either be manufacturing, mining, or 
‘igriculture; in fact, all the occupations of men in the civilized 
World are dependent upon it. 


] 


) 


rf 
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It is not only important that lines of transportation be es- 
tablished, but it is important that after they are established the 
rates be just and the service be adequate. This proposition 
then naturally divides itself into two phases: The first is the 
adequacy of the service; the second is the justice of the charges 
or rates. 

It is to the latter condition to which I shall now invite your 
attention, because the people are not so much complaining at 
the service afforded by the carriers as they are complaining of 
unjust charges and unfair discriminations. The mmunity 
which is denied the opportunity to move its products to market 

at fair rates and upon an even footing with a competing coim- 
| munity must inevitably suffer great loss. Therefore, the ver) 
| growth, development, and prosperity of every community, to a 

very marked degree, depends upon the transportation of 
| products of the community at large. 

The truth is, the founders of our Republic saw at the very 
outset and in the general order of things it was necessary that 
lines of transportation be established; and at the same time 
they saw the necessity of fixing a basis of equality for each 
community in the transportation of its goods, wares, men, and 
merchandise, as related to every other community. We Lo 
| go to no other source for authority on which to base this argu- 
ment than the Constitution of the United States, because it 


tue 


} . 
nuve 


is 


| therein ordained that the Congress of the United States shall 
have power to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the several States, and that such commerce should be 
equitably carried on. It was the evident intention of the 


fathers that the door of opportunity should be open equally 
wide to each and every community of the thirteen original 
States. If that was the spitit of the law then, it is the spirit of 
the law now, because these were the men who builded for the 
future. In their wisdom they laid and grounded the very corner 
stones of this Republic upon the eternal and everlasting prin 
ciples of equality and fairness, thereby making it possible to 


day for us to enjoy the manifold blessings of freedom and 
independence. 
Sirs, in the language of Rudyard Kipling, we can not lose 


sight of these time-honored and basic principles of free gov- 
| ernment in this great and strenuous age of commercial activ- 
| ity, “ Lest we forget, lest we forget,” and I beg of you, let us 
not forget. 


| Yet those who oppose the bill fear we are overstepping our 
| constitutional authority. I tell you where the trouble is: We 
| are not suffering so much from our efforts to overstep the 
| bounds of constitutional authority as we suffer from lack of 
| properly exercising our powers under the Constitution. 
Tell me our Constitution is so void of equity that it does 
not clothe the legislative department of our Government with 
| ample authority to correct existing evils and I will tell you, 
| then, ours is no longer a “government by the people, of 
| the people, and for the people,” which I do not concede. 
| It will be remembered, in the outset of my remarks, I called 
| your attention to the fact that the railroads of the count 


do not occupy the same position with reference to the 
| that the average private corporation does, for the 
the Government assisted the railroads 
money in their building. 

I here wish 


py 
re 
donating 


ison 


by land and 


to discuss briefly the relation of railroads to 
State and Federal governments. 

To begin with, the railway corporations are creatures purely 
and simply of the State governments. From the States ev 
get their special powers and special privileges. The State 
vests in the transportation company the greatest possible powers 
when it grants the franchise to do business within the State, 
and even makes it possible for the corporation to take private 
property without the consent of the owner. I here mean : 


method by which land is acquired by railway companies under 
condemnation proceedings in the various States of the Union. 


Why is it possible that a railway company can do this? Is i 
because it is the bare intention of State governments to bestow 
special favors on the carriers? Or is it that they may be tl 


better enabled thereby to discharge their dities to the publi 

It must be for the latter reason. It could be justified on no 
other ground. The fact is, the courts of this country have re- 
peatedly held that the State would have no right to divest its 
citizen of his property except the purpose to which the pr 
erty is put be a public one. 


Hence, taking land for railroad purposes must be taking it f 
a public purpose. Again, I wish to insist such an ld be 
justified on no other ground; and the fact that it is taken for a 
public purpese is the sole justification for taking it 

Then tell me that the States have not the right io « trol 
State commerce. To prove beyond question of doubt the se 
eral States of the Union have the right to at least exercise a 
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restraining influence over the railways of their respective 
States, I wish to give briefly the history of State railway leg- 
islation. 

To begin with, under our form of government—Federal and 








State—a division of powers and responsibilities with respect 
to isportation and the protection of the commerce of the 
country at large is fixed by constitutional limitation. Yet gen- 
tlemen fear we are overriding the Constitution. Commerce is 
either State or interstate commerce. A shipment beginning and 
ending in a State is State commerce; hence the carrier under- 


taking the transportation must be subject to the laws of that 








State, because the General Government can exercise no au- 
thority. If the shipper is to be protected in his rights, both 
as to efficient service (and, as I said before, there is little com- 
plaint from that source) and reasonable rates without being 
discriminated against, he must look to the government of his 
Sta He must do this because such is a transaction that is 
purely domestic. On the other hand, a shipment consigned in 
one State to a point in another State is interstate commerce. 


fhis is necessarily true from the time it starts to move until 
it reaches its destination. 
With respect to such a shipment, the State has no authority 


and can afford the public no relief from wrongs at the hands 
of the carriers. Hence the absolute and imperative necessity 
that the Federal Government vest sufficient authority in the In- 


terstate Commerce Commission to at least exercise a restraining 
influence over the transportation companies, which this bill 
seeks to do and will do if enacted into law. These are, to my 
mind, some of the fundamental reasons on which the right of 
the Government to enact such laws rests. These principles were 
recognized nineteen years ago, when the present interstate-com- 
merce law was enacted, and these are the reasons to-day why 
this bill, which seeks to amend this law, should be enacted into 
law. 

While it is a known fact that most of the States of the Union 
have created commissions, the object of which is to exercise 
a controlling or restraining influence over the railways engaged 
in State commerce, it is also a fact that the public at large has 
little definite information concerning the experience of those 
States in which those commissions haye been created and the 
conditions and circumstances leading up to the enactment of 
present laws. That I may more fully demonstrate the correct- 
ness of my position by alluding to the question of State regula- 
tion of common carriers, I submit the following observations: 


The truth is the States lead off in an effort at regulation of 
railways and railway rates. The present interstate-commerce 
law was enacted in 1887, and the States began in 1871, I believe. 
Minnesota led the States; then came Illinois in 1873 and Iowa 
and Wisconsin in 1874. 


row 


fhe great central West, or Northwest, was the pioneer in 
railway-rate regulation, and it is the great West and central 
West to-day that stand in solid phala in support of this meas- 
ure. It is true other sections of the country are supporting the 
but it is doubted by some that they are so ardently 
supporting the measure as is the West. 

A gentleman whose name I can not recall at this time made 
iin references a few days ago in a speech on the floor of 
this House to the so-called “ Granger legislation.” 

I am here reminded that it might be well to review some of 


ny 
nx 


I sure 


cert 


the objections that were urged by the railways at the time the 
S s took up the idea of creating State boards or railroad com- 
missions. It was claimed that railroad construction would 


cease, and that railroad business would be completely crippled 
to a standstill—harrowing stories, just such as we 
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have heard during this debate coming from those who oppose 
the bill, that dire and awful consequences would follow the en- 
actment of such laws. Let us now see whether or not these | 
consequences did follow. It will be remembered the people | 
said the railroads were wrong, just as we say they are mistaken 
to-day. 

In the year 1871 there were 12,401 miles of railroad in the 


four States that enacted this so-called antirailroad legislation 
from 1871 to 1875, viz, Minnesota, Illinois, lowa, and Wisconsin. 


building of railroads had increased instead of having come to 
a standstill. In 1875 there were 15,515 miles of road in the 
same States, again showing the building of railroads had not 
come to a standstill. This period of time covers the period 


when these same States were enacting this alleged hostile rail- 
read legislation. 

Now, to prove that railroad interests did not suffer in the 
States enacting this so-called “ antirailroad ” legislation, I wish 
the status of railroad building in four States which 
were about on a par with Minnesota, Illinois, Iowa, and Wis- 


7 nhmit 
i submit 
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| consin in population and in general development in which no rail- 


road legislation was had during the same period. 
The four States selected are Missouri, Nebraska, Indiana, and 


Michigan. In these States in 1871 there were 9,168 miles of 
railroad. In 1873 there were 10,932 miles of road, in 1875 there 


were 11,381 miles. 

The figures presented show that Minnesota, Illinois, Iowa, 
and Wisconsin held their own in railroad construction with the 
States of Missouri, Nebraska, Indiana, and Michigan. In fact, 
they did better than Missouri, Nebraska, Indiana, and Michigan. 
I take it these States with which they have been compared are 
four States that were about as nearly on the same footing as 
any four that could have been selected in the whole United 
States. Hence this is not only a just comparison, but abundani 
proof that the railroad interests did not suffer as a result of the 
legislation enacted by the States, which was so much oppose! 
by the railroads. The question might present itself that the 
railroad business is not shown by these figures to have been in 
a very prosperous condition at that time. While this is true, 
the cause is easily traceable to conditions resulting from the gen- 
eral depression which affected the commercial world in all its 
phases at that time and not to the legislation of the States on 
the subject of railroad control by State boards. 

Now, to the question proper. I want this bill to pass because 
it is caleulated to relieve the people from excessive transport 
tion charges and discriminations and rebates. 

There seems to me to be an effort on the part of the trans- 
portation companies to have us feel that this is such a co: 
plex and intricate subject that it is dangerous to meddle wi 
it. I remember well within a very short time after I 
elected to Congress in 1904 I received a letter from a ceriai: 
shipper in Missouri (not in my district, however, and not 
stockholder in a railroad company). The nature of the co 
munication was something like this: The matter of railroad 
transportation is one that so affects the community at |: 
that it behooves the Congress of the United States to mo, 
eautiously along these lines; that, as a shipper, he believed 
the public at large had little cause to complain at the treatnx 
received at the hands of the transportation companies; that his 
experience led him to believe, as a rule, all people were fa 
treated, and the public was suffering largely from imagin 
and not real evils. A little investigation on my part convincul 
me that as a shipper he was getting rates cheaper to Chi: 
Minneapolis, and Omaha than other shippers were who w: 
not half so far away. If it is a fact—and I am fully 
vinced it is—that favoritism, partiality, and unjust indiscri 
nations exist, then this bill ought to pass. 

These discriminations with respect to communities, indi- 
viduals, and enterprises ought to be stopped, because they tend 
to retard a good, healthy development and growth loca!) 
many sections of the country. On the other hand, these 
criminations serve as an undue stimulus to certain localit 
which produce abnormal commercial conditions and which « 
not to exist. Reasonably good service, and at a rea: 
fair cost of service, is all the people want. That is all th 
seeks to accomplish. 

Gentlemen fail to agree as to what the true scope and power 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission should be. They 
ophize on the ultimate outcome of some abstract propositi 
hypothetical case. Why not get down to business and 
this bill into a law? Let the Commission get to work und 
operation of the new law; then we will see what the 
are. There is too much time, in my opinion, spent in s; 
tion and the discussion of abstract propositions. While | 
of the opinion that the Commission under certain conditions 
ought to be clothed with absolute power to fix schedu! 
because this bill may not go that far, I do say it is an i! 
meut over the present law. It is certainly a step in the mgut 
direction. 

While I am also of the opinion that the great body 
people who suffer either directly or indirectly from thes 
sive transportation charges can not appear before the ‘ 


sion, yet they will be relieved practically by the individ 
} 


4 


| does appear before the Commission and prosecutes hi- 
In the same States in 1873 there were 14,627 miles, showing the | 


to final issue, just as it is in the courts of the country. 
citizens enjoy benefits under the laws that are tested 

who carry the cases through the courts just as fully a : 
they were able to carry on litigation themselves. ‘| ‘ 
mission should be clothed with full power to enforce |) 
in respect to all matters pertaining to the public inte 
cause, invested with this power, the necessity of pr 
would less frequently arise. But shall I vote agains 
because it may not meet my approval in this regard’ \° 
shall vote for the bill, not for what of good it does not colle 
but for that of the good it does contain. 
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In my opinion this bill, when enacted into law, will afford re- 
lief. The extent to which this relief will be afforded depends, 
like all other laws, upon the extent of its enforcement; and I 
here wish to assume that every man who is on the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to-day and who may be on that Com- 
mission in the future is and will be such type of American citi- 
zen that his purpose will be at all times to equitably enforce 
the law. I have a right to assume this because no man has a 
right to go on such a commission except he be the highest type 
of American citizen, except he be well seasoned in statesman- 
ship, well tried in public service, and his patriotism, integrity, 
and ability beyond question. The selection of the Commission, 
therefore, becomes a question of importance, and, in my judg- 
ment, the bill has wisely provided that the selection be by ap- 
pointment rather than by election. I favor this method be- 
cause it sometimes occurs that in the heat of contest for place 
political parties do not take into account all these essential 
qualifications the candidate should possess; consequently public 
oflicers do not always measure up fully to every requirement. 
lIience I favor the method provided for in this bill, viz, that 
the Commission should be appointed by the Executive. 
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Gentlemen argue against this bill because they say they are | 


against public ownership of railroads. 
ernment ownership of railroads. 
you, is 


I am also against gov- 


sure 


against government ownership of railroads: and 


The author of this bill, I as- | 


I also assure you a majority of the committee from which the | 


Lill comes are against government ownership of railroads. 
take 


I 
it this particular objection gentlemen have urged has no 
application to this measure. 

While the Government does not seek ownership of railroads, 


and while I should oppose any such effort on the part of the | 


Government, yet I do say the Government has a duty to perform 
in the regulation of the railway transportation business of this 
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tically been deprived of the powers it was originally thought to 
possess. 
In the annual report of the Commission in 1897 it is stated: 
As construed by the Supreme Court, the carrier is given the right 
to establish and charge rates independent of the judgment of the C« 
mission and independent of the action of any court or tribunal. 


om 


The 
right to establish, charge, and receive unreasonable and unjust charges 
is not prohibited, and in respect to charges which may be demanded 
and received for any transportation service, the carriers are made 


the judges in their own cases as to what is reasonable and just. 

This is the statement of the Commission. The Commission 
was evidently led to make this statement as a result of its ten 
years of fruitless endeavors to enforce the law. Hence we are 
warranted at this time in assuming that all the people and the 
Commission believed had been secured by the act of ISS7 has 
been swept away by court decisions. If this is true, there 
but one thing for Congress to do now, and that is to pass this 


ls 


| bill. 


'’he Commission from year to year since 1897 in its annual 
reports to Congress has made it clear that it was practically 
shorn of its power. 

We ought either to pass this rate bill or abolish the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and no longer keep up the present empty 
pretense. Again, in 1902, the Commission in its report, in speak- 
ing of the defect in the law, said: 

That this imperfection is curable is conceded The 


fullest power of 


correction is vested in Congress, and the exercise of that power is 
demanded in the interest of the public welfare The sense of t 


wrongs and injustice which can not be prevented in the present 

of the law, as well as the duty enjoined by the act itself, impels t 
Commission to reaffirm its recommendations for the reasons so often 
and so fully set forth in previous reports and before the Congression 
committees. Moreover, in view of the rapid disappearance of rail 





competition and the maintenance of rates tixed by nbination, 
tended as they are by substantial advances in the charges on 
| articles of household necessity, the Commission regards this matt 
as increasingly grave, and desires to emphasize its conviction that the 
safeguards required for the protection of the public will not be pro 


country, because the service is a publie service, which makes | 


it, in a sense, essentially a function of Government. What is 
the nature of a railroad company in its capacity? It should 
be public, while the truth is it is more often a monopoly, be- 
cause it shuts out all other competition. By a “ monopoly” I 


understand it is meant that which takes unto itself all, or the | 


whole thing. This may not be Webster, but this is the way I 
think of the word at this time and in the sense in which I have 
used it. Why is a railroad company a monopoly? Because 
ill the people, as a rule, who live near it, or tributary to it, 
luaurket their products and receive their supplies over it. They 
lave no other alternative. 
The State in which they live may have permitted the railroad 
lupany to take the land on which it has laid its tracks and 
uilt its switches from the individual, yet he is dependent upon 
the company. The people must accept the service offered, cart 
* produce away, haul in their supplies, or walk. The fact 
the corporation, which is a creature of the State and the re- 
eit of publie gifts and favors, in many cases is permitted 
\yrannize over the people. I shall vote for this bill because 
seeks to protect the people against these wrongs and injus- 


t the hands of the corporations, the creatures of the States, 
| 


t, 


yvernment to protect its citizens against unjust discrimina- 


One of our ablest Supreme Court judges once said: 


superintending power over the highways and the charges im- 
(| upon the public for their use has always been in the Govern- 


That such is not only right, but necessary to protect the peo- 
against extortion, there can be no kind of doubt. The same 
ity the State owes its citizens in the protection of their rights 
ler State laws the Government owes its citizens in the protec- 
(ion of their rights under Federal laws. 
rhe act of 1887 provides for a Commission of five men, to be 
inted by the President, with the consent of the Senate. The 
| also provides that all transportation charges shall be reason- 
© and just and that every unreasonable and unjust charge 
ll be unlawful. It further provides that the Commission is 
(uired to execute and enforce all provisions of the act; that 
shall investigate and inquire into all complaints of violations 
the law, and that it shall execute the law by petition to the 


c MnIssion, 


\t the time Congress enacted the present law it was thought 
' Commission was vested with ample authority to supervise 

s tind to issue orders and decrees with respect to what rates 
ill be. As a result of the various legal controversies be- 


] 


« 


hall vote for this bill because I say it is the plain duty of the | 


irt, and the court shall enforce all lawful orders made by the | 


vided until the regulating statute is thoroughly revised 

What does such a report mean? Is it possible these men of 
whom this great Commission is composed are mistaken in what 
they so appealingly urge in their reports to Congress? I can 
not believe they are mistaken. I now wish to discuss briefly 
the situation that is referred to in this last report, wherein it 
is stated: “ Moreover, in view of the rapid disappearance 


of 
railway competition,” etc.. What! Does the Commission say 


that competition is rapidly disappearing in transportation? 1 
say it so states, and I further say there is no longer practically 
any competition among the railroads of this country, the cou 
tentions of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Sistey], the 
distinguished gentleman from Maine [| Mr. LitrLerieip], and the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor} to the con 
trary notwithstanding. 

I here wish to remind you of the contentions of these gentle- 
men who so eloquently declared that competition among rail 
roads was the just and proper means by which this rate 
troversy should be determined. How, in the name of 
sense and human reason, can competition correct evils if there 
is practically no competition, as is contended by the Commission 
in its report in 19027 

That my contention may be more fully explained, that there 
is no longer competition among railroads, I beg to submit the 
following table, which shows that almost the 
of the United States are controlled by six sets of financiers. 
Then talk about competition in the railroad business ! 


‘on 


common 


entire railroads 


Table showing number of roads embraced, mileage, and capitalization of 
each of the siz great system 
Num ‘ ’ 
Classification. meet; = | ue 
roads _— ain 
A rat ccna adiind cidinhig aid 12 21,888 | $1, 169,196, 132 
aps ae lanl te elt dn cdi alendkasai 250 19, 200 1, 822, 402, 235 
I er OLS awudades desks 2A 47,206 | 2,285,116, 250 
Harriman-Kuhn-Loeb --...-. & | 22,943 1,321, 243,711 
Morse-Leeds sath a a Oe har aimee 9} 25,092 1,059, 250, 939 
Gould-Rockefeller --.- ae 109 | 28,157 1, 368, 877,540 


What do these figures mean? They mean that at k 
per cent of all the railways—which are public highways—over 
which the commerce of the country is carried, are controlled by 
six financial boards or agencies. This, to me, more like 
one gigantic community of interests than a condition of com 
petitive, legitimate business enterprise, about which we have 
heard so much from distinguished gentlemen who oppose this 
bill. 


0) 


ust 


' 
looks 


{ ; The truth is, railway companies have been working for years 

. ‘n shippers and carriers in the courts the authority of the | to eliminate competition, and they have about succeeded. Now 

ape has been narrowed down until to-day it is power- | that they have succeeded, and there is no more of conipetition 
‘Ss to afford relief. 


‘i other words, by judicial decision the Commission has prac- 





among the carriers of the country, it is eminently proper that 
the Government take a hand in this matter. 
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The railway managers were quick to see that railroads are 
menopolies, and that competition between them differed from 
competition in other lines of business. The advantage of main- 
taining rates was seen. Hence the roads at once began to ar- 
runge among themselves to divide the traffic, which has been 
very effectively and equitably done. But when the roads did 
this, what about your competition? This consolidation of inter- 
ests was called “ pooling,” and in the act of 1887 “ pooling” 
was prohibited. Since that time some very famous prosecutions 
have been made by the Government and, I desire to say, with a 
reasonable degree of success. 

But this table shows six boards with identical interests con- 
trol practically the transportation business of the country; yet 
en talk about competition in the railroad business. 

Not only do we find six great financial agencies in control of 
the railroads of the country, but we find that between the six 
companies there is a mutual understanding as to rates and 
which places the entire commerce of the country practically 
under one common source of control. Then need we marvel 
that present rates are high and constantly subject to advance 
and being advanced? There is but one logical conclusion at 
which we can arrive, and that is the railway business has be- 
come a monopoly and needs to be restrained in some of its prac- 
It was contended that by the consolidation of these in- 
terests expenses would be reduced; consequently better rates 
would follow. 

It was further contended this was the only purpose of the 
consolidation. Was this true? 

Consider what those in control of the railroads have done. 
By consolidation 922 lines of road (I mean different roads) and 
nearly 50 different systems have been merged into 6 great sys- 
tems. They now reach out into every nook and corner of the 
United States, and, with a common interest, determine what 
rates shall be charged the people of the different communities 
for transporting their commodities. Is it to be wondered at 
that unjust discriminations exist? Is it to be wondered at that 
rebates are granted favored shippers? Is it to be wondered at 
that people for short hauls pay more than others do for long 
hauls? 

Then, is it to be wondered at that President Roosevelt in his 
last message to Congress said, “In order to insure a healthy 
social and industrial life, every big corporation should be held 
responsible by, and be accountable to, some sovereign strong 
enough to control its conduct?” This declaration from the 
President of the United States comes well enough recommended 
to me to cause me to support the pending bill. 

As an abstract economic proposition it might be true that 
increased profits in the hands of a few shippers may allow 
greater development than where the business is divided, but it 
is certainly harmful to any community in its practical applica- 
tion. Wealth may be more rapidly accumulated when an indi- 
vidual or a number of individuals get a monopoly on any 
business, but the thrift and prosperity of the community at large 
depend upon a general distribution of opportunities and accu- 
mulated wealth. These large railroad corporations have come 
to look upon the small shipper with a degree of contempt. In 
their big way of doing things and in their way of looking at big 
things they only look with favor upon the big shippers of the 
country. This is why there is such a thing as a system of 
secret rebates practiced and unjust discriminations made. Hence 
the railroad companies encourage centralization in business. 

We must not forget that one of the objects set out in the pre- 
amble to the Constitution of the United States is, “To promote 
the general welfare.” I take it this bill seeks to promote the 
general welfare of all our people, consequently I shall vote for 
it. As I said in the outset, I shall vote for this bill because it 
is reasonable, practical, and equitable. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. I now yield to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Pov]. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, there are just one or two observa- 
tions I care to make respecting the pending bill. I very much 
fear it will not benefit those who most need protection by 
law. Now, Mr. Chairman, every railroad in its very nature is 
a monopoly. If one road passes through a community the peo- 
ple of that community are forced to ship over that road or 
else not ship at all. If there are two or more roads serving 
any particular town or community we all know it is not 
very long before they adjust all their differences and the ship- 
per finds the same rate given him by each and every one of 
the roads over which he can possibly ship his goods. It has 
been stated on this floor in this debate—and, so far as I know, 
the statement had not been challenged—that all the railroads 
of this country are practically owned or controlled by six 
corporations. Now, speaking for myself alone, I hold that 
wherever a shipper is forced to deal with a monopoly he should 


gentlen 
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have the guaranty by law that he is being dealt with fairly: 
that the rate of freight he is forced to pay is fair and just 
and reasonable, and I hold, Mr. Chairman, that every perso, 
who ships should have that guaranty, should have that protec- 
tion without being forced to go into court and ask for it. Nov, 
you can eall this what you please. You can call it “ government 
ownership ” if you want to; I do not care what you eall it if 
it is right. As a matter of fact it is not government ownership: 
it is simply the enforcement of a section which you have already 
put in your bill. I find in the bill a paragraph which declares 
that all rates charged for the transportation of freight oy 
passengers shall be just and reasonable and that all wnreason- 
able rates shall be unlawful. Now, how can you enforce this 
law? It ean only be enforced upon demand of the aggrieyoed 
party, who must expend a considerable sum of money in haying 
his rights protected. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad my brilliant young friend from 
Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] took the position he did in the speech 
he has just delivered. If we are going to pass a bill, let it be 
a bill that will accomplish what it is intended to accomplish, 
Let us not pass a bill which will protect the wealthy shipper 
and leave the small shipper practically without protection, 
Every person who ships a bale of cotton, every person who ships 
a bushel of wheat should have the guaranty that freight paid 
by him for the transportation of that bale of cotton or bushel of 
wheat is fair and just and reasonable, and he should not be 
forced to go in court to have such rate declared fair, just, and 
reasonable. Dealing as he is with a monopoly (and I do not use 
the word monopoly with any offensive intent), he should haye 
the satisfaction of knowing that there is some agency whose 
duty it is to see that even justice is done between the shippers 
on the one side and the railroad company on the other. Gentle- 
men, let me inquire from whom come the most vigorous protests 
against the passage of this bill? Do these protests which we 
have all been receiving come from the large shipper or the small 
ones? So far as I know almost every protest against the pas- 
sage of this bill comes from the great shipper. Why? Because 
they are the ones who have been enjoying the unlawful benefit 
of rebates and discriminations. The large shipper needs, it 
seems, but little protection. The man who needs the benefit 
of your bill most of all is the man whose business is so small 
that he can not afford to go into court, and I hold that some 
agency somewhere, of some kind, should be vested with the power 
and charged with the duty of seeing that every shipper, large and 
small, is fairly and justly dealt with, whether he asks for it or 
not. No monopoly should object to this supervision. 

For the State to surrender part of its sovereignty and leave 
the humblest individual in the land at the mercy of the very 
agency to which that sovereignty is surrendered is perfectly 
indefensible in morals. [Applause.] 

Here is a giant on the one side engaged in business with a 
pigmy on the other. The law should establish and preserve an 
equation of justice and square dealing between the two. ‘This 
bill, Mr. Chairman, is very good as far as it goes. The Demo- 
cratic party was demanding the enactment of such a law years 
ago, even before Col. Theodore Roosevelt was thought of as a 
Presidential possibility. I say there are good features in this 
bill. Let us hope they will not be eliminated when the bill goes 
to the President for his signature. I hazard the statement here 
and now that the President himself would despair of the passace 
of this bill but for the Democratic support which he knows he 
can count on and which will be practically solid. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Let us all hope that his influence with 
his own party is such that this Democratic measure adopted by 
a Republican President will not fail to pass. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WEBBER. Mr. Chairman, I listened with close attention 
to the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Larrieriey), 
for I remember that in the Fifty-eighth Congress he started right 
and he voted right. He has told the House that he then voted for 
the railroad rate bill, but somewhere along the way he has see! 
a ghost—the ghost of railroad preferentials—and his attituce 
now reminds me of the story in the schoolbook of the boy who 
was traveling along the road at night and saw come out 0! the 
darkness what appeared to him to be an actual living £!0st. 
In his fright he turned and ran, but as he ran he began to think 
over the things of his youth, and while he remembered that bis 
grandfather and grandmother said there were ghosts he remeli- 
bered, also, that his father and mother said there are no ghiosts. 
So concluding that the grandfather and grandmother were 
wrong, and believing the father and mother, he plucked uP 
courage and turned back in the direction from which le had 
come. When he got up to the supposed ghost, it turned out 
be nothing but a great white friendly guideboard, and no‘ only 
that, it was pointing just the way he wanted to go. So il the 
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distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Li?tTLeriexp], for 

whom I have the highest regard, had kept on and not been de- 

terred by the hobgoblin story which has been poured into his 

ears somewhere between the Fifty-eighth and the Fifty-ninth 

Congress, in my humble judgment he would be with us to-day. 

There is also that other story that I am reminded of, which 

nt the rounds as a cartoon, that illustrates his position, tak- 

ic into account his earnest appeal to-day and his apparent 

ubled condition of mind. I refer to the man with the wheel- 

row that was heayily loaded with articles labeled “ Cares, 

ties, and responsibilities of to-morrow.” His back was bend- 

- in trundling the load, his face was distorted, perspiration 

; dripping from his forehead, but out of his pocket pro- 

“ded a bundle, giving him no trouble, labeled ‘ Cares, duties, 

| responsibilities of to-day.” It is the hobgoblin of something 

that is to come that troubles some of the Members of the House 
who oppose this measure. 

\ir. Chairman, as I understand the situation, the rights of the 

railway companies and the rights of the people, in brief, are 


these: Not one rod of the 210,000 miles of railway in this 
country was constructed except by laying it across private prop- 
erty, and to that end the property owner, even though it took 


from him the old home with all of its sentiment, had to sur- 
render under the principle “the greatest good to the greatest 
numoper. 
of the railway company to forever send its cars over the steel 
track, but that other great right of franchise to the great 
ling and shipping public; and it is because of that fran- 
to the public guaranteed to every American citizen and 
the stranger within our gates who may desire to use these 
railways at all times and under all circumstances, to ship his 
commodity over them on equal terms with all others at a 
reasonable rate, that these companies had the right to lay one 
foot of such track. Any shift or device to evade that vested 
it of the great traveling and shipping public is in contraven- 
tion of the Constitution. It makes no difference whether it is a 
contract entered into between the railroad company and a ship- 
per or is a law passed by Congress or a finding by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission or an act by the legislature of a State. If 
it takes away that vested right in the great shipping and travel- 
ing publie, it is absolutely void. The Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission is not clothed with power to lay down any new rule 
sto rates. That is a part of the franchises that belong to the 
railroad companies and the public, fixed by the common law, 


tl t] The 


chise 


that the rates must be reasonable and all served alike. 
Commission simply hears the evidence on complaint and follows 
this rule. 

What is it? It is that the rate must not be discriminatory and 
shall be reasonable. What the Interstate Commerce Commission 
an do, and all that the promoters of this bill and those who have 
been so faithful, having it in charge, claim, is that the Com- 
inission shall hear the testimony on complaint made to see 
whet! or not the rate is reasonable; if unreasonable, fix a 


ner 
maximum reasonable one; if discriminatory, correct that, and 


that is all. Beyond that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
can not go. 


rhere are three great arteries of transportation in this coun- 


try—the waterways, the dirt highways, and the steel highways. 
I remember reading not many years ago an interesting case 


reported in one of the United States Supreme Court reports. 
It seems that Fulton and Robertson as a company were granted 
a charter by the State of New York, by the terms of which 
they were given the right forever to navigate by steam power 
all the navigable streams of the State of New York against 
{ orld, and, strange as it may seem to us of this day and 
seneration, that legislation was sustained by every intermedi- 
urt until it reached the Supreme Court of the United 

, When John Marshall, that greatest of all elucidators of 
nstitution, delivered an opinion that forever swept away 

i doctrine, in which he stated that such a privilege is in 
‘vention of interstate commerce and therefore could not 
be the law. To-day we have these great steel highways, and 
ison of the character of the track we can not pass over 
with our private vehicles, and so the Government has 
“ven to individuals and companies the right to construct these 
ciways over private property by paying only its actual value 
to aid the public. If I read the decisions aright, that right 
es but two exclusive privileges to the promoters or com- 
that is, to carry over the roads passengers and the 
dities of the people. They have no right under the 
itution to engage in any other business in conjunction 
the roads, though it is true in many instances they are 
< it in violation of law. The roads have no right to make 
‘Ss In any way out of anything save and except in transport- 
is the commodities of the public and carrying passengers 


But along with that right not only went the rights | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 














| determines. 


2109 


over the roads. I acquiesce fully in the claim made by the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. I be- 
lieve he is absolutely right in his contention, and the agitation 
and legislation must go on until the railways of this country 
have surrendered all interest in outside enterprises. I never 
could figure out how any private car company has a right as 
against the public to send its cars over these tracks by con- 
tract with the railroad companies. I do not believe that it is 
either the spirit or letter of the Constitution to permit it. 
The spirit and letter of the Constitution is that you may send 
your commodity over these tracks. The company must receive 
your commodity; it must send it on equal and reasonable 
terms with everybody else; it must give all equal facilities; 
it has no right to say to a company or an individual owning 
private cars, “ We will take your car or cars and for a stated 
amount send them with your commodities and passengers over 
these tracks.” For all these railroad tracks on the rights of 
way, in the broad sense, belong to the public—absolutely to 
the public. And until these private infringements are gotten 
rid of and we come back to the constitutional rights of the 
people this contention will go on. 

Look at the situation. A young man with ability and limited 
means undertakes to start in business on one of these railway 
tracks; if he in the field of endeavor of those who 
pooled their issues and put up a plant, he is at their mercy, 
for he finds them accorded rates by the railroad companies not 
given him. The gentleman from Maine said, in substance, if 
he had his way he would do away with the Interstate Com 
merce Commission. I was startled by the statement he made— 
that the wronged shipper should resort to common law for re- 
dress. I will admit that a wronged shipper has at common 
law a remedy, so far as the law itself is concerned, but the dif- 
ficulty is in working it out. It may be fine in theory, but im- 
practicable in practice, and it was because of that fact that this 
Interstate Commerce Commission was organized. No man can 
take his complaint of unjust rates and discrimination into a 
common-law court of justice and try to work the problem out 
under the rules of common law in these days against these cor- 
porations doing an interstate business and secure justice, and 
it is because men wiser than myself saw this impractical situa- 
tion for the shipper that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
was organized. There they can at once bring their complaints 
to the Commission. The gentleman from Maine says, How can 
this Commission tell what is a just rate? He says there is no 
scientific rule by which it can be determined. There 


is mye 


is no 


| scientific rule by which it can be determined anywhere; human 


judgment, under the evidence and rules of common law, finally 
Suppose the Congress were to give to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission the name of “interstate judges.” 
Would such legislation make them any wiser? Suppose the same 


evidence is brought before the common-law court. Will the 
judges composing such tribunal be any wiser than the men 


who make up the Commission? It is a man’s judgment when 
you get through with it. You have to lodge the power 
where, somebody has to hear the evidence. When the gentle- 
man says, Away with the Commission and leave the people to 
common law, he is twenty years behind the progress of events. 
That was tried for years and brought no results. 
was too slow. 

This bill does not contain what those most deeply interested 
in it—those who drafted it and the committee who reported it 
would like to have init. Like everything else in legislation, it is 
a compromise measure; but let us stand for the bill, and as we 
move along in the course of events, and more testimony 
gathered, and its workings are put to the test, and we find 
wherein the weakness lies, more legislation can follow to rem- 
edy the mistakes. But to do away with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission after all the effort that has been put forth 
would be a sad blow to the shipper. I know there are a large 
number of people who wanted to have the investigations of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission done away with a long time 
ago, for they suffered the penalties of law as results of the evi 
dence given before that Commission against them. Arrayed 
against this Commission is this immense capital, back of which 
are the trained brains of the railway men of this country. | 
do not understand that the distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GRosSvVENOoR] desires to have the Commission done iw: 
with; he says. that he does not think the bill goes far enou 


some 


The process 


is 


I agree with him. But the bill in its present form is in the r 
direction and should pass. If it can be made broader at this 
time, I shall be glad. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Does not the gentleman think 


that this Congress ought to be as solicitous for persons as they 
are for hogs, and put the Pullman Car Company under the pro- 
visions of the bill as well as the Armour Company? 
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Mr. WEBBER. I most assuredly do. If I had my way about 
it, this bill would be broad enough and explicit enough to put 
every Pullman car under its ban. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is to hinder the striking out of 
one word, and putting the Pullman cars into the bill? 

Mr. WEBBER. If the gentleman will give me a chance, I 
will vote for such an amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is there any sacredness about a Pullman 
car that takes it out of the domain of regulation? 

Mr. WEBBER. None whatever. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the 
weaken the bill to put it in there? 


gentleman figure it would 


Mr. WEBBER. Not the slightest. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. What does the gentleman suppose is the 


reason it is not in? 

Mr. WEBBER. I do not know. 

Mr. MAHON. Does not the gentleman believe that the ex- 
press companies should go in? 

Mr. WEBBER. The express companies should go in as well. 

Mr. MAHON. They rob the people as well as the railroads, 
even more so. 

Mr. WEBBER. In fact, any shift or device that in any way 
takes away from the people the rights that are given to them 
by the construction in the railways should be lodged in the bill. 
There is no question about that. Whether or not they shall 
be placed in there by this Congress, the time is coming when 
they must be placed in some rate bill. There was no particular 
trouble raised in this country about rates until large aggrega- 
tions of capital got together. When you bring together millions 
and billions, and along with the millions and billions, men of 


trained minds to manipulate them, while the’ great mass of 
people are about their business, in the humble walks of life, 
the result is that wrongs are perpetrated—that men to-day, 


worth their thousands, sit behind closed doors and within a few 
lays will be worth their millions, through railroad rate manipu- 
lation. There is not a man in this House who would do 
vay with a mile of railway. We would build more. The 
railways in the broad sense belong to the people. If people 
lesire to organize companies and construct these roads and 
make out of them a fair profit, it is all well and good; but 
when a man starts in as a railway lawyer, or railway director, 
and within the space of five or ten years becomes a man worth 
millions, there is something wrong going on. If the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, with all the powers with which it is 


‘lothed, and will be under this bill, can not correct that wrong, 
then 7 us get up a bill that will do it. And I am not an 
inarehist. Talk about the ghost of Populism which the gentle- 


man from Maine ran onto, by the way! Go out into the States 
f Kansas and Nebraska to-day and charge a man with being : 
Populist, and he will thrash you on the spot. They are dead 
and gone; you can not find one of them. This Government is 
going to live in spite of unjust railroad rates. It is not going 
back. We are not going to be handed over to the anarchists. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, 
much time as he may desire. 

Mr. RIVES. Mr. Chairman, believing it to be a duty £ owe to 
the people of my section of the country, I rise to suppert this 
bill. I support it because I believe it to be an honest measure 
designed to promote the general welfare of the majority of the 


I now yield to my colleague so 


American people, and when legislators in their effort to serve 
the people they represent legislate in the interest of the ma- 


jority, then their duty has been discharged and one of the funda- 
mental rules of a republican form of government has been 
observed, namely, the will of the majority shall be the will of 
the whole. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill will not satisfy everybody. To satisfy 
everybody is an impossibility. This bill no doubt has many 
imperfections, but it is just as possible to provide for every con- 
tingency that might arise in the future as it is to satisfy every- 
body in the first instance. 

A great deal has been said about the rights of the railroads in 
connection with this question. We hear it said but for the rail- 
roads our country would not be developed as it is to-day; that 
they have opened up new territory for settlement and develop- 
ment, and in doing this they have made great sacrifices. 

This is all true to a certain extent, but we must remember 
that this was not accomplished by the railroads alone, but 
that the people who followed the railroads and inhabited these 
new territories, made just as many sacrifices, endured just 
as many hardships, and are entitled to just as much credit for 
the development of the country as are the railroads. 

We hear it said that the interests of the railroads are great, 
representing millions of dollars in investment, and therefore 





they should not be unjustly interfered with in the management 
of their property. I agree with this statement unqualifiedly. 

It is also true that the interests of the people of this country 
of ours are great, and should not be unjustly interfered with. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I fear their interests and their rights 
have been unjustly interfered with, and the fact that this great 
wave of agitation is now sweeping over this fair land of ours 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific is very good evidence that this 
is true. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not want to unjustly interfere with any 
man, or any thing, and especially with a great institution that 
is as valuable, as necessary, and has done as much for our 
eountry as has the railroad. I do want to interfere with the 
man or the railroad or the common carrier or any other person 
who, by reason of having received certain concessions from the 
public, becomes a public servant, owing certain duties and obli- 
gations to the public, and continually persists in violating these 
duties and obligations. 

A public servant of this character should not be a respecter of 
persons, should not grant special privileges to special persons, 
should not be guilty of unfair discrimination in any manner 
whatever. Every citizen doing business with it should pay the 
same reasonable charge for the service rendered. 

This, as I understand it, is what the bill in the main seeks to 
accomplish. It seeks to compel railroads and other common ¢ar- 
riers to deal fairly and justly with all shippers, to charge rea- 
sonable rates, and, upon their failure to do this, invests the 
Interstate Commerce Commission with the power to see that 


they do. In other words, section 4 of the bill provides as 
follows: 
That the Commission is authorized and empowered, and it shall be 


its duty, whenever upon complaint * * it shall be 
of the opinion that any of the rates or charges whatsoever, demanded, 
charged, or collected by any common carrier * * * or that any 
regulation or practice whatsoever of such carrier or carriers, affecting 
such rates are unjust or unreasonable, or ee discriminatory, or 
unduly preferential or prejudicial, or otherwise in violation of this 
act, to determine and prescribe what will, in its judgment, be the jusi 
and reasonable and fairly remunerative rate or rates, charge or 
charges, to be thereafter observed in such case as the maximum to be 
charged, and what regulation or practice in respect to such transporta- 
tion is just, fair, and reasonable to be thereafter followed. 


Grave fears have been expressed on the floor of this House 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] about giving 
the Interstate Commerce Commission the powers this bill pro- 
poses to give; grave fears that the high type of manhood now 
in the Executive office will not always be selected by the people 
to preside over their affairs. I agree with the gentleman that it 
may be possible that we will not at all times be blessed with an 
Executive as fair and fearless as the one the people have so 
overwhelmingly selected at this time; but, Mr. Chairman, it 
seems to me this is a bridge we have not reached at present, and 
one that should be crossed when reached, and I would suggest 
to the gentleman that if we desire to avoid crossing such a 
bridge altogether, all that is necessary to do is to keep the Re- 
publicans in power. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I do not believe we should allow existing evils to go without 
adjustment because of the possibility that something uncertain 
might happen in the future. We might as well say that no law 
should exist providing for the punishment of the burglar or the 
robber or the murderer because of the possibility that some 
corrupt prosecuting officer might be elected or appointed in the 
future. 

This objection should not be allowed to interfere with the 
passage of this bill. 

We must trust to the honesty of men chosen as public officials, 
because in the majority of cases under our system of goyern- 
ment this is the only alternative open to us. 

What assurance have the people who sent the Members of 
this House here to represent them that they would do so in an 
honest manner, other than their faith in our integrity and mah- 


hood? None whatever. 
I am sorry to say officials are sometimes corrupt and cai not 
be trusted, but I believe in the majority of cases honesty pre- 


vails. If this were not true we could not maintain a repu!lican 
form of government. 

The gentleman from Maine says he would not like to see cer- 
tain men oceupy the Executive office with the power to aj point 
this Commission. I would not like to see the type of min he 


no doubt refers to hold this responsible position. But I would 
suggest to the gentleman that if such a catastrophe shou! hap- 
pen the people will be responsible for it and not this Conzress, 


and in that event they should not be heard to complain of their 
own folly. 

Mr. Chairman, in the hearings before the Senate Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce last year one of tlic prin- 
cipal objections to this legislation presented by the representa 
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tives of the railroads was to that feature giving the Commis- 
sion the power to fix rates. They objected to it because they 
were afraid the Commission would arbitrarily fix every rate in 
the United States and then there would not be the flexibility 
that is necessary in the transaction of the business of the rail- 
roads. An attempt coming from some source was made to 
educate the people that this was what was being sought by the 
Esch-Townsend bill, and if that measure passed great calamity 
would befall the railroads, the railroad employees, and the 
people of the nation in general. 

if a law giving the Commission the power to fix rates in the 
manner in which they thought that bill would were passed I, 
too, would have grave doubts as to the results; but, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not believe any such legislation was proposed in that 
pill. and I am sure it is not the intention of this bill, and if not, 
some new objection, of which I have not heard, will have to be 
advanced before I will be convinced this bill should not become 
a law. 

If any rates are fixed by the Commission under this bill it 
will be the fault of the railroads and no one else, and conceding 
the Commission would fix an unfair rate when called upon, no 
person should be heard to complain of his own wrong. 

Something has been said about the effect this bill will have 
on the railroad employees. An officer of one of their unions has 
8a id: 

The regulation of the earnings are so closely related to the expendi- 
tures that the law, if made effective, practically controls both. Any- 


thing that benefits the companies benefits the employees, so in this leg- 
islation we feel our interests are mutual. 


All of this, I have no doubt, is true, and if the Commission 
were given the power to fix rates in the arbitrary way this offi- 
cer has been led to believe it will, the employees would probably 
be affected, but if they are affected under the operation of this 
law, as I think I understand it, it will be the fault of the em- 
ployer, as I have before suggested, violating the law and seeking 
to receive an unreasonable remuneration for his services. 

I would not willingly vote for any measure that would have a 
tendency to reduce the wages of railroad employees or in any 
manner be detrimental to them. Neither would I vote for a 
measure I thought would be harmful to the railroads. I do not 
want to harm any man. I prefer to protect all men. 

Section 1 of the bill defines the term “ railroad” and the term 
“transportation,” and, as I understand it, the object of the 
committee in doing this was to cover the use of switches, cars 
owned by shippers, and refrigerator cars, with the view of doing 


away with the evils heretofore existing in the use of these | 


facilities of transportation. 

The time is certainly at hand for legislation along this line. 
Recent developments have disclosed a disgraceful condition of 
affairs existing in the United States, especially in the use of the 
refrigerator and private car, and, if the reports are true, certain 
shippers are actually being robbed without any recourse in law. 
And if futher reports are true the railroads in this case are 
being imposed upon and are at the mercy of the people owning 
these private cars. 

Some doubt has been expressed as to whether or not express 
cars are included in the definition of the term “ transportation.” 
I can only hope that they are, not that I have any special griev- 
ance against the express companies, but on the broad principle 
that if one is regulated all should be regulated. 

Section 7 contains an all-important feature of the bill, and 
that is the publicity feature. It provides, among other things, 
for annual reports showing the amount of capital stock issued, 
the dividends paid, the funded and floating debts, the number of 
employees, the number of accidents, and a complete exhibit of 
the financial operations of the carrier each year, and further 
provides a penalty for refusing to make these reports. 


lf it is right to regulate the charges and other practices of | 


colnmon carriers, then it is right to let it be known how the 


uSiness is being conducted. 
We 


ther than light, because their deeds were evil. 


The object 


of 


transactions of these great corporations, in order to find out 
whether they are to be compared with the men of biblical times. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, one of the strongest reasons in 
favor of the merits of this bill, and the last I will mention, is 
the fact that all of the Members of this House, with few excep- 
tons, are for it, Democrats as well as Republicans. The com- 
luttee, consisting of twelve Republicans and six Democrats, 
© made a unanimous report on it, after long hearings and | 
‘\borious investigation. This, to my mind, is evidence that 
t people have been heard from and are demanding that the 


t evils this bill seeks to remedy should be stopped. 
Ordinarily a great deal of the time of the House is taken up 





are told in the Bible that certain men loved darkness | 


this section of the bill is to let the light shine in on the | 


| 


in making political capital of 


out 


if measurec that are being 
considered by the House. On this occasion we are not eon- 
fronted with anything of this kind, but we are confronted with 


the pleasing spectacle of honest servants of the people seeking 
to give the people the legislation they are asking for and seeking 
to give it to them as quickly as possible. 


Let us hope our 


efforts will not be futile and that the same prompt action will 
be taken in the other Chamber of the Capitol. [Applause.] 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 


now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re 
sumed the chair, Mr. VREELAND, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12987, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa, from the Committee on Appropriations, 
reported the bill (H. R. 14171) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
and for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes, which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with accompanying report and views of the 
minority, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, 
points of order on the bill. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
reprint of the bill (H. R. 12612) to further promote the dairy 
industry of the United States. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ALLEGED COMBINATION BETWEEN PENNSYLVANIA 
RAILROADS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comnierce, 
and, with accompanying papers, ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

In posponee to the resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
29th ultimo, requesting the President, “if not incompatible with the 
public interests, to report to the House of Representatives, for its in 
formation, all the facts within the knowledge of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission which shows or tends to show that there exists at this 
time, or heretofore within the last twelve months has existed, a com- 
bination or arrangement between the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, 
the Pennsylvania Company, the Norfolk and Western Railway Company, 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, the Philadelphia, Baltimore 
and Washington Railroad Company, the Northern Central Railway Co 
pany, and the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company, or any two or 
more of said railroad companies, in violation of the act passed July 
1890, and entitled ‘An act to protect trade and commerce against un- 
lawful restraints and monopolies,’ or acts amendatory thereof,’ I trans- 
mit herewith a report by the Interstate Commerce Commission on t 
subject. 


iil 


I desire to reserve all 


AND OTHER 


THEODORE ROOSEVEI 
Tue WHITE Hovuss, February 5, 1906. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 
S. 90. An act providing for the deposit of a model of any 
sel of war in the United States Navy bearing t na 
State of the United States in the capitol building of s 


9 


~ 


4 


he me of a 





d State— 

to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 2871. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Brunnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 136. An act granting an increase of pension to Sebastian 
Laudner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2526. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Welch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2869. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachael 
A. Foulk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.476. An act granting an increase of pension to E1 
Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2459. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


M. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1463. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna Z. 
Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 213. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Doersch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 208. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel J. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 2098. An act authorizing the extension 


John M. 


Second street 


ol 


NW. north to Trumbull street and W street westward to Sec- 
ond street NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


S. 1736. An act granting a pension to Lena 8. Fenn—-to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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S. 5286. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
McGehee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 121. An act granting an increase of pension to John Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3184. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. 
llawk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 506. An act granting an increase of pension to James Wil- 
son-——to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 127. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony H. 
Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 587. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Chenoweth—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3307. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip W. 
Cornman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1518. An act granting an increase of pension to Phineas F. 
Lul!l—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3311. An act granting a pension to Bernhard Schoffner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.970. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Crome—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 2557. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Longfellow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 1268. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Lownsberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 994. An act granting a pension to Henry Weston—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2556. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 
Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2778. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Langford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.56. An act authorizing the extension of Rhode Island ave- 
nue NE.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S$. 566. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3285. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 
Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2089. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1821. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. 
Andrews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 1037. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolphus 





L. Oxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1840. An act granting an increase of pension to James Pret- 
tyman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 624. An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie C. 
Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 639. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.619. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 
Prater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2183. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Trobridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 724. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1017. 4n act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S: 2421. An act granting an increase of pension to Herrick 
Ilodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2411. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie B. 
Findley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 8508. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Visscher—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1417. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry A. 
Tilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ss. 1010. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel M. 
Sawyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 708. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward T. 
Connolly, alias John Marks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions ‘ 


S. 181. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis BE. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 77. An act granting an increase of pension to Granville P. 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ss. 79. An act granting an increase of pension to James F., | 
Tilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 75. An act granting an increase of pension to Urial J. 
Streeter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ss. 78. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 


Blethen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
702. An act granting an inerease of pension to Richard 
Dearborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ss. 909. An act granting an increase of pension to Haryey M. D. 


Ss. 


Hopkins—to the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 575. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
Praman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





S. 1536. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2996. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
purchase 80 acres of land, more or less, from Karl A. Torgerson 
and Charles E. Heyn for the benefit of certain allottees of the 
Grande Ronde Indian Reservation—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

S. 584. An act for the relief of David H. Moffat—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2172. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Secretary of War to cause to be erected monuments anid 
markers on the battlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate 
the valorous deeds of certain regiments and batteries of the 
United States Army ’—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2626. An act to correct the military record of Isaac 
Thompson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1690. An act for the relief of Theodore F. Northrop—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

S. 3045. An act to incorporate the American Cross of Honor 
within the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

S. 2582. An act to authorize the American National Bank, of 
Graham, Va., to change its location and name—to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

S. 2452. An act creating an additional land office in the State 
of North Dakota—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

S. 1942. An act to correct the military record of George A. 
Winslow—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 733. An act granting an honorable discharge to Jacob 
Niebels—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1862. An act for the relief of Joshua T. Reynolds—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2325. An act for the relief of James D. Vernay—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 832. An act to correct tke military record of Asa Niles—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1951. An act to correct the military record of Talton T, 
Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

S$. 497. An act to authorize the President to reyoke the order 
dismissing William “IT. Goodwin, late first lieutenant, Tenth 
Infantry, United States Army, and to place the said William 1. 
Goodwin on the retired list with the rank of first lieutenant—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 3338. An act for the relief of John L. @’Meara—to the Con- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2273. An act to establish at Cape Mendocino, California, 
quarters for the light keeper—to the Comittee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

. R. 9092. An act granting a pension to Lucy Walke; 

. R. 4177. An act granting a pension to Susan H. Chadsey; 
. R. 6116. An act granting a pension to John Gainsback ; 

. R. 10365. An act granting a pension to Emeline 8S. Hayner; 
. R. 8689. An act granting a pension to Frank P. Haas; 

. R. 8832. An act granting a pension to William I. Heed ; 

. R. 7206. An act granting a pension to Nannie Frazier ; 

. R. 10573. An act granting a pension to Mariah Baughman; 
. R. 5208. An act granting a pension to Susan J. Rounds; 

. R. 8071. An act granting a pension to Mary Mitchell ; 

. R. 7423. An act granting a pension to Rachel A. Dailey ; 

. R. 5779. An act granting a pension to Hannah W. Green; 

H. R. 7735. An act granting an increase of pension to Jaiues 
Hartzel ; 

a. Rt. 
Bacon; 

H. R. 
W. Knapp; 

H. R. 5158. 
N. R. Obl; 

H. R. 8799. An act granting an increase of pension to Bart)ol- 
omew Moriarty ; 


OOF 
7237. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 


3295 


An act granting an increase of pension to Gevrse 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eplirall 


H. R. 5642. An act granting an increase of pension to Johu W. 
Bancroft ; : 

H. R. 9659. An act granting an increase of pension to A) 
V. Smith; 

Hi. R. 4991. An act granting an increase of pension to Wi!) 
R. Glisan; 

I. R. 7758. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo! L, 
Whitman ; 

H. R. 5182. An act granting an increase of pension to ert 


S. Williams ; 
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H. R. 5845. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
T. Knox ; 

LH. R. 6186. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Harvey ; 

H. R. 8659. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Powers ; 

lH. R. 7673. An act granting an increase of pension to Homer 


A. Barrows ; 
H. R. 10352. 
A. Boush; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


H. R. 4392. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Miller; 

Il. R. 6183., An act granting an increase of pension to Aman- 
uel Russell ; 

HI. R. 8409. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
II. Stowits ; 

Hi. R. 4706. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
Gardner ; 

Hi. R. 7888. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


W. Sutherlin ; 

H. 2.5236. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Greene ; 

H. R. 6983. An act granting an increase of pension to Chalk- 
ley Petitt; 

Hi. R. 8403. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
L. Rector ; 

Hi. R. 8532. An act granting an increase of pension to Retta M. 
Fairbanks ; 

Il. R. 6447. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Davenport ; 

Ii. R. 8181. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Bb. Noyes; 

Hi. R. 6544. An act granting an increase of pension to Buford 
P. Moss; 

Hi. R. 4740. An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
L. Logan; 

II. R. 7889. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 


Noble; 


Hi. R. 10572. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


A. Hackley ; 
li. R. 5237. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Garland; 


H.R. 7755. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Wenzel; 

Il. hk. 4648. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlena 
I’. Seaver: 

Il. R. 8874. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen R. 
Graham ; 

Il. R. 8404, An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Ferguson ; 

11. Rk. 9984. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


MeKinney ; 

H. R. 7878. An 
Betts: 

Hi. R. 7662. 
Schultz: 
ll. Rk. 749. An act granting an increase of pension to Elkanah 
Wynn; 
Il. 2. 5631. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
I’. Simmons; 

H.R. 4398. 
Allen: 

Ii. R. 5831. 
Zuehike : 

H.R. 4682. 
Whiteman ; 

Il. R. 7230. 
Wells: 

I. R. 10218, An act granting an increase of pension to Me- 

<a Chase; 

il. R.G191. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
\. B. Bachman; 

Il. R. 4747. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
©. Robinsen; 

it, R. 519. An 
C. Stewart; 

H. R. 7952. An 
Nortrup ; 

H. R. 1434. An 
\. Patterson; 
H.R. G917. An 
Strang; 
Il. R. 2262. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
seymour ; 


XL 


act granting an increase of pension to Ann 


An act granting an increase of pension to Barney 


M 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Detrick 
act granting an increase of pension to Eleazar 


act granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
it. 
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| A. Smith; 


2113 


act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


H. R. 4731. An 
McMullen; 

H. R. 1810. An 
E. Post; 

H. R. 6916. An 
Meier; 

H. R. 5643. An 
sriggs ; 

H. R. 2800. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Manahan ; 

H. R. 5939. An 
Brody ; 

Hl. R. 4733. An 
Files ; 

H. R. 5653. An 
W. Wells: 

H. R. 5546. An 
HLastwood ; 

H. R. 7572. 
F. Capron ; 

H. R. 8237. 
Palmer ; 

H. R. 10289. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Ellsworth; 

H. R: 1485. An act 
Robbins; 

H. R. 1548. An act 
Leviness ; 

H. R. 2266. An act 
H. Hodges; 

H. R. 2959. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos H. 
Tenant ; 

H. R. 6113. An act 
Schoonmaker ; 

H. R. An act 
berry Suddarth ; 

H. R. 7950. An act 
M. Heath; 

H. R. 1971. An act granting an increase of pension to Melville 


act granting an increase of pension t) James 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Wells 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act 


granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 


An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 


granting an increase of pension to Jason 
granting an increase of pension to Emma 


granting.an increase of pension to George 


granting an increase of pension to Moses 


Kore 
edmede?. 


granting an increase of pension to Green- 


granting an increase of pension to Emma 


3 ee An act 
ham K. Vantine; 
H. R. 10142. An act 


granting an increase of pension to Abra- 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


' Bush; 


Ii. R. 6446. 
Bradshaw ; 
IL. R. 1972. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Silas N. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


i Gillen ; 


Hl. R. 5654. An act granting a pension to Moses Eggleston: 
H. R. 7509. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


| N. Stone; 


H. R, 9382. 

H. R. 9130. 
srinkley ; 

H. R. 9757. An act to amend paragraph 34 of section 7 of 
an act entitled. “An act making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” 


An act granting a pension to Mariam T. Shreve 
An act granting an increase of pension to John 


| approved July 1, 1902; 


H. R. 6166. An act granting a pension to Else C. Isachsen; 

H. R, 4226. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Painter ; 

H. R. 4744. An act granting an increase of pension t 
O'Connor ; 


» Thomas 


H. R. 4742. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed 
ward Coy; 
H. R. 4228. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred 
, erick Schultz; and 


H. R. 520. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Cc. Stern. 
CHANGE 


OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the reference of the bill (H. R 


to revive and amend “An act to provide for the collection of 
abandoned property and the prevention of frauds in insu 
tionary districts within the United States,” and acts at 


tory thereof, was changed from the Committee on Claims to th 
Committee on War Claims. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
23 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 11 


o'clock a. m. 








EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of State, recommending that per- 
mission be granted to Prof. Simon Newcomb, United States 
Navy, retired, to accept a decoration conferred by the German 
mperor—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 


E 
be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
hamed, as follows: 


Mr. CRUMPACKER, from the Committee on the Census, to 


BILLS AND 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12064) to 
amend section 7 of an act entitled “An act to provide for a 
permanent Census Office,” approved March 6, 1902, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 925); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 1007) to repeal section 41386 of the Revised Statutes, relat- 
ing to the admission to registry of repaired foreign wrecks, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 926); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 14003) to authorize the 
appointment of boards of investigation and arbitration, and to 
define their powers and duties—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14004) to amend 
section 4386 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relat- 
ing to the shipping of live stock—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 14005) providing for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Iowa Falls, Iowa— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14006) providing for the erection of a 
public building at Manchester, lowa—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES of Weshington: A bill (H. R. 14007) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate systems of 
farm management, making appropriation therefor, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 14008) au- 
thorizing the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers to accept conveyance of property of 
the Veterans’ Home of California—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 14009) making an appropria- 
tion for the appraisement and sale of the town sites of Hey- 
burn, Rupert, and Scherrer, Idaho—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14010) to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States,” approved February 26, 1895, and to provide for the dis- 


posal of isolated tracts of public lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 14011) to amend section 2372 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands 

Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 14012) to increase the effi- 
ci of the Medical Department of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 14013) to erect 


> building at Watertown, 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 14014) repealing an act entitled 


Wis.—to the Committee on 


“An act to extend the time for presenting claims for additional 
bounties "—to the Committee on War Claims. 
J Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 14015) to establish 
a fund for public works in the Territory of Hawaii, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 
i bill (H. R. 14016) for continuing the improvement of 
Honolulu Harbor, in the Territory of Hawaii, under authoriza- 
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tion of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1905, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 14017) to preserve and 
maintain the channel in Red River, Arkansas—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 14018) for the current de- 
posit of public moneys, for the issue and redemption of national- 
bank notes, and for the gradual conversion of the United States 
notes into gold certificates—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 14019) to provide for the 
taxation of railroad property in the Territories of Arizona and 
New Mexico—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 14020) to 
increase the limit of cost of the public building for Winston- 
Salem, N. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14021) to construct a bridge 
across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (UH. R. 14022) to provide clean 
currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 14023) for the establishment 
of an additional recording district in Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 14024) for the purchase 
of an additional site and the erection thereon of an addition to 
the United States building at Beatrice, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 14025) to further regulate 
commerce among the States and with foreign nations—to tlie 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions: A bill (H. R. 14171) making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A resolution (H. Res. 210) for the ap- 
pointment of an assistant clerk to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 211) authorizing 
a clerk to the Committee on Enrolled Bills—to the Commitice 
on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14026) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Rogers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


ing an inerease of pension to William Wright—to the Commi( 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14028) for the relief of William G. Gard- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14029) for the relief of Thomas H. Jon: 
administrator of William D. Jones—to the Committee on Wu 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14030) for the relief of Robert Ross—t 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14031) for the relief of W. 8S. Adams—t 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14032) for the relief of Overton Turner— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14033) for the relief of John A. Gribble— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14034) for the relief of Nimrod Pratt—t 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14035) for the relief of Isaac Musser—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14036) for the relief of James Black—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140387) for the relief of Annetta Callihan— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14038) for the relief of Robert Galbreat:— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14039) granting a pension to Reuben !tey- 
nolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14040) granting a pension to Sara! F. 
Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14041) granting a pension to Rache! lw- 
ing—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14042) granting a pension to Augustine 
Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a 





1906. 


———— 


Also, a bill (HI. R. 14043) granting a pension to James W. 
Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (il. R. 14044) granting a pension 
Tabor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (7H. R. 14045) granting a pension to Sallie Stam- 
per—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14046) granting a pension to Jimison F. 
Skeens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14047) granting a pension to George B. 
Kennard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 14048) granting a pension to Nancy Eng- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14049) granting a pension to Harvey Grib- 
ble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 14050) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 14051) granting a pension to Preston 
Petit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14052) granting a pension to Jasper 
Stnton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14053) granting a pension to Rosa A. 
lurner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14054) granting a pension to Mary Eliza- 
beth Alfrey and others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14055) granting a pension to Penelope 
\Morton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14056) granting a pension to William 
Prater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14057) granting a pension to Edward 
irfield and others—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (CH. R. 14058) granting a pension to Lewis Mc- 
Kinney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 14059) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to Susan 


Also, a bill CH. R. 14060) granting an increase of pension to | 


Andrew J. Bow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





Also, a bill CH. R. 14061) granting an increase of pension to | 


Isaac N. Dysard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14062) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia Weaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R, 14068) granting an increase of pension to 
James Vandivort—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


| charge of desertion from the record of Lucien H. Robertson 


f - 
: YES 
lected from the estate of Johanna S. Stoeckle, late of Wilming- 
ton, Newcastle County, Del.—io the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14084) grant 
ing a pension to William H. Bush—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14085) granting a pension to William R. 
Chaffin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14086) 
a pension to Daniel Pence—to the Committee on 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14087) granting a pension to Sarah Eliza- 
beth Robenalt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14088) granting a pension to Mary 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14089) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Harter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 14090) for the relief of S. K. 
Yundt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 14091) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Andrew E. Hodges, deceased, late of Flor 
ida—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 14092) granting a pension to 
Frances Coyner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (HH. R. 14093) to 





granting 
Invalid Pen 


A. Haw- 








the 
to 


remove 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 14094) for the relief of 
Francis Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14095) granting a pension to Hizil Potter 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14096) granting a pension to Margaret Nel 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14097) granting a pension to Isham D. 
| Seott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14098) granting a pension to Mary Win 
frey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14099) granting a pension to Ellen M. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14100) granting a pension to Mary How 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14101) granting a pension to John W. 


\lso, a bill CH. R. 14064) granting an increase of pension to | 


John Q. A. Boner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill CH. R. 14065) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Farrow, alias Goodpaster—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14066) granting an increase of pension 

1 Pruett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 14067) granting an increase of pension 
Jolin Hopkins—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14068) granting an increase of pension 
llezekiah Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 14069) granting an increase of pension 
e W. Hensley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14070) granting an increase of pension 
iderson Medley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HI. R. 14071) granting an increase of pension 

iin Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL. R. 14072) granting an increase of pension 
se W. Reeder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. BIRDSALL: A bill (H. R. 14073) granting an in- 
of pension to Alfred J. Skinner—to the Committee on 

luvalid Pensions, 


t 


) 
Jo 
to 
to 


to 


to 


t 


) 


{ 


to | 


Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (HI. R. 14074) granting a pen- | 


to Miles B. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14075) granting an increase of pension to 
rederick Hagg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\Iso, a bill (AL. R. 14076) granting an increase of pension to 
\Villiam Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14077) granting an increase of pension to 


George W. Chesebro—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


hy Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 14078) granting a pen- 


i to Nathaniel Sumners—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
ivy Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 14079) granting a pension 
barbara Custer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (CH. R. 14080) granting an increase of pension to 
than Harding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL. R. 14081) granting an increase of pension to 
‘ith M. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 14082) grant- 
‘ in increase of pension to John C. Short—to the Committee 
invalid Pensions. 

also, a bill (H. R. 14083) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 





Hays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14102) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel L. Brammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14108) granting an increase of pensi 
Stephen A. Harper—to the Conunittee on Invalid Pension 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14104) granting an increase of pe 
Milton Brown—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14105) granting an increase of pension to 
Turner Bartley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14106) granting an increase of pension 
John S. Melton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14107) granting an increase of 
Isaac Maines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 14108) for the relief of George 
W. Buxton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (HH. R. 14109) granting an incre 
pension to Bernhard Winters—to the Committee on Pensions 

$y Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 14110) granting a 
to Ella Winas—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

$y Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 14111) granting a pension to 
Regina Albert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14112) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Baker—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 14118) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac N. Perry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14114) 
an increase of pension to Wells Jones—to the ¢ 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14115) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Guebard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (TH. R. 14116) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John P. Rains—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14117) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Fellows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (S. R. 14118) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Delaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14119) granting a 
orable discharge to Lieutenant Anderson 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14120) granting an increase of pension to 
H. D. Lefavor—to the Committee on Invalid IP 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14121) ting the military record of 
Elphas Coakley—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
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By Mr. HALE: A bill (HA. R. 14122) for the relief of John T. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill CH. R. 14123) grant- 
ing an Increase of pension to Gottleib Spitzer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 14124) for the relief of 
Christopher Clary—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14125) for the relief of The Nebraska 


Mutual Life Insurance Company, 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14126) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Staley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


of Stromsburg, Nebr.—to the 


By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 14127) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth H. Nicholls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 14128) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph T. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


S1ions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14129) granting an incfease of pension to 
James M. Hobson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 14130) 
for the relief of the heirs of Peter Anderson, late of Philadel- 
phia, Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14131) 


granting an increase of pension to Francis M. Simpson—to the 





Also, a bill (H. R. 14156) granting an increase of pension to 
David M. Kittle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14157) granting an increase of pension to 
David 8S. Rickhow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 14158) granting an incre:se 
of pension to William MeGovern—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14159) granting an 
increase of pension to Zachariah Heed—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14160) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Anna Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14161) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Kumler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14162) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Lichty—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 14163) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jerome Lang—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. Rig bome og" A bill (H. R. 14164) granting a pension 
to Mary S. Prather—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14165) granting a pension to Geyert 
Schutte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14166) granting a pension to George W, 
Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14167) granting a pension to Marion Vest— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14168) granting a pension to James W. 
Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


sy Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 14169) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Bettie Stern—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 14170) for the relief of 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: A bill (H. R. 14132) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Robert Downing—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 14133) for the re- 
lief of William Peacock—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 14134) granting an increase of | 
pension to Thomas Me Intyre—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 14135) for the relief of 
Jennie S. Sherman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 14136) granting an increase of pension to 


Jason a to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14137) granting an increase of pension to | 
John Dineen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
James P. Freeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14139) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar VY. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sv Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 14140) granting an increase of 
pension to J. M. Cage—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: 
Charles M. S. Ronsholdt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 14142) granting an in 
crease of pension to James A. Scrutchfield—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14143) 
granting an increase of pension to Zacur P. Pott—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14144) 


granting 


Pensions. 


a pension to Allen M. Cameron—to the Committee on 





By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 14145) granting an increase 
of pension to James Bowley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 14146) granting an increase 
of pension to W. G. Duckworth—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pe ons. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 14147) for 
the relief of the heirs of Mary Edwards, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (HH. R. 14148) to remove the charge 
of desertion from James Dunn—to the Committee on Military 
Afi : 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14149) granting an 
in e of pension to Mary Healy—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pens S. 

by Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (AH. R. 14150) granting a 
pension to Eliza A. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14151) granting a pension to William J. 
Ashly—to the Comn nittee on | Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMI ii of Pe ania: A bill (H. R. 14152) to cor- 
rect the military reco di of 8: amuel M. Crosby and grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Ci mmittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 14153) grant- 
ing vension to Ferde call Spies—to the Committee on Invalid 
re : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14154) granting a pension to Michael H. 
Du to the Committee on Pensions. 

Al a bill (H. R. 14155) granting a pension to George A. 
Gre to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


14138) granting an increase of pension to | 
| papers were 


U. S. Davis and Mrs. A. D. Foote—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
ty the SPEAKER: Petition of Francis Heimbach et al., and 
the Carney-Johnson Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, for repea! of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 


/ and Means. 


A bill (H. R. 14141) granting a pension to | 


| 124 


Also, petition of the Spokane Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to money for the Reclamation Service—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union, for bill H. R. 
72—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Pueblo Business Men’s Association, for a 
reservation for Mesa Verde National Park—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against an amendment to live stock trans- 
portation law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ty Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the American Society for 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against an amendment to live 
stock transportation law—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Pennsy! 
vania Dairy Union, favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Quaker City Lodge, No. 149, Brotherhood of 


the 


Railway Trainmen, for bill H. R. 239—to the Committee oD 
the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, 


favoring bill H. R. 12973—to the Committee on Foreign Af 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petitions of the Transcript and 
3runswick Record, against the tariff on linotype machines—t 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petitions of the Meridian Tr: une 
and the Texas Mesquiter, against the tariff on linotype ™* 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for re 
of G. A. Anderson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Andrew 
ders—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of § 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary A. M. | 
john—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: Petition of Oliver 
al., relative to the Kentucky militia and the pension ro!! 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Trinity Council, Junior Order United 


J. 


Samuel G 





1906. 





can Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of citizens of Michigan, for repeal 
of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of citizens of Colorado, favoring 
the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Petition of citizens of Chicago and vicin- 
ity, favoring the adoption of the metric system—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. BUCKMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of | 


Smith M. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of David P. Mar- 
shall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Orin W. Jones— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Petition of Maydell Council, 
No. 6, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring re 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of many citizens of New 
York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General 
Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, for a more lib- 
eral appropriation for rivers and harbors—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Ebe T. Lynch, for improvement of the harbor 
of refuge, Delaware Bay, Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Andrew E. Hodges—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLE: Petition of citizens of the Highth Congres- 
sional district of Ohio, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Eighth Congressional district 
of Ohio, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition ef Fidelity Lodge, No. 109, 
Brotherhood of Railway Firemen, of Logansport, Ind., for the 
Bates-Penrose bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of the Scott County Humane So- 
ciety, against any amendment of the stock-transportation law— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of Grange No. 874, of Pennsyl- 


vania, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: Petition of Rives Lodge. No. 456, 
of Great Falls, Mont., for the passage of bill H. R. 239—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ry Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the American Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against amendment of the 
transportation live stock law—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Central City Council, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- 


cration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, petition 
against bill H. R. 3—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Association for the Protection of Com- 

e, for deepening Coney Island channel—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

\lso, petitions of Gilbert M. Tucker and of the State Agri- 
ltural Society of New York, for repeal of revenue tax on de- 

irized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of the Society of Medical Jurisprudence of New 
ork, for reform in the Medical Department of the Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso. petition of the Maritime Association of New York. for 
‘epening Coney Island channel—to the Committee on Rivers 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Minerva Club, of New York, for increase 
of the President’s salary—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the New York State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 

ilry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

iy Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of many citizens of New 
York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General 
Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 
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as 


and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2117 


pany, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for 
Regina Albert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Clark A. Winans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against amendment of the live stock trans- 
portation law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


to the 


relief of 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Andrew J. Baker— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
$y Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Petitions of the Dail) 


Chronicle, the Marshall Statesman, the Cereal, the Mirror, the 
Register Weekly, the Medical Missionary, the Leader, 
Albion College, and the Dog Fancier, against the tariff on lino 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac N. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: Petition of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petition of Stephen T. Broding et al. and 
Price Hill Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Addystone Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


thy 


Perry 


‘ 
iU 


By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of Lulia Hatch Rhodes, repre- 
senting 50 families, of Pawtucket; the Friends’ Church of 
Woonsocket, R. I.; the Broadway Baptist Church, and the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Middleton, R. I.—to the C t 
tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Ohio Vicksburg Bat- 

| tlefield {ommission, for the enactment of the Parker bill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the granges of Meigs County, for a parcels- 





of the American Protective Tariff League, | 


By Mr. FOSTER: Petition of the Stamford Chemical Com- | Free State 


postal law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Also, petition of citizens of Ohio, for a servi 


‘e pension bill for 


$12 per month to all Union soldier survivors of the war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ty Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of L. W. Ruth, for a parcels- 


post law—to the Committee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of citizens of Corey, Mich., for rey 


eal of reve 


tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committ on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of the Interstate Cor s et 
al., of Mason City, lowa, for repeal of revenue tax o1 
ized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. HAYES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of W 
liam H. Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association, for an appropria- 
tion for Yosemite Valley, California—to the Committee on Acri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the Sailors’ Union of San Francisco, ag 
passage of bill S. 27, relating to crews of vessels—to the ¢ 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of the Ministerial Ass 
Louisa and Des Moines counties, lowa, for the H D> 
liver bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 1 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition t (me 
Enterprise, against the tariff on linotype m f ) 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of citizens of > ( 
testing against affairs in the Kongo Free Stat t! ( 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition ‘ K 
Council, No. 55, Order United Ame I 
restriction of immigration—to the ¢ I 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accoi ny bill fi 
Nebraska Mutual Life Insurance C of SS 
Nebr.—to the Committee on C! s. 

Also, paper to accompany b for relief of B. P. M 
the Committee on Invalid Pens 


Also, petition of J. H. Marsh et al., ab 
to the Committee on For 
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By Mr. HITT: Petition of the American Society for the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Animals, against an amendment to live 
transportation law—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, fa- 
voring bill Hl. R. 12973—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union, favoring bill H. R. 
12472—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eres, 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition of Sioux City Division, Order of 
Railway Conductors, for the Bates-Penrose bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KATIN: Petition of the counties committee of the Cali- 
fornia Promotion Commission, relative to Federal control of 
irrigation, forest reservation, etc.—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of Franklin A. Little, for bill H. R. 8988, for 
the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Aliso, petition of Golden Gate Harbor, No. 40, American Asso- 
ciation of Masters, Matés, and Pilots, of San Francisco, for 
an appropriation for the light-house board of the twelfth dis- 
trict—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Medical Society, for re- 
form of the Medical Department of the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of San Francisco, 
for 20 appropriation for the Yosemite Valley—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Silver Union of the Pacific, for the bill 
H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
risheries. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., relative to the customs of Hawaii—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petition of many citizens of New York and 
vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum dis- 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of H. Kampf, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Mrs. Robert G. Shaw et al., 
favoring passage of bills 8S. 2327 and H. R. 5065—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Petition of E. N. Dickerson, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

ty Mr. KNAPP: Paper to accompany bill for relief of O. J. 
Jennings—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Central Square Grange, No. 583, and Water- 
town Grange, No. 7, of New York, for repeal of revenue tax on 
denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of 
Towanda, Pa., for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 204, and Reid Verguson, for re- 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Evening News, the Pennsylvania Medical 
Journal, and the Examiner, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of the Missouri State News, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. 


Grange 


stock 


aster 


LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Harrisonville (N. J.) 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
ittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Camden County (N. J.) Grange, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of 
the 


(‘om 


W. G. Nelson, favoring restriction of immi- 
rration—to Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. McK!INNEY: Petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union, 
favoring bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, fa- 
voring the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Charles M. S. Ronsholdt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. MAHON: Petition of the Society for the Prevention 
of Cruelty to Animals, of Pennsylvania, against an amendment 
to the stock transportation law—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the American Bee Journal, the 
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Opthalmologist, and the International Auctioneer, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of the North Dakota Farmer, 
the Weekly Student, the Siftings, the News, the Tribune, the 
Mistletoe, the Sentinel, the Journal, the Tribune Rugby, the 
North Dakota Eagle, the Rotary, the Palladium, and the West- 
land Educator, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, relative to a law 
to promote commerce with foreign markets—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of North Dakota, for repeal of rey- 
enue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the American Turnzeitung, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of Zacur P. Pott—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Tribune, A. M. Milukas, the Evening 
Herald, and the Call, against the tariff on linotype machines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Auburn, N. Y., for 
repeal of the duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Petition of the State Farmers’ Institute 
Association of Lincoln, Nebr., for bill H. R. 345—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petitions of the Lewiston Record, pub- 
lishers of the Republican Register, and the Times, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of M. O. Atterbery et al., against 
any and all parcels-post laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petition of citizens of Ar- 
kansas, against the tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

sv Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union, for pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. SHARTEL: Petition of citizens of Missouri, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Petitions of Painters, Decorators, and 
Paper Hangers’ Union No. 69, of Utiea, N. Y., and L. C. Wil- 
liams, of Utiea, N. Y., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of George Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SPERRY: Petitions of the Commercial Record and 
the Progress, against the tariff on linotype machines—to tle 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the president and 
aculty of Texas University, for preservation of Niagara Falls— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

$y -Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the Stark 
Creamery Company, for a parcels-post law—to the Commitice 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the People’s 
Bank of St. Louis, relative to the “fraud order” of the lost- 
master-General—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Manufacturers, 
relative to reform in the land laws, etc.—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the refrigerator car lines committee of tle 
National League of Commission Merchants of the United States, 
relative to refrigerator car rates, ete—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the transportation committee of the Cham)! 
of Commerce of Buffalo, N. Y., for the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to control railway rates—to the Committee on [- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of A. E. Yoell and the Japanese and Koreat 
Exclusion League, favoring strict enforcement of the Chinese 
exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Reciprocal Tariff League, 12 
voring reciprocal commercial relations with foreign countrics— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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Also, petition of Thomas E. Lannen, of Chicago, Ill, against 
the Heyburn and Hepburn bills—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of George W. Belt et al., for re- 
peal of revenne tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of many citizens of New 
York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General 
Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of the Germania, against the 
tariff on linotype machinesto the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Jerome Lang—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of the board of directors of Red 
River Levee District, No 1, for improvement of Red River—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of the North Carolina Library As- 
sociation, against amendment to the copyright law—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 

ruelty to Animals, against amendment to the live-stock trans- 

irtation law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 
ommerce. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of Jen- | 

S. Sherman—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petitions of Maynard and Kirkwood councils, favoring 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
nd Naturalization. 

\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Martin Dayhuff— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Chronicle and the Independent, against 


‘ 


( 


nie 


the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
sy Mr. WILSON: Petition of the Lake Seamen's Union, rela- 
tive to efficiency of crews on steamers—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. WEISSE: Paper -to accompany Dill for relief of 


4 


bert Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of the First Baptist 
Church of Hughestown, N. J., against bill H. R. 7043—to the 
mmittee on Military Affairs. 


‘ 





SENATE. 


Tuespay, February 6, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ICAL DEPARTMENT OF ARMY AND ARMY DENTAL SURGEONS, 
ir. HALE. Mr, President, I have been detained from the 
ute for the last three weeks by illness, and the doctors have 
t let me out. Yesterday, in my absence, two bills were passed 
unanimous consent, upon which I had relied on objection 
ng made until I could be present. I will give the titles of 

bills and simply ask that the votes passing them be recon- 

lered and that they be restored to the Calendar in order that 

nay have the opportunity of objecting; and that a message be 

t to the House in accordance therewith. They are the bill 

S. 1539) to increase the efficiency of the Medical Department of 

the United States Army, and the bill (S. 2555) to regulate the 

rps of dental surgeons attached to the Medical Department of 
ie Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

tion to reconsider—— 

Mr. HALE. No;Idonot. I ask consent that the votes be re 

nsidered and that the bills go to the Calendar. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that the 

chairman of the committee, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 

WARREN], and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus], who 
ok great interest in the dental surgeons’ bill, are not present. 


The Senator from Maine enters a 


I 
of those Senators. 
Mr. HALE. I should like to have the matter disposed of now. 
Mr. MONEY. No one on this side could hear anything that 
is said by the Senator from Maine. 
notion has been made to restore a bill to the Calendar. We do 
t know what the bill is, nor what objection is made by the 
senator from Massachusetts. We should be very glad to know. 
Mr. HALE. Two bills were reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs to inerease the expenses of two different 
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think we could hardly grant unanimous consent in the absence | 


We only understand that | 
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branches of the War Department. I am opposed to increasing 


the expenses of any part of the War Department, but I do not 
propose to argue that question now. As I was absent on ac- 


count of illness and was depending upon another Senator to 
make objection, who did not understand that 1 expected it, I 
simply ask that the votes passing the bills be reconsidered and 
that they be restored to the Calendar, so that I may have the 
same opportunity I would have had if I had been here 
day. 

I will say further I desire very much that it should be done 
now, because I do not expect to remain long in the Senate to 
I will say further that I do not expect to 


yester- 


day. do anything 
about these bills except that they shall be brought to the atten 


} 


i 


tion of the Senate and properly discussed when they are reache« 
upon the Calendar. But there has been no opportunity that, 
and in my absence they were passed, as they certainly ould 
not have been passed, because my single objection would have 
kept them on the Calendar. 

I simply ask that the votes be reconsidered, and tha 
be restored to the Calendar. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I the Senator 1 
if he will not withhold his motion until the Senator 
bama [Mr. Petrus] is here. The dental surge 
ferred to him as a special committee by the 
Military Affairs at two different sessions of Congress, 
Senator from Alabama is very much interested in 
thorough investigation he reported favorably on the 
think it is only due to him, as it is due Sei 
Maine, that he should be given an opportunity 
the Chamber when unanimous consent 

Mr. WARREN entered the Chamber. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Wyoming, who ch 
of the committee, is now here. Possibly he | 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Wyomin 
request I have made? 

Mr. WARREN. I just came into the C 

Mr. HALE. I will state it again. | 
illness, as the Senator, perhaps, knows. 
h been I will say for the information of t 
from Wyoming, the chairman 
absence yesterday two bills increasii 
branches of the Army, to which I op] 
unanimous consent, I depending upon a Senat 
me, and he not understanding and not makin 

Mr. WARREN. May I Senator 
refers? 

Mr. HALE. The bill covering the medi 
dental surgeons bill. All I that the 
ered and the bills restored to the Calendar a 
fied, so that I may have the same privilege 
had and exercised yesterday ha 
Mr. WARREN. As far 
lightest to 

I am the 


for 
lit not passer 


W 


t the i 


M 
from 
ll ws 


ask e 
Ala- 
re- 

on 
and the 
Aft 
bill, 


mis | is 


ommiitte¢ 


it " 


al 


} 


‘1 ind 
to the 


to be pre se 


is give 8 


? 


) hamber t 


have bye 


It is the 


here. 


ve 
t h , ‘ 
ol tne committe 


; 


the 


ask 


ASK 15S 


i 


4 +} 
ovjection 


if 


S 
bills 


l. 


+] 
I 


sure 


TO | 


ougnut « 
advantage, I 
tage was sought in 
Mr. HALE. I understand that 
Mr. WARREN. I ould not 
that we would take that advant: 
pursued which the Se 
The VICE-PRESIDENT 
ye not n to the House 
Mr. HALE. Then I simply ask unanimous consent 
ites be re ‘ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consent that 
] 2355 were ordere d to 
Is the bjection? The 
ordered. The bills will be rest 
PY 
E-PRESIDENT 


the Secretary 


“ WW 


to be taken in his ab 


realy 
VW 
r 
i itol 

rhe 


ra 


ha 


\ msidered 

The 

AniImMous the votes b 

ind Senate bil 
rect 


and it 


a thir 
nsidered. re ( 


= SH 


ACC! ANCI DECORATION, 


le 
bilit 


Cy 


The Vit 
tion from ite 
Newcomb, United States Navy, retire 
decoration of the order “ Pour le Mé 
Kunste,” conferred upon 
that the Department of State 
decoration to Professor New: 
ing peper, was referred t 
and ordered to be printed 


Lo 


ol 


bith 


; 


I 
The VICE-PRESIDENT 
tion from the Secret: 


NDS 


FOR 
laid before the 
+} I or 


IN sT 


































































































































2120 


from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the Secretary 
of Agriculture, and the Comptroller of the Treasury, together 
with the draft of a bill to provide for a fund from which pay- 
ment may be made by the Secretary of the Interior for ad- 
vertising the restoration to the public domain of land in forest 
reserves, all of the lands temporarily withdrawn for forest- 
reserye purposes; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ee 


ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Postmaster-General submitting an estimate of appro- 
priation for inclusion in the urgent deficiency appropriation 
bill for the purchase of a draft horse to take the place of the 
horse now used in the light delivery wagon utilized in the haul- 
ing of supplies between the Post-Office Department and out- 
lying offices, which has become unfit for further service, $200; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK REDEMPTION AGENCY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Assistant Treasurer of the United States submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for inclusion in the urgent de- 
ficiency appropriation bill for reimbursement of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing for the services of employees detailed 
to the office of the Treasurer of the United States employed in 
the National Bank Redemption Agency, $3,042.44; which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Attorney-General, transmitting a list of judg- 
ments rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of claimants in 
Indian depredation claims not heretofore reported to Congress ; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

H. R. 8461. An act to amend chapter 1495, Revised Statutes 
of the United States, entitled “An act for the survey and allot- 
ment of lands now embraced within the limits of the Flathead 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the sale and 
disposal of all surplus lands after allotment,” as amended by 
section 9 of chapter 1479, Revised Statutes of the United States ; 
and 

H. R. 13674. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to supplement existing laws relating to 
the disposition of lands, ete., approved March 3, 1901,’ approved 
June 30, 1902.” 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 


H. R. 519. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C, Stewart; 

H. R. 520. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Stern; 

ii. R. 749. An act granting an increase of pension to Elkanah 
M. Wynn: 

Ii. R. 1434. An act granting an increase of pension to Eleazar 


A. Patterson ; 

H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Robbins; 

Hi. R. 1548. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Leviness ; 

Il. Rk. 1810. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
E. Post: 

Hi. R. 1971. An act granting an increase of pension to Melville 
A. Smith; 

Hi. R. 1972. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Gillen; 

Ii. R. 2262. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Seymour ; 

H. R. 2266. 
Hodges ; 
H. R. 2800, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Manahan ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. 
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H. R. 2959. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
H. Tenant; 

H. R. 8295. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Knapp; 

H. R. 4177. An act granting a pension to Susan H. Chadsey ; 

H. R. 4223. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Schultz; 

H. R. 4226. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Painter ; 

H. R. 4892. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Miller ; ' 

H. R. 4393. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Allen ; 
H. R. 4648. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlena 
Seaver ; 
H. R. 4682. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Whiteman ; 

H. R. 4706. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
M. Gardner ; ‘ 

Hi. R. 4781. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
MeMullen ; 

H. R. 473% 
Files; 

H. R. 4740. An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom 
L. Logan; 

H. R. 4742. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Coy; 

H. R. 4744. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
O'Connor ; 

H. R. 4747. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C. Robinson ; 

H. R. 4991. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Glisan; 

H. R. 5158. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
N. R. Ohl; 

H. R. 5182. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
S. Williams; 

H. R. 5208. An act granting a pension to Susan J. Rounds; 

H. R. 5236. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Greene ; ‘ 

H. R. 5237. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Garland ; 

H. R. 52538. An 
berry Suddarth ; 

H. R. 5546. An 
Eastwood ; 

H. R. 5631. 
F. Simmons ; 

H. R. 5642. 
Bancroft ; 

H. R. 5648. 
Briggs ; 

H. R. 5653. 
W. Wells; 

H.R. 

H. R. 

H. R. 5831. 
Zuehlke ; 

H. R. 5845. 
T. Knox; 

H. R. 5939. 
srody ; 

H.R. 6113. An 
Schoonmaker ; 

H. R. 6116. An 

H. R. 6166. An 

H. R. 6172. An 
ham K. Vantine; 

H. R. 6183. An 
nel Russell ; 

H, R. 6186. An 
Harvey ; 

Il. R. 6191. An 
y. B. Bachman ; 

H. R. 6446. An 
Bradshaw ; 

H. R. 6447. 
Davenport ; 

H. R. 6544. 
P. Moss ; 

H. R. 6916. 
Meier ; 

H. R. 6917. 
R. Strang; 


F. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 


act granting an increase of pension to Green- 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 


An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


An act granting an *ncrease of pension to Wells 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An 
An 
An 


5654. act granting a pension to Moses Eggleston: 
act granting a pension to Hannah W. Green: 


act granting an increase of pension to Julius 


-——— 


5779. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
act granting a pension to John Gainsback : 
act granting a pension to Else C. Isachsen : 
act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
act granting an increase of pension to An 
act granting an increase of pension to Willi. 
act granting an increase of pension to Ma: 
act granting an increase of pension to Silas \. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mar; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Buford 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
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H. R. 6983. 
ley Petitt; 
H. R. 7206. 
H. R. 7230. 
Wells; 
H. Rh. 
Bacon; 
H. R. 7423. 
H. R. 7509. 
N. Stone ; 
H. R. 7572. 
I’, Capron ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Chalk- 


An 
An 


act granting 
act granting 


a pension to Nannie Frazier; 

an increase of pension to John M. 
7237. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
An 
An 


act granting a pension to Rachel A. Dailey; 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


AI 


— 


act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 


Il. Rk. 7662. An act granting an increase of pension to Barney 
Schultz ; 

li. R. 7673. An act granting an increase of pension to Homer 
A. Barrows 5 

Hi. kh. 7735. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Hartzel ; 

H. tt. 7755. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Wenzel ; 

If. R. 7758. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Whitman ; 

li. R. 7878. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann 
Betts; 

If. R. 7888. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


W. Sutherlin ; 
H. R. T7889. 
Noble: 

LI. R. 7950. 
M. Heath; 

H. RR. 7952. 
Nortrup: 
H. R. 8071. 
Hi. R. 8181. 
Noyes; 
H. R. 8237. 
Palmer ; 

H. R. 8374. 
rraham 3 

II. R. 8403. 
. Reetor; 

i S404, 
Ferguson; 

Rh. 8409. 

Stowits ; 
H. R. 8532. 
Fairbanks ; 

I. R. S659. 
Powers; 

II. R. 8689. An 

H.R. 8799. An 
mew Moriarty ; 

H. R. 8832. An 

HI. R. 9092. An 

Hi. R. 9130. An 
Brinkley ; 

HH. R. 9382. 

HI. R. 9659. 
V. Smith; 

11. R. 9757. An act to amend paragraph 34 of section 7 of an 

t entitled “An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 1, 1902; 
Il. R. 9984. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Kinney ; 
Ht. R. 10142. 
ish: 
II. R. 10218, 
Chase: 

H. R. 10352. 
A. Boush; 

H. R. 103865. An 

Hi. R. 10389. An 
W. Ellsworth; 

H. R. 10572. An 
A. Hackley; and 

H. R. 10573. An 


An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 


An act granting an increase of pension to Detrick 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Mary Mitchell; 

act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
B es; 

An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen R. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


I. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


i An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Ul 
An act granting an increase of pension to Retta M. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting a pension to Frank P. Haas; 
act granting an increase of pension to Barthol- 


act granting a pension to William I. Heed; 
act granting a pension to Lucy Walke; 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Mariam T. Shreve; 
act granting an increase of pension to Abram 


= 


M 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
B 


An act granting an increase of pension to Melissa 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting a pension to Emeline 8S. Hayner ; 
act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting a pension to Mariah Baughman. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of 248 adult 
embers of the Blackfoot tribe of Indians, in the State of 
Montana, praying that their lands be allotted to them in sey- 
cralty; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
lle also presented a petition of Potomac Lodge, No. 7, Broth- 
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erhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Washington, D. C., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Oak 
Lawn Baptist Church, of Cranston, R. IL. praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Oak 
Lawn Baptist Church, of Cranston, R. L., praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. Rerp Smoor, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne 
sota, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. Rreep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec 
tions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Indian Associa 
tion of Bethlehem, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Indian Terri- 
tory when admitted to statehood; which was ordered to 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Youghiogheny Lodge, No. 302, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Connellsville, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
Charleroi, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
erection of a public building at that city; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of Keystone Lodge, No. 42, Broth- 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Harrisburg: 
Lodge, No. 75, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Philadelphia; of Laughlin Lodge, No. 
Locomotive Firemen, of Pittsburg; of Local Lodge No. 383, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Harrisburg; and of 
Youghiogheny Lodge, No. 302, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire 
men, of Connellsville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Newport County 
Agricultural Society, of Rhode Island, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to permit basic-slag meal to be imported 
free of duty; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Local Council of Women of 
Rhode Island, of 26 citizens of Johnston, of the Woman's Chris 
tian Temperance unions of Cumberland and Westerly, and of 
the Woman’s Suffrage Association of Providence, all in the State 
of Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Commodore Perry Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Peace Dale, R. I., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration 
and also for the revision of the naturalization laws 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Newport County Agricul! 
tural Society, praying that increased appropriations be made for 
the support of agricultural experiment stations; which 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the Local Union of Women; 
of the congregations of the North Congregational Church, of 
Providence, and the Friends Church of Woonsocket; of the 
Carolina Woman’s Christian Temperance unions, Charles 
town, Richmond, and Westerly, all in the State of Rhode Island, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. ReEEp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec 
tions. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mon 
tana, praying for the enactment of legislation making subject to 


lie on 


. 


of Enterprise 
Firemen, of West 
633, Brotherhood of 


; which was 


was re- 


e 
Oo! 


settlement and disposal under the land laws of the United 
States the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in that State, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Tonoloway Council, No. 
102, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Great Caca 


pon, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
immigration and also for the revision of the laws governing 
naturalization; which was referred to the Committee on Imuini 
gration. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Government 
Printing Office Veteran Club, of Washington, D. C., pra 


ving for 


the enactment of legislation to establish a temporary home in 
the District of Columbia for soldiers and sailors of the late 








wars: which was referred to the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia, 

He also presented the petition of A. Nunlin, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., and the petition of E. M. Mellor, of Germantown, Pa., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing separate state- 
hood for the Indian Territory ; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Ile also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ames and 
Blackwell, in the Territory of Oklahoma, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in that Territory when admitted to statehood; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mir. HALE presented a petition of Great Eastern Lodge, No. 4, | 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Portland, Me., and a 
petition of Pine Tree Division, No. 66, Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, of Portland, Me., praying for the passage of the So- | 
called *“ emplovers’ liability bill;” which were referred to the | 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. | 

j 
| 





He also presented a, petition of Bagduce Council, of North | 
Brookfield, and a petition of the Tobaeco Council, of Berwick, 
of the Junior Order United American Mechanics, in the State of | 
Maine, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- | 
gration: which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against the passage 
the so-called “ Esch-Townsend railroad-rate bill; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of the Colorado Manufac- | 
turers’ Association, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called “ parcels-post bili; ” which was referred to the Com- 

ttee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

lie also presented petitions of Snowy Range Lodge, No. 30, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Denver; of Grand Junc- | 
tion Div No. 525, Order of Railway Conductors, of Grand 
Junction ; Division No. 44, Order of Railway Conduc- 


oT 


sion, 


ol 


Local 


tors, of Denver; of Local Division No. 36, Order of Railway Con- | 
ductors, of Pueblo; of Local Ledge, Brotherhood of Railroad | 
Trainmen, of Denver; .of Seven Castles Division, No. 515, 


Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Basalt; of Pikes Peak | 
Lodge, No. 32, Brotherbeod of Railroad Trainmen, of Pueblo, 
and of Royal Gorge Lodge, No. 59, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen, of Pueblo, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the 
the so-called “ anti-injunction bill” and also the 
employers’ liability bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
He also pres¢ nted 


tion of Pueblo. Colo.. 


ot 


I jaro 
Missa ge 


a1 petition of the Business Men’s Associa- 
praying for the enactment of legislation to 


establish the Mesa Verde National Park in that State: which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Ile also presented a memorial of the Otero County Beet Grow- 


ers’ Association, of Rocky Ford, Colo., remonstrating against 
any reduction of the duty on sugar imported from the Philippine 


islands; which was referred to the Committee on the Philip- 


pines. 

He also presented a petition of Fishers Peak Division, No. 
2°47, Order of Railway Conductors, of Trinidad, Colo., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill,” and 
also the anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Commit 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

ife also presented the petition of Rev. W. D. Lucas and 101 
citizens, of Colorado Springs, Colo., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing separate statehood for the Indian Ter 

tory, and also to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 

iat Territory when admitted to statehood; which was ordered 
o lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Live Stock Exchange of Denver, Colo., praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the inspection of dressed meats at the va 


; where animals are slauchtered: which was referred 


ious place 


to » Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Carlton, 
Colo,. praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the 
destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side by the di- 
version of the waters for manufacturing purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
‘ n of Game. 

He also presented a petition of R. G. Shaw Regiment, No. 4, 
Union Veterans’ Union, of Washington, D. C., praying for the 
rad of legislation making the anniversary of President 
\ ham Lineoln’s birthday a legal holiday; which was re- 

i to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRANDEGEEF presented a memorial of the American | 
Pr tive Tariff League, remonstrating against the passage of | 
the s ed Philippine tariff bill; 
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Committee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Preamble and resolutions adopted by the American Protective Tariff 


re in annual meeting assembled, at New York, January 18, 
. >. 

Whereas the American Protective Tariff League believes that the 
Philippine tariff bill passed by the House of Representatives on Janu- 
ary 16, 1906, will, if adopted by the Senate, cause great injury and per- 
haps ruin to the American growers and producers of sugar, tobacco, 
rice, and other products; and 

Whereas this proposed measure unjustly discriminates against Ameri- 
can aos in favor of an alien and inferior race; and 
; Ww eaves this measure is in fact a serious breach in the wall of pro- 
ection: Be it 

Resolved, That the American Protective Tariff League, in annual meet- 
ing assembled, hereby a a of the previous policy of the organiza- 
tion in opposition to said measure and pledges itself to active and ag- 
gressive opposition in the future. 

Resolved, That we hereby tender our thanks and congratulations to 
the seventy-one Representatives in Congress who, on the 16th day of 
January, recorded their votes against the Philippine tariff bill. 

Resolved, That the Secretary is hereby directed to send a copy of 
these resolutions to every Member voting against said measure. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 1401) for the relief of Isaac D’Isay ; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 132) to establish a fish-culture station at the city of 
Fargo, in the State of North Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 967) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the protection of 
’” approved June 9, 1896. 

(for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee 
whom were referred the following bills, reported 
without amendment, and submitted reports 


Mr. McCUMBER 
on Pensions, to 
them severally 


| thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 
than Terrell; 

A bill (H. R. 10765) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert M. Whitson; and 

A bill (H. R. 2118) granting an increase of pension to Lydi: 
B. Jackson. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whon 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4224) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher Pletzke ; 

A bill (H.R. 
iel Cooper ; 

A bill CH. R. 4727) granting a pension to Emma M. Boyer: 

A bill (H.R. 47380) granting an increase of pension to Me- 
shack L. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4732) granting an increase of pension to Janes 
Scrogum ; 

A bill (H. R. 10486) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Ensminger ; 

A bill CH. BR. 
bE. Morrow : 


6228) granting an increase of pension to Jo: 


~ ) 


see) ) 


granting an increase of pension to Nathan 


4827) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


A bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to N 
Stillwell ; 

A bill (H. R. 6448) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
A. Shaw ; 

A bill (H.R. 4884) granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
Bokart : 

A bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Travis 


W. Tichenor ; 


A bill (H. R. 6451) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Wucher ; 

A bill (H.R. 1059) granting an increase of pension to Hlijal 
Spangler ; 

A bill (H.R.1218) granting an increase of pension to ! 
Breden ; 

A bill (H. R. 2084) granting an increase of pension to T! $ 
Maginley ;: 

A bill (H. R. 2083) granting an increase of pension to T! ig 
A. Slack ; 

A bill (71. R. 8222) granting an increase of pension to 1} 
B. Jordan; 

A bill (H.R. 11596) granting a pension to Marion H. lors; 
and . 

A bill (H. R. 2811) granting a pension to Angie A. Mar 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 0m 
were referred the following bills, reported them each w mn 


which was referred to the amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
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A bill (H. R. 1201) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Maxwell ; 

A bill (H. R. 5597) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Williamson ; and 

A bill CH. R. 1057) granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
D. Ferguson. E 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 5170) granting an increase of pension to David 
Rk. Pringle; 

A bill (H. R. 1131) granting an increase of pension to George 
Sargent ; 
A bill (HL. R. 1136) granting an increase of pension to William 
Stauffer ; 
\ bill CH. R. 1382) granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin Fagley ; 
“A bill CH. R. 11310) granting a pension to Emma Aldred; 

A bill (H. R. 1072) granting an increase of pension to John 
Fisher ; 

A bill (HL. R. 1958) granting a pension to Ida L. and Clara E. 
Winters 5 

A bill (HL. R. 11403) granting an increase of pension to David 
E. Longsdort ; 

A\ bill CH. R. 4822) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Smith; 
\ bill (H. R. 8217) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Tayman; 
\ bill (H. R. 16299) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel C. Long; and 

\ bill (CH. R. 10296) granting an increase of pension to James 
Graham, 
BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (S. 
Ir. Marsh; 
A bill (S. 
llowe; 

\ bill (S. 


1). 


A 


\ir 


186) granting an increase of pension to George P. 


3126) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


B. Tarlton; 
\ bill (S. 2482) granting an increase of pension to Cutler A. 
Chainberlin ; 
\ bill CH. R. 5808) granting an increase of pension to Napo- 
leon D. O. Lord; 
bill (H. R. 5955) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
L. Overton: 


\ bill (HL. R. 5380) granting an increase of pension to George 
E. Ross; 


ill (H. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to Wil- | 


u John Stewart, alias John Scott; 

\ bill CH. R. 2795) granting a pension to Emma Auger ; 

\ bill (H. R. 2771) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
cCabe; and 

\ bill CH. R. 3400) granting an increase of pension to Anson 
K. Carr. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
‘ ndment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (S. 3605) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


h 


be 
\ bill (S. 717) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
\ bill (8. 
I ler ; 
\ bHI (S. 
1; and 
\ bill (S. 1588) granting a pension to Indiana A. Paul. 
\ir. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
jmendments, and submitted reports thereon: 
\ bill (S. 854) granting a pension to W. W. Gauthier; and 
\ bill (S. 789) granting g pension to Mary E. Wolf. 
\lr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
e referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
t amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 
\ bill CH. R. 8605) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


+ bedi 
HYroOp ; 


853) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


o 8) granting an increase of pension to William M. 


bill (CH. R,. 6144) granting an increase of pension to Eli 


Brazelton : 
\ 


Liffert; and 


J. Wilcox. 
‘ir, GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6157) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than J. Boyer; 

A bill (HL. R. 
ard McCarthy ; 

A bill (H. R. 
J. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 
Purcell ; 

A bill (H. R. 1545) granting a pension to Florence D. 
ferty ; and 

A bill (H. R. 1952) granting an increase of pension to Axel 
A. M. Natt och Dag. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10434) granting an increase of 
Samuel F. King; 

A bill (H. R. 5925) granting an increase of pension to David 
L. Davidson ; 

A bill (H. R. 
Coulter ; 

A bill (H. R. 10192) granting an increase of pension to Alan- 
son B. Thomas; and 

A bill (H. R. 611) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Cassidy. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7302) granting an increase of pen 
sion to James H. Head, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1864) for the relief of James H. Oliver, 
a commander on the retired list of the United States Navy, 


6338) granting an increase of pension to Rich- 


62% 7 


3227) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
1884) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


Raf- 


to 


pension 


724) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


| reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


176) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | 


\ bill CH. R. 6148) granting an increase of pension to James | 


\ bill CH. R. 5644) granting an increase of pension to George 





Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 58) to prevent the unlaw- 
ful wearing of the badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the 
Republic or other soldier organizations, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1236) to authorize payment to the Henry 
Philipps Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to 
and accepted by the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal 
year 1902, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


CHINESE BOYCOTT OF AMERICAN MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] on the 25th ultimo, to report it favor- 
ably with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Whereas the boycott of American manufactured products by the peo 
ple of China is a matter of very serious and deep concern to the « 
talists and laborers interested in those industries: There be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration shall consider and, 
after thorough investigation, report to the Senate the 


upl 
“Lore, 


facts in th 


and suggest any remedies that may be deemed advis and tha bee 
authorized to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenographer, and that all expenses shall be paid out of t! 
contingent fund of the Senate 

The amendment of the committee was, in line 6, after the 


word “ stenographer,” 
on the subject.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


to insert the words “to report hearings 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4151) for the relief of 


the legal representatives of Ann L. Robb, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4152) for the relief of 
Col. Medad C. Martin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 4153) to estab 
lish and create an additional circuit court of appeals of the 
United States, to be known as the tenth cirenit court of ap- 

| peals, and for other purposes: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAYNER (for Mr. GorMAN) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and 


referred to the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (S. 4154) for the relief of Sarah C. Harsh; 
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A bill (S. 4155) for the relief of Samuel H. Walker (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 4156) for the relief of Richard H. Marshall; and 

A bill (S. 4157) for the relief of the estate of Cyrus Martin, 
deceased. 

Mr. RAYNER (for Mr. Gorman) introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions : 

A bill (S. 4158) granting a pension to Conrad Zang; and 


A bill (S. 4159) granting an increase of pension to Mary P. 
Johannes, 

Mr. RAYNER (for Mr. GorMAN) introduced a bill (S. 4160) 
to correct the military record of William M. Davis; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 4161) granting an increase of 
pension to William Watkins. which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 4162) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin B. Cahoon; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4168) for the relief of the estate of George 8. 
Bruhl, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4164) for the relief of James F. White; 

A bill (S. 4165) for the relief of I. F. Hill, executor of W. 
Hill; 

A bill (S. 4166) for the relief of David J. Middleton ; 

A bill (S. 4167) for the relief of Joseph B. Banks. 

Mr, GAL L INGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 4168) to correet a typographical error in act ap- 
proved July 1, 1898, entitled “An act to vest in the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia control of street parking in said 
District; ” 

A bill (S. 4169) to authorize the sale of certain real estate in 
the Distr ict of Columbia belonging to the United States; and 

A bill (S$. 4170) to amend an act approved March 8, 1901, en- 
titled “An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. t 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4171) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Bovee ; which was read twice by its title, 
und referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 4172) to establish a 
uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
illy read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


De 


E. 


and 


\ bill (S. 4173) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
E. Sm th. 

A bill (S. 4174) granting an increase of pension to J. P. Gar- 
land ; 

A bill (S. 4175) granting an increase of pension to John 
7 erly: 

, bill (S. 4176) granting an increase of pension to James F. | 
Nicholas; and 

\ | (S. 4177) granting an increase of pension to Harlan P. 
Col 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (8S. 4178) to satisfy certain claims | 

rainst the Government arising under the Navy Department; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

tie also introduced a bill (8S. 4179) to promote the construc- 
tion of war ships as nonsinkable, nonecapsizable vessels which 
will be self-preserving of the property value and the lives of 
the men who man the ships; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 


\irs. 


on Naval Aff 


Mr. DICK intreduced a bill (S. 4180) granting an increase of 
pension to William C. Quigley; which was read twice by its 
title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4181) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret L. Hallett; which was read twice 
bv its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

lle also introduced a bill (S. 4182) granting an increase of 


pension to Reuben Smalley; which was read twice by its title, 
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ont with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
*ensions, 

Mr. BURROWS (by request) introduced a bill (8. 4183) to 
prevent robbing the mail, to provide a safer and easier method 
of sending money by mail, and to increase the postal revenues; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4184) to ratify, approve, and 
confirm an act duly enacted by the legislature of the Territory 
of Hawaii to authorize and provide for the construction, main- 
tenance, and operation of a telephone system on the island of 
Oahu, Territory of Hawaii; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico, 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4185) granting an increase of pension to George 
sarnes > 

A bill (8. 4186) granting an increase of pension to Samuel! G, 
Roberts ; 

A bill (8. 4187) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
E. Skelton; and 
e A a (S..4188) granting an increase of pension to Frank D. 

mith. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4189) granting an increase 
of pension to Lewis H. Soule; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4190) to repeal an act en- 
titled “An act to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States,” approved February 26, 1895, and to provide 
for the disposal of isolated tracts of public lands; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Comuit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4191) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Schotter ; and 

A bill (8. 4192) granting an increase of pension to Rosa D. 
Mayhew. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4198) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Calvin D. Wilber; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4194) for the relief of James 
W. Person and Isabella M. Person; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4195) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary A. Parker; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4196)) setting apart a 

tract of land to be used as a cemetery by the Independent Orier 
| of Odd Fellows of Central City, Colo.; which was read twice by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 4197)) authorizing and di- 
| recting the Secretary of the Treasury to enter on the roll of 
Capt. Orlando Humason’s Company B, First Oregon Mounted 
Volunteers, the name of Hezakiah Davis; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, , 


Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
| propriate $320.40 to reimburse Lieut. George T. Emmons, United 
| States Navy, for commutation of quarters while serving on duty 
under the Senate Committee on Territories in Alaska and W:sh- 
ington from May 27, 1904, to March 31, 1905, intended to be 
| proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, aud 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be ))ro- 
| posed by him to the bill (H. R. 5976) to previde for the ‘i al 
1 

} 


B. 


E. 


disposition of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in t! 
| dian Territory, and for other purposes; which was refer 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printe 
Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to ®))))'C 
priate $70,000 to reimburse the State of Minnesota for int 
| paid on $100,000 worth of bonds issued by that State in 
| pursuant to an act of the legislature, to raise money for r 
| equipping, maintaining, and subsisting troops for the suppr 
of the Indian war arising in that State in 1862, intended 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and orde 
be printed. 


“Us, 
ig, 
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be 


tbe 
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HEARINGS ON PANAMA CANAL. 
On motion of Mr. MILLarp, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals be authorized 
to print the hearings had before it on the subject of the Panama Canal. 


DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS ACTION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from yesterday. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 76, by Mr. ParTerson. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, when I gave notice yester- 
day that I would address the Senate on the resolution which has 
just been laid before the body I was not aware that the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] had previously given notice that 
he would address the Senate at this time. I have no question 
but that the Senator from Georgia would waive his notice if I 
should ask him, but I insist that he shall not be displaced. 

I therefore withdraw the notice for to-day, and give notice 
pow that I will, at the conclusion of the routine morning busi- 
ness to-morrow, address the Senate on my resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The notice will be entered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

H. R. 8461. An act to amend chapter 1495, Revised Statutes 
of the United States, entitled “An act for the survey and allot- 
ment of lands now embraced within the limits of the Flathead 
Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and the sale and 
disposal of all surplus lands after allotments,” as amended by 
section 9 of chapter 1479, Revised Statutes of the United States; 
and 

H. R. 13674. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to supplement existing laws re- 
lating to the disposition of lands, etc., approved March 3, 1901,’ 
approved June 30, 1902.” 

MOROCCAN CONFERENCE AND RELATIONS WITH SANTO DOMINGO. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have already addressed the 
Senate at some length upon the subject of the policy and pro- 
priety of sending delegates to the Algeciras Moroccan confer- 
ence. It had not been my purpose to ask again the indalgence 
of the Senate upon this subject or upon questions which are 
nearly connected therewith. It has, however, happened that in 
the progress of the debate upon that subject and also on the 
subject of the Santo Domingo treaty certain propositions have 
been announced on the floor of the Senate and have been very 
earnestly and very ably discussed by learned and distinguished 
Senators, magnifying the powers of the President and minimiz- 
ing the powers of the Senate, to which I can not give my assent 
and to which I ask the further indulgence of the Senate that I 
may make reply. 

Before proceeding, Mr. President, I desire to say that in 
submitting an argument to-day on this subject I will endeavor 
to make it impersonal, because I consider it a very grave ques- 
tion, involving the relative rights and prerogatives of the Presi- 
dent of the United States and of the Senate—a question im- 
portant to be settled correctly and, if possible, without refer- 
ence to partisan feeling or bias. I think I may possibly with 
propriety repeat what I have said upon a former occasion, that 
there is no justification for the statement which has been more 
than once made upon the floor of the Senate that the discussion 
of this question is in any manner an assault upon the present 
occupant of the executive chair. Legitimate and respectful 
discussion, not only of the rights and prerogatives of the Execu- 
ve, but of the official acts of the Executive relating to ques- 
ous of such rights and prerogatives, can not in any manner be 
onstrued into a personal assault, and it occurs to me, Mr. 
‘resident, that the reiteration of the suggestion—to give it no 
ronger term—that such discussion is an assault upon the 
‘resident—and sometimes stronger terms have been used— 
ust imply a want of confidence in their own contention by 
iose Who seek to fortify their position by such suggestion. 
The distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] an- 
nounces, as I understand him, the following proposition: That 
the negotiation of a proposed treaty and every phase of the work 
of considering and determining what shall be the subject and 
terms of a treaty are, up to and including the reaching of an 
“igreement with a foreign power and until the proposed treaty 

submitted to the Senate for final ratification or rejection, mat- 
ters within the sole and exclusive right and power of the Presi- 
cent; and that the jurisdiction of the Senate does not attach in 
‘tilly Manner, and that no power or duty or right of the Senate 
begins until the President shall have negotiated a proposed 
treaty with a foreign power, shall have agreed with the foreign 
power on the terms of the same, and shall have sent it to the 
Senate; and that for the Senate to attempt either by inquiry or 
Suggestion to have part or lot in such work prior to the submis- 
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sion to the Senate, is an intrusion upon the exclusive domain 

and jurisdiction of the President of the United States 

Mr. President, in order that it may whether I have 

correctly stated the position of the learned Senator, I will take 

the liberty of reading some extracts from his speech as it ap- 
pears in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. The Senator said: 


be seen 


From the foundation of the Government it has been conceded in 
practice and in theory that the Constitution vests the power of nego- 
tiation and the various phases—and they are multifarious—of the 
conduct of our foreign relations exclusively in the President. And, 


Mr. President, he does not exercise that constitutional power, nor can 
he be made to do it, under the tutelage or guardianship of the Senate 
or of the House or of the Senate and House combined. 


Further, the Senator said: 


The words “ advice and consent of the Senate” are used in the Con 
stitution with reference to the Senate’s participation in the making of 
a treaty and are well translated by the word “ ratification’ popularly 
used in this connection. The President negotiates the treaty, to begin 
with. He may employ such agencies as he chooses to negotiate the 
proposed treaty. He may employ the ambassador, if there be one, or a 
minister or a chargé d'affaires, or he may use a in private life 
whom he thinks by his skill or knowledge of the language or people 
of the country with which he is about to deal is best fitted to negotiate 
the treaty. He may issue to the agent chosen by him—and neither 
Congress nor the Senate has any concern as to who ! 


m he cl 
such instructions as seem to him wise. He may vary them from day to 





person 








ooses 





day. That is his concern. The Senate has no right to demand that 
he shall unfold to the world or to it, even in executive session, his 
instructions or the prospect or progress of the negotiation. I said 
“right.” I use that word advisedly in order to i ate what all 






men who have studied the subject are willing to concede—that under 
the Constitution the absolute power of negotiation is in the President 
and the means of negotiation subject wholly to his will and his 
judgment. 

When he shall have negotiated and sent his proposed treaty to the 
Senate, the jurisdiction of this body attaches and its power begins. It 
may advise and consent, or it may refuse And in the exercise of this 
function it is as independent of the Executive as he is independent of 
it in the matter of negotiation. 

I do not deny the power of the Senate either in legislative 
in executive session—that is a question of propriety—to p: ‘ 
tions expressive of its opinion as to matters of foreign policy But 


sess 


m or 


if it 
is passed. by the Senate or passed by the House or passed by both 
Houses it is beyond any possible question purely advisory, and not in 


the slightest degree binding in law or conscience 

And again: 

Mr. President, I do not stop at this moment to cite authorities in 
support of the proposition, that so far as the conduct of our foreign 
relations is concerned, excluding only the Senate's participation in 
the making of treaties, the President has the absolute and uncontrolled 
and uncontrollable authority. 

I have read this much, Mr. President, for the purpose of show- 
ing that I have not overstated or incorrectly stated, as I under- 
stand, the position of the learned Senator. As to whether or 
not he is correct in that construction of the powers of the 
President and the want of power in the Senate, must depend 
upon the language of the Constitution of the United States. 
Fortunately so much of the language of the Constitution as re- 
lates to that is within a very small compass; it is in one sen- 
tence. It is the second paragraph of the second section of the 
second article of the Constitution, and it is in these words: 

He shall have Power— 

Speaking of the President of the United States— 

He shall have Power, by and with the Advice 
Senate, to make Treaties, provided two-thirds of 
concur. 

That is all there is in the Constitution as to the power of the 
President to make treaties and as to the right and power of t 
Senate to participate in the work of making treaties. 

Now, Mr. President, it will be seen that in that la 
word “negotiate” does not occur. There is no 
press grant of power to negotiate a treaty. 


upon the President. 


and C 
the 


of the 


present 


ynsent 


senators 


nguage the 
separate, ex- 


necessarily 


It is me 


true, however, that the power to negetiate a treaty is an im- 
plied power involved in that language; in other words, the 
power “to make” a treaty necessarily implies the power to 
negotiate a treaty. But there may be a very great difference 


in opinion as to what is the meaning of the word “ negotiat 
if we assume it and concede it to be an implied power found in 
that language. So far as the power to suggest a treaty to 
foreign power is concerned, or to receive a suggestion fro l 
foreign power that a certain treaty should be made, or to dis 


cuss with a foreign power the subject or the terms of a p1 
posed treaty, undoubtedly the power to negotiate within th 
narrow limit is one which can only be exercise 


dent, because he alone under this clause can have dire 
munication with the foreign power. No other officer or 
ity on the part of the United States can submit a p ! 
treaty to a foreign power. No other authority can d 
with a foreign power the terms of a proposed treaty, or 
to a preliminary agreement with the foreign | reg ling 
the same. Within this restricted sense the i 1 power to 
negotiate a proposed treaty is in the Pr 

sut it is evident that the learned Senator in this discussion 
does not confine his understanding of the word “ negotiate” to 


such narrow limits in defining the power of the President in the 
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making of treaties. Evidently the Senator intends to include 
in the exclusive power to “negotiate” a proposed treaty, | 
exclusive power to do everything connected with the policy or 
impolicy of a treaty prior to its actual submission to the Senate | 
for its ratification. In other words, the Senator’s proposition is 
that under this implied power to “ negotiate” everything in the 
way of consideration of the advantage or the disadvantage, or 
of the propriety or the policy of making a treaty, or of its 
terms, is a matter for the exclusive suggestion and deliberation 
and determination of the President, and that any suggestion or 
inquiry or advice on the part of the Senate prior to such sub- 
mission is gratuitous and intrusive, and, as has been suggested, 
even insulting te the President. The radical and extreme posi- 
tion of the Senator in this regard is best understood when the 
fact is known that his utterance above quoted is caused by the 
introduction of a resolution asking information concerning the 
instructions given to the delegates appointed to the Algeciras 
conference. That resolution the Senator condemns as intrusive 
upon the exclusive jurisdiction of the President. According to 
the contention of the learned Senator, alone in the brain of the 
President, alone in his suggestion and deliberation, and alone in 
his judgment must be evolved and shaped up the policies and 
measures which, if they become law, are to be the supreme law 
of the land. 

According to that contention, the Senate has nothing to do 
with it—no concern, no right to consider, no right to be heard, 
no right to inquire, no right to advise—until the President shall 
have thus perfected it according to his judgment and submitted 
it to the Senate, to receive at its hands a perfunctory—often, I 
should say, a perfunctory—reply of “ yes” or “no;” and accord- 
ing to that contention to proceed beyond that is an intrusion 
upon the exclusive domain and jurisdiction of the President. 

Mr. President, that proposition is not sustained either by the | 
letter or by the spirit of the Constitution or by the history of 
the treaty-making power as found in the history of the conven- | 
tion which framed the Constitution. On the contrary, they all, 
and the history as well of the adoption of this provision of the 
Constitution as found in the debates of the constitutional conven- 
tion, combine to establish the proposition that in the making of 
treaties it is proper for the Senate to advise at all stages. Upon 
the very surface of it lies the oft-repeated su&gestion that. if 
that were the case, the Constitution would limit itself to the term 
“ consent.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Limit itself to what? 

Mr. BACON. I say, if that were the correct construction, 
there is the oft-repeated suggestion that if it had been the in- | 
tention of the framers of the Constitution to limit the action and | 
function of the Senate solely to the power to ratify or to reject. 
the language of the Constitution would not have been “ advise and | 
consent,” but the language would have been “ consent,” because 
there is no reason why the word “advise” should be given to 
add to or explain the meaning of the word “ consent.” We do 
not advise men after they have made up their minds and after 
they have acted; we advise men while they are considering, | 
while they are deliberating, and before they have determined, | 
and before they have aeted. 

As I have already said, Mr. President, there is no direct, ex- 
press, separate grant of power to negotiate. The entire power | 
the power to make treaties; and yet the learned Senator | 
would have us divide that power so that the term “to make” 
should be construed-to mean, in the first place, in one division 
negotiate” and in another division “to conclude.” But 
there is nothing in the words of the Constitution to justify any 
such division as that. It is one indivisible power “to make,” | 
and in the entire power “to make” the Senate is given full 
participation in advising and consenting. 

The contention that the power of the President includes 
everything up to the time of the submission of the proposed 
treaty to the Senate might be sustained if the language of the 
Constitution were that “the President of the United States 
should have power to negotiate and, with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to make treaties.” Then it would indicate a 
separate function; then it would indicate a first division of the ! 
duty, to negotiate, the jurisdiction of which was confided entirely 
and solely to the President; and the second division, to make, 
one in which the President and the Senate together should act. 

But the language of the Constitution is, “‘ He shall have power, 
by and with the consent of the Senate, to make treaties,” which 
plainly indicates not that the Senate should be limited to saying | 
yes or no to a perfected and finished work when presented to it 
by the President, but rather the assistance of the Senate, the 
advice and cooperation of the Senate in the determination as 
to the propriety and policies of proposed treaties and also 
the terms and provisions they should contain. But the word 
“ negotiate’ is omitted before the words “to make.” That is 
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not an accidental omission. There was design in it. Aside 
from the fact that there is no ground upon which to predicate 
the suggestion that it was an accidental omission, the words used 
by the framers of the Constitution in the very next clause, 
really only divided from it by a semicolon, prove that they 
were weighing carefully the language when they conferred the 
power upon the President of the United States. Separated 
from it only by a semicolon is this language—I will read the 
entire clause, part of which I have already read: 

He shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the 


Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present 
concur ;— 


Then follows the semicolon. Then the language proceeds: 
and he shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, etc. 

There it was the evidently distinct purpose to divide the 
duty and to confer in the first part of that division an ex- 
clusive function and jurisdiction upon the President of the 
United States: 

He shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint. 

Showing that the purpose was that up to the time it was 
submitted to the Senate, the Senate had no function in the 
matter of appointment, and that the function of the Senate was 
limited to advising and consenting to the nomination previously 
made by the President in the discharge of a function and of a 
jurisdiction exclusively confided to him. 

Can it be said that the framers of the Constitution of the 
United States in writing a clause, or two parts of the same 
clause, were careless in the use of language when they were 
conferring the great power of treaty making; that they intended 
to say that the President should have the exclusive function 
up to the time of the submission of the treaty to the Senate, and 


| that the duty and the power of the Senate, as the Senator from 


Wisconsin has said, should only begin when the President had 
so done, and that they used this language as found in the Consti- 
tution, leaving to be implied only the construction contended for ; 
and then thereafter, in the less important matter of the appoint- 
ing of officers, should have been critical in the use of language, 
leaving nothing to implication, and should have said “he sha!) 
nominate,” and then added “and thereafter ”—I interpolate 
the word “thereafter ”—“ and thereafter, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint?” Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is incredible. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. I yield. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator whether 


he 


| therefore concludes that the advice of the Senate is necessary 


from the inception of a treaty to its ratification? 
Mr. BACON. I do not say it is necessary, Mr. President, be- 


| cause nothing is necessary which would not invalidate if it 


If the Senator means by “ necessary ” proper aii 
I think I have an- 


were lacking. 
designed and contemplated, I say “ yes.” 


| swered the Senator. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have listened to the Senator's argu- 
ment, which is cogent and very closely knitted, with interest; 
but if the Senator’s argument is compelling at all, it is that the 
difference in the language used in the two clauses means, 
cording to the Senator, that the advice of the Senate is needed 
from the inception of a treaty to its ratification. 

Mr. BACON. I maintain that it was the design of | 
framers of the Constitution. But the only thing necessary (0 
its validity is the consent, because that makes the treaty, so fir 
as the Senate is concerned. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will pardon me for just 4 
moment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
ator until he gets through. 


I shall not interrupt the Sen- 


Mr. BACON. But the question is as to the contemplation of 
the framers of the Constitution as to the functions which should 
be performed by the Senate. My learned and distingu's! d 
friend the Senator from Wisconsin, from whom I should dict 
with the utmost hesitation upon a question where there w: ) 
politics, which was simply one of law—I say that to the Senator 


in all kindness, for all of us are more or less so influence: \Y 
politics, and neither the Senator nor myself is free from th '— 
the proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin is that the © ''y 
and function of the Senate, the right of the Senate; as s' ed 
in his language, does not attach and does not begin unt! 
treaty is submitted to the Senate by the President. 

My proposition is that according to the language of the ( 0) 
stitution, and as I shall endeavor a little further on to © 0 
by the history of it, the purpose and intention was that ‘le 
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Senate should give to the President—that he should have the 
right to receive and they should have the right to offer—advice 
and counsel from the inception of the treaty. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then the Senator’s argument goes to the 
propriety, not to the necessity of the advice of the Senate up to 
the time a treaty is ratified? 

Mr. BACON. I think I have answered that question in show- 
ing what I considered to be the meaning of the word “ neces- 
sity. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
that, 

Mr. BACON. I do not think the Senator misstates the posi- 
tion I occupy, as I understand hit. 


I think the whole discussion hinges on 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not intend to interrupt | 
the Senator—— 
lhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 


yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not intend to interrupt the Senator, but, 
if agreeable to him, I should like to ask him one question. 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure, and if I can answer it I will. 

Mr. SPOONER. In reference to this language “and he shall | 
nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appeint ambassadors,” ete, what significance does the 
Senator give to the word “ advice” as contradistinguished from 
the word “ consent” in that clause of the Constitution? 

Mr. BACON. Well, I had anticipated that that question 
would be asked. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it is no surprise to the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. No; it is not a surprise to me, and I confess 
it is a question which has caused me some trouble. I recognize 
that. Il can only say that there is no question about the fact 

my mind that the use of the word “ nominate,” and thereafter 


i il 


the use of the words “advice and consent,” implies that so far | 
the nomination is concerned there is to be no advice and 
consent, 


I grant the Senator’s contention, which I understand, 
of course, to be implied by his question, that there is strength in 
the argument that if in the case of a nomination the words 
“advice and consent” are used where there is no previous ad- 
given, therefore the argument that “advice and consent,” | 
as used in the making of treaties, is not necessarily to be con- 
strued as an intention that we should advise prior to the time. 
{ grant that; but there is this which can not be escaped, and | 
that is, that in the clause with reference to the making of | 
treaties there is no division 
Mr. SPOONER. There can not be. 
Mr. BACON. And there can not be any; but yet the Senator | 
mikes a division. 
Mr. SPOONER. No. 
Mr. BACON. Or I so understand him. I understand the 
tor makes a division in the one case of treaties; and the 
language of the Constitution makes the division in the case of 
ippointments. It distinctly makes a division between the nomi- 
nation and the submission of it to the Senate and the action of 
le Senate. In the other case there is but one act authorized, 


Vice 
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and that is to make treaties, and “ to make” includes every part 
of it, from the beginning to the end; and the only possible ex- 
ception, the only possible exclusion from that is in the matter 
of the discussion of it—the interviews, you might say, between 

s Government, through the President, and the foreign power. 
‘hat is manifestly a matter that the President alone can per- 
rm, because he is the one authorized to make it; but in the 

‘ing of the treaty, not only as to a part, but as to all, the 
schate is made the complete, the unqualified, the unabridged 

tor in common with him in the making of it. 

rhe making of a treaty is not simply the exchange of ratifi- | 
tions. The making of a treaty is the conception of it, and 
cludes everything, from the inception of the subject-matter 
to the minutest details. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 
; rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 
; Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator’s statement is correct, that 
‘rom the beginning of it the Senate is by constitutional right a 
‘ctor, that involves the right of the Senate to be constantly in- 
‘ormed—does it not—first, as to whether the treaty is being ne- 
‘otlated, and, second, the progress of the negotiation? I might 
‘0 further, but I will not. Does the Senator say that? 

Mr. BACON. Let me answer one question at a time. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator say that the Senate has 
hy such right? 
Mr. BACON. 
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No; not in the sense the Senator means it. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 2 


| duty does not begin, but I am going to come to 


| they framed it, and according to the uniform and well-recog- 
| nized practice of this Government for a 





Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 


Mr. BACON. Let me answer the question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I used the word right—— 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not see that 


it has a right in the sense the Senator means it, as something 

which can be compelled, something which would be a \ 

of law if withheld; but if “ right’ means propriety; if “ right” 

means something in contemplation to be had whenever the cir- 

cumstances may be proper and desirable that it should be hi 

then it is a right. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


olation 


d, 


If the Senator will allow me, I was not d 


| cussing for one moment a question of etiquette or a question of 
| propriety; I 


of constitutional 
Senator stated it 


division 
and the 


was discussing the 


power. If the Senate has a right- 


| yery strongly—to participate in the negotiation of treaties, it 
follows of necessity that, upon proper request for information 

| of the President as to the status of negotiations, he has no con- 

| stitutional power rightfully to refuse to respond; and yet the 


Senator will not for one moment contend that it is not entirely 
permissible for the President to decline to send to the Senate 
any information upon the subject, will he? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, we must discuss these questions 


| with reference not to what antagonistic people would do where 
| ohne man was opposing another. 


I am speaking of the President 
and the Senate-—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Upon this question of power. 

Mr. BACON. It is a little more than a question of power; it 
is a question of propriety ; it is a question of what was contem- 


| plated and designed in the law; it is not a question as to what 


the Senator talked about—of power. physical power. We have 
no means of absolutely compelling the President to do it. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will permit me to answer 
the question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not interrupt the Senator again - 

Mr. BACON. I do not object to interruptions, if the . 
when he has asked a question, will permit me to answer it. 
The Senator says he is not talking about etiquette, that he is 
not talking about the matter of propriety, and yet I respect- 
fully submit that the language of the Senator as used before 
raised a question of propriety. The Senator takes the position 
that the Senate has no right in the matter; that it has no juris- 
diction up to the time that the President sends the Senate a 
treaty, and that for the Senate to make an inquiry or to attempt 


Senator 


| in any manner to influence the act of the President is an in- 


trusion upon him. That is the language of the Senator. I will 
not read it again. I have already read it, and it is in the 


RECORD. 

The Senator goes on thereafter and speaks of a case where 
the command is, according to his view, properly given to the 
Senate, in the foreign affairs, to “hands off.” The Senator 
speaking of propriety. It is of the utmost impropriety if their 
a little more de- 
tailed statement as to what I conceive to be the exact relation- 
ship and reciprocal duty of these parties, and whether, 2¢ 
cording to the spirit and letter of the Constitution, and according 
to what was said by the great men who framed it, at the time 


iS 


See 


hundred years, it 
been recognized as a propriety, or whether it 
and an intrusion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Speaking, then, of the question of pro- 
priety, to which the discussion is reduced, I ask 

Mr. BACON. It is not reduced to that. Go ahead, 


has 


is an impropriety 


Senator from Georgia 


though. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought the Senator had reduced it t 
| that. 

Mr. BACON. Go on. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator this question: Does 
| the Senator think it would be within the proprieties, confining 


it to that alone, not discussing the question of power, for 
Senate, under the Senator’s construction of the word “ adyvi 
to send a resolution to the President advising the President to 
negotiate a treaty? 

Mr. BACON. I will come to that direct point, though I 
will now say to the Senator, yes, before I get to it in order. 
But I will come to that, and that is directly in the line of what 
I have been discussing, if the Senator will permit me to ap- 
proach it at the proper time. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall not—— 


the 
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Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Indiana, as I have 
already stated that I shall discuss it in order, will let me get 
to it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask this question: Would the Presi- 
dent be bound in any wise to respond to a resolution to negotiate 
such a treaty? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly not, any more than we are bound to 
ratify a treaty that he negotiates. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is a mere matter of politeness. 

Mr. BACON. It is a good deal more than a mere matter of 
politeness, and I think I will show it before I get through, if I 
am permitted to have the opportunity. 

Now, Mr. President, I have dwelt upon that part of the sub- 
ject a little longer than I otherwise would have done in en- 
deavoring to meet the inquiries which had been propounded to 
me by Senators. I have endeavored to show that according to 
the language of the Constitution the function of the Senate, 
whether it is in each actively employed or not, properly begins 
with the inception of a treaty; that the law makes the Senate 
the adviser of the President in the making of a treaty through 
all its stages, not that it requires that in every instance the 
President shall have the advice and counsel of the Senate, but 
that in every instance the President has the right to have it, 
and, correspondingly, in every instance the Senate has the right 
to offer it. That is what I mean. If the Senator from 


Indiana construes that as mere acts of politeness, I will take | 


that as a definition of it. 
That is the relation. It is the right of the President to 
have; it is the right of the Senate to offer. It is no intrusion 


upon the right of the Senate, before the submission of a treaty | 
and before it is asked whether or not it will ratify it, for the | 


President to ask the advice of Senators, either collectively or 


individually, ¢ it is no intrusion I nart of the Senate | : ss ‘ 
roach eal Penge Peds argh 2 om: the part: of the Senate | somewhat peculiar, if this book had been written by some one 


to ask of the President information with reference to any 
treaty he proposes to make and to advise as to the policy or 
impolicy of making it. That is the proposition which I make, 
and it involves a little more than politeness. 

Ordinarily in the making of treaties it is not needful that 
the rule of constitutional law for which I contend should be in- 


occasions when by reason of the delicacy of a diplomatic situa- 
tion, the President will reply that he does not consider it com- 
patible with the public interest to give to the Senate informa- 
tion as may be requested—a suggestion of which fact by the 
President, is always courteously acquiesced in by the Senate. 
But the reciprocal right and duty nevertheless exist, and in 
grave emergencies they should be exercised, and the effort to 
thus: exercise them is not properly met by the denial of their 
existence. Much less is there warrant for resenting as an in- 


trusion, the attempt to exercise such right and duty either by | 


suggestion or inquiry on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. President, what is the history of this matter? I hold in 
my hand the Madison Papers, written by Mr. Madison, taken 
down by him during the convention and given to the public by 
him later, in which there is a detailed account of the entire 
proceedings of the convention, with a statement of every motion 


that was made, every paper that was submitted, and a summary | 


of everything that was said by every member of the convention. 
I now want to state this fact: That convention was in session 
about four months. From the beginning of it to the end of it, 
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until near the close of that convention, the consensus of opinion | 


of all of the delegates to that convention was that the Senate 


should be clothed with the entire and exclusive right and power | 


to make treaties, and there was never a draft of a constitution 
submitted to the convention that did not have in it the express, 
unqualified provision that the Senate, and the Senate alone, 
should make treaties. 

Now, what I have said needs this partial qualification: We 
all know that Mr. Hamilton was a great advocate of central 
power, and Mr. Hamilton, so far as I have been able to find in 
an examination of this book, was the only one up to the latter 
part of the convention—about which I will speak more defi- 
nitely a little later on—who even suggested that a provision for 
the participation of the President in the making of treaties 
should be incorporated in the Constitution; and even when 
Mr. Hamilton suggested it, saying at the time that he would 
not offer it, he suggested it as something which the President 
should do upon “the advice and with the approbation of the 
Senate.” Those are his words. If the Constitution had that 
language in it now, there would be no question; there could 
possibly be none, it seems to me, because the advice there evi- 
dently contemplated, preceded the act of approval. 

This was the first suggestion in the convention, that the Presi- 
dent should participate in the making of treaties; and it is 
instructive to note well the phraseology, especially when coming 


from Hamilton, indicating clearly as they do that the advice 
was not to be limited to the time and the act of ratification. 
And when this was finally incorporated in the Constitution 
the intended meaning was doubtless the same, although the 
phraseology is different. But my main purpose in citing this 
fact is to cite the only instance until near the close of the 
convention in which it was even suggested that the President 
should participate in the making of treaties. And from the be 
ginning to the end of the convention it was never once suggested 
by anyone that the President should exercise that power alone. 

Mr. Charles Pinckney submitted to the convention a complete 
draft of a proposed constitution, and it was the basis of what 
ultimately was adopted as the Constitution. In that draft 
Article VII was in these words: 

The Senate shall have the sole and exclusive power— 

Omitting parts which relate to other matters— 
to make treaties. 

That was in May, and so it ran on until the latter part of tlic 
convention before there was ever any change made or sug- 
gested. 

All the various provisions proposed were debated, and finally 
it was committed to a committee on detail, the purpose of which 
was to have a committee of learned and prominent men to shaje 
up all the various provisions of the Constitution which had been 
proposed and substantially agreed upon, and when the comuniit- 
tee on detail, after all this long discussion, reported to the con- 
vention the proposed Constitution, it had in it this language: 


Ant. IX, sec. 1. The Senate of the United States shall have power to 
make treaties. 


No participation by the President; and in the discussion of it 
as it went along, finally Mr. Madison made this suggestion. The 
language as found in the book which I am about to quote being 


else, and it had represented in it that Mr. Madison had used this 
language, it might have been thought that possibly he did not 
use these exact words, or did not mean what those words in- 
plied, but Mr. Madison, as it happens, is the author of the book 
and was also the man who made the motion, and here is what 


. ; . ‘ | said i i iB 4 iscussi 4 , 
voked in practice. And when invoked there will doubtless be | he said in making the motion. It was on the discussion of th: 


article I have just read: 

Article IX, section 1, being resumed, to wit: “The Senate of the 
United States shall have power to make treaties "— 

That was then under consideration, the provision being as it 
had been intended by the convention from the beginning— 


Mr. Madison observed that the Senate represented States alone, and 
that for these as well as other obvious reasons it was proper that the 
President should be an agent in treaties. 


And it was upon Mr. Madison’s motion, based upon the propo- 
sition that the President should be an agent in treaties, that the 
present provision in the Constitution was incorporated in it. 
Not only so, Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, an agent in 
what particular? 

Mr. BACON. I am not attaching any special weight to the 
word “ agent,” except to show that it could not have been con- 
templated in the use of the word “ agent” that he was to be the 
whole thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. He was a joint maker, made so by the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. But up to that time he had not been. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; but in what particular did the Cousti- 


| tution intend the President should be a participant? 


Mr. BACON. Just in the particular that the Constitution 
says. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well—— 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator left the Chamber and did 
not hear what I said previously. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I heard it. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. I was tracing the history of this 
in the convention, where throughout the purpose was to corfide 
this power solely in the Senate, and while finally, after the 
committee on detail had reported and the convention had tiken 
up the Constitution, which they had reported, section by section, 
when they came to section 9, which provided that the Senate 
should have the sole power to make treaties, Mr. Madisoi s:ys 
that, as the Senators were the representatives of the States. for 
that and for other reasons, the President should be an «vent 
in treaties, 

The convention then went on and made the provision w lich 
gives him full participation with the Senate in the makings ot 
treaties, and I am not detracting from that power in any Pl 
ticular. I am simply denying that the purpose was to gi\° bil 
any superior authority in the making of treaties over (:° 0" 
thority which was conferred upon the Senate. To each it sve 
a separate function, and the exercise by each of that function 
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was necessary to the making of treaties. There was no divi- 
sion of the making of treaties into two parts, the decision of 
eyery material part and parcel by one, with only the power to 
say yes or no by the other. They were equal in function and 
dignity. 

rhe Senator from Wisconsin in his argument said that the 
President was supreme—he used the word “ supreme ’—in the 
making of treaties to the extent that even after a treaty was 
submitted to the Senate and ratified by the Senate, the Presi- 
dent could put it in his pocket and not promulgate it or ex- 
change ratifications. 

No doubt that is true, and in the same way when the Presi- 
dent sends a proposed treaty to the Senate, the Senate, if it 
sees proper to do so, can treat it without any attention whatever 
and not even refer it to a committee. It would not be seemly 
to do so, but no more so than for a President to be likewise 
heedless and regardless of the views of the Senate in reference 
to the propriety or the policy of making a proposed treaty in 
a matter touching vitally the interests and the institutions of 
the country. It would be not less unseemly for him to reply to 
an inquiry or suggestion of the Senate, “ Hands off.” 

In what particular is the power of the President thus to put 
a treaty ratified by the Senate in his pocket more supreme than 
the power of the Senate to bury in its archives without action 
a proposed treaty sent to it by the President? I am not de- 
tracting from the President or his power; I concede to him his 
full constitutional power; but I deny the proposition that the 
President has any superior power or any superior dignity in 
the making of a treaty over and above the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Suppose the Constitution had been silent 
upon the question of the treaty-making power, where would that 
power have lodged? Or I will put the question in this way: 
Suppose the Constitution had said nothing about making trea- 
ties, would not the complete power of making treaties have been 
in the President, under section 1 of Article II, which lodges the 
executive power in the President? 

Mr. BACON. I think not. I do not understand the word 
“executive” to mean anything of the kind. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does naf the Senator think that in the 
nitural division of the powers of Government into legislative, 
executive, and judicial the treaty-making power has always been 
considered an executive function, and, therefore, if the Con- 
(itution had been silent upon the subject of treaties, it would 
liave been completely under the President’s control, under that 
provision of the Constitution which confides in the President 

e executive power, and that that section concerning treaties 
is inerely a limitation upon that universal power? 

\ir. BACON. Oh, no. The Senator has gone to his favorite 
doctrine as to extraconstitutional power, which I will not stop to 
discuss with him to-day. The two continents, separated by the 
Atlantic Ocean, are not wider apart than the Senator and I upon 
the subject of the exercise of powers not found in the Constitu- 
tion 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. BACON. I can not discuss it to-day. It would take all 


I\ time. 
\ir. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator to answer this 
tion: Since the Constitution has said nothing about 





BACON. The Senator has asked that question, and he 
( not let me answer before repeating it. The Senator wili 
pardon me, but he has already asked it twice. 
‘iv. BEVERIDGE. I will ask this question: If the Consti- 
1 had said nothing about the treaty-making power, where 
d the treaty-making power have been lodged? 
BACON. I have received that question from the Senator 
al times. I have said that I did not agree with him that it 
i be with the Executive. 
\ir. BEVERIDGE. Where would it be? 
‘ir. BACON. I think, undoubtedly, in the legislative branch 
» Government, for reasons which I will give. 
\ir. BEVERIDGE. That is the whole question. 
BACON. Here is where the sovereignty of the Govern- 
was intended to be in almost its totality—in the legisla- 
branch of the Government, and the vast array of powers in 
‘first article of the Constitution prove it; and, further than 
', the Constitution of the United States was intended to take 
lace of and to supersede the Articles of Confederation, wn- 
vhich articles the power to make treaties did lodge in Con- 
‘ilone; and it was not to be presumed when the Constitu- 
Was formed, in the absence of some special and particular 
ens ition, that it was the intention to confer it upon the 
tive. The presumption would be the other way. 
vas about to say, however, at the time of the interrogatory 
|'opounded to me by the learned Senator, in concluding what I 
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had to say on the history of this matter, that President Wash- 
ington in one of his messages casts a very strong light upon the 
question as to what was the estimate which this convention had 
of the treaty-making power and of the duty and function which 
the Senate should exercise in the treaty-making power. In a 
famous message, which the Senator from Wisconsin cited and 
which has been cited frequently and with which we are all 
familiar, where President Washington refused to send certain 
papers to the House of Representatives upon its demand, upon 
the ground that the House of Representatives had nothing to do 
with treaties, and that the Senate alone was the body with which 
he was to deal, the Senate alone was the body which had the 
right to ask of him information, the Senate alone was the body 
which bad the right to share with him the secrets connected 
with foreign affairs, stated this fact: 

It is found in his message. He said not only was the treaty- 
making power confided in part to the Senate, but, speaking as 
he did and as he said, as a member of the convention and 
familiar with what had been done and said there, he added that 
there was a very strong effort made not only to require that two- 
thirds of the Senate present should agree to a treaty, but that 
two-thirds of the entire Senate, whether present or not, should 
be required before a treaty could be put into effect. There 
could searcely be stronger evidence than is found in this his 
torical fact of the supreme estimate which was placed by the 
convention of the importance that the Senate should be the con 


trolling influence in determining whether or not any given 
treaties should be made with foreign countries. 
Mr. President, we have often had cited the fact that Wash 


ington during his Administration met personally with the Senate 
to advise as to the making of treaties. He had been present 
during all the deliberations of that Convention; he was presi 
dent of the Convention which made the Constitution; he had 
heard all the deliberations; he had doubtless in persona! 
views canvassed this matter and discussed it with members o 
the Convention, and the fact that he met personally with the 


tel 


Senate, the fact that he conferred personally with the Senate 
as to the propriety of making treaties before attempting to 
negotiate them, show what he understood to be the intention of 


the Convention—that the Senate should be not simply the body 
to say yes or no to the President when he proposed a treity, 
but that the Senate should be the adviser of the President 
whether he should attempt to negotiate a treaty. What possible 
doubt can there be under such circumstances as to what was 
his understanding of the purpose and intention of those who 
framed the Constitution? And what possible doubt can there 
be that his understanding was correct? 

Mr. President, it is true that that practice has been aban- 
doned, so far as concerns the President coming in person to 
sit in a chair on the right of the presiding oflicer to confer 
with members of the Senate, as our rules still provide he shall 
do should he come here personally, showing we recognize the 
propriety of his coming and his right to come. But nevertheless 
during my official term it has been the practice of Presidents 
and Secretaries of State to confer with 
propriety of negotiating or attempting to negotiate a treat 

I know in my own experience that it was the frequent prac 
tice of Secretary Hay, not simply after a proposed treaty had 


Senators as to the 


been negotiated, but before he had ever ‘conferred with the 
representatives of the foreign power, to seek to have conferences 
with Senators to know what they thought of such and such a 
proposition; and, if the subject-matter was a proper matter for 
negotiation, what Senators thought as to certain provisions; 
and he advised with them as to what provisions should be incor 
porated. 

I recollect two treaties in particular. One is the general ar- 


bitration treaty. I do not know whether he conferred with all 
Senators, but I think he did. I think he conferred with y 
Senator in this Chamber, either in writing or in person, as to 
the general arbitration treaty. He certainly conferred with me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who did? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Hay. He certainly conferred with me, 1 
only once but several times, and I presume he did the same with 
other Senators, not simply as to the question whether a treaty 
should be negotiated, but as to what provisions should be in 
corporated in it. I am sorry to say that while agreeing with the 
purpose in view I could not agree with some of tl 
incorporated in that particular treaty, and he went on and f 


treaty was formulated with which in all particulars I did not 
agree. But I am simply speaking of the fact that he co! red 
with Senators before he formulated a treaty, not simply befor 

the President sent it here, not simply before it w negotiated 


with Sir Mortimer Durand and the 
countries, but before it had been formulated 


ambassade I's ol oL_Lner 








e 
2130 

Then, as to another, I recollect distinctly the Alaskan treaty. 
Time after time and time after time Mr. Hay, then Secretary 
of State, conferred with Senators, and, I presume, with all the 


Senators, as to the propriety of endeavoring to make that treaty 
and as to the various provisions which should be incor- 
porated in it, recognizing the delicacy of the situation, and the 


provisions of that treaty were well understood by members of 
the Senate and approved by members of the Senate before it 
was ever formulated and submitted to Sir Michael Herbert. 

But what was Mr. Hay doing in all that time? Was he car- 
rying out the contemplation of the Constitution? Was he en- 
gaged in the performance of a high duty? Was he availing 
himself of a valuable instrumentality, or was he simply en- 
gaged in the interchange of politeness? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to make an 
inquiry of him? 


Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 
Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator conceive of no distinction 


between consultation by the Secretary of State, if he so wills 
it, with and the participation of the Senate as a 
body, the thing of which we are speaking, as a part of the 
negotiating power? 


Senators, 


Mr. BACON. The Senator leads me to remark what I said 
to a Senator yesterday, that the Senator’s mind necessarily 
works more rapidly than another man’s tongue can. The 
Senator is simply anticipating what I was coming to on that 
point. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a high tribute to my intelligence. 

Mr. BACON. On the contrary, I consider it a tribute to me, 
that the logical sequence of the question is directly where 
the Senator put it, and that I had ‘been so fortunate as to 
be going straight in that direction. So I can take it as a 


compliment to myself. 

I will, however, now take the subject which I was about to 
discuss otherwise, just in the form in which the Senator puts 
it, because it is practically the same as that which I had in- 
tended. 

The Senator asked me this question: Do I draw no distinc- 
tinction between the voluntary action of the Secretary of State 
endeavoring to get the opinion of the Senator or of myself and 
the act of the Senate seeking—I do not know whether I am cor- 
rectly quoting him; if not, the Senator ean correct me—to 
proffer to the State Department or to the President advice 


unasked? Is that the question? 
Mr. SPOONER. Well, yes; substantially-—— 
Mr. BACON. That is the way I understeod it. 


Mr. SPOONER. Although I want the Senator to understand 


that I have not questioned the right of the Senate—— 
Mr. BACON. I know; but the Senator asked me a question. 
Let us discuss that afterwards. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
private. 


Mr. BACON. I do not understand the Senator's question. 


Mr. SPOONER. The question I put to the Senator was this: 
If he did not recognize a distinction, from the standpoint of 
the tter of constitutional power, between the President— 
leave out the Secretary of State—asking individual Senators 
their judgment as to a proposed treaty, and his inviting the 
Senate as a body, or individual Senators volunteering to the 
President their advice as to a proposed negotiation, and the 
action of the body as a body volunteering their advice, especially 
if they asserted the right to do so? 


Mr. BACON. Well, I will answer the Senator definitely. I 


To offer its advice, either in public or in | 
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doubtedly true that the President alone determines whether he 
will approve and act upon the advice of the Senate, just as the 
Senate determines whether it will or will not approve a pro- 
posed treaty. But can it be contended that the Senate, ;)- 
though the constitutional adviser of the President, can only giye 
advice when asked for it, and that it is an intrusion to pr 
it when thus not asked for it? Where is the warrant in the 
Constitution for such contention? That it has not been so recog 
nized by the President or by the Senate is shown by the fact 
that it has frequently happened that resolutions have frequently 
been passed by the Senate informing the President that the 
Senate would approve a treaty for a given purpose. Can it he 
said that while proper to thus notify the President, in ady: 
of what the Senate would approve in a treaty, it is improper to 
notify him also, in advance, of what it deprecates, if it is pro- 
posed to embody it in a treaty? Can it be proper for the Senate 
to offer advice or counsel to the President as to the policy or 
impolicy of a proposed treaty, and at the same time improper 
to ask for the information upon which to base such advice 
or counsel? Where is the logic of such a contention? 

gain, can it be proper to advise the President as to the de- 
sirability and policy of negotiating a treaty where he has not 
taken any action relative thereto and where the suggestion 
originates with the Senate, and on the other hand be improper 
to advise him of the undesirability and impolicy, in the opinion 
of the Senate, in a ease where it is reliably learned throuch 
other sources that he has begun to take or has taken action rela- 
tive thereto? Where does the Senate get power to amend a 
treaty if its authority is limited to consenting to what the 
President has done? When the Senate has amended a pro- 
posed treaty and the President thereafter submits the ameund- 
ment to the foreign power for its consideration, has not the Sen- 
ate taken part in the negotiation of that treaty? 

If the contention is correct that the jurisdiction and power 
of the Senate do not begin until the proposed treaty is sent to 
the Senate, then none of these things are proper, and to make 
an inquiry of the President relative to a proposed treaty is an 
intrusion upon his exclusive jurisdiction. If the contention is 
correct, it matters not what may be the well-understood purpose 
of an Executive in negotiating @ treaty or in sending delegates 
to a conference, the Senate,is dumb until it receives a proposed 
treaty. It may be, as forcefully suggested by the Senator 


A 


| from Maine [Mr. Hate] a few days ago, that the proceeding 


tends inevitably to war, and yet it will be an intrusion for the 
Senate to even make an inquiry of the Executive concerning 
the same. 

Again, the Executive may, without ever sending any proposed 
treaty to the Senate, continue to send delegates to Buropean 
international political conferences, and in time practically de- 
stroy our recognition of the long-established doctrine of non- 
entanglement by us in such disputes. After having taken an 
active part by our delegates in the Algeciras conference, no 
proposed treaty may be submitted to the Senate. Nor is that 
all in sight. We are told in the press dispatches that European 
questions coneerning the Balkan States are again becoming 
acute; that there is great tension, and that another European 
war cloud is gathering in the East. Doubtless there will be 


| another conference to deal with that situation and determine 


do not recognize the distinction, and I will tell him the reason 
ey 

When the President or the Secretary of State either—say, 
the Vlresident, to simplify it—asks a Senator what he thinks 
al the proposition to negotiate such and such a treaty, and 
wi! he thinks as to the specific terms to be incorporated in that 
t1 he does not ask that Senator that question as he asks | 


Ave ord that he may have the advantage of advice 
and stance from a man in whose intellectual processes and 
cap: he is confidence, but he asks him because of the fact 

Constitution of the United States makes the Senator 


er, his constitutional, official adviser and counselor in 
the iking of treaties. 

Now, Mr. President, 
» President 


f that is true, is that advice something 
has exclusively within his control? Is it 


wl t] 


something which he can ask, and which he alone can get the 
benefit of in case he does ask, or is it a great constitutional 
provision which makes it a reciprecal right for a common 
benefit ? 

Can it be said that while it is proper for Senators or the Sen- 
ale to respond when advice is asked, it is improper, under the 
coustitutional provision, to volunteer such advice? It is un- 


the relative rights and powers of the war lords of Europe. ‘To 
that, according to the new doctrine, it will again be in order to 
send delegates from the United States. And after having 
an active part in the deliberations of the conference, as 
proposed treaty may be sent to the Senate. And although in 


uien 


n no 


attending each of these conferences by our delegates treme! 
strides will have been taken in establishing precedents and ! 
destroying the doctrine of an hundred years against entaneie- 


ments in European international disputes, still in the absence 
of any proposed treaty submitted, the Senate must be dum), and 


| it is an intrusion to even make an inquiry of the Presid nt i 
the interest of the preservation of the cherished policies of out 


Smith, whom he happens to meet upon the | 


trinoe 
Lut. 


country. Mr. President, I can not subscribe to such a do 
It seems to be somewhat remarkable that there s! 

such extreme sensitiveness about the Senate assuming | 

as to the “ negotiation” of a treaty, when it seems to be entirely 


ald be 


advise 


proper for “ advice” to be given by the President to 5 tors as 
to how they should yote on the question of the ratification 04 
treaty. te 


Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, doc: 


if the President asked a Senator’s advice as to whether a tre 
should be negotiated or not, the Senator is under any cousti' 
tional duty to give it, or would be committing a breac!: of Se 
atorial duty if he declined to advise in advance? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator declined? , 


Senator 
the right 
rn policy 


Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator declined. The 
speaks of reciprocal rights. He says the President bh 1S 
to ask a Senator for his advice as to whether any for 
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shall or shall not be pursued in the matter of negotiating a 
treaty. To test that, does the Senator think if the President 
has a right to ask it 

Mr. BACON. Ask the question now. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator, I should think, ought to have 
a reciprocal duty to answer. 

Mr. BACON. I think so, undoubtedly. 





Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think the Senator 
obliged to answer? 
Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly he may not be able to give it. 


Hie may say, “I have not the information; I have not made up 
my mind.” But for the Senator to say, “I have an opinion, 
but I will not give it to you,” would, in my opinion, be a con- 
travention of his constitutional duty. There is but one possible 
ground upon which a Senator could base any such refusal, and 
that is, if he were to say (and I do not think he would be cor- 
rect in that), “I recognize that this is an act which should 
be performed by the Senate as an organized body and not by 
myself in my official individual capacity, and therefore I de- 
cline to give any individual opinion.” That is the only ground 
upon which he could put it, and I do not think that would be 
a correct ground. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would it not be an eminently proper and 
wise ground for the Senator to take that the people were en- 
titled to his independent judgment on the question as to whether 
. treaty should be ratified or not by the Senate after it had been 
negotiated and submitted to the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator to please repeat his question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would it not be entirely proper and wise 
and almost a duty for a Senator to say, “I decline to commit 
myself as a Senator in advance to a proposed treaty. I prefer 
to wait until the power of negotiation, which the Constitution 
lodges in the President, shall have been put forth and the Sen- 
ate is in possession of the instrument, so that I can read it, 
study it, have the advantage of debate upon it among my asso- 
ciates, and then give to it the independent judgment to which 

people are entitled from every Senator?” 
| doubt myself, and I have had some experience, the wisdom 

Senator committing himself blindly to a foreign policy, to 
end in the negotiation of a treaty, to find himself later, when 
the negotiation is ended and the document is laid before the Sen- 
te, halfway (which with an honorable man means a great 
way) committed, and committed too early and teo hastily. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator asks me a question and proceeds to 
argue 1t. 


Mr. SPOONER. 


of 


I beg the Senator’s pardon. 


Mr. BACON. No, the Senator need not do that, and he 
knows it. But I said that for a purpose. I was so much in- 


terested in the Senator’s argument, I am not sure that I have 
his question exactly formulated in my mind, and therefore I ask 
the Senator to repeat it. 
Mr. SPOONER. My question was 
dent asks a Senator his advice as to 
ir. BACON. 


as to whether if the Presi- 
a negotiation—— 

I hope the Senator will just give me the ques- 
\Ir. SPOONER. Dees the Senator consider it the constitu- 
tional duty of a Senator to give advice? 

Mr. BACON. Is that the Senator's question? 

Mr. SPOONER. That was the question. 

Mr. BACON. I answer unhesitatingly in the affirmative. 

‘ir. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Ohio will pardon me. 
lie Senator from Wisconsin asked me a question and he then 
edit. He has asked it again, and I am trying to reply to it. 
ll with the greatest of pleasure yield to the Senator after- 

ds, but I hope he will permit me to answer the Senator from 
OnSIn, 

¢ Senator asks me the abstract question whether or not I 
ler it to be the constitutional duty of a Senator to give ad- 

to the President as to the propriety of the making of a 


ty before it has been sent to the Senate. I answer in the 
inative. The Senator goes on to say that no Senator ought 
ve blindly his advice. I quite agree with him, as I have 


iited before. A Senator may decline to give the advice 
the ground that he has not had the proper time for making 
s mind satisfactorily to himself, or for other good reason. 
. Mr. President, advice means also counsel. Advice means 
than giving simply the statement of what the Senator 
s ought to be done. It means counsel; and, therefore. while 
Senator might say to the President, “I am not in a position 
ke up my mind definitely as to what ougiit to be done,” 
President would then proceed to counsel with him and sug- 
such and such a condition of affairs and such and such 
lies which might be applied, with a view to arriving at a 
‘usion as to what would be the proper thing to do. Then. 


P>tli 
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| I say if the Senator would turn his back on the Presid 
say, “I decline to counsel with you or to hear your s 


i 
| 


| in so doing. 


is | 


| opinions which, under other circumstances, 


| to be too personal, and I will not 


| some of them, not all of them—dgiven their adhesion to 


or to confer with you as to what is the proper tl 
while, of course, it would be a n 
Senator, from my point of view the Senat 


itter of conscience f eacl 
or would be derelict 
Now I will hear the Senator from Ohi 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator has gone by what he 
ing about when I rose a moment ago. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. FORAKER. But what I had in mind to ask him I can ask 
now, if he is courteous enough to yield. The 
speaking of the individual responsibility of Senators. I under- 
stood him to say that each individual Senator, if called upon 
by the President for his advice with respect to a treaty he was 
negotiating, was under a constitutional obligation and duty to 
respond and give to the President his advice. I wanted to ask 
the Senator whether or not he thought, that being the case, 
it would be a good excuse for a Senator to answer that he had 
he might be willing 
to give him the benefit of, but he was bound by the order of the 
party caucus not to advise him on that subject. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not know of anyone who 
is in a better position to propound that inquiry or to answer it 
than the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Why so, may I ask? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not want 
say “the Senator from Ohio.” 
I will take that back. tut I do say there are Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber who are in an admirable position to 
propound and answer that inquiry, for to my certain knowledge, 


was talk- 


sen 


itor wus 


ise 


for reasons which are satisfactory to them and persuasions 
which are sufficiently forceful, they would be in exactly the 
same position when the President asked advice of them, because 


uncer such persuasions and such forceful influences they h 


me 


isures 
of which they did not personally approve. 
Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will allow 


7... sé Vex 
wwe to say that dur- 


ing all my service here I have never been bound by the action 
of my party in caucus, because it has never held a caucus. We 
have conferences, in which we exchange our views, but no man 


is bound by the action of a conference. I have been in confer 
ences and then I have gone out and differed on the floor of the 
Senate from what a majority of the Senators attending the 
conference saw fit to agree upon. 

Mr. BACON. In some few instances, that is a fact. 

Mr. FORAKER. So far as treaties are concerned, there 
never been a caucus during all my service here until Inst Sat- 
urday by either party, so far as I am aware. 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President, I am not geing to anti 
pate what is going to be a very interesting performance to-iner- 
row, if we are correctly informed, and I 
tremely, by any suggestion of mine or by being led away into 
the very attractive field to which the Senator invites me, 
deprive the expectant public of what is to be given them to- 
morrow. 

I will simply say this, however, 


has 


3 aa . a 
would dislike eX- 


in 


response to the Sena- 


tor, and then I hope we may preterinit until to-morrow the fm 
ther consideration of these very interesting developn ts. | 
believe it to be strictly true, as the Senator says, that the 
Republican Senators have never had a binding conference or a 
binding caucus, but I believe it is equally true that they have 
never had one simply because they have that which is very 
much more persuasive, very muci: more constraining, very much 
more binding, very much more coercive than the order of a 
caucus. Now. what that persuasive and constraining and ‘ 


cive influence is I will wait until to-morrow for soi 
the honorable Senator. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Georgia per- 
mit me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. Is it on the same line? If it is on that line 
it would be better to wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. I want to resume my arg? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE Upon the subject of 1 ties, did hei 
party ever take any action of any kind as a p 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. Vresident, if Se on that side 
of the Chamber, or any of thi are led by any other reason 
than their own judgment to support a treaty: if iv of these 
persuasive and binding and coercive influences to which I 
have thus somewhat occultly alluded have induced Senators 
to vete otherwise than their judgment would dictate, then, by 
suggestion at least, they fall under the conde m of the 


Senator from Indiana. 
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Mr. FORAKER. 
not — 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will reserve his ammuni- 
tion until to-morrow. 

Mr. FORAKER. If he would not excuse me from the appli- 
cation of the rule he has just been propounding? 

Mr. BACON. TI will, as a matter of friendship. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORAKER. Will you not do so in view of the record? 

Mr. BACON. No, Mr. President; not now. I am going to 
hasten on. This is all very pleasant, and I would do the best 
I could—I do not know how good that might be—to meet the 
suggestions and pleasantries of the honorable Senators on the 
other side, but for the fact that I feel it due to those who are 
to be the star performers to-morrow that nothing should be now 
anticipated by me on that line. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (S. 529) to promote the national de- 
fense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish Ameri- 
can ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, 
and to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. The Senator from Georgia will proceed. 





I was about to ask the Senator if he would 
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Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President, I am not certain whether 


I had fully 


sin [Mr. Spooner] or not. He is present, and if I have not I 


answered the inquiry of the Senator from Wiscon- | 
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make demands, if you please, on foreign governments, to guard 
so far as watchfulness goes, the interest of our country and of 
our citizens in foreign lands. But when it came to action, whey 
it came to the power to do anything, that power was expressly 
conferred upon Congress, or upon the President in conjunction 
with the Senate. 

What is the most important of all foreign relations? Why, 
the most important of all foreign relations is the relation of 
peace and war. Can the President declare war? Can the 
President prevent a declaration of war? The President not 
only can not declare war, and it is not only conferred in terms 
upon Congress, but even if the President should be opposed to 
a proposed war, two-thirds of each Branch can declare war. It 
would not require his approval. There is the most important 
of all foreign relations. It does not belong to the President, 
Nor can the President alone make peace. He can only do so 
with the cooperation of the Senate. 

The question of commerce is certainly an important matter 
of relation between two countries, and yet the President has no 
power over commerce with foreign nations. The power to regu- 
late commerce is not simply withheld from the President, but 
it is expressly conferred upon Congress; and the subsidiary 
question as to what shall be the terms upon which the mer- 
chandise of a foreign country shall come to this country is a 
question largely important in foreign relations, and is one over 
which the President of the United States has no power. It 
belongs, under the Constitution, to the lawmaking power; and 
that lawmaking power can be exercised. by Congress not only 
without the consent of the President, but over his objection. 

The terms upon which foreign ships shall be allowed to enter 





| our ports or do business with us is an important one in our 


hope he will call my attention to it. My attention has been | 


so diverted I am really not certain whether I completely re- 
plied to his interrogatory. But before leaving it I wish to say 
in a general way that according to my view of the treaty- 
making power, of the duty of the President, and of the duty of 
the Senate, it is a reciprocal and a common duty, one in which 
each has the advantage of the services of the other, one in which 
there is, perhaps, no compulsion, one in which each can defeat 
the work of the other, one in which the cooperation and com- 
bination of the two from the inception to the end is necessary 
in order to fully comply with the intention and design of the 
Constitution makers in this regard. 

The Senator from Wisconsin, in order to accentuate and em- 


phasize the fact that the President of the United States sat | 


away up on a pedestal above us in all matters which related to 


> 


pressed it, of “ ratification, 


foreign relations, but the power to fix and determine them is 
altogether with Congress. 

The question as to whether or not citizens of another country 
shall be allowed to come to this country, and if so, upon what 
terms, is an important question of foreign relations; and yet 
the President has no power to control it. It is a question ex- 
clusively within the lawmaking power. The question whether 
this country will permit any of a certain nationality to come 
at all to this country is a question not with the President, but 
a question with the lawmaking power. 

Nay, sir, the question whether this Government will hold any 
relations with a foreign country is a question with Congress. 
It is entirely within the competency of Congress to pass a law 
that no citizen of a given country shall come to this country, 


| that no goods shall be received from it, that no merchandise 
treaty making, except the simple matter, as he himself ex- | 


because he translates the words | 


“advice and consent” as meaning in the common parlance | 


” 


“ratification,” the Senator, I say, in order to emphasize that 


fact, goes further, and in the clauses of his speech which I have | 


already read he puts up as the supreme power, the supreme con- 
troller in all foreign affairs, the President of the United States. 


The President, according to the Senator from Wisconsin, in all | 
of our foreign affairs is supreme. And, Mr. President, he lays | 
down the proposition with much emphasis, and says that that | 
is—I am not quoting the words now, but the substance—practi- | 


cally conceded by every man who has ever studied the Consti- 
tution. He asserts this so broadly and so emphatically that for 
one to assert the contrary is to recognize in advance that in se 
doing he, according to the Senator, puts himself out of the pale 
and class of reputable lawyers. Yet, Mr. President, at the risk 
of being thus debarred, I want to analyze a little bit the powers 
conferred by the Constitution with reference to foreign affairs, 
and see whether they rest with the President alone or whether, 
in the main, they rest with Congress, and with the Senate in 
conjunction with the President. 


It is true, Mr. President, that in the countries antedating our 
Government the executive, who was almost universally a king— 
I believe little Switzerland was the only exception at that time, 


and I am not sure that it was at that time, because it has had 
varying fortunes, and I have forgotten whether at that partic- 
ular time it was a republic or not—but almost universally the 
executive of a nation was a king, and he did have, among other 
kingly powers, all control over foreign affairs. 
dent, when our Constitution came to be framed there was par- 
ticularly and definitely withheld from the executive every im- 
portant foreign function, according to my view of it. I know 
in one particular the Senator differs from me, but in all others 
he will agree. It took away from the Executive, with the ex- 
ception of the treaty-making power, all power over foreign 
affairs. It made him, in the language the Senator used the 
other day, the organ of intercommunication with foreign na- 
tions. It made him the spokesman for the Government. It 
made him the person to discuss with foreign governments, to 


shall go from this country to it, that no letters shall come from 
it, that there shall be no intercommunication of any kind what- 
ever. Who doubts the power of Congress to do so? 

In other words, it is within the power of Congress to abso- 
lutely sunder the relations between this country and any given 
foreign country. When that is said the whole thing is said; 
when that is said the whole argument is exhausted as to where 
rests the supreme power in foreign affairs, because the = le 
must include every part. If it is within the power of Congress 
to absolutely sunder all relations of every kind, comn reial, 
social, political, diplomatic, and of every other nature, it 





/ tainly within the power of Congress to regulate and contr i 


every question subsidiary to that and included within it. 
Congress and not the President is supreme under the Constitu- 
tion in the control of our foreign affairs. 

Now, Mr. President, there is but one question about which 
there is even any controversy as to the power of the P t 


resident 


| over foreign relations, and that is the one about which the Set- 


| and while I 


But, Mr. Presi- | 


ator and myself have differed for years, and about which I pre 
sume we will continue to differ. It is as to the right of the 
President of the United States to finally recognize or fin lly 
refuse to recognize the independence of a revolutionary or rebel- 
lious country. 

Of course, time does not permit me now to discuss that que 
tion at length. I have heretofore discussed it in the Senate, 
am not very fond of labor, if the time shall ever 
come when that question is per se discussed, I shall ends ivor to 
take my part in it, for it is a most interesting and important 
question. It is a matter to me of the strongest and 1) st abso- 
lute conviction as a legal proposition. Of course, I do not que 
tion at all that where it is a question as to what is the de facto 
government in a fully independent country, that is a question 
which is practically determined by the President of tle United 
States in the recognition of diplomatic relations, but Bon a 
country is in a condition of rebellion, which has asserted ' 
independence and is endeavoring to establish its independence 
and where the parent country is denying its independence 2" 
is by the force of arms endeavoring to put down the COO 
or the insurrection, to say that the President of the Unite 
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States solely and alone cin determine finally that question for 
this country, and that Congress has no power over it, is a mat- 
ter to me absolutely without the domain of logic. I say in 
every act of that kind, the supreme power, the final power of 
decision, is with Congress, the lawmaking power, and whatever 
is done by the executive department in that regard is necessarily 
ubject to the revision and control and reversal of the law- 
iking power. 
Why, Mr. President, we have seen in the papers that a prov- 
e of Russia some month or two ago rebelled and set up an 
lependent government, or, rather, professed to do so. We 
e heard nothing of it lately. I presume it has been sup- 
pressed. Suppose in a case of that kind, not this President, 
any President, had taken upon himself to say, “I recognize 
provinee as an independent government.” To claim that 
would have been a final, conclusive act on the part of the 
vernment of the United States, and that Congress would in 
h ease have no right or power to reverse the decision and 
‘the country from war with Russia, is something to me, I say, 
ond the possibility of comprehension. But I will not go into 


t argument now, because I know I would necessarily enter | 


na field which in itself would be larger really, or as large, as 
the main one upon which I am now engaged in this discussion. 

\lr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
tion? 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCumper in the chair). 
lyoes the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Wis- 
consin? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Constitution gives to the President the 
power to receive ambassadors and ministers. Does the Sena- 
think that the action of the President in the exercise of 
that funetion is subject to the control of Congress? 

Mir. BACON. I have not the slightest doubt in the world 
that Congress, in such a case as I have just mentioned, could 

iss a law and send that ambassador back to the country from 

hich he came. 

Mr. SPOONER. What sort of a law would that be? I am 
not talking now about declaring war or severing diplomatic 
relations, 

Mr. BACON. It can be done that way. 

Mr. SPOONER. What sort of an act would be that instruc- 
tion to the President to send the ambassador back? 

‘Mr. BACON. I do not suppose that the President would 
need any instruction more than the law. 


a 


ques 
ju 





Mr. SPOONER. But what law? 

Mr. BACON. The act 

Mr. SPOONER. What form of law? 

Mr. BACON. The act which should be passed by Congress. 
Mr. SPOONER. What would be the form of such a law ina 


ral way? 
Mr. BACON. 


dor 


Simply to say we would not have an ambassa- 
at all from that country, because we did not recognize it 
ain independent country. That is the act of Congress I have 


mind when I say it would control the President and reverse | <5, will of course remember that at the time the Constitution of 


decision recognizing that province as an independent nation. 

w, as to whether or not Congress should say to the Presi- 

( of the United States, You must not receive John Jones, or 
William Smith, or any other particular man from any particular 
country. Of course nobody contends Congress could do that. 
it is not the question at all. It is the question whether in 
ise where a country, or part of a country in rebellion to 
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other country sets up a professed or pretended independent | 


rmment and sends an ambassador to this country, the recep- 
by the President of the United States of that ambassador 
conclusive and final determination on the part of the 
vernment of the United States that henceforth there shall 
) question but what that is an independent country so 
S the recognition of this country is concerned. My reply to 
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would not that ambassador be an ambassador from that country 
to the United States? 

Mr. BACON. I think so, undoubtedly. 

Mr. MALLORY. In every sense of the word? 


Mr. BACON. I think so, undoubtedly. 
Mr. MALLORY. ‘Then until Congress does take action it is 
conclusive. 


Mr. BACON. I think it is upon all other departments of the 
Government. It has been so decided by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. I have no question about that whatever. 
I am speaking about the ultimate power, the ultimate control, 
and that alone. 

The fact that Congress can for any reason that is deemed by 
it sufficient, absolutely sunder and destroy all relations, includ 


ing relations diplomatic, commercial, and all others, with any 
other country or government, old or young, is a complete dem 
onstration of the power of Congress to reverse any decision 
and action that the President might take in recognizing as an 


independent nation a part of a country still eng 
gle to secure its independence from the government to which 
it had theretofore been in allegiance or subjection. What 
logical escape there can be from the conclusiveness of that propo- 
sition I can not see. The recognition of the independence of 
a people, with all of the consequences which may flow from 
such recognition, is necessarily an act of the highest sovereignty. 
Mr. Seward, when Secretary of State, and when that question 
was a most vital one to the United States, used this language 
in a letter addressed to Mr. Adams, then minister to England: 


To recognize the independence of.a new state, and so favor, | ly 
determine, its admission into the family of nations, is the highest 
sible exercise of sovereign power, because it affects in « 
welfare of two nations and often the peace of the world. 

The prerogative to.determine upon the exercise of this highest 
possible sovereign power belongs properly and necessarily 





ged in a strug 






very case the 


to 


that authority in the State which in its coustitutional functions 
most fully represents its sovereignty. That authority in this 
Government is the law-making power. The Government in its 


entirety is the sovereignty. But the Constitution has invested 
Congress with almost all of the prerogatives of that sovereignty. 

To my mind it is inconceivable that upon the claim of an 
implied power in the Constitution there can be vested the con- 
tention that this “ highest possible exercise of sovereign power ” 
has been reposed in the President alone and finally, when the 
same Constitution requires the approval of the Senate before he 
ean appoint to a foreign country an ambassador or even a 
consul. 

It is not pretended that there is any express grant of power in 
the Constitution to the President to recognize the independence 
of a new nation. It is claimed that this final and conclusive 
power is given to him by implication in a single line of the Con- 
stitution. That line is as follows: 

He shall receive ambassadors and other public mfn 


isters. 





Now, let me read for the benefit of my distinguished and 
learned friend the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Sprooner] 
something that Mr. Hamilton said on that subject. The Sena- 


the United States was under consideration by the various 
States as to whether or not they should adopt it, Mr. Hamilton 


and Mr. Madison wrote a number of 
adoption of the Constitution, and Mr. Hamilton, 
letters—the letter numbered 69—said this: 


letters advocating the 


in one of his 


The President is also to be authorized to receive ambassad nd 
other public ministers. This, though it has been a rich theme of 
declamation, is more a matter of dignity than of authority It a 
circumstance which will be without consequence in the administ } 
of the Government; and it was far more convenient that it s ild be 
| arranged in this manner than that there should be a 1 essity f 
vening the legislature, or one of its branches, upon « y ar l ofa 
foreign minister, though it were merely to take the place of a de} ted 
predecessor. 

There was no man from whom that could come with 1 é 
force than from Mr. Hamilton, because he was the great lvo- 


Senator is that if such an ambassador were sent, Congress | 


ld have it within its power to pass a law that it would not 

<nize that country as an independent country, and that it 

d continue as in the past to recognize it as a part of 

ia, for instance, and when that law was passed it would 

he duty of the President to give that ambassador his pass- 
and no longer recognize him or any other as an ambas- 

' from that pretended government. 

'. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

ie PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

| to the Senator from Florida? 


Mr. BACON. Certainly. 
ir. MALLORY. In the event that the President receives 


ambassador or minister and Congress takes no action to re- 
ud the action taken by the President or to contradict it, 


cate of the concentration of power in the hands of the Executiv« 


He even wanted the President to have the power to appoint the 
governors of the States. It is true that later Mr. Hamilton 
reversed his position and announced the doctrine that the power 
given to the President to receive ambassadors, etc., implied the 
power to recognize the pendence of a new nation; 1 to 





that utterance by him Mr. Madison made and published a reply 


in No. 8 of his letters, signed Helvidius, of which the following 
is a part: 
Had it been foretold in the year 1788, when this rk (the Feder- 


alist) was published, that before the end of the y 179 
assuming the merit of being a friend of the Const 


ivo f wi er, 
n, would appear 


and gravely maintain that this function, w! W to be without con 
sequence in the administration of the Government, nt it have the 
consequence of deciding on the validity of rey t vor of lib 


erty, “ of putting the United States in a condition to become an asso- 








ciate in war ’’—nay, of laying the Legislature under an obligation of | zg 
declaring war’ what would have been thought and said of so visionary | 
a prophet? The moderate opponent of the Constitution would probably 


have 
his 


di 


yvned his extravagance. $y the advocates of the Constitution 
prediction must have been treated as an experiment on public 
credulity, dictated either by a deliberate intention to deceive or by the 
overflowings of a zeal too intemperate to be ingenuous. 

But this question as to the right of the President to finally 
determine the question of the independence of a new nation is 
only incidental to the real question I am endeavoring to discuss 
to-day, and I can not discuss it fully in this connection, inviting 
as it I have discussed it at length heretofore in the Senate, 
as the Senator knows. I am now speaking as to the power of 
the President over our foreign affairs, and I am endeavoring 
to show that there is not a single important function, a single 
important power, saving only the pardoning power, that has 
been given by the Constitution to the President of the United 
States to be exercised by him alone, unless this implied power 
for which the Senator from Wisconsin contends is amongst 
them; and that as to all others, they have been withheld from 
the President of the United States and have been expressly 
conferred upon Congress, or upon the President in conjunction 
with the Senate. 

If we concede the contention of the Senator from Wisconsin 
that the recognition of the independence of a State is a power, 
the ultimate exercise and the highest exercise of which is in the 
President of the United States, it is no answer, even with that 
one exception, to the general proposition that the President of 
the United States has no such great power, so supreme and ex- 
clusive a power and control over foreign affairs, as to illustrate 
and emphasize the proposition that he has similar power, such 
supreme and uncontrolled and uncontrollable power in the 
making of treaties as that when the Senate of the United States 
makes an inquiry as to what is proposed to be done in regard to 
a treaty, the reply could be given, in the language of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, that the President of the United States exer- 
his power in the matter of treaties, under neither “ the 
tutelage nor the guardianship of the Senate.” 

Mr. President, not only in the matter of foreign affairs, but in 
all other matters, in all other powers, the design of the mak- 
ers of the Constitution was that there should be no supreme 
and royal powers in the President of the United States. The 
fight out of which they had just emerged was to rid themselves 
of one-man power, and when they came to frame the Consti- 
tution they did not intend to confer any absolute power upon 
one man. The only reason that they provided for a Presi- 
dent at all was that in the nature of things somebody to execute 
the law was deemed to be necessary. 

In all the enumeration of the powers of the President, he has 
the appointment of officers and the making, in conjunction with 
the Senate, of treaties. Outside of that substantially his whole 
power is embraced in one half line—“ he shall take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed.” There is his great office, and 
that is what the Constitution-intended should be his great func- 
tion. “ He shall take care that the laws be faithfully executed.” 
Outside of that, Mr. President, his power is a bagatelle. Out- 
side of that, and the treaty-making power, and the appointing 
power, it is a bagatelle. He is, as stated by the Senator in 


is. 


cises 


“ty 


his speech, the organ of communication with foreign goyern- | 


but his great function, that which gives dignity and | his will being the law to 80,000,000 people, but in the faci that 


ments ; 
power to his office, is that he is to execute the laws. 

ut the Constitution has invested Congress with almost all 
the prerogatives of sovereignty. The broad, unlimited, and 
exclusive grant of all legislative powers under the Constitution, 
without re, carries with it the larger and most important 
part of the powers of sovereignty. But the enumeration in the 
Constitution of the powers of Congress goes further, conferring 


upon it, among others, the powers— 

To lay and collect taxes. 

To provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States. 

To reeulate commerce with foreign nations. 

To coin money and regulate the value thereof. 


To define and punish offenses against the law of nationg 
To declare war. 

To raise and support armies. 

To provide and maintain a navy. 

insurrections and repel invasions. 


Each of these, besides others of which I have omitted to make 


To suppress 


mention, is a distinct power of sovereignty—the powers which 
kings with sovereign power personally wield; and in addition 


thereto after euumerating these most sovereign powers, there 
is the following comprehensive grant of power to Congress: 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into execution the foregoing powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any department or officer 
thereof 

By this not only is Congress clothed generally with all power 


of legislation necessary to carry into effect all the powers 
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ranted to Congress, but Congress is further and exclusivel, 


| vested with the power to make any and all laws necessary and 


proper for the execution of any of the powers of the Govern- 
ment of the United States and of any Department of the Goy- 
ernment, including both the executive and judicial depart- 
ments. Mr. President, when to these great powers is joined 
the power to impeach and remove from office any officer of the 
Government, from the President to the lowest civil officer, little 
could be added to completely invest Congress with every attri- 
bute of the sovereignty of the Government. 

Compared to this great array of sovereign powers granted to 
Congress, those conferred upon the President present a mosi 
striking contrast. He is clothed with the great power and re- 
sponsibility of the execution of the laws, but beyond this the only 
prerogative of sovereignty with which he is exclusively invested 
is the pardoning power, and even that is denied to him in cases 
of impeachment by the House and conviction by the Senate. 

We have passed by more than two hundred years the period 
in the history of our race when one man could assume and ex- 
ercise the power to determine, independently of the legislative 
department, what should be, even in part, the laws of the Goy- 
ernment. The framers of the Constitution stood nearer by a 
hundred years than we do to the time when a King sought to 
rule without Parliament and in defiance of Parliament; when 
he sought to take to himself all the powers of government and 
set at naught the laws of the country’s constitutional lezis- 
lators. The great and wise men who framed our fundament:! 
law stood in the century next removed from that which had 
witnessed the culmination of that great struggle from the 
events of which they gathered the lesson that the material in- 
terests and the liberties of a people are safest when the great 
powers of government are lodged not in the control of one man, 
of whatever title or office, but in the hands of their elected 
representatives. 

They had learned from it that one man invested with such 
powers was quick to consider his own fortunes and the for- 
tunes of his favorites of more consequence than the pros- 
perity of the whole people. They were taught by that history 
to fear that one so girt with power would grow great in his 
own conceit; that he would attempt to draw to himesif all 
the authority of Government, and that not only one born 
to the kingly office, but also one who held but temporarily 
the elective office of President, might come to think himsel! 
compassed with— 

The divinity that doth hedge a king. 


While they hoped that only good and wise men would be 
chosen to that high office, they forgot not the frailties of the 
weak nor the grasping ambitions of the strong. They guarded 
against the worst. They designed that in the hands of a weak 
Executive the Government should not fail, and that in the hands 
of one strong, self-willed, and ambitious there should not be 
imperiled the free institutions which they sought to establish. 
Therefore, while they created a great and noble office, one within 
its legitimate sphere the greatest and noblest of all the earth, 
they designed that its greatness and nobility should not con- 
sist in the arbitrary powers of the kingly office. 

The greatness of the Presidential office does not consist in 


the President in himself personifies the will of a great and free 
people as that will is expressed by them through another de- 
partment of the Government. No man can shut his eyes to 
the fact that to that end, while they invested the President with 
all the great dignity and power of the Executive office, they care- 
fully withheld from him the grant of the powers of sovereignty. 
Every power given to him was most carefully restricte and 
guarded. 

While they gave him the power of the veto, they gave tle 
Congress the power to override his veto by a two-thirds vote 
of each House. 

While they gave him the power to make treaties wii!) for 
eign nations, by and with the advice of the Senate, they re 
fused to him the power to make such treaties without ther 
sanction. 

They gave him power to pardon those convicted of crime, 
but denied to him the power to pardon in cases of impeach 
ment. 

They gave him the power to appoint all civil officers, but eX 
cept temporarily, when Congress is not in session, such © )))0!nt 
ments are of no validity until confirmed by the Senate. _ 

They made him Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy; 
but they left it to Congress to determine what should be t° 
size and Constitution of the Army and Navy, and wheth r there 


should be any Army and Navy. They denied him the }» ver = 
appoint a single officer of either the Army or the Navy, from = 
commanding officers to the lowest subalterns, unless «ich ° 
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such appointments should receive the confirmation of the Sen- 
ate. They gave him no power to equip and maintain either 
Army or Navy for a day. They gave him no power to make 
war, nor can he of himself conclude peace. The power to make 
rules for the government and regulation of the Army and Navy 
is denied to him and is expressly conferred upon Congress. It 
is evident that as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
he is but the Executive arm, and that in that capacity he is 
himself, in every detail and particular, subject to the commands 
of the lawmaking power. 

Finally, they made the Chief Executive, as well as every 
other civil officer, from the head of the Cabinet to the most ob- 
scure civil official, subject to trial and removal from office, with- 
cut appeal, upon impeachment by the House and conviction by 
the Senate—a power, in much conservatism and wisdom, but 
eldom exercised, but nevertheless a power, resting as it does, 
without defined limits as to what shall be deemed a high crime 
or misdemeanor, almost exclusively in the discretion of the 
House and Senate, which is the great safeguard against en- 
croachment and official misconduct. 

Mr. President, the fact is not to be disguised that the actual 
exercise of power by the executive branch of the Government 
in this day far exceeds the bounds originally contemplated for 
it by the Constitution. The correspondence in relative position 
of a president in a republic, and of a king in a monarchy; the 
glamour of a great office in which one man among 80,000,000 is 
chosen as thé sole head of a great department of the Govern- 
ment, while in the other departments the honors are divided 
among many; the gigantic measure of patronage and removal, 
where he seems to have unlimited power to bestow, or to with- 
hold, or to take away—these and other influences combine to 
elevate in the popular mind the prerogatives of the President 
far above the point designed for them in the Constitution. 

It is a remarkable fact that in England, a monarchy, the con- 
stant progress has been toward restraint of executive power 
and the enlargement of the power of the legislative branch of 
the Government, until now practically all political power is in 
the control ef the elected representatives of the people. It is 
a fact still more remarkable that in the United States, de- 
signed distinctively as a representative republic, there has 
been a no less steady progress in the direction of the absorption 
of power by the Executive and of its practical surrender by Con- 
gress, 

Mr. President, Senators are concerned and solicitous about 
the alleged eneroachment of the legislative branch, or of the 
Senate in its executive capacity, upon the powers of the Exec- 
utive; but it seems to me there is very much more reason why 
they should be concerned about the invasion by the executive 
department of the power conferred in the very first sentence of 
the Constitution of the United States. What is that first sen- 
tence, found in Article I, section 1? 
legislative Powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress 


the — States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Rep- 
re ntatives. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him right there? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. BACON. I will yield; but I 
I have just read. 
‘ir. BEVERIDGE. It is merely to call the attention of the 
tor to the first section of Article 2 of the Constitution, 
Which says that— 
: e executive Power shall be vested in a President of the United 
States of America. 


Mr. BACON. 


\f 


¢ 
o 


vant to comment upon what 


Who doubts that? 


ling against it. 

lr. BACON. No; I am not. 

l. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said the President had no 

r power than a limited treaty-making power and the power 
see that the laws were faithfully executed. 
Mr. BACON. I consider that latter an executive power. 

‘lr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly it is one of the executive 
vers ; but does the Senator say it is all of the executive 
wer? 

Mr. BACON. 
ecutive.” 
ying. I want to go back. I will say to the honorable 
Senator that, when I have finished, if he desires to revert to 
that branch of the argument, I will return to it with pleasure, 
ae ap Senate has the patience and can be induced to 
sten to it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGBR. I regret that I diverted the Senator. I 
merely wanted to place immediately parallel with his statement 
about the legislative powers being vested in Congress, which no- 


I say that is the generic meaning of the word 
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The Senator has diverted me from what I was | 
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body denies, the statement that the executive power is vested 
in the President of the United States, which nobody denies; 


and that “ executive” powers include the power to make trea- 
ties, so that anything said in the Constitution about the making 


of treaties is not so much the conferring of power as the limita 
tion of power. If nothing had been said about treaties in the 


Constitution the power to make them, absolute and unlimited, 
would have been in the President under the grant to him of 
“ executive ” powers, would it not? 

Mr. BACON. I will not stop to discuss that matter now. I 
confess that I can not see the pertinency of the Senator's sug- 


gestion. If he will permit me to proceed I will simply say 
him that the word “executive” comes from the 
execute,” and it means one who is to execute the laws 
the government. He is an executive officer and not a legislative 
officer. I have just read this section of the Constitution, and I 
read it again after the interruption in order that it may be in 
proper connection. 

All legislative powers herein granted shal! be 
of the United States, which shali consist of a 
Representatives. 

Is that the law to-day? It is the law on the book, but who 
will say that the legislative power of this Government is exer- 
cised in the two branches of Congress? Who does not know 
that the most influential part of the legislative power of the 
Government is at the other end of the Avenue—in the White 
House? I am not speaking only of the present occupant, 
although I think he is doing his full share of it; but it 
been so in all Administrations in greater or less degree within 
a generation. The Executive has encroached continuously upon 
the legislative branch of the Government, and it has never been 
more pronounced in its encroachment than it is to-day. 

Why, the time was when one who desired legislation by C 
gress came to Congress, and with proper or improper means, if 
you please—certainly with proper means—endeavored to intlu- 
ence Congress in the enactment of certain legislation. How is 
it to-day? Who is it that wants legislation who comes to the 
House of Representatives or to the Senate? We see every day 
in the newspapers accounts of pilgrimages to the White House 
for the purpose of securing legislation; we see every day in the 
newspapers forecasts as to whether or not such and such legis- 
lation will be passed or can not be passed, according as it may 
be announced that it will receive the support or the active oppo- 
sition of the Executive. Absolutely, Mr. President, | saw within 
the past few days an explanation given that the stock market 
had gone or up or down—lI have forgotten which—in conse- 
quence of the announcement of the position of the Executive as 
to a proposed piece of legislation which would affect prices. 
And I have seen statements in the papers that Members of ¢ 
gress had gone to the White House to solicit the aid of 
President to secure the passage of certain desired legislation. 
More’s the pity! 


to 
verb “to 


ol 


vested in a Co 


— 
Senate and House 


of 


has 


Ne 


on- 


the 


Well, Mr. President, as I say, it is not only this President, 
nor the last one, nor the one before, but it has been going on 
and increasing for more than a generation. It is beiter 


Senators and Representatives should concern themselves about 


the question as to whether or not their own prerogatives and 
rights and powers are being encroached upon rather than be 
supersensitive as to whether or not in the assertion of our own 
powers we may be overstepping the mark. Of course, we 
ought not to transgress the limits set to our powers by Con- 
stitution, not by a hair’s breadth, but our particular and special 
duty is to preserve and protect against encroachment our own 

rights and our own powers in this matter. 
Mr. President, the time will come, if this thing continues and 
increases, when the question of the attitude of Senators and 
} 


Representatives with reference to any proposed legislati: 
not be an important matter, and when it will wel ler- 
stood that such and such legislation is to be enacted or def ed, 
as the case may be, regardless of the persona 
ators and Representatives. When that time « 
of each House will cease to discuss measures, becau 
solute uselessness of it. Only “Administration measures’ l 
be enacted, and none others will be attempted f I 
lessness. 

Mr. President, I recall an incident in my own experience I 
once visited a country which was nominally a republic, and, 
being interested in legislative matters, | 
hall of the assemblage, which 
Representatives. While I was not familiar with the language 
of the country to any great extent, I had sufficient knowledge 
of it to be able to tell a negative from an affirmative vote, and 
possibly a little more than that. 

Day after day I visited that assemblage, and in no single day 
did I ever see a member rise and hear him address the Chair, 
and in no single instance did I ever hear a member of that as- 


frequently visite 


corresponds to our 
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semblage cast a vote in the negative on a bill which was before 
it. The votes on bills were always taken by the yeas and nays, 
so that I could tell how each member voted. Every member 
present had his name called, and every one of them, in every 
instance, answered “yes” in the vote on a bill. After I had 
been there several days and had daily witnessed this perform- 
ance, the members seeming absolutely dumb, nobody being heard 
except the presiding officer and the clerk who read the bills, and 
no sound being heard from a member except to say “yes” to 
every bill, my curiosity was excited. Not being able to un- 
derstand the bills as they were read, I stopped at the door 
the house adjourned—they generally sat about an hour, 
passed without a negative vote all the bills that were read to 
them, and were dismissed and went home—lI stopped at the 
door, and as he came out I addressed 4 member who looked to 
me as if he might speak English. Fortunately it did prove 
to be so. 

I narrated what I have said here and told him that it ex- 
cited my surprise and my curiosity ; that I was very much inter- 
ested in legislative affairs, and that I could not understand how 
that body—a large body, too; certainly over 100 men—could sit 
there day after day, with no man ever addressing the Chair, 
and no man ever saying a word, except in private to one of his 
colleagues, and no man ever yoting in the negative. He rather 
hesitated in his reply, and I said, “ For instance, to-day I saw 
passed two bills which were read by the clerk and the roll was 
called, and in each instance every man answered ‘ yes,’ just as to 
every other bill I have seen put to that house for passage there 
was the answer ‘yes’ by every member.” “ Yes,” said he. 
“ Why was it,” I said, “that there was no debate, and why was 
it there were no negative votes?” Said he, “ There was noth- 
ing to debate about; they were simply appropriation bills which 
the President had written and sent to us, and there was nothing 
for us to debate about or to do but to pass them. There was no 
reason why we should discuss them or why we should any of us 
vote ‘no’ upon them.” 

So, Mr. President, if things continue to progress, it may hap- 
pen—I think, though, it will be a long time before it does, be- 
cause our disposition is different from theirs, and such subjec- 
tion and such servility it is impossible to conceive will ever 
come to the Amercan people—but in practical result it will be 
so that the question of what this Congress shall do in any im- 
portant matter will be a question not decided by their own 
judgment or the judgment of a majority, but decided by other 
influences. It is largely so now. More and more the idea will 
be that, excepting “Administration measures,” the only business 
of Congress is to pass appropriation bills and then disperse. It 
is notorious right now that most important subjects of legisla- 
tion, such, for instance, as the revision of the tariff, are receiy- 
ing no attention, and the question whether Congress will or 
will not legislate on them depends solely on whether they will 
or will not be made “Administration measures.” That is openly 
and undisguisedly now recognized in the case of the question of 
the revision of the tariff. 

There can be no condition more dangerous to the maintenance 
of free government than is found in the concentration in the 
hands of one man at the same time of both the executive power 
and practically the power to make the laws he is to execute. 
Whatever may be the form of government, when these two 
powers are thus concentrated in the hands of one man the 

’ ent where that condition exists is an autocracy pure 
imple. It makes no difference in practical effect whether 
that one man himself decrees the laws or whether they are 
el ed in obedience to his dictation. 


Mr. President, I did intend to have something to say about 


as 


Piilil 


the Algeciras conference and possibly about Santo Domingo, but 
I have occupied so much time I will not do so, except to call 
attention to a matter which was the subject of a very short col- 
loguy between the learned Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopce}] and myself when he was on the floor discussing the 
S: » Domingo treaty. The Senator will remember that when | 
he was speaking of the condition of Santo Domingo being such | 
as to warrant and to require our interference I asked him 
whether or not, in his judgment, if similar conditions should ex- 


ist in ( the 


r countries bordering on the Caribbean Sea, it would 


e likewise the duty of the United States Government to inter- 
fere for the purpose of collecting their revenues and settling 
their indebtedness, with a view, perhaps, to prevent the forcible | 

erference of other countries. The Senator from Massachu- | 
setts was rather reluctant to reply categorically, and said that 
be did not think that such conditions would arise. 


I want to read something, Mr. President, to indicate to the 
Senator and to the public whether or not there are now such 
conditions in the Central American countries and in 
countries bordering on the Caribbean Sea as will bring us 





again face to face with the same conditions and require of us— 
if duty now requires of us—again to take the same action with 
reference to them that it is now proposed to take with reference 
to Santo Domingo. I have here, Mr. President, a part of the 
January number of the Monthly Review, an English publica- 
tion, from which I will read a short extract. Speaking of these 
Central American and South American states, with reference to 
their financial condition, this article says: 


Anything like a historical survey of the numerous conversions, 
unifications, consolidations, and more especially reductions, to which 
the external debts of the minor Latin-American republics have been 
subjected could not fail to weary the reader.. But it any. be of in- 
terest to state that the foreign debt of Colombia has been in existence 
for eighty-three years, during approximately forty-seven of which no 
interest was paid; the corresponding figures for Guatemala, Honduras, 
and Venezuela being, respectively, seventy-eight and forty-eight, seventy- 
eight and seventy-two, and eighty-three and forty-one. 


That is, the debt of Guatemala has existed seventy-eight 
years, in forty-eight of which no interest has been paid; the 
debt of Honduras has existed seventy-eight years, in seventy-two 
of which no interest has been paid; and the debt of Venezuela: 
has existed eighty-three years, in forty-one of which no interest 
has been paid. 


Costa Rica and Nicaragua have benefited by intervals during which 
they owed nothing to the foreign bondholder. Nevertheless the externa! 
debt of the first has been in defaujt for some thirty years out of the 
forty-seven which represent its total existence, whilst Nicaragua paid 
nothing for forty-nine years out of sixty-six. 


Again, in the same publication 
Mr. MALLORY. What is the paper? 
Mr. BACON. It is the Monthly Review. 
Mr. MALLORY. For what month? 

Mr. BACON. It is for the past January. 


Moreover, there are various reasons for thinking that even in the 
best-disposed of these Republics the outlook is by no means promising. 
I'wo or three illustrations will suffice to justify this assertion. The 
Nicaraguan debt is small, but owing to the depreciation of her cur- 
rency every pound sterling she pays abroad represents about $25 of 
the local money instead of $5. Some two years ago Colombia issued 
from a protracted civil war, which, if the number of privates killed 
was in any degree proportionate to that of the generals, colonels, etc., 
who fell, must have decimated the population. She has since lost Pan- 
ama, while the ——— of the war were met by the shortsighted expe- 
dient of issuing forced currency. As a result she now finds herself 
saddled with a debt in notes reaching the enormous total of neariy 
$850,000,000. 

At one time the rate of exchange for the paper dollar touched 25,000 
per cent; but by legislative enactment the poy between gold and 
paper was fixed not long ago, in respect of Government transactions, 
at the relatively moderate figure of 10,000 per cent. Even this means 
that Colombia's dollar represents only 2d. of our money, and the brain 
whirls at the thought of the equivalent in currency of the £X1,WvUU 
which she will in future have to pay each year for the service of her 
foreign debt. 


The article I am now about to read is from the Washington 
Post of June 24, 1905, in which is given an extract from tle 
Seuth American Journal, of London. It says: 


The South American Journal, of London, in its issue of June 3, voices 
the joy of the British bondholders in the deal recently consummated 
between Costa Rica and Messrs. Speyer & Co., in which the Governme! 
of the United States is made a party. It says— 


Now it quotes from the South American Journal— 


“Fluctuating between 29 as the highest and 174 as the lowest, an 
opening this year at 28, Costa Rica ‘A’ bonds have this week adv 
to 583, much of this improvement haying taken place quite rece! 
Costa Rica has been in default so long that bondholders are to be «n- 
gratulated on a deal which gives such a high value to their bonds, for 
which they are greatly indebted to Messrg. Speyer. Of course, 
great American firm are not ea and it is believed 
behind them they have at least the moral support of the United Stites 
Government. 









“Seyeral clauses in the agreement would seem to point to this, 
for it would appear that the new loan is to be specially secured wpon 
the Republic’s customs receipts, which are to be collected throuzh a 


customs agency to be designated by Messrs. mere, but should default 
take place then designations may be made by the President « 
United States, who, in another clause, also has the right to request 
Costa Rica to submit any disputes or questions arising to arbitration. 
The London publication adds this most significant sentence: — ; 
“It is believed that Messrs. Speyer have other Central American ce 
faulting states in hand.” “— 
Nearly all the bonds of the Central American republics have fe't ‘e 





stimulus of the new Monroe doctrine. The South American Journal 
prints a list showing the highest prices during 1904 and _ the test 
| quotations, revealing a marvelous improvement, and strongly support 
{ng the report that “ Messrs. Speyer have other Central America) ¢& 
faulting states in hand.” 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. BACON. I do. 
Tr 7 ~~ ree 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is 2 member of the Con se 
on Foreign Relations, and I presume is informed in rego’ - 
these matters. I desire to ask him whether or not he ‘= ot 
ue 


nizant of any arrangement by which this Government 


| properly be called a party to this Speyer agreement? 


the | 


Mr. BACON. 
tor—— 


I am not; but I would say this to the cua 
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Mr. TILLMAN. But is the Senator aware that anybody is 
authorized to deny it? 

Mr. BACON. Well, I think I am. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In what way would the Senator put it? 

Mr. BACON. I will proceed to tell the Senator. I deny that 
anybody has the right to bind the United States in that way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. “In that way;” but I want to know whether 
anybody has tried—whether we have had another Sanchez- 
Dillingham protoeol down there. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has asked a question and I would 
him to please let me reply, and then I will submit to an- 
other with very great pleasure, because the Senator always asks 
very interesting questions. 

There is no reason to believe that there has been any author- 
ization for any such arrangement, at least any authorization 
which itself had behind it any authority of law; but this fact 


is true, that this arrangement is in substance practically the | 


sume arrangement as that which some creditors of Santo Do- 
ningo made with Santo Domingo and which was carried out by 


las been sent to the Senate by the President of the United 


States in a message as a basis for his action in the Santo Do- | 


ningo matter; in other words, just such an arrangement as has 


been made by Speyer & Co. with Costa Rica was made between | shall have entered upon a career where like conditions and like 


the Santo Domingo Improvement Company and the Govern- 
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ment of Santo Domingo, and the effort to carry that agreement | 
out is really the basis of the proposed treaty between the United | 


States and Santo Domingo. 
That agreement provided that in case of default in payment 


by Santo Domingo the customs duties should be corralled and | 


certain officers should be nominated by the President of the 
United States and should go into office for the purpose of col- 


lecting the revenues of Santo Domingo and paying them over in | 


extinguishment of this debt. Under that arrangement there 
Was an agreement as to the amount of the debt, and an arbitra- 
tion as to the way in which the agreement should be carried out, 
and the officers were named, and before the proposed Santo Do- 

ingo treaty was ever promulgated the officers were put in 


irge of the custom-houses in the Dominican Government and | 


were engaged in the collection of revenue. 

It was under that arrangement, it was at that time—— 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BACON. In a moment I will, with pleasure. It was at 
that time, if I understand it correctly, while these oSicers were 
thus engaged in the collection of the revenues of Santo Domingo 
under an agreement between the Santo Domingo Improvement 





| the Senate whether there should or should not 


| had conferred with 


Company and Santo Domingo itself—precisely like this Costa | 


Rican arrangement—that the proposed treaty with Santo Do- 
iuingo was sent to the Senate. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Georgia has not answered 
question. If the Senator from Nevada will permit me, I 
anted to know whether the Senator from Georgia was author- 
1 to state or could state whether or not there is now some- 
\here lying around in the State Department another Sanchez- 
lillingham protocol with Costa Rica? 
Mr. BACON. I have no such information. I never had 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yet the Senator says that the Costa Ricap 
ndition is on all fours with the Santo Domingo condition. 
Mr. BACON. Not at present. I said 
Mr. TILLMAN. You mean it is just ripening. 
ei to the point where the Executive is willing to commit the 
vernment, by his own authority and will, without any con- 
tion with the Senate on the subject. 
Mr. BACON. I will let my euphemistie friend make his own 
tement in regard to that. 
TILLMAN. I want to get light, if there is any light 
© around. 
BACON. 








Al. 


ct. 
‘ir. TILLMAN. Maybe the Senator from Massachusetts has 
Ile seems to be well posted. 
Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina 
t he let me conclude, and then he can ask the question of the 
nator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. TILLMAN. We do not want to drag this thing in by the 
‘id and ears after the Senator is all through. I should like 
get that information from anybody who is willing to offer 
whether or not Costa Rica is in a similar condition or 


I have not got it, at present, at least, on that 


(uation, or likely to get into it, that Santo Domingo was before | 


the treaty was negotiated. 
Mr. LODGE. I know nothing about Costa Rica, but I will 
crely observe that the Senator does not seem to see any 
better after he gets light. 


} 


It has not got- | 
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Mr. TILLMAN. That is the Senator’s opinion, perhaps. 
There might be difference of view, according to the man who is 
talking or listening. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not expect the Senator from South Caro- 
lina to agree with me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. BACON. {[ simply have read these statements relative 
to Central and South American countries in pursuance of the 
colloquy which the Senator from Massachusetts had a few days 
ago, in which, when the Senator was speaking upon the Santo 
Domingo conditions as calling for intervention and action by 
this Government as it is proposed in this treaty, I asked him 
the question, as stated by me a moment ago, whether, in his 
opinion, if like conditions arose or presented themselves in the 
countries bordering on the Caribbean Sea, a like obligation and 
like duty would be imposed upon this Government as to them. 

The Senator from Massachusetts replied that he did not think 
that a like condition would arise or be presented. I have read 


) : L | this for the purpose of endeavoring to show to him and to the 
the award of certain arbitrators who were named, which award | 


country that like conditions are not only liable to arise, but at 
present exist, and that when we enter upon this process we 
will not only ingraft upon this Government this ulcerous sore, 
this pestiferous cancer of Santo Domingo, for all time, but we 
duties and like 
befall us. 

It is a salutary practice for the President to be advised by 
be an attempt 
to make a treaty. There are Senators who have been here for 
a generation and whose advice and counsel would be valuable 
to any President, however learned and able and patriotic he 
|; might be. An election to the Presidency does not ipso facto 
endow one with all knowledge and all wisdom, and it is not an 
| unreasonable suggestion that in the aggregate of ninety Sena 
tors, many of them men of large experience, there is more of 
knowledge of public affairs, more of correct judgment of the 
requirements of the public interests than is possessed by any 
one man in the United States, whoever he may be. 

Mr. President, what stronger illustration could be made of the 
advantage, of the good policy, of having the President of the 
| United States confer with Senators before entering upon trea- 

ties than is found in the present situation? If the President of 

the United States had conferred with the Senators of this body 
before he took any step with reference to Santo Domingo, if he 
an open mind for the purpose of getting 
advice and not for the purpose of directing the views of others, 
is there any man who believes that one-half of the Senate 
would have advised him to undertake that enterprise? Does 
| any man believe that half the Republican side of the Senate 
| would have advised him to undertake the enterprise? It illus- 
| trates the wisdom of the framers of the Constitution. 

Mr. President, that is not all. It would have been greatly to 
the advantage of this country if the President of the United 
States had been advised by the Senate, as some of us endeavored 
to advise him, as to the settlement of difficulties with Colombi 
and I can conceive of no reason why to-day the suggestion of 
| arbitration is not made to the French Government of the diffi- 
| culties with Venezuela, it being known that France is consulting 


sacrifices and like calamities to again 


are 


the executive department of this Government with reference 
to what it shall do in Venezuela. I can conceive of no reason 
| why, under the obligations imposed by The Hague treaty, com- 
mitting us thoroughly not only to the principle of arbitration, 
but to the principle of offering between two parties the sugges- 
tion of arbitration, this Government does not suggest arbitra- 
tion to France in its dealing with Venezuela, except that our 


mouths are closed by the fact that we would not arbitrate our- 
selves with Calombia. 

I recognized the position which some Senators took when the 
question was before us, that there were qu between 
this Government and Colombia which the self-priv ; 
of this Government did not permit to be submitted to a1 


stions 





tion. For instance, the claim of Colombia that this Goy 
ment had instigated or aided the insurrection in Ta 

But there are questions which did not fall within that cate: 

We had a treaty with Colombia, formerly made with Grenada 
| and inherited by Colombia, in which we guaranteed to that 
Government the sovereignty of the Panama peninsula; and 
| whether it is right or wrong, the claim was made by Color t 
| that we had violated that provision of the tre rhe ques 
| tion of the violation of a treaty is one distinct vithin th 
contemplation of The Hague tribunal, one distinctivel) hin 
| the ordinary scope of courts of arbitration. When we r ed 
| to arbitrate that question and the additional questio ether 
|} or not by the presence of our troops and of our ships 

| vented Colombia from herself putting down the insurrection, 
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I can understand why our mouths are now closed, so that we 
call not now break the silence and say to France, “ You ought, 


common justice, you ought in pursuance of the principle of 
The Hague treaty, to which you are a party and to which we 

‘e a party, to arbitrate this difference between yourself and 

this weak and paratively helpless country.” 
[ believe, furthermore, that if the question of advice on the 
rt of the Senate had been sought by the President before he 
t delegates to Algeciras more than half of the Senate, if not 
two-thirds of it, would have advised against it. 

Mr. President, I wish to conclude with just one single addi- 
tional The fact is not to be forgotten that all of 
this discussion has been precipitated by the effort to ascertain 
from the executive department what were the instructions, and 
what were the limitations of the instructions, given to and im- 
posed upon the delegates sent to the Moroccan conference at 
Algeciras. That was resented not only as an intrusion—but 
I will not use the words that were used by some of the honorable 
Senators to designate that effort on the part of some of us in 


om par 


Sel 


reference. 


the Senate. It was not always so regarded. There is a notable 
instance the diplomatic history of this Government where 
directly the contrary view was taken by the executive depart- 


ment. It was in what was known as the “ Panama conference.” 


There was a conference called by the Latin-American repub- 
] 
li sais 


Mr. SPOONER 


A congress. 


Mr. BACON. The Panama conference. I think you will 
find it called in this volume a “conference.” But it makes 
no difference about that—not a particle. The Government of 
the United States was invited to send delegates and to partici- 
pate. The Senate of the United States, not taking the view 
of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin that it would be an 
intrusion, or possibly something worse, to make an inquiry of 
the President of the United States as to what invitation he 


had received and what he would do, adopted a resolution re- 
questing the President of the United States to give information 
to the Senate on the subject. 


ing it as an intrusion, so far from considering it an impropriety, 
the President of the United States returned to Congress not 
only 
respondence, and he went further and in the message submitted 
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est that we take in their welfare and our disposition to comply with 
their wishes. Having been the first to recognize their independence 
and sympathized with them so far as was compatible with our neutral 
duties in all their struggles and sufferings to acquire it, we have laid 
the foundation of our future intercourse with them in the broadest 
principles of reciprocity and the most cordial feelings of fraternal 
friendship. To extend those principles, to all our commercial reja- 
tions with them and to hand down that friendship to future ages is 
congenial to the highest policy of the Union, as it will be to that of alj 
those nations and their posterity. In the confidence— 


That is in response to the request for information. He not 
only sends the information, but he winds up the message in 
this way: 

In the confidence that these sentiments will meet the approbation of 
the Senate, I nominate Richard C. Anderson, of Kentucky, and Joln 
Sergeant, of Pennsylvania, to be envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary to the Assembly of American Nations at Panama; 
and William B. Rochester, of New York, to be secretary to the mis. 

JouHN Quincy ADAMs. 

Thereafter follows a copy of all the correspondence with the 
diplomatic representatives of the other governments, including 
a letter of the Secretary of State, Mr. Clay, to the President, 
in which he sets out in detail and with care how scrupulously 
every point was guarded so that by no possibility could dele- 
gates sent to the conference engage in any deliberation or be 
a party to any compact which would be inconsistent with our 
absolute neutrality as to all controversies between other nations. 

The action of the executive department was very different 
then from what it is now. And the attitude of the Senate then 
was very different from what it is now. 

And while Senators are so scrupulously guarding what they 
consider the exclusive prerogatives of the Executive that while 
they seek the information they will not ask for it officially, what 
is the situation? There is no question about the fact—every 
day the dispatches bring to us the knowledge of the fact—that 
we are there in a powder house which is liable to explode at 
any time; that we are there engaged in deliberations with par- 
ties who are ready to fly at each other's throats in a most terrible 
war; and, as I said on a former occasion, it is no justification 


So far from taking that as an affront, so far from consider- | © S8y that we may not participate in anything which will lead 


to war, but that we may forsooth participate in preventing war. 
The point is this: There can not be a conference called in 


his reasons, but also copies in full of the diplomatic cor- | Europe hereafter that will not’ be justified as an occasion to 


| which we can send delegates if this is a proper occasion; and 


| interference and nonentanglement in European politics an 


if it shall turn out that we have been beneficial in averting war 
and in securing peace, it will be all the more argument used 
hereafter why we should for all time to come be mingled in in- 
ternational political disputes in Europe. When it is said by the 
Senator from Wisconsin that in his opinion we should partici- 
pate in every conference in Europe where by so doing we muy 
avert war between European nations, the whole policy of non- 
d 
European quarrels is given away and abandoned. If this is to 
be the precedent and this the principle by which we are to be 
guided in the future, it marks the beginning of a revolution in 
our cherished policy in this regard. 

The Senator from Wisconsin smiled when I said we were in 
a powder house. Let me read something, and see whether it 
is a laughing matter in which we are there engaged. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was simply smiling—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator was smiling, because I said we 
were in a powder house. I understand that. I do not object 
to the Senator smiling. It is a very engaging smile. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was smiling that those envoys or repre- 
sentatives over there were in such danger. 

Mr. BACON. We are speaking of the fact that it is resented 
as an intrusion that we want to know what those instructions 
are. That is what we are speaking about; and I am contrast- 
ing it with the action on a former occasion when the President 
not only responded by giving us the fullest information as to 
those instructions, but went so far as to supplement it by s ig 
“TI not only give their instructions, but I will send you 
names of the delegates to be confirmed before they shal! be 
allowed to go.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. I noticed that the Senator read a moment 
ago what the then President said—that there would have to be 
an appropriation in order to pay the expenses of the deles 
or ambassadors, or whatever they were, to the conferen 
Panama. Where does the money come from with which to 12) 


| the people who have gone to Algeciras? 


the names of the delegates and asked the Senate of the United 
States to confirm them before he sent them to the conference. 
John Quincy Adams was President and Henry Clay was Sec- 
retary of State. This is found in the Congressional Debates, 
volume 2, part 2, 1826. Here is the message of the President 
of the United States, all of which I can not read, but a portion 
of which I w trespass enough upon the indulgence of the 
Senate to read 
M ge of the President of the United States to the Senate relative to 
the Panama mission 
WASHINGTON, December 26, 1825. 
To the Senate of the United States: 
‘ssage to both Houses of Congress at the commencement of 
t ssion it was mentioned that the Governments of the Republics of 
( f f Mexi and of Central America hed severally invited the 
‘ t t United States to be represented at the Congress of 
N ns, t e assen i at Panama, to deliberate upon ob 
ment to this hemisphere, and that this invita- 
e Senate, it seems, was not content to know the fact that 
t had been accepted. It desired to know in advance 
vw s S i been given or would be given to the dele- 
: s deemed to be within the constitutional 
‘ , I bave not thought proper to take any 
: g that my opinion of its expediency will 
‘ hes of the Legislature ; rst, by the deci- 
£ ions ls fore them; and, 
§ louses to the ay »priations, without 
v fect 
S Sta es of the correspond 
‘ - z his subject since the 
: ed to the Senate. They 
¥ ' kpected to form a } 
t in which interests of gh impor- 
ts a De Seer ited States 
rT task _pa in i¢ erations of a 
i - ve it r 3 scl iss I ner to 
vy underts or project import- 
7 I > | ted States was not sensitive upon the | 
sul eing juired of as to what instructions he hag 
given or proposed give e delegates; he did not regard such | 
iz ry as an intrus on the contrary, he comes forward | 
to give the assurance to Congress in the most complete and com- 
prehensive n I 
Then, after going on through the narration, the cenclusion of 
the message is in these words: 
In fine, a decisive inducement with me for acceding to the measure 
is to 8 y this token of respect to the southern republics, the inter- 


| 


Mr. BACON. I do not know; I can not speak officially; but 
I understand there is a provision in the deficiency bill or © 
the bills—I think it is the deficiency bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is coming. Then they have not yet 
been paid. 

Mr. BACON. I am so informed. I would not like to be 
thority for the statement, but that is my information. 


Mr. TILLMAN. It used to be necessary to ask the perm!ssio2 


au- 





1906. 





Congress before contracting a debt. Now they contract a 
debt and come to us to pay it. Is that the way we are doing? 
Mr. BACON. I wish to read something to illustrate the ques- 
tion whether or not we are there in the deliberations of a body 
concerned about commercial relations and trade and all that 
rt of thing. The Senator from Wisconsin 
treaties, or the Senator from Massachusetts did—I have for- 
gotten which. The Senator from Massachusetts commented on 
the treaty of 1880, and I have that treaty here. It is right here 
anybody to look at. It is not a very long one, but I dislike 
to read it. But I do state this: Not only the treaty, but the 


of 


diplomatic correspondence, shows that the sum and ‘substance of | 


that treaty was that the diplomatic representatives of foreign 
untries in Morocco, a semibarbarous country, 
i] one dealing very harshly with its own subjects, had largely 
nded the sphere of their protection beyond what was con- 
iered to be the legitimate scope of those who were directly 
nnected with the various legations. Thus it was that one 
ntative of a government—one minister—would extend 
5 protection over hundreds of Moors, subjects of the Sultan, 
id claim the exemption that members of a legation are entitled 
It had come to be a great abuse; it was one that was in- 
creasing; and Morocco itself said to the civilized countries, 
We are being treated unjustly in this matter. We have a 


ett 


S 


eprese 


ster of Great Britain or France or Spain to be protecting 

» or three bundred Moors here and claiming exemption for 

i from the operation of the laws of Morocco.” That is the 
correspondence, and the Senator will find it so stated, if he will 
it up and read it. 


“aty, generally speaking, prescribes what people shall be 

od to protection as connec ted with a legation, in order that 

le who are not connected with a legation may not be put 

1 the screen of diplomatic protection and thus taken where 
roccan Government could not reach them. 


Vi 


‘ only things in the treaty outside of that were some few | 


sions about what right certain brokers should have there, 
general provision which has lasted from that day to this, 
with which, as I understand, the Algeciras conference is 
ibited from interfering, which gives to each country all the 
efits of the most favored nation. 
‘Ir. President, so much for that. 
question : 
uitters of that kind? Was there anything in that treaty to 
evised by this conference or in the treaty to be made by it? 
not everybody know, is not the whole world absolutely 


I return now, of course, to 


Do 


S 
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if you please, | 


to control our own subjects, and it is not proper for the | 


‘reupon those Governments met together, and the whole of | 


Is the present conference for the consideration | 
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Many sober, conservative Englishmen 
that a struggle with Germany in the not 
evitable. They reason with obvious logic ths 
better for their country. To allow Germany 
the latter into the bitterest enemy of Great i 
nothing less than the destruction of the British 
| constituted. 


| 
| 





There can, therefore, be no doubt as to the course of Great Britain 
| In case war breaks out between France and Germany, no utter what 
man or party may be in power here. 

i e . . 
Mr. President, where could a situation be presented more 
| grave than that? Under no conditions could there be a con 


ference where it is more important that we should adher 
the time-honored principle of more than a hundred years that 
| we will participate in no conference, that we will in no manner 
| intermeddle with those things which concern the international 
politics of Europe, but that we will confine to our 
own affairs, to the development of our own industries, to the 
settlement of our own problems. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, if I had entertained a1 
doubt when I had the honor the other day to address the Senate 
upon the principal question which has received the n of 


ourselves 


lV 


attentio 


the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], I am bound to say that 
| the Senator’s argument would have removed that doubt, and 
| that I say with due deference to him. I have derived great 
; gratification from this argument on the question of the relation 
of the Senate to the Executive in respect of our foreign rela- 
tions, for I have great respect for the Senator’s learning, his 
power of analysis, his logic, as I have for his fairness and his 


| patriotism. I have listened to him with great care, and that I 
| find myself at the end of his speech confirmed in the correctness 
| of the views which he has atfacked is good cause for pride. 
Now, Mr. President, the Senator has argued and discussed 
with great beauty of language and wealth of illustration tw 

| or three propositions which are absolutely abstract and which 
are not in the slightest in controversy between us. If he su 

| poses that I challenge the right, or the propriety under ordinary 
| circumstances and within reasonable limitations, of the 8S 


; to request information as to the making of tre 
| foreign relations of the President, 


aties or 
ken. I 


as to 0 


he is mista have done 


no such thing. If the Senator thinks I challe the right of 
the Senate to pass resolutions, as I said the other day in the 
extract which he has read, either in the open session or in exe 

tive session, and I repeat that is a matter of propriety, express 


ing its judgment upon our foreign relations, he is mistaken. | 
concede that right. I conceded it in the extract which the 
Senator did me the honor to read. I would not have challenged 


the propriety of the introduction of the Senator’s resolution if 
it had been offered in executive session. 








without doubt on the fact that the Algeciras conference has | Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator, if he will } mi 
en brought together because of the animosity between Ger- | that the question of where offered, is not so important as th 
iy and France, and the unwillingness of Germany that question of consideration. 
rance shall have the control of power in Morocco? Does not Mr. SPOONER. The Senator introduced his resolution 
erybody know that to-day that is the thing which keeps the open legislative session. That it was not considered open 
Algeciras conference in session and the thing about which they | jegislative session was not due to the Senator or any doubt 
not come to a conclusion, and that in the controversy be- | his as to the propriety of introducing it in legislative sessic 
tween France and Germany in that regard the whole of Europe | or as to the propriety of discussing it in legislative sesson, but 
actually or partially aligned in anticipation of a war which | j¢ was due to a decision of the Senate, after a discussion in 
desolate the whole of Europe and change its map? secret under the rules of the Senate. 
let me read a dispatch from London on that subject. Mr. President, I may say again, I hope without any offense 
I suppose I may read from an English source as to what. atti- to the Senator, that I deny utterly the propriety of discussing 
le England occupies in the matter. I read from a dispatch it in open legislative session. when the President of the United 
m London, February 3, which I also clipped from the Wash- States had, in the exercise of a power which the Senator does 
ston Post, and the authenticity of which is guaranteed by the | not and will not challenge, sent representatives to Algeciras, to 
ict that it appears in the Washington Post under the date line, | 9 eonference whic h, as the Senator says, was attracting tl 
Special cable dispatch to the Washington Post, London, Feb- | censitive interest of all Euro ype, liable, he says, to result in war 
ry 3:” The President having sent representatives to that conferen 
\pprehension regarding the outcome of the Algeciras conference has | as I assert again he was bound in the discharge of executi 
tion ae The proceedings in reference to practically noncon- duty to do, ought not, in the presence of all the world, to be 
s matters— 


Mark that— 
rhe proceedings in reference to practically noncontentious m 
ho inerease in the hope of an 
illy in dispute. 


id police reform, and these questions have, therefore, 
itil the end of the conference. 
‘omise is privately arranged in advance. 


ENGLAND WOULD FIGHT. 


matters im- 
agreement upon subjects which are 
It is known that no private understanding has yet 
n reached between Germany and France in regard to administrative 
been postponed 
No agreement is possible unless some 


arraigned here as to his right, or the propriety of his conduct, 
or the limitation which he might have placed or might not haye 
placed upon the representatives of the United States there. 
Why do I say it was his duty, Mr. President? I call the at 
tention of the Senator from Georgia to the fact that in all hum: 


probability it will not occur again that the United States will |! 
situated as to a European conference as we happened to be situ 
| ated as to the conference at Algeciras. Why? Because we were 


invited to a conference to be composed of representatives of the 


1 


In the absence of such aa understanding the conference must come | governments with which twenty-six years ago we had united in 
ractically to an abortive end This, however, does not mean war . aki ‘ reaty as rOCe “hat ic o7 ine 
# — ; ar. aking of a treaty as to Morocco. That is one thing 
alarmists argue that Germany will repeat her dangerous bluff of | the m k ons ‘ +.% Ae : : ‘ ; a iia di 
ummer in the belief that the new Liberal government in England, | rhere is another thing I called attention to the other day 
ile supporting France diplomatically, will never gO, to the length of | and I do not intend to repeat much, if anything, of what I sa 
joining g in actual hostilities. If the Kaiser acts on this assumption, he | + . av ‘he Senat: snows take it he will not asl 
il make the greatest mistake of his life. He is right to this extent | the other day. The Senator kno I take - mee at 


mily, 


the | Tanks of real statesmen. 


the moment she strikes a blow at France, 


he 
fronted by the British nation in anger. 


that the present premier is an opportunist who is quite outside | 
He will do his utmost to avoid war, as 
s his duty to do, but if he fails to fling the navy against Germany 
will find himself con- 


me for my authority now, for I judge from an observation which 






| he made that he knows—that two of the great powers—and | 
will name them, Austria and Italy—refused to attend that con- 
i ference if all of the signatories, which included the United 
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States, to the treaty of 1880 did not accept invitations to at- 
tend it. 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I did not know 


the fact, because I had not had the means of accurate informa- 
tion. Most of what I knew I learned through the published 
news. I will say, however, I have not a doubt but what every 


government of Europe is perfectly delighted at the fact that 
the United States has intruded itself into a conference which is 
deal with peace and war in Europe as to political interna- 
tional matters. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very likely, Mr. President. If the govern- 
ments of Europe are delighted it simply shows that they are 
controlled by men of wisdom, and that they appreciate the ac- 


4 
tO 


tion of the President and the motive which must have led any 
President in the circumstances to be represented at that con- 
ferenc But for the action of the President in sending these 
representatives to Algeciras the conference would not have been 


held; and if anything on earth prevents war between two great 


, both in amity with us, it will have been the assembling 
berations of the conference at Algeciras. 

. BACON. Then the Senator recognizes the fact that there 
in this regard, and that whenever there is a threat- 


Il the del 


Vr 


is a change 


ened war in Europe on strictly European questions, it is a 
proper thing for us to do, if we think we can avert war, to be 
parties to that conference. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, that is an absolute non 
sequitur 

Mr. BACON. I am glad the Senator thinks it is so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of which the Senator from Georgia has 


given numerous illustrations in the course of his observations. 
J speak respectfully, but I mean logically a non sequitur. I 
am stating the as it exists. The Senator can find no 
warrant for saying, because of what I say, that I stand for the 
proposition that all the conferences in the long reach of time 


case 


which may be called in Europe must be attended by the United 
States. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator, then, will come to this conclu- | 
sion, that whenever a war is threatened and a conference is | 


called for the purpose of trying to compose a settlement, if any 


of the European powers simply say to the United States, “ We 
wiil not go into it unless you do,” we will have to go into it. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, that also is a non sequitur. I 


say nothing of that kind. What gave Austria and Italy the 
power to reasonably refuse to attend this conference unless the 
United States attended it? It was, as I said a moment ago, 


because of the fact that twenty-six years ago the United States, 


challenge that, I take it. It was equally proper for the Senator 
from Georgia, and in his view of the relation between the Sen- 
ate and the President I think he ought to have done it before 
he debated, in the absence of knowledge, some of the questions 
which he has discussed here. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, conceding the suggestion of the 
honorable Senator that it was competent for me to go to the 
State Department for the purpose of gaining this information, 
it was also, according to the recognized practice, perfectly com- 
petent to eall for it to be sent to the Senate, if, in the opinion 
of the President, it was not incompatible with the public interest 
so to do. That is done continuously. There may be justice in 
the criticism of the honorable Senator that that should haye 
been done in secret. I pass that by. But after I had made the 
effort to have the call made by the Senate, and those who 
stood nearest to the Administration resented it in terms which 
everyone on this floor who listened to me will remember, it 
did not become me then to go to the Department of State upon 
a newspaper piece of information that if I would call there it 
would be graciously shown me. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, if this resolution had 
been introduced in the first place in executive session, I think 
no one would have objected to passing it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator had it in private session and did 
object to it most strenuously thereafter. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said this, and I say it now, that the reso- 
lution as the Senator worded it was objectionable, and I think 
would have been regarded, though I know nothing about 
that 

Mr. BACON. The Senator well knows from our long associa- 
tion here that there was no word in that resolution which was 
intentionally offensive. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, I know that. 

Mr. BACON. And he also well knows that nothing more than 
the slightest hint or suggestion would have been necessary on 
his part to have had me make any modification which would be 








| required in order that it would be in the most respectful terms. 


| provocation. 


with all of the rest of these powers, made a joint treaty, with 
reference to Morocco, some of the matters embraced by that 
treaty being embraced by the programme sent out with the 
invitation to this conference, and the treaty being still in force. | 

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator, if he has the treaty 


before him, to point out any provision in that treaty of 1880 
which is brought in question or to be brought in question by 
the conference at Algeciras. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not the programme here, nor have I 
1e papers here which I had the other day, but I say that so 
far as the invitation is concerned and so far as the programme 

mcerned I discover nothing in it that did not relate to the 

atter of this long treaty. 

Mr. BACON, TI will say it is a very short treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not a very short treaty. 

Mr. BACON. It is a very short treaty, and I will say to the 
senat » correctly stated its contents. I had the book 
on the desk at the time to-day. 


raha i 
subd] t-i 


Mr. SPOONER I have the treaty here. 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will read it, he will find that 
the ty of 1880 referred to the very matters that I have 


spoken of. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
dent, that the pre 


gramme 


accompanying the invitations to this 


conference are confined almost exclusively, if not exclusively, 
to the matters covered by the treaty of 1880. 
Mr. BACON. Has that fact been communicated to the Sen- 


in ot 


ways than through the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. SPOONEI 


t. Ah, Mr. President, the Senator seems there 
, e my view of the constitutional relation of the Senate to 
bxecu On the Senator's view, an individual Senator is 


he treaty-making and treaty-negotiating power; is a 
» organ of communication 


rt of tl] between this Government 
d foreign governments, and it would have been entirely in the 

e of the Senator’s duty, before discussing a matter of this 
id in public, to have visited the Department of State and ad- 
ed himself of such facts as the Secretary of State felt at 
ty to communicate. It was proper for me to ask to be 
shown the programme and the correspondence. No one will 


| correct. 


Mr. SPOONER. When it comes to that, I will say this for 
the Senator: He is never offensive to anyone without adequate 
But frankness compels me to say that I think the 
Senator, upon a little reflection, would have satisfied himself 


| that it was a grossly improper thing in the circumstances to in- 


troduce that resolution in the presence of all the nations of the 
world. Another thing— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will pardon me a minute. 
On the contrary, I think it was a highly proper thing to do, and 
it did not have the slightest degree of impropriety in it, for this 
reason: There is nothing in the strained relations between tlic 
parties in that conference with which we have any concern 
or in which we participate in any degree. If there were 
matters between us and either of those nations which would 
lead to tension, then the Senator’s position would be eminently 
But the truth is we were on the outside, and there 


| was not a single question before that conference in which there 


| the Senate. 
I know what it is, and I repeat, Mr. Presi- | 


was anything in the possession of the State Department to em- 
barrass this Government in the communication of it to the 
Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator misses my point. 
The resolution was introduced in the legislative session of 1! 
Senate. I think the Senator from Georgia knows as well : 
any man living that it was not legislative business, and thi 
ought not to have been introduced in the legislative session « 
I think another thing——— 

Mr. BACON. I will just state 

Mr. SPOONER. That it was introduced in the legislativ: 
sion of the Senate, Mr. President, with the intention and wiih 
the desire that it should be discussed in the legislative session 


is 
l 
e 

yh 





| of the Senate——— 


Mr. BACON. On the contrary—— 

Mr. SPOONER. And that it could have no purpose— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. On the contrary, when I introduced it I liad 
said to others that I did not intend to debate it, and if tle 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper] had not taken tle 
action which he did, I intended simply to say that I had no doubt 
when those instructions were made public they would be found 
such as to relieve my apprehension as to our dealings ith 
matters which would complicate us with Moroccan affairs. 
























1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





2141 





Mr. SPOONER. The effect of it inevitably was an apparent 
attempt in the Senate to bring the President to book—— 

Mr. BACON. I resent 

Mr. SPOONER. Before the people of the United States upon 
the conduct of our foreign relations by him, in a matter which 
the Senator never wearies of characterizing as dynamite, sen- 
sitiveness, danger. 

Mr. BACON. You mean that conference? 

Mr. SPOONER. The conference. 

Mr. BACON. That much of what the Senator says is true 
about the character of that conference, but I most utterly and 
emphatically deny, and as far as I can do so parliamentarily, I 
will resent the suggestion of the Senator that I had an improper 
motive in the introduction of that resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not say that. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator can not escape in any such way. 
It would be an improper motive if I did it for the purpose of 
bringing the President to book, as the Senator says. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say the thing itself brought the President 
to b a 

Mr. BACON. Oh! 

Mr. SPOONER. The resolution itself. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator spoke of my intention. 

Mr. SPOONER. I judge it. 

Mr. BACON. I had stated to the Senator before he stated 
it what my intention was. I knew there was very great dissat- 
isfaction with the fact that the President had sent delegates to 
a political European convention, involving matters of very grave 
moment, and likely to produce very grave results, and I would 
have been delighted to have had a message by the President of 
the United States, stating what the Senator has stated on this 
floor, and what the Senator from Massachusetts has stated on 
this floor, that they were limited in their instructions as to how 
far they should go into deliberations. 

I am only sorry to say, having heard those statements, that it 
does not appear that the instructions are being carried out, if the 
newspaper accounts are correct as to what is being done in that 
conference by our delegates. I mean no reflection on our dele- 
gates, for I know one of them personally, and I have the highest 
regard for him. I refer to Ambassador White. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am imputing no motive to the Senator, 
except the motive which was absolutely apparent on the face of 
the resolution. 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is a member of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations; he is a profound international lawyer; 
he deals constantly, as a member of that committee as well as a 
member of the Senate, with our foreign relations, and no man 
in the Senate, or who has sat in this Senate within my knowl- 
edge, understands more accurately or sensitively the impor- 
tance to this Government and to our people that foreign rela- 
tions, especially of the character involved here, from the Sen- 
ator’s standpoint should be discussed behind closed doors; and 
if I do the Senator injustice when I state the fact that he in- 
troduced the resolution not in executive session—that body be- 
tween whom and the President, in respect of foreign relations, 
the Constitution has established a bond—but in legislative ses- 
sion, which has nothing whatever to do with it, in the open, 
where the world could read it 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. If I impute thereby something offensive to 
the Senator-—— 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. I regret it. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator does not impute by that what he 
did by what he said before; but I desire to ask the Senator a 
question. The Senator will remember that I was guilty of a 
similar impropriety in introducing a resolution at the time of 
the famous Dillingham protocol, which committed this Govern- 
ment to this Santo Domingan enterprise, with a provision in 
it that it should go into effect in ten days. That was not a 
legislative matter. I was so improper in my view of my duty 
as to introduce that resolution. Will the Senator say that I was 
again trying to bring the President to book? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will not say that, Mr. President, because 
I have already discovered that that would be offensive to my 
friend from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Was it improper for me to introduce that reso- 
lution? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it would have been much more 
proper for the Senator to have introduced it in executive session. 

Mr. BACON. I ean not agree with the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. That ends that. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; and I am glad of it. 








Mr. SPOONER. That is an honest difference of opinion; but 
I commend to the consideration of the Senator the difference 
between the Sanchez-Dillingham protocol and little Santo Do 
mingo, over there within 90 miles of where our flag floats in 
Porto Rico, and the conference at Algeciras Morocco. 
They are as far apart as could be conceived of, morally and 
every other way. 

Mr. BACON. The only difference is 
Santo Domingo, which is so very near within sight, 
Senator has several times said in the Senate, of our flag, 
our interest in what occurs there may be said to be very much 
greater than it could possibly be in the conference in the town 
of Algeciras, in Spain, over a Moroccan matter, where there is 
not A single interest that we have of a delicate character, or 
of any character whatever. There is nothing we have, if we 
had relations with either of the governments which were to be 
brought into controversy there, as to which the Sei 
criticism would be correct; but so far as the fact 
to the public, so far as I know now, so far as I b 
there is not a single question to be considered in that conferen 
which has reference to any relations between us and a sing 
one of the European countries which will be there engaged. So 
there is nothing secret at all. 

Mr. SPOONER. The newspapers say that for some time the: 
have been discussing there and disposing of the question of “tl 
open door.” 

Mr. BACON. But that is a European qui 
an African country. Ve have the open doo1 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator makes the 
he made the other day—I had hoped he would not stand by 
on reflection—that where we have legitimate national interests 
involved in proposed action at a conference, we shall not be rep 
resented there to look after our interests if, forsooth, some of 
the parties to the conference have political controversies with 
which we have no concern. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator does not correctly state what I 
said. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not correctly state what the Se 
said, perhaps, but I correctly state what the Sen j 
resolution. 

Mr. BACON. Well, I will tell you what I stated. I said 
that it would be impossible for there to be any controversy be 
tween governments in Europe of a political character over 
European questions, but that it would relate to countries with 
which we had commercial interests. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very good. 

Mr. BACON. And that that fact would not of itself be suffi 
cient to justify us in intruding ourselves into those conferences ; 
and if it did, it would be an eternal farewell to the policy of 
nonentanglement and nonintervention, because there could be no 
question that did not relate to some country with which y 
had commercial relations. 


over 


this: In the case of 
to us, ! as the 


Stion concer! 
> now 
} 


proposition which 
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Mr. SPOONER. Very good. Mr. President, now h 
what the Senator proposes—that there will never 


ference held in Europe in which we have 
will not also involve political interests in which we have no 
interest——— 





|; own 





Mr. BACON. No; I did not say that. 
Mr. SPOONER. And that we are not to go t r ou 
interests in a European confet , unless no pol | 
interests are involved in that conferen 

Mr. BACON. No; the Senator dees not correctly 
position. 


Mr. SPOONER. The result is, Mr. President—and I do n 
propose to take any more time on this—that the Senator’ 
guinent the other day, and his proposition now, is that the 


United States shall not attend any more European 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator will allow me te 1 
tion, I will not interrupt him any more. I ‘ely W to 
state it in order that I may be correct on the Ri ED. 
Mr. SPOONER. Very well 
Mr. BACON. I am opposed to the United States G 
attending conferences which are in ess e and fact polit l 
conferences as to European international : ters l 
the other pretended interests are mere devi Ls! s 
| the purpose of disguising the fact of our ( 
| Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, that t 
| view, and he is entitled to it. He fr: ly states it. I 
| favor of a proposition which goes be: tl I 1 in 
of the United States attending any c¢ erence to which 
invited by European nations which involves in any degree « 
interests—first, to look after our interests, and 1, t 
kindly offices and the influence and power of the | 1s 5 


to prevent war between foreign governmenis at 
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us. I am not afraid, as the Senator seems to be; I 
distrustful of the present President of the United States 
Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Nor am I distrustful, Mr. President, of any- 
one who is to succeed the present President. Taking our his- 


am 





| 


not | 


dent’s sending or refusing to send any communication to the 
Senate is a matter not to be judged by legal right, but a question 
which has always been recognized as one of courtesy between 
the President and this body, and which the Senate—except, per- 


| haps, in the case in which the Senator took a very notable part 


tory from the beginning to this day, we have had Presidents of | 
has always yielded to the judgment of the President in the 


exceptional prudence and skill in the conduct of our foreign 
relations; we have had Secretaries of State admirably fitted, 
with here and there possibly an exception, for the discharge of 
the delicate functions involved in the discharge of the duties of 
their office. I think the Presidents hereafter and the Secreta- 
ries of State hereafter will know quite as well as the Senator 
from Georgia or any who are to follow us here whether the in- 
terests of the United States demand our representation at a for- 
eign conference and how far we may go as a nation, our inter- 
ests having been conserved, in the employment of our power and 
influence and friendship to prevent war between other nations. 
I put but one limitation, Mr. President, upon the exercise of the 
constitutional power of a President in that respect, and that is 
that we shall not attend any conference, for full participation in 
it, which would involve us to the extent of war or the incurring 


and to which I have had occasion heretofore to allude— 
matter and has never made an issue with him about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I go beyond that. 

Mr. BACON. But any resolution which I have introduced 
could have been easily answered by the President to the effect 
that, in his opinion, it was not compatible with the public 
interest; but the Senator and those who thought with him 


| never allowed it to get to him. 


of international hostility; and I believe I speak in this respect | 


the sentiments of our people. They are not afraid to go abroad; 
they are not afraid to sit in foreign assemblages, to participate 





Mr. SPOONER. If we had adopted the Senator's resolution, 
introduced in public, cabled to every court in Europe, coming 
from a distinguished member of the Committee on Foreign 
telations of this body, which is a nart of the treaty-making 
power, and the President had communicated to the Senate in 
secret session, how would the matter have stood abroad? If 
we had been honorable men and observed the obligation of 
secrecy, the communication of the President would have been 
confined to members of this body; outside there would have 


| been this implied arraignment of the President, or disgust of 


n foreign conferences, not under the limitations put by the 
Senator from Georgia, which eliminates all such conferences, 
but on the broader ground and with the larger limitation which 
I put upon the So much for that. 

Mr. President, I admit—to come back to what I wanted to 
say to the Senator—his contention that the Senate may in open 
session, so far as the power goes, adopt a resolution such as 
he introduced. I challenge its propriety. I admit, as he con- 
tends, that it is entirely within the constitutional capacity of 
the Senate to adopt in executive session a resolution asking the 
President to inform the Senate whether he is negotiating a 
treaty, if you please, with Great Britain or with Germany, to 
advise the Senate upon what subject and with what view he 
is carrying on the negotiation, to advise the Senate as to its 
progress—I grant all that. That is not in controversy at all. 
But what I assert is, that it in no wise binds the President. 
He may give the information or he may refuse to transmit it. 
He may refuse to transmit it upon the ground that its trans- | 
mission would be to the detriment of the public interest 


Mr. BACON. Wil 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. BACON. 


the Senator pardon me right there? 
Wait a moment until I finish the sentence. 
Very well, 


Mr. SPOONER. Or he may refuse to transmit it, and may 
give no reason, if he shall so choose, for his declination. In 
other words . 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 


yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. I will wait until the 
Mr. SPOC 
the Senator, 


ter of 


Senator finishes his sen- 


INER. Mr. President. what I contended, and what 

I think, has not at all weakened is that, as a mat- 

power, it is entirely in the hands of the President, 
nd uncontrollable, either by the Senate or by both 

Congress. 

Now. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 

ment, 1 want to say that when we come to talk 


controlled a 
Houses of 
Mr. BACON. 


ust a 


ut question of power, we mean that we are discussing 
stitutional powers—the exercise of constitutional powers— 
re not talking about physical power or actual power: we 


about the legal right when we are talking about 


it i 


Mr. SPOONER 
Mr. BACON. 


Legal right? 


SPOONER. Call it that. 
BACON. But what I rose to say to the Senator was this: 
: tor will read again, as I know he has read heretofore, 
the message, to which I alluded in the remarks which I sub- 
this rning, of President Washington to the House of 
es, where he declined to furnish them with certain 
h they called for. I am not speaking now as 
; t I lent can do, but what he ought to do, and what 
oemize him as proper to do. President Washington 
t he refused to communicate it to the House, and 


: : reason that such things ought frequently to be kept 
t that case he said it should be communicated to the 
. I enized the Senate. He did that it 


ut i tl secret should be shared by 


not Say 
t Niiti Lit 


. Date + 
~ ¢ o~ 


ognize the fact that the question of the Presi- 


| the President, either as to his power or as to his wisdom, with 


no reply whatever from the President. 

Mr. BACON. As it happened in this case, though, the State 
Department gave it out that there was no cause for secrecy and 
that anybody who went there could see it. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not what I am talking about. 

Mr. BACON. A good many have gone there and have seen it. 
I have not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am talking upon the principle. The Sena- 
tor says “legal right” or “ legal duty.” I admit that we have a 
right to pass resolutions calling for any information from the 
President; but does the Senator say it is the legal duty of 
the President to send it? 

Mr. BACON. I do not dispute the fact that there may be oc- 
casions when the President would not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who is the judge? 

Mr. BACON. The President, undoubtedly. Nobody has ever 
controverted that; and the very resolution concerning which the 


| Senator is animadverting was expressly conditioned wpon the 


un- } 


Legal right, or legal duty, if it is not a legal | 


| afternoon. 


President viewing the transmission of the information requested 
as being compatible with the public interest. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, it all comes to an entire cor 
roboration by the Senator of the proposition which I made the 
other day, and which I supposed he had spent some time in at 
tacking, that in the last analysis, so far as the question of con- 
stitutional power and constitutional duty is concerned, it is ab- 
solutely in the President. He is the sole organ of communic:- 
tion by this Government with foreign governments. At his 
option he may consult the Senate in advance or he may not. 
At his option he may send information requested or he may not. 

The Senator is mistaken when he says that all there is upon 
that subject in the Constitution is that line of the sentence 
which gives the President the power, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to make treaties. That is not al! 
there is in the Constitution upon which I rely to sustain thie 
proposition that under our system the President is the sole 
organ of negotiation and of communication between this coun- 
try and foreign governments. Under the Confederation the 
Congress was the sole organ; the Congress negotiated treaties 
and ratified treaties; the Congress received ambassadors and 
ministers, and the Congress practically sent ambassadors and 
ministers. 

That was all changed when the Constitution was adopted. 
It was not changed for any idle reason. It was changed be- 
cause it was found to be an inherent, elemental, and terrific 
weakness in the Confederation; and so, Mr. President, when tlic 
Constitution was formed they gave to the President, by 3 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, the power to make 
treaties. That is not all. They vested in the President alone 
the power to receive ambassadors, ministers, and other di) 
matic agents. That is not all. They vested in him the pow 
to appoint, subject to the advice and consent of the Senate «1s 
to the person only, ambassadors, ministers, etc. 

A foreign minister or ambassador comes to this count'y. 
We have no function to perferm in relation to his recept 
He presents his credentials to the President. The Presi le 
receives him or not as he may decide. Can Congress compe! !!'s 
reception or prevent his being received by the President’ 
never heard that contended until the Senator intimated it t's 
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Mr. BACON. Mr. President, on the contrary, I said exactly 
the 1 I said this 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator said they could be sent away 
by order of Congress. 


verse. 


Mr. BACON. The Senator pressed me on that and asked me | 
how it wasdone. Lsaid the Congress could sunder the diplomatic | 
rel ms between this country and another, and that that would 
be the law; but I expressly said that where relations were ex- 
isting between the countries, so far as the recognition of a par- 


ticular ambassador was concerned, or another ambassador, that 
in the power of the President. If the Senator will notice 
the stenographic report, he will find that is exactly what I 
SPOONER. 


Mr. Could the framers of the Constitution any 


more clearly have made the President the sole organ of com- 
niunieation between this Government and foreign governments 
than they did? Of course, the power to receive an ambassador 
or a foreign minister implies necessarily the power to determine 
whether the government or country from which he comes is in- 


dependent and entitled to send an ambassador or a minister. 
So the President is authorized to determine, and he must deter- 
mine, when he sends an ambassador or a minister to some 
other country, whether that country is an independent country, 

member of the family of nations, entitled to be represented 
by an-ambassador or minister here and entitled to receive an 
accredited ambassador or minister from this country. When 
the ambassador or the minister has any communication to make 
in relation to fereign affairs, he does not make it to the Senate. 
If it be in the negotiation of a treaty—and most treaties are 
tiated here—he has no communication with the Senate. 
We will not tolerate that ambassadors or ministers or diplo- 
agents from other countries shall communicate in 
way with the Senate or with the committees of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator says that with very great earnest- 
ness. Does the Senator understand that anybody has ever sug- 
sted such a proposition? 
\ SPOONER. The 


any 


Senator implies that almost of ne- 


ces 


Mr. BACON. .Oh, no. 





Mr. SPOONER. When he argues that under the Constitu- 
tion the Senate as an executive body is as much a factor in 
the negotiation of treaties as is the President or is any factor 
at in negotiation. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; with its own peculiar functions to per- 
for That does not imply that 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator does not mean that, then the 
s tor does not mean anything by his proposition. 


\lr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken; 
ju ed in that statement. 
Mr. SPOONER. Because to say that the Senate is as much 
‘ under the Constitution in negotiating treaties as the 
ay lent——— 
Mr. BACON. I did not say that. 
Mr. SPOONER. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 
Mr. BACON. I said in the making of treaties, and I d 
t denied that the making of treaties was confined to t 
fu on which would succeed the transmission of that treaty 
1 Senate. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I certainly am not mistaken. 
hole point of the speech, which I had the honor of making 
other day, and which the Senator has attacked—was my 
contention that in the negotiation of treaties the President is 
absolutely supreme and independent of the Senate. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator misunderstands me altoget 
I ‘red from the Senator as to what the term “ negotiation 
led. I said that if by negotiation the Senator means the 


the Senator is not 


her 


discussion with the foreign power, or the suggestion to the for 
eign power, or the receiving of a suggestion from the foreign 
Pow in other words, acting as the organ of intercommunica- 
t f that was what he meant by “negotiation,” he was 
< "1 a 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

\f 


BACON. Pardon me a moment. But that if the Sena- 
tor meant to include in the term “negotiation” not only that 
verything which related to the framing of the treaty, the 


determination of its terms, and everything else up to the time 
when it was sent to the Senate, then his definition of the 
tel “negotiation” was too broad, and I denied that the 
President had exclusive right in it; but so far as the term 


negotiation ” could be limited to its being the organ of com- 
munication and of discussion and of original suggestion, 
you please, to the foreign power, I granted the Senator's posi 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator understand by the 
negotiation. of a treaty as contradistinguished from the making 
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| was sent to the Senate; I said that “ neg 


if |} mation on some things, but not 


| have it right 





of a dividi the negotiation of tl 


treaty ; 


| point of jurisdiction of the Senate over the treaty? 


Mr. 'TILLMAN rose. 


Mr. SPOONER. If you please, one at a time. 
Mr. BACON. I said that the Senator’s position was tl 
“negotiation ’”’ included everything up to the the tr 


which was implied under the term “ make;”" that the m 
a treaty included the entire operation by which a treaty was 
conceived and framed and brought to its conclusion, and a ) 
all such matters, even before it was submitted to for 
power, while it was under consideration a » W 
| should be a treaty and what its terms should be—that that 
a part of the making of a treaty and not a part of wh 
nically the Senator calls the “ negotiation of a - 

Mr. SPOONER. The difference between ! ing a tre 1 
negotiating a treaty is as plain as the sunlight 

Mr. BACON. But not one that the Constitution mak 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me a 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no possibility of a discus 
the meaning of the word “negotiation.” You ere 
contract. Everybody understands what that means. “On 
the definitions of the word ‘ negotiate’ is to 


gain, treaty, or agreement.” (72 Mass., 423; 22 

porter, 877; Anderson’s Law Dictionary, 706.) You negot 

treaty. That is easily understood. Now,what ha 

with the negotiation of a treaty, including the drafting of at 
It would be nonsense, Mr. President, to tal 

dent negotiating a treaty and } : 

lute power to reduce to writing the ter: 


- Lis -~ 1 

end of his negotiation. He must have s y 
the Senate. Is the signing of the \ 
Senate has anything to do with? Until the Pr $ 
the Senate’s function does not begin 

Mr. BACON There is where we differ 

Mr. SPOONER. No: I do not think w ] 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allov 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think w 

Mr. BACON. Ye ve do; mater 

Mr. SPOONER. I admit that the Senate n S 
formed as to the state of the negotiatik The 
to be informed whether the treaty has be I i 
or not. The Senate may ask the Presi ) 
terms. It may request him to send a « f 
advise him, if it wants to do it, that it s signed 
whether it should be amended before being signed Bi 
President bas the same right to refus 
has to request it. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. That has been 


Department was created by the first Co es l t ( 
stitution. 
Mr. BACON. That does not <« inge ft] 
Mr. SPOONER. What ean the S 
gotiating a treaty or 
the Senator tell m« 
Mr. BA‘ ON. That is the sma lest sy] 
Mr. SPOONER. I ¢an not lit 
can not it. 
Mr. BACON. ‘The questio 3 ; : 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not 


reducing it to writ r gl \ 


see 


to whether 


Mr. BACON. Or evs s to ° 
is whether tl Pres I S 
ean bring t S SSLS 
Senate, or whether the § l S | 
in which it thinks there is pul 
tervention, it has the rig) t suggest 
him voluntarily, without Ss request : 
says in the speech from which I have 
of the Senate attaches l duty « - 
the President sends in his mes ~ 
between the two. 
Mr. SPOONER. Ir it it, tl 
gins, under the Constitution, wher 


begins, under the Constitut 
Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the 8 
me in? 
Mr. SPOONER. Not now. Ti 
TILLMAN. I can give it to you ont [ 
here. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wis 


Mr. 


The 


| clines to yield. 
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Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia fails 
the distinction between privilege and power. 

Mr. BACON. No; I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator tell me what power the 


to 


Senate has? 
Mr. BACON. I shall—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Wait a minute. Will the Senator tell me 


what power the Senate has to intervene in the negotiation of a 
treaty by the President up to the time of its signing? 

Mr. BACON. That is the very point I was trying to bring 
o the attention of the Senator when I tried to differentiate 
between power, in the sense of a man who can go and compel a 
thing, and a legal right, as contemplated by the law. The law 
itemplates that the Senate shall be the adviser of the Presi- 
it, not simply after he has sent us a treaty, but at any time, 
either at the instance of the President or at the will of the Sen- 
ate, in no instance having the power to compel the President to 
formulate, as they see fit to suggest, in the same way that the 
President has no power to compel the Senate to consent to it. 
Each of them is supreme in their respective functions. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the framers of the Constitution 


- 


det 


had in- 


note | 


| that preliminary work. 


| done it from the foundation of the Government. 
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ernments. They gave that power to no one else, and the Senate 
could not advise and consent to the treaty until it had been 
negotiated and signed and laid before it. Somebody must do 
If it is not given to the President, it 
It was given to the President. He has 
No one has 
ever challenged it. The Senate, to my knowledge, never has 
demanded a right to participate in the negotiation of treaties. 
Whenever the President has consulted the Senate it has been 


is given to no one. 


| entirely in the exercise of an option which the Constitution 


tended to make the Senate a potential factor in the negotiation | 


of treaties, they would have done it. 
Mr. BACON. I think they have done it. 
Mr. SPOONER. They would not have left the President en- 


tirely at liberty to refuse the Senate any participation, even to 
the extent of informing the Senate, in response to a courteous 
I lest, of the state of the negotiations or the subject-matter of 
proposed treaty. They would have given the Senate the right 
to de not to request ‘hey would have made it the duty, 
not ¢ ellable by mandamus—no, no; they would have made 
the sworn duty of the President to respond to the request for 
formatio They did neither, Mr. President. It would have 
been breach of constitutional duty for the President to refuse 


information which under the Constitution the Senate had a 
right to demand, and the President would have been answerable 
on the complaint of the other House. Had they intended not to 


nvest the President with the absolute power of the negotiation 
of treaties, they would haye made the Senate’s power efiicient. 


Chey would not have made it a mere question of “ If you please, 


Mr. President, the Senate would like to be informed of the 
status of the negotiation, if any exists, between this country and 
Great Britain.” They never would have left it in that way. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator forgets that the only power to 
negotiate is a power implied by the power to make, and that the 


Constitution, in conferring the power to make, confers it upon 
two and not upon one. 


Mr. SPOONER. But implied powers are as perfect as ex- 
pressed powers. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, he might as well 
say, as to the failure of the Constitution to give the power of 


compulsion upon the President, that there was equal failure in 





gives him. He may exercise it or not. He keeps his oath to 
support and defend the Constitution as faithfully in the one 
case as in the other. The great sage of Democracy, Mr. Jef- 
ferson, did not agree with the Senator from Georgia or the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will not the Senator allow me to quote him? 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from South Carolina will 
please not interrupt me at this point. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have the words of the sage right here, 
and I want to give you some of his utterances. 

Mr. SPOONER. Have you? Read them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Thank you. I have been waiting half an 





| hour here endeavoring to give some light to my friend the 


Senator from Wisconsin, and, perhaps, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
this question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You did not think I had this book here, over 
a hundred years old, and was going to give my own views? 

Mr. SPOONER. I thought it was a new edition of the Consti- 
tution, revised, amended, and annotated by BENJAMIN R. TILL- 
MAN, of South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. BENJAMIN R. TILLMAN knows some little 
about it. He has learned it from his friend the Senator from 
Wisconsin. I read: 

[Mr. Jefferson, Secretary of State, to Mr. Morris, minister plenipoten- 
tiary from the United States to France.] 
PHILADELPHIA, August 23, 1793 


Dear Sir: The letter of the 16th instant, with its documents ac 
panying this, will sufficiently inform you of the transactions which have 
taken place between Mr. Genet, the minister of France, and the Gov 
ernment here, and of the painful necessity they have brought on 
siring his recall. ‘The letter has been prepared in the view of | 
itself, with its documents, laid before the executive of the French (; 
ernment. You will, therefore, be pleased to lay it before them, doing 
everything which can be done on your part to procure it a friendly aid 
dispassionate reception and consideration. The President wou! 
deed, think it greatly unfortunate were they to take it in any ot 
light, and therefore charges you, very particularly, with the care of 


I can get light from Thomas Jefferson on 


d 
( 


| presenting this proceeding in the most soothing view, and as a result 


the omission to give the President power to compel the Senate 
to ratify. The one is as logical as the other. 
Mr. SPOONER. Not at all. The Senator asserts a relation 
under the Constitution between the Senate and the President in 
t to the negotiation of treaties which he can not sustain, 
putes a purpose to the framers of the Constitution which 
they have not expressed, and which they have not in anywise, 
1 by inference, made apparent. 
Mr. BACON. There is where we differ. I think it is very 
‘ ent that the Senator and I are not going to agree. 
\ SPOONER. In one clause of the Constitution—and the 
Ss or ré rked upon that—the nomination of a person for 
e is sé ated from the “advice and consent of the Sen- 
It could not have been otherwise. It would have been 
absurd for the framers of the Constitution to have said 
he President and the Senate might “appoint” officers. 
e left it open to debate as to who should 
t ve It would have been unenforceable for 
. ss i s stupidity. Some one must select the 
urse, being an executive function, was 
res That had to be done before the Senate 
: : * to the appointment. That in the | 
gs was condition precedent. How does 
Phe S« tor saw a difference in the language 
s s, in that in the one case they drew the 
tion and confirmation; in the other they 
s forgot that negotiation is of necessity antece- 
g of a treaty, as completely as the nomination 
s precedent to his confirmation or final appoint- 
s as ear as the sunlight that the framers of the 
‘ itended the President should negotiate the 
treaty, for he is the organ of communication with foreign goy- 


of an unavoidable necessity on his part. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that all? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator give me some idea as to 
how long he will take? 


Mr. TILLMAN. Just long enough to give you some light; 
that is all. 
Mr. Genet, soon after his arrival, communicated the decree o7 


National Convention of February 15, 1793, authorizing their Executiv: 
propose a treaty with us on liberal principles, such as might strenz! 
the bonds of good will which unite the two nations; and informed 
in a letter of May 23 that he was authorized to treat accordingly. 


-_o 
This, you see, was written in August 
The Senate being then in recess— 
Now listen, please— 
The Senate being then in recess and not to meet again till the fa!). I 


apprised Mr. Genet that the participation in matters of treaty, given \y 
the Constitution to that branch of our Government— 


That is, the Senate— 
would, of course, delay any definitive answer to his friendly propos n. 
As he was sensible of this circumstance, the matter has been | - 
stood to lie over till the meeting of Senate. You will be pleased, | 
fore, to explain to the Executive of France this delay, which has 


1 
us 


vented as yet our formal accession to their proposition to treat ) 
assure them that the President will meet them, with the most f! y 


dispositions, on the grounds of treaty reowne by the national i 
vention, as soon as he can do it in the forms of the Constitution d 
you will, of course, suggest for this purpose that the powers of Al’. 
Genet be renewed to his successor. 

Now, just one comment and I will let you off. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have the light the Senator intende: 
give me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am very glad he got it, but the point I 
wanted to illustrate is this: Jefferson, who was certainly [’- 


miliar with the opinion of the makers of the Constitution—ore 
so than the Senator from Wisconsin—and who was Was!)!!s 
ton’s Secretary of State, recognizes here the principle that te 
Senate is such an important part of the treaty-making | pi 


that he does not feel willing even to enter upon negotiation 
the minister from France until the Senate reconyenes. 
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Mr. 





SPOONER. That all shows that Mr. Jefferson was a 
ry skillful, adroit, and accomplished diplomat. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Just like my friend the Senator from Wis- 
oust. 
Mr. SPOONER. That was a paper which Mr. Jefferson wrote 
- the eye of the French Government as to a proposed treaty 
which Mr. Jefferson then did not desire to enter into and 
which Mr. Jefferson never did enter into. 
But I have a few sentences here from Mr. Jefferson. I do not 
»w whether it will be any “ light” to the Senator from South 
Carolina, but in Mr. Jefferson’s Opinion on the Powers of the 
very celebrated document, which he gave at the 
request of the President, this language was used: 
1e transaction of business with foreign nations is erecutive alto- 


ve 


S ite. a 


I will read that again: 
The transaction of business— 
That covers the negotiation of treaties, I should suppose— 
transaction of business with foreign nations is erecutive alto- 
It belongs, then, to the head of that department, except as 
h portions of it as are especially submitted to the Senate. Ez- 
ns are to be construed strictly. 
That is what Mr. Jefferson said on this precise question in 
refully prepared opinion for the guidance of the President, 
whose Cabinet officer he was. To give the opinion was a part 
of his official duty under the Constitution. I put that against 
that adroit diplomatic letter for the eye of the French Govern- 


tie says another thing on the subject of the powers of the 


Senate is not supposed, by the Constitution, to be acquainted 
with t concerns of the executive department. Jt was not intended 
se should be communicated to them. 
lteferring, I suppose, to the same subject of foreign inter- 
urse. Judge Story says (sec. 1510): 


1510. In the formation of treaties, secrecy and immediate dis- 


I are generally requisite, and sometimes absolutely indispensable. 
lr gence may often be obtained, and measures matured in secrecy, 
\ could never be done, unless in the faith and confidence of pro- 
found secrecy. 


rec} No man at all acquainted with diplomacy but must 
felt that the success of negotiations as often depends upon their 
inknown by the public as upon their just:ce or their policy. 
will assume responsibility in private, and communicate informa- 
and express opinions which they would feel the greatest repug- 
I publicly to avow; and measures may be defeated by the intrigues 
ar management of foreign powers, if they suspect them to be in 
and understand their precise nature and extent. In this 
the executive department is a far better depositary of the power 

t Congress would be. 
delays incident to a large assembly, the differences of opinion, 
t time consumed in debate, and the utter impossibility of secrecy all 
com to render them unfitted for the purposes of diplomacy. And 
vn experience during the confederation abundantly demonstrated 
i evils which the theory would lead us to expect. Besides, there 
are tides in national affairs as well as in the affairs of private life. 
lo discern and profit by them is the part of true political wisdom; 
e loss of a week, or even of a day, may sometimes change the 
aspect of affairs and render negotiations wholly nugatory or 
isive. The loss of a battle, the death of a prince, the removal of 
ster, the pressure or removal of fiscal embarrassments at the 
‘nt, and other circumstances may change the whole posture of 


i S 


rs and insure success or defeat the best concerted project. The 
itive, having a constant eye upon foreign affairs, can prompti> 


and even anticipate such emergencies and avail himself of all 
advantages accruing from them, while a large assembly would be 
y deliberating on the chances of success and the policy of opening 
itions. It is manifest, then, that Congress would not be a suit- 
depository of the power. 
1511. The same difficulties would occur from confiding it ex- 
ely to either branch of Congress. Each is too numerous for 
and immediate action and secrecy. The matters in negotia- 
which usually require these qualities in the highest degree, are 
‘eparatory and auxiliary measures, and which are to be seized 
as it were, in an instant. The President could easily arrange 
but the House or the Senate, if in session, could not act until 
creat delays, and in the recess could not act at all. To have in- 
ted the power to either would have been to relinquish the benefits 
© constitutional agency of the President in the conduct of foreign 
lations. It is true that the branch so intrusted might have the 
nm to rr the President in that capacity; but they would also 
the option of refraining from it, and it can not be disguised that 
or cabal or personal or political hostility might induce them to 
thelr pursuits at a distance from his inspection and participa- 
Nor could it be expected that the President, as a mere minis- 
| agent of such branch, would enjoy the confidence and respect of 
“ign powers to the same extent as he would as the constitutional 
sentative of the nation itself, and his interposition would, of 
rse, have less efficacy and weight. 
“eC. 1512. On the other hand, considering the delicacy and extent 
‘he power, it is too much to expect that a free people would confide 
single magistrate, however respectable, the sole authority to act 
ustvely, as well as exclusively, upon the subject of treaties. In 
igland the power to make treaties is exclusively vested in the Crown. 
however popular it may be in a monarchy, there is no American 
‘esmen but must feel that such a prerogative in an American Presi- 
would be inexpedient and dangerous. It would be inconsistent 
that wholesome jealousy which all republics ought to cherish 
ull depositaries of power; and which, experience teaches us, is the 
Security against the abuse of it. The check which acts upon the 
from the consideration that what is done is but preliminary, 
id requires the assent of other independent minds to give it a legal 
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conclusiveness, is a restraint which 


deliberation. 


awakens caution 





Sec. 1513. The plan of the Constitution is happily adapted to attain 
all just objects in relation to foreign neg Whi i niides 
the power to the executive department, it g it from serious abuse 
by placing it under the ultimate superintendence of S body of 
high character and high responsibility It is indeed cl a demor 
stration that this joint possession of the power affords a greater s¢« 
curity for its just exercise than the separate possession of it by either 
Tur PRESIDENT IS THE IMMEDIATE AUTHOR AND s : PA 
TREATIES ; and all the advantages which can 1 leriv from talents 
information, integrity, and deliberate investigation, on ft one hand 
and from secrecy and dispatch on the other, are thus combined in t 

7 > 


system. * 


The Senator from Georgia seemed to think that by the 
the word “supreme” the other day as a characterization of the 
President’s power over the conduct of our foreign relations 
I was exaggerating the power of the President and imputing 
to him rather a royal attitude, one which would be as offensive 
to him as it would be to me—no more so. 

This is what I meant. I still use the word. I used it 
visedly then; I use it advisedly now: This is a Government of 
enumerated powers. It is divided by the Constitution into 
three great departments—the executive, the legislative, the 
judicial. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


use of 





? 


Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. In a single sentence the executive power is 
vested in the President. In a single sentence the legislative 
power is vested in Congress. In a single sentence the judicial 
power is vested in one Supreme Court and certain inferior 
courts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. In a moment. 

In the exercise of the powers vested by the Constitution in the 
legislative department it is supreme, absolutely independent of 
the President, whose function in connection with legislation is 
the power of veto; which means what? Not of y the 
power to pass a law nor even to kill a bill which has been passed 
by Congress. It is a power to bring about a reconsideration by 
Congress of a measure which has passed both Houses. It is a 
power to put to Congress a locus penitenti#, and when the Dill 
comes back to Congress with the President's reasons for chal- 
lenging further consideration of it it may become a law not- 
withstanding, if the legislative department so wills. It is his 
function to recommend legislation; to approve or disapprove 
bills after they have passed the two Houses of Congress. In 
his functions, under the Constitution, he is supreme, uncon- 
trolled and uneontrollable, not answerable to us or to the other 
House ; answerable to a different constituency from any to which 
individual Senators are answerable. So as to the courts—the 
Supreme Court and other constitutional courts of the United 
States. They derive the main body of their jurisdiction and 
powers from the Constitution, in law and in equity. They 
exercise other powers conferred by statute. Some of those 
which have been conferred by statute may be taken away by 
statute. But it does not rest in the power of the whole people, 
except by amendment to the Constitution, to take away from the 
Supreme Court of the United States or other constitutional 
tribunals one shred of the jurisdiction conferred upon them by 
the Constitution. That is what I meant. 





from Wisconsin 


necessity 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will not the Senator let me get in? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am trying to give the Senator some light 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; but the Senator- 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I mean. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will not use the offensive phrase “ special 


pleading ” any more. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish you would not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
clines to yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. If this is special pleading, nothing that ever 
ean be uttered in this Chamber with which a Senator 
grees will be anything aught than special pleading. 


Wisconsin de- 


disa- 
If a devo- 
it; if a vindication of the powers of each of the departments 
conferred by the Constitution, and a protest against i 
sion by either upon the other is special pleading 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. We have fallen upon unhappy times 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will he permit me now? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has gotten a little away from 
the point we were on. I will try to get him back to it. 
The other day in his eloquent speech I took occasion 

Mr. SPOONER. A large part of which you made, I 
by looking at the Recorp. 


any inva- 


notice, 
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Mr. TILLMAN. I will be egotistical enough to say that my 
part was not less interesting than that of the Senator, though 
it may have been less instructive. 

Mr. SPOONER. That depends upon the locality. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course. 

In that speech I asked him to define what was meant by the 
term “advice ”-—*“* by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate ’—but he never elucidated the point. We must construe 
English words as other people use them, not as some lawyer has 
wrenched the language out of al} ordinary interpretation and 
has made it to fit his case. The word “advice” simply means 
you are going to tell a man something or give him counsel be- 
fore he does anything. When he has acted rightly or wrongly 
in accordance with your advice or not, then you can consent or 
refuse to consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


I have the question. 
No; that is not the point. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the point? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator did not satisfy me that his in- 
terpretation of the word “advice” was correct, and I want to 
bring him- 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. From my conception, as a matter of common 
sense, I think the word “ advice,” taking it in the matter of the 
appointment of officers, for instance, with which the President is 
charged, it was supposed by the fathers would convey the mean- 
ing that when the President was going to make an appointment 
in a given State—for instance, Wisconsin—he would confer 
with the representatives from that State in the Senate, who 
would finally have the veto anyhow, if they could persuade their 
fellows to stand with them, and that the President would get 
their opinion as to the fitness of certain men. But that has 
gone clear away, except as a matter of politics. 

Now, the Senator is strenuously contending for the Executive 
prerogative and is announcing the doctrine that the President is 
supreme, which as a technical meaning I will acknowledge. I 
siw in the papers about two weeks ago or ten days ago that two 
Senators from a State up around Lake Michigan had called at 
the Executive Office to see the President, and when they came 
out these par nobile fratrum, Arcades ambo, one of them, who 
happened to be my friend the Senator from Wisconsin, said: 
“ Nothing but a little appointment; not worth mentioning.” 
Did the Senator go to the President and “ advice” him or advise 
him, or what did he go there for? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I will say this. It absolutely 
is none of the Senator's business [laughter]; but—— — 

Mr. TILLMAN. When the Senator from Wisconsin begs the 
question like that it shows that I have got him up a tree, and 
that is all I wanted. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. 
finished the sentence he would have discovered his mistake. 
Mr. TILLMAN. All right. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection, and I know tay col- 
league will not object to saying why we went there. 
agreed 

Mr. TILLMAN. What did you have to do with it, however? 
I thought the President had the whole thing in his charge and 
that he had no obligation to confer with Senators or anyone 
else 

Mr. SPOONER. 
Senate in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. We agreed to state our respective conten- 
tions to the President and let him decide upon the division of a 
Hie decided. We both acquiesced. It was 
all in good feeling and good temper and we came out and went 
off in amity. My colleague went his way and I went my way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator allow me to intrude 
into the privacy 


It does not follow from that——— 
I want to bring him to a personal illustration 
of 


] 


Will the Chair be kind enough to keep the 


e The Senator from Wisconsin has 


piece ot te rritory. 


If the Senator had contained himself until | 


We dis- | 


| duty. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. 


It is simply this: The Senator said there 
was a division of territory. Now, I am a little curious to know 
whether the patronage in Wisconsin has been divided along geo- 
graphical lines and the Senator who now speaks has certain 
territory in which he will advise the President and the other 
Senator will take the balance of it. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
Carolina affair. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a Democratic district. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then a Democrat ought to have some repre- 
sentation or say-so in it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Democrats are better represented in 
that district by my colleague and myself than they might be if 
somebody else represented them; and they are perfectly satis- 
fied with the way we administer our functions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. So you say. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I think I know more about it than the 
Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would call the atten- 
tion of Senators to the rule, which requires Senators to rise 
and address the Chair before proceeding. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Chair’s pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, on this matter of advice and consent, 
I will take but a moment. The words are not susceptible of the 
easiest possible construction. Take them in connection with 
the confirmation of a nomination, would not the word “ con- 
sent” have been entirely adequate? “Advice and consent” in 
that connection would seem to involve the use of two words 
when one, and either one, would have answered the purpose. 

When it comes to a treaty it may be different, because «ll the 
Senate can do in acting upon a nomination is to confirm it or 
reject it. It can not strike out the name sent in and insert 
another. When it comes to the function of passing upon a 
treaty, the Senate may reject, the Senate may ratify, the Senate 
may ratify with amendments and advise the President to en- 
deavor to secure acquiescence in those amendments. In the 
one case the action is absolute against the treaty; in anotlier it 
is absolute in its favor; in the last it is qualified ratification of 
the treaty, and it amounts to an adyice that the President shall 
secure acquiescence in the treaty as amended and then exchange 
ratifications. But aside from technicality, all it means (and 
no one can make it mean any more or any less) is that the 
Senate consents, either with or without amendment, to the 
treaty. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia and the Sena: 
tor from North Carolina 
Mr. BACON. The Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina. 
gize to neither State. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I said the other day, North Curolina 
might not want to own me. 

Mr. SPOONER. These Senators seem to think that the Presi- 
dent is obliged to consult Senators about appointments. [ have 
heard that said on this floor—— 

Mr. BACON. Obliged to consult? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; that it is a part of his constitutional 
I have heard it said on this floor more than once. My 
friend from Iowa [Mr. Axtison] I doubt not has heard it a 
great many times. There is nothing in it. There is no con- 
stitutional duty resting upon the President to consult me or to 
consult my colleague as to an appointment in Wisconsin. The 
President has a constitutional right to choose the men for hin 
self. The custom has grown up for obvious reasons |ecause 
convenient and helpful to the President to consult the repre 
sentatives of the people—those who are familiar with the inhab- 
itants of the State. But the Constitution says that the [resi 


Mr. President, that, also, is not a South 


Of course not. 





I apolo- 


| dent shall nominate and by and with the advice and consent of 


_the Senate, not of Senators, appoint. So the President may 
| make treaties, by and with the advice and consent of tlic Sel- 


: the Senators present being under the Constitution to 


ate—my good friend from Georgia, the Senate—two-t! ir ot 
yake a 
Senate competent to act upon a treaty. 

Mr. BACON. ‘The Senator sticks in the bark. 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not stick in the bark. When | make 
an answer to something that is urge@ by the Senator from 
South Carolina I am indulging in a specious, special })\c. and 
ingenuity. When I attempt to make an answer to 1 friend 

| from Georgia I am seeing with too fine an eye,-I am i luiging 
in metaphysics, or I am sticking in the bark. Do I stick Mm 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin | 
vield? 

Mr. SPOONER. No: the Senator will not yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is anything relating to this debate I 
will yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is relating to this question which the | 
Senator said he would answer. I will not intrude if the Sena- 


tor dees not wish me to do so. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
will yield. 


If the Senator will finish his question, I 


| tution, Mr. President, 





/ the bark when I say that in its relation to the ratificavon of 


pody. It 
Consti- 
rht, ex: 


treaties the Constitution deals with the Senate as ao 
says that. Does it not mean that? There is nothing int) 
which implies a duty or even a 
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cept that word “ advice ”’—misconstrued, I think, in that rela- 
iion—upon the part of the President to consult Senators about 
treaties in advance of the document being sent to the Senate. 

| depreeate, and would deprecate the habit of consulting indi- 
vidual Senators as to the negotiation of treaties. Why? For 
ihe same reason in part that I hope again to vote for a bill 
which shall render it impossible for any member of this body 
to serve in the negotiation of a treaty. Why? Because that 
man comes here handicapped. He comes here having negoti- 
ated, as the agent of the President, a treaty which should have 
his absolutely independent judgment, apart from any element 
of favoritism or special partisanship for the document because 
he drafted it. 

That is the interest of the people. I was caught myself once. 
I was consulted as to a treaty, hastily, as it always is, and 1 
found afterwards, when I wanted some amendment put into that 
treaty for the protection of the Government, it was suggested 
that I had agreed to it in advance. I believe the President 
ought to be left free, as he is under the Constitution, to nego- 
tiate treaties. If he can call to his aid the advice of a Sena- 
tor, who chooses to give it, let it go. That is a matter for each 
Senator to decide for himself. But it is better for the popu- 
lar interest that Senators should hold to their function, so 
that when a treaty is negotiated and sent into this body every 
man goes to its consideration with a free mind—with no commit- 
tal outstanding, expressed or implied—ready to study it im- 
partially and to listen impartially to the debates upon it in 
the frankness of executive session. 

That is clear to me, as it is clear to me, Mr. President, that 
under the Constitution in this unique relation every Senator 
owes it to himself under his oath and in the dignified and faith- 
ful discharge of his duty as a Senator to vote for or against a 
treaty with a foreign power as his brains and his conscience 
dictate. 

I am not in favor of intermeddling in the discharge of the 
functions of the different departments. A man who has control 
under the Constitution of the negotiations must be free. The 
Senator from Georgia read from Hamilton. What he read from 
Hamilton I have seen criticised by more than one commentator. 
{ tind I quoted in a former speech what I shall read from Hamil- 
ton, in one of the Pacificus letters, for the Senator will remember 
that later Hamilton as strongly contended, I judge on maturer 
reflection, for the control over negotiations for which I contend. 
Hamilton said: 

rhe right of the Executive to receive ambassadors and other public 
ministers may serve to illustrate the relative duties of the executive 
and legislative departments. This right includes that of judging, in the 


cise of a revolution of government in a foreign country, whether the 


V —_ are competent organs of the national will and ought to be 
I nized or not. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
ld to the Senator from Georgia? 





'. BACON. I had before me at the time—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin has 

yielded. 

. SPOONER. Yes; of course I yield. 

.. BACON. I had before me a comment of Madison on that 


utterance, in which Madison (frequently called the father 


is) 


, as to that very utterance, refuted and condemned it 


» Constitution, and certainly no man was more attentive | 
deliberations and few men more influential in its con- | 
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Mr. BACON. Read it and see. 
the case he quoted the other day. 
what I understood him to say. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; this is what he said. 
The Suffolk Insurance Company 
tice Story said: 

It is very clear that it belongs erclusively to the erecutive depart- 
ment of our Government to recognize from time to time any new gov- 
ernments which may arise in the political revolutions of the world; 
and until such new governments are so recognized they can not be ad- 
mitted by our courts of justice to have or exercise the common rights 
and prerogatives of sovereignty. 

So Mr. Justice Story states, and it ought, it seems to me, to 
need no exposition, to need no judicial determination. What is 
it? Itis a matter of independence. It is a status. It is a fact. 
That is what it is; no more, no less. It is whether a people 
with defined boundaries govern themselves without 
or intervention or repression by extraneous power. I do not 
state it well, but I state it sufficiently. The Supreme Court 
of the United States affirmed this judgment in Williams 
The Suffolk Insurance Company, 18 Peters, 420, Mr. Justice 
McLean delivering the opinion, in which it is said: 

And can there be any doubt that when the executive branch of the 


I will say to the Senator it is 
I referred to it, and that is 
In 
(8 Sumner, 272 


Williams +. 


et seq.) Jus- 


coercion 


Us. 


Government, which is charged with our foreign relations, shall in its 
correspondence with a foreign nation assume a fact in regard to the 


sovereignty of any island or country, it is conclusive on the judicial 
department? And in this view it is not material to inquire, nor is it 
the province of the court to determine, whether the Executive be right 
or wrong. It is enough to know that in the exercise of his constitu 
tional functions he has decided the question. Having done this under 
the responsibilities which belong to him, it is obligatory on the peopl 
and Government of the Union. 

Now, whether independence .exists or not is what? Jt 
question of fact. It may be one way this week. It may be 
entirely different thing as a fact three months from now. 

Tell me, some one, in what possible sense the recognition of 
independence is a legislative act? It is not the function of legis- 
lation to declare facts. What is a law? As I recollect Black- 
stone’s definition, it is “a rule of civil conduct prescribed by 
the supreme power in the State, commanding what is right and 
prohibiting what is wrong.” It is a rule of conduct, and when 
that rule is once laid down it binds the people until it is changed 
by the power that made it. 

How about this function of recognizing independence? If that 
is a legislative function and the Congress passed an act the effect 
of which was to require the President to recognize the independ- 
ence of a particular State, to receive the ambassador or minister 
from that State, that law must be obeyed until the Congress 
meets again and modifies it. In the meantime a revolution 
occurs and the erection of a part of the territory into another 


a 
an 


is 


| 
| nation. 


Would that act be still effective? 
President of the United States? Must he call a special session 


Where would it leave the 





| states explicitly that it has been discussed a 
| tion, and that all the practice of the Government fr 


st unmeasured terms, and stated that if such a thing had | 


uggested at the time of the convention 
bsohutely scouted. 
'—it is from some papers that I read from in part, and 
the permission of the Senate, when I come to revise the 
{ will put that in in conjunction with what I quoted 
’, So that it may all appear. 
SPOONER. Mr. President, there has not been from the 
ning of this Government, so far as I have ever been able 
rn, a single commentator or writer on the Constitution 
‘hallenges the proposition which I announced the other 
and for which I am contending here to-day. 
broadly and strongly as it could be stated. Mr. Justice 
. when a judge of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
ted it explicitly. 
[r. BACON. No. 
‘vr. SPOONER. Did he not? 
lr. BACON. Neo; he said it would be binding upon the judi- 
department of the Government, and that is true, but that 
hot meet the proposition. 
Mr. SPOONER. Is that what he said? . 
BACON. That is my recollection of it. 
n Inemory simply. 
‘it. SPOONER. The Senator does not recollect it. 


I am quoting it 





Kent stated | 


it would have | 
I have not that here—the Reporters | 


| 
| Suppose the Congress passes an act 
1 
| 


of Congress to “reenact” this fact of independence, to enable 
him to receive a minister from a new country or to send one to 
a new country? It is impossible. Justice Story speaks of the 
contention of the Senator as having been long mooted, but lhe 
a abstrac- 
the b 


s mere 
ym 
ginning has been against it; and so it has. 

fixing the value of coin 
in a certain country, naming it; that is a recognition sub modo. 
Would that require the President to send an ambassador or a 


minister to that country? Would that require the President 
to receive an ambassador or minister from that country? Not 
at all. But leave that. Mr. Seward, a great lawyer, said: 

It is, however, another and distinct question whether the United 
States would think it necessary or proper in the form adopted by t! 
House of Representatives at this time. This is a practical and purely 
executive question and @ decision of it constitutionally belongs not jo 
the House of Representatives nor even Congress, but to the President 

} of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I stated to the Senator that I did not propos 
to go into any argument on that question. I have made an 
argument in the Senate on this subject, in which I did go 





through all those grounds. 


Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; I have passed that on. I am going 
on to the negotiation of treaties. 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. I just wanted to say 

Mr. SPOONER. I say my friend from Georgia has no au- 


thority, and I venture to say he can find no authority, which in 
anywise impeaches the proposition which I made the other day, 
and which I suppose he intended to demolish, that the absolute 
control of the negotiations which lead up to a treaty laid before 
, the Senate is in the President under the Constitution. 
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Mr. BACON. The difference between the Senator and myself 
is what the term “ negotiation ” implies or includes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, I will tell the Senator that I under- 
stand negotiation to mean negotiation, 

Mr. BACON. ‘That is clear. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘There are some things so plain that they 
can not be made plainer. That is a word of everyday use. It 
is so fixed in its meaning in every man’s mind that to attempt 
technically to define it confuses one. What does it mean to 
negotiate a loan? What is meant by negotiating a contract or 
negotiating a sale? Negotiating a treaty? It means all the 
steps which lead up to the meeting of the mind, whether it in- 
volves nations or men, for it is a compact or contract or agree- 
ment between this and another government; and it includes 
writing down the agreement as it has been negotiated, because, 
after it is drafted it is still subject to negotiation, and it is 
often changed—modified by one or the other—and when the 
negotiations have all ended, when it has been signed, then it 
comes to this body, and then—I repeat what I said the other 
day, standing, Mr. President, as religiously in favor of each of 
departments of the Government in its own sphere as any 
man who ever sat in this Chamber does—it is solely when it 
comes to this Chamber, our constitutional function, not to in- 
quire, not to ask questions, but to make treaties, begins and not 
till then. 

A resolution demanding of the President information as to 
the negotiation of a treaty would be an insult. Nobody could 
debate that. 

BACON. Well, the Senator has been rather free in the 
use of the word “ insult.” 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senator does not take that as referring 
to him. The Senator—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has used that word before. 

Mr. SPOONER. I probably, in the course of my life, which 
I hope will be a long one, will use it many times. 

Mr. BACON. I mean in connection with this very matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not discussing Algeciras. I said the 
other day that for the Senate to adopt that resolution either in 
open session or in secret session and send it to the President 
was, in my judgment, an insult. 

Mr. BACON. I distinctly take issue with the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not impute any purpose to the Sen- 
ator to be offensive to the President, but I think a resolution 
which assumed that the President either does not know what 
his powers are or disregards them 

Mr. BACON, I can only say again, Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. I can only say again that when the Senator in 
the discussion of a legal proposition has to resort to the sug- 
gestion that it is an insult, it is a confession, on the part of one 
of his resources and abilities, of the weakness of his argument. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why, Mr. President, it would be the taw- 
driest, cheapest, and most stupid of resources. 

Mr. BACON. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, let the Senator refer for a moment to 
what elicited this observation. I was arguing an abstraction, 
aud I, thinking of the relative position of the Executive and 
the Senate, and the contention that the Senate is a factor in 


the 


Mr. 








negotiations and there was the legal right and the legal duty, | 





because the legal right on the one hand would involve the legal | 








Mr. SPOONER. Well, a Senator who contends that the Sen- 
ate, under the Constitution, is a factor in negotiating a treaty 
and talks of legal rights on the part of the Senate and leg] 
duties on the other hand—if I can understand the fair infer- 
ence from words, the inevitable conclusion from a major and 
a minor premise—certainly has it in his mind that it might be 
done properly, because what we have a right to ask it is of 
necessity the duty of the President to grant. The best argu- 
ment I know of to refute that is to bring to the attention of 
Senators the fact that a resolution in strict exercise of that sup- 
posititious right would be very offensive to a President. That 
is all. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is ingenious, but not logical. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator could not at al] 
afford to admit that I am logical. 

Mr. BACON. For that reason the Senator in the beginning 
of his remarks this evening was particular to announce that 
he had not been converted by what I had said. 

Mr. SPOONER. I see that offended the Senator——~ 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPOONER. And I regret it. 

Mr. BACON. No; I am too familiar with the habit of lavy- 
yers to be offended about such a matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was not that. The only reason in the 
world that the Senator has not convinced me is, first, my own 
incapacity—— 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no; we all recognize the Senator’s capacity, 

Mr. SPOONER. And, second, his power of reasoning, be- 
cause I freely say that if the Senator was sustainable in lozic, 
in history, in the practice of government, or by authority, he 
would have at once overwhelmed and convinced me. As I said, 
I thought it was a compliment, but it seems not to have been 
so regarded, that it would be my pride for many years, that the 
Senator had not been able, with all his logic, ability, and frank- 
ness, to do more than confirm me in the strength and correct- 
ness of the position which he was assaulting. 

Mr. President, I have finished. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Monday next, with the permission of the Senate, immediately 
after the morning business, I shall ask leave to address the Sen- 
ate upon the subject of railroad rates in connection wit! the 
resolution lying on the table offered by the junior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. CLay]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The notice will be entered 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of executive business. After seventeen miiutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
| o'clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned unti! to- 
| morrow, Wednesday, February 7, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 6, 100. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Elof Olson, of Bassett, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
| at Valentine, Nebr., vice Albert L. Fowle, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
from the 3d day of February, 1905, to fill vacancies existing 

| that grade on that date; 

John 8S. Abbott. 

Thomas H. Taylor. 

Charles BE. Brillhart. : 

The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains i) the 
Navy from the 25th day of January, 1906, upon the coni) etion 
of six years’ service, in accordance with the provisions ©! = 

e ac 


duty on the other, they are correlative—I was testing it by 
suggesting that so far from its being true that a resolution 
passed by the Senate demanding—using that word 

Mr. BACON. I did not demand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not talking about the Senator’s reso- 
lution. 

ir. BACON. That is what the Senator said about my reso- 
lution, and he said it more than once. 

ir. SPOONER. I am not talking about your resolution. I 
wili enter into a solemn agreement with the Senator in writing— | 
it will not take more than a moment to negotiate it—that I will 
ho 

Mr. TILLMAN. Would not the Senate have to advise and 
col nt to it? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not referring to the Senator’s resolu- 
tion, and I will not refer to it. I say again, then, if the Senate | 


should pass a resolution demanding that the President should | 


regard to foreign relations, that 
would be an insult to the President. That is all I have said. 

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, who has ever contended 
for any such demand? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not say the Senator has. 

Mr. BACON. No; but who has contended for it? 


furnish any information in 


act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, as amended by 
of April 27, 1904: 
Martin Fritman. 
John McCarthy. 
Henry C. Jarrett. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Samuel Gordon, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant civil 


engineer in the Navy from the 2d day of February, 190°, to ill 
a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Maj. William T. Wood, detailed inspector-general, ce 


lieutenant-colonel of infantry from February 3, 1906, vice 
Twentieth Infantry, retired from active service. 
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Lieut. Col. George H. Roach, United States Army, retired, to 
be placed on the retired list of the Army with the rank of 
colonel from February 3, 1906. ? 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 6, 1906. 
William C. Bristol, of Oregon, to be United States attorney 
for the district of Oregon. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 6, 1906. | 
GOVERNOR-GENERAL OF THE PHILIPPINES. 

James F. Smith, of California, to be governor-general of the 

Philippine Islands. 
DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 

Charles A. Boynton, of Texas, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Texas. 

George G. Covell, of Michigan, to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Michigan. 

Charles J. Hamblett, of New Hampshire, to be United States 
attorney for the district of New Hampshire. 

MARSHALS. 

Edgar S. Wilson, of Mississippi, to be United States marshal | 
for the southern district of Mississippi. 

Eugene Nolte, of Texas, to be United States marshal for the | 
western district of Texas. 

William M. Hanson to be United States marshal for the south- | 
ern district of Texas. 

Grosvenor A. Porter, of Indian Territory, to be United States 
marshal for the southern district of Indian Territory. 

PENSION AGENT. 

Grosvenor A. Curtice, of Contoocook, N. H., to be pension 

agent at Concord, N. H. 


POSTMASTERS. 
DELAWARE, 

David O. Moore to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of 

Sussex and State of Delaware. 
NEW YORE. 

Fred M. Askins to be postmaster at Schaghticoke, in the 
county of Rensselaer and State of New York. 

Charles W. Penny to be postmaster at Patterson, in the county 
of Putnam and State of New York. 

OHTO. 

Edward B. Roemer to be postmaster at Zanesville, in the 

county of Muskingum and State of Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 

E. Wesley Keeler to be postmaster at Doylestown, in the 
county of Bucks and State of Pennsylvania. 

Eliza Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Spangler, in the county 
of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 

Daniel S. Knox to be postmaster at Tionesta, in the county 
of Forest and State of Pennsylvania. 

David L. Laughery to be postmaster at Vanderbilt, in the 
county of Fayette and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles W. Zook to be postmaster at Roaring Spring, in the 
county of Blair and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 6, 1906. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privi- 
eged question 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I have here a resolution pur- 
porting to be introduced in the House of Representatives Janu- 
ary 27, by Mr. Van Duzrer. I have endeavored to obtain some 
information about this resolution, and the result of my inquiry 
is the ascertainment of the following facts: Mr. Van Duzer 
asked leave of absence after the Christmas holidays. He has 
not been here since. He asked indefinite leave of absence, on 
account of sickness in his family. He has not been here since 
that day. The day the resolution purported to be introduced, 
January 7, he is recorded as absent and paired. This resolu- 
tion, therefore, sir, in my judgment, is not properly before the 
House, and I send the following motion to the Clerk’s desk. 


-' 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the mo 
tion is, but before it is read I wish to say it Mr. VAN DUZER 
was caught in a wreck on a train on its way to Wash ton, 
was crippled in that wreck, and is now at | I suppose at 
home—or elsewhere, at a hospital where the wreck occurred, 
one or the other. He is in Hazelton, Pa., I told, now; and 
that accounts for his absence. Will the gentleman let me see 
the original resolution? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I desire to state that there is 
no desire on my part to pass the slightest reflection upon Mr. 
VAN Duzer. The object of this motion is this: The resolution 
has now become a privileged question, and it can be called up by 
anybody ; and to-day we have the anomaly that a r 1 that 
is not before this House under parliamentary rul has be 
| a privileged question, and can be called up; and it is to « 
that situation that I offer this motion. 

The SPEAKER. It occurs to the Chair that the motion | 
ter be read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, before the motion is read, I 
would like to state that my object in rising was to suggest to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that whatever the motion may 


be, it would be better, as a matter of courtesy, and I think bet- 


ter all around, if he would wait until Mr. VAN Duzer returns. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. In answer to that, I will 
state that it will give me great pleasure so to do. I have en- 
deavored to find Mr. Van Duzer, tried to find his clerk, ad 


dressed letters to his clerk, which have remained unanswered. 
I think my friend from Mississippi will see that here is a privi- 
leged resolution which can be called up by any Member of t! 


House at any time, and that it is not properly before this 
House; it could not have been introduced by the gentleman 
from Nevada [Mr. VAN Duzer], for he was absent then, and 
has been absent ever since. It is a matter that is generally 


known, and this action casts no reflection upon the gentleman 
from Nevada whatever. The only intention is to cure the par 
liamentary status of this resolution, which, in my judgment, is 


necessary. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think if the resolution should 
| be read, we might get at it more easily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is en- 


titled to the floor. It seems to the Chair that 
tion to be moved by the gentleman from 
to be reported to the House. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the prop sed ae- 
Pennsylvania ought 


It may or may not be privileged. 


Ordered, That the said resolution, 
tion of the House, and that 
moved and destroyed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

The SPEAKER. 


No. 197, 
the copies in 


ylu- 


be canceled as a re 


the document room be re 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask what the resolution is that 
is sought to be repudiated? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I have the re wvlution here and I will 


read it. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I beg the pardon of the gen- 


tleman from Mississippi, but I have charge of the resolut 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well; I will ask the gentlk to 
read it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Would it not meet the views « ll pai to 
have the resolution and the motion lie over until the return 
of the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Van Duzer 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is just what I suggested to the ! 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and I hope the suggestion of the 
gentleman from New York will go further with him than n 

Mr. PAYNE. That was before the motion to « l the origi 

; nal resolution was read. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. If any guaranty ill be 
given that no Member of the House will call up resoh 
under the privilege, I have not the slightest obj i t I 
do not desire to be discourteous to the gentleman fr Ne 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inqui 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state ; 

Mr. PAYNE. If some Member should try to call up the or 
nal resolution, would not that also call up the motion offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in regard to 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can t } u ! 
until it is presented. It would not n S do 
seems to the Chair, although if that que t 
House, the Chair will rule upon it wh y. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, if the gent! in f Pennsyly 
will yield to me 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the proposed action is pr 
cated upon the assertion that at the time the original resolution 
was introduced the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. VAN Duzer] 
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was not in Washington. That, of course, depends upon evidence 
aliunde, which can not come before this House. I do not know 
whether it be true or not that the genfleman from Nevada was 
not here upon the day that this resolution was introduced. The 
gentleman says that there is no reflection cast upon Mr. VAN 
Iduzer by his motion. There is a reflection cast upon somebody. 
Somehow or other this original resolution got here, and it bears 
the name of Mr. VAN Duzer. Somehow it got into the box. I 
know nothing about the matter, never saw the resolution until 
this morning, but I think it is nothing but fair and right 
that this matter should go over until the gentleman from 
Nevada can be present. I have told the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and the Speaker of the House, and the Members of the 
House, what had happened to him and where he is. When we 
needed him here on the statehood yote a telegram came that he 
was caught in this wreck and was seriously hurt. He has not 
been able to attend the House since, and I insist that this matter 
ought not to be taken up for action now. I think we would 
save the time of the House if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
were to withdraw the motion and let this entire business go 
over as unfinished business until the return of the gentleman 
from Nevada. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it should be understood that the origi- 
nal resolution offered by Mr. VAN Duzer is to go over with 
the resolution or motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let the matter go over in its present status. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I am not attacking the gentle- 
man from Nevada [Mr. VAN Duzer], but the gentleman from 
Mississippi admits the fact that he is not here, and has not 
been here, and could not have introduced this resolution. This 
is a matter to protect the House itself against unparliamentary 
procedure. If bills and resolutions bearing the name of a Mem- 
ber can be tossed into the basket in his absence, it is a very 
serious parliamentary situation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The House has no evidence of such fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that this is a privi- 
leged question, there having been no point of order raised 
against the resolution. The gentleman from Pennsylvania rises 
in his place to a question of privilege and suggests that what 
purports to be a record of the House is not a record of the House, 
and states that the gentleman from Nevada was not present in 
Washington upon that day. The gentleman from Mississippi 
states that on the day before—the 26th—having been caught in 
a railroad wreck, he was not here. This seems to have been in- 
troduced on the 27th. Now, so far as the Chair is concerned, 
the Chair does not care, if it is for his information, to have an 
argument as to whether this question is privileged or not. The 
Hlouse can take such action as it sees proper to take. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania |[Mr. ApAms] will yield to me for a moment 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman knows, and I hope the 
Speaker knows, that I am as little disposed to take up the time 
of the House unnecessarily as any Member upon the floor, but 
in the absence of the gentleman from Nevada |Mr. VAN Duzer] 
I could not permit this action to be taken unless it were taken 
with a quorum of the House and under all the guards that the 
rules extend. I know nothing about the matter. Now, I again 
repeat the request. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ApAMS] to let both of these matters go over without preju- 
dice; let this matter in its present status go over until the re- 
turn of the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Van Duzer]. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] can give me assurance that 
no Member will call this up under the House rule on privilege, 
that is agreeable to me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania knows that if the gentleman from Mississippi were 
reckless enough to make that assurance the gentleman from 
Mississippi could not assure himself even that the assurance 
would be observed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest, with the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, if the House desires to do so, it seems to the 
Chair that unanimous consent might be given that the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the resolution pur- 
ported to be offered or that was offered, as the case may be, by 
the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. VAN Duzer] shall go over un- 
til the further action of the House, and no action be taken 
upon the resolution until the House has acted further as to its 
consideration. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And without prejudice. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make 
that request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that that amounts 
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to an agreement that a motion to discharge the committee 
should not be privileged pending the proceedings. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. That is my only object in 
bringing this up at this time. 

The SPEAKDR. Is there objection to the request? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


RAILROAD RATE REGULATION, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12987) 
for the regulation of railroad rates. Pending that I ask unani- 
mous consent that all general debate upon this bill be closed on 
Wednesday, to-morrow, at 3 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that general debate shall be closed upon the bill H. R. 
12987 on Wednesday, to-morrow, at 3.30 o’clock p. m. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn] and I were dis- 
cussing the termination of general debate and trying to end it 
on this afternoon, we saw we could not finish with the number 
of requests for time that we had, and my understanding, as | 
remember it, was that we would try to get through by 4.30 
o'clock to-morrow afternoon, in order to begin the reading of 
the bill to-morrow afternoon. Will that be satisfactory to the 
gentleman? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, Mr. Speaker; that is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies his request, fixing 
the hour of 4.30 p. m. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The question nov 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa, that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on tlhe 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the )ill 
H. R. 12987—the railroad-rate bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Commitice of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 12987, with Mr. VREELAND in the 
chair. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentlenian 
from Alabama [Mr. Burnett]. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted me 
for the discussion of this important measure I can not present 
it in the elaborate manner that I would like to do. 

I congratulate this House and the country that is under ile 
leadership of the strenuous gentleman who occupies the Whiic 
House, the Republican party has at last been “able to sit up 
and take notice” and to hear the demand of the people for legis- 
lation along the line of this bill. 

Unwillingly, it is true, have they listened to the muttering 
storm of indignation as it rose higher and higher, until, fearing 
the results of that indignation, their sodden conscience his at 
last been quickened to the necessity for action. 

Now, with that peculiar facility of Republicans to claim ihe 
earth and the fullness thereof, they even claim the paternity 
of the infant, and the gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr. Esc], 
in his eloquent non sequitur speech the other day, seemed to 
work himself up to the point of believing that he was partly 
the father of the bantling himself. But fair-minded gentlemen 
on the other side of the Chamber know that to the Democratic 
party belongs the honor of inaugurating the movement which 
is about to culminate in the passage of the pending measure. 

When the doctrines of this bill weve ten years ago being ad- 
vocated by the leader of the Democracy it was denounce 4s 
socialism and anarchy. When the Democratic platform of 186 
made demand for this character of legislation it was called the 
enemy of progress and the foe of prosperity. At least two cel- 
tlemen on the Republican side of this Chamber have been fair 
enough to call it a Democratic measure, and to even try [0 
frighten their friends from its support by this admission. ‘The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCati] said the other 
day: “He [Mr. Bryan] looked upon it as his own child, and 
not long ago as he was starting around the globe, in almost the 
last words he uttered upon American soil, with a paternal solic 
tude, he commended the bantling to the tender care of thie 
President.” If the distinguished gentleman means by this that 
the Democratic party only took it up after the President in his 
message advocated it, he is mistaken. 

Here are the platforms of the Democratie party for the last 
three Presidential elections. See how they read: 


[Declaration from Democratic platform, 1896.] 


The absorption of wealth by the few, the consolidation of our ‘ ding 
railroad systems, and the formation of trusts and pools require * a 
control by the Federal Government of those arteries of commerce a 
demand the enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Commerc 
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Commission, and such restriction and guaranties in the control of rail- 
roads as will protect the people from robbery and oppression. 


[Declarations from Democratic platform, 1900.] 
CORPORATE INTERFERENCE IN GOVERNMENT. 
Corporations should be protected in ali their rights and their legiti- 


mate interests should be respected, but any attempt by corporations to | 


interfere with the public affairs of the people, or to control the sover- 
eicnty which creates them, should be forbidden under such penalties 
as will make such attempts impossible. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 
We favor such an enlargement of the scope of the interstate-com- 


ree law as will enable the Commission to protect individuals and | : . 7. eae 
: than : | and enterprise. No such results as have been predicted will fol- 


communities from discriminations 
unfair transportation rates. 
[Declarations from Democratic platform, 1904.] 
TRUSTS AND UNLAWFUL COMBINES. 

Individual equality of opportunity and free competition are essen- 

| to a healthy and permanent commercial prosperity, and any trust, 
combination, or monopoly tending to destroy these by controlling pro- 
duction, restricting competition, or fixing prices should be prohibited 
nd punished by law. We especially denounce rebates and discrimi- 
nation by transportation companies as the most potent agency in pro- 
moting and strengthening these unlawful conspiracies against trade. 

For ten years the leader of Democracy has been proclaiming 
the doctrines of these platforms from the hilltops and amid the 
valleys, and back of him was the great Democratic party. Now, 
gentlemen, point to any platform of your party that has ever 
squinted at rate reform. Point to any President or great leader 
of your party that has ever advocated its principles till now. 

Not till after the election under which your President was 


and the public from unjust and 


seated in the White House did he hint to the railroads or to the | ,j.., 
. ; : g . | domain, by which they can raze to the ground the most valuable 
ill after the election, and you ceased to need campaign contri- | : y they wales setenge 


ons, did one of your great leaders in Congress or on the | 


country that he would lead the crusade for rate reform. Not 
buti 
hustings declare for this legislation. 

But now, when the voice of the people is heard demanding 
the passage of this bill you tumble over each other to get on the 
band wagon. But, gentlemen, we welcome you to our aid. I am 
not one of those who believes that no good thing can come out 
of Nazareth, and when we see you coming to us on the Philip- 
pine tariff, on rate legislation, and, I hope, on some other great 
questions, we well may say: 

While the lamp holds out to burn, 
The worst standpatter may return, 

{Applause on Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to be unjust to the railroads 
or to railroad interests. I can do no better than to quote from a 
speech that I had the honor of delivering in this House one year 
ago on this same question. I said: 

I regard them as one of the greatest harbingers of progress of any 
human agency, and I have no feelings of unkindness for them. In my 


dis we need more of them. In some portions of the district they 
» made the country blossom as the rose. They have climbed the 





ma and prosperous people greet the shriek of the locomotive. Some 


of the most fertile lands in these same counties need but the iron horse 
to make them fivefold more valuable than they are. In some of these 


nties a single railroad pays more than one-fourth of the entire taxes 


of the county. 


_Mr. Chairman, I have the honor of representing a rural people. Many 
hem and their children have not had the advantages of profound 

ary training. Sut they are an honest people; a people who fear 

l, revere justice, and uphold the law. J 

ir faithful Representative were I on this floor to rave like a howling 














ty 
t] 
destruction of these great adjuncts of development and progress. The 
effort has been made each time that I have been before the people for 
election to this House to array them against me because of my relation 
to railroads, but each time it failed, and the last time by a more em- 
phatic majority than ever. Each time I have told them that whenever 
the interests of my people clashed with that of corporate — they 
would find me on the side of the people whose commission I bore. My 
people believed me, they trusted me, and now, as their Representative, I 

all raise my voice and cast my vote for what I believe to be their best 
interest. They are not unjust or unreasonable in their demands, 
do not ask a pound of flesh from next-to the heart. 
'o confiscate or destroy the holdings of these great corporations, but 
they do ask, Mr. Chairman, that these corporations, to whom so much 
nas been granted by the people, should be required to do that justice to 
these people which they demand for themselves. 

lor several years after the creation by Congress of the present Inter- 
‘ate Commerce Commission it was thought that it had the power to 
regulate freight rates. Railroads prospered then, and under the legisla- 
tion proposed by both these bills they will continue to prosper. The 
iimission assumed to regulate rates until the Supreme Court of the 
United States held that they had no such power, and yet the restraining 

nd of the courts were always ready to see that no such rates should 
be fixed as were unreasonable or destructive of their property. 


The power of review by the courts is ingrafted in this bill, 
and should the time ever come when a political commission, as 
described by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lrrrrerrerp], 
Should deal unjustly by the railroads, then, Mr. Chairman, the 
strong arm of our courts is ever ready to lend them aid. This 
power of regulation, not of rate making, as some assert, should 
be lodged somewhere. 

_ Under section 8 of the Federal Constitution it can not be 
lodged with the States. That section says among other things: 


They would not regard me as | 


igosue against railroads or other corporate interests or demand the | 


They | 
They do not seek | 
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| by this wholesome doctrine. 


The Congress shall have power to regulate commerce wit 


h f ign 

nations and with the Indian tribes. 
Thus we see that the power to regulate interst: commer¢ $ 
taken from the States, and we have the spectacle of sixteen 


States of the Union having commissioners to regula 
commerce within State borders, and yet, when its desti 
a foot beyond State lines, the commission is impoter 
lief. Gentlemen tell us that the bill confers up 
power of confiscating the property of the railroads, and that, if 
it should pass, it would te a deathblow to railroad expansion 


low. Stringent laws of this kind have been in force in n 
States for years, and yet new railroads have been buil 
ones extended in these States just as in others. 

There are many reasons why there should be some regulation, 


and, as a sequence, why the power of regulation should rest in 
some tribunal. All corporations as well as all people should b 
amenable to law. Individuals throughout the land are re 
strained by the old common-law maxim, “So use your own as 
| not to injure another’s.” Then is it unreasonable or unjust that 


this same great principle of law and benign safeguard of society 
should apply with equal vigor to corporations as well ndi- 
viduals? , 

Railroads, of all other entities, ought to be willing to abid 


as i 


They enjoy many concessions that 
are not made to ordinary individuals. Their very exis i 
ushered in by concessions that no private individual can ex¢ 

In their very construction they have the right of eminent 


tence 






structures and appropriate the most fertile lands. These im 
| portant concessions and valuable privileges are nted to them 
for the very reason that they are public utilitie nd operated 


| willing 


1ountain tops, and along their wake splendid towns have sprung up like 





for the public good. Congress itself has conferred upon them 
the right to appropriate a part of the public domain for rights 
of way and depot facilities, on compliance with certain easy 
formalities. To many of them have been granted vast areas of 
land to aid in their construction, and many homes that would 
have been settled by the poor of the land have passed into the 
hands of these great corporations. Then is it not right that as 
a partial compensation for such vast concessions they should be 
to exercise their functions in the interest of all the 
people as well as in the promotion of their own selfish aims? 
The progress and development of the age necessitates their 
use. There is a kind of duress upon everyone living in civilized 
and progressive communities to use them. The very nature of 
these vast aggregations of wealth and power is essentially that 
of a monopoly, and such a monopoly as must be made to bow to 
law—not the law of confiscation, nor even of oppression, but a 
law which will say to corporations when they themselves 
seeking to oppress, “ Thus far shalt thou go, and no further.” 
This is all my people ask; this is all this bill proposes; and 
under its benign influence I expect to see the railroads prosp« 
and the people prosper, and without friction or antagonism ft 


are 


move forward hand in hand till within a few years both will 
rise up to proclaim this Congress blessed for haying given thi 
benediction to the country. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
| from Georgia [Mr. Lewrs]. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, the continued demand of the 


people of this country is about to be recognized. This fact is 


forcibly demonstrated by the action of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce in completely ignoring political 


lines for the time and reporting unanimously to this House a 
bill to regulate railroad rate charges. 

The wonderful growth of the railroads in the United States 
is unprecedented in the history of the world. They have 
grown until they have reached in value the enormous sum of 
$16,000,000,000. The many small and independent systems of 
railroads have almost disappeared, for the reason that from 
time to time they have been bought up and in different ways 
merged into larger systems, and these larger systems have been 
continually forming into still more gigantic ones until they have 
reached a position of organized and tremendous power for good 
or for evil. 

These great and expanding corporations have learned that 
they must cultivate harmony among themselves; that they must 
work together in unison, for they know that for them to com 
pete with each other would mean greatly decreased earnings, 
hence they have destroyed real competition among the roads 
and have made it a thing of the past, in consequence of which 
the most powerful compact or pool among the railroads of this 
eountry ever known in the history of the world has resulted. 


‘ 


+1 
ll 


Now, with this gigantic and all-powerful combination of the 
transportation facilities of the country to contend with, what 
is to become of the people—the patrons of these roads? The 
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truth is, they are perfectly helpless and completely at the mercy 
of the railroads. 
THE PEOPLE MUST BE PROTECTED. 

The people must and will have protection. Then what is the 
remedy for this evil? There can be but one answer, one solu- 
tion of the question, and that is place all railroads under Na- 
tional Government control. Congress has the power to do 
this, and, in my opinion, the Hepburn bill now before the House, 
giving the Interstate Commerce or Railroad Commission the 
right to say what are reasonable and just rates and providing 
for an appeal to the Federal courts when the railroads are dis- 
satisfied with the judgment of the Commission, very wisely 
compasses the solution of the problem. 

Mr. Chairman, for the Government to regulate the railroads 
in their rate charges does not and should not mean to destroy 
or even to harm the railroads. No one could desire that. They 
represent too much capital, contribute too much to the support 
of the Government, and too much and too many are dependent 
upon them; and they are too great a factor in the growth and 
industrial development of this rapidly expanding country. But 
the rapid growth and the colossal wealth of the railroads, by 
their scheme of combinations and other devices, have conferred 
such power on them as to render them dangerous to an unpro- 
tected people. While we do not desire to destroy the railroads, 
we intend to see that the railroads shall not destroy the people. 

MANY FAVORS EXTENDED RAILROADS IN PAST. 

Many franchises have from time to time been given to the rail- 
roads by National and State governments and by the people at 
large, with the view and the implied agreement that fair and 
just treatment would in return be accorded by the roads, but 
that expectation has been broken to the hopes, and the people 
and the roads are daily drifting farther and farther apart, until 
the roads have ceased to consider the interests of the people 
and the public have come to regard the roads as selfish and a 
natural enemy to their welfare. 

The railroads in their tremendous power, ever ready to invite 
litigation and commanding the best legal talent to be had, have 
continuously evaded and at times defied all laws enacted with 
reference to their regulation and the control of their manage- 
ment, rates, ete. 

Prior to the enactment of the interstate-commerce act of 1887 
the friends of remedial legislation had before them two plans: 
One advocated by a distinguished Representative from Texas, 
Mr. Reagan, proposing certain prohibitions and requirements and 


penalties that the carriers should be subjected to, but providing | 


no additional methods for their enforcement and no new aids 
for the discovery of wrongdoing or for securing the punishment 
of the wrongdoers. The law proposed was to be administered 
by the judicial system then in existence. The other scheme, 
presented by a distinguished Senator from Illinois, Mr. CULLoM, 
contemplated the creation of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion as it now exists, with the duties and powers now imposed 
by law, with substantially the same prohibitions, requirements, 
and penalties to be imposed upon the carrier. The powers of 
the Commission enabled them to hear complaints, to investigate 
facts concerning them, to search for violations of the law, and 
to aid the courts, through their discoveries, in enforcing the 
law. This latter system was established by the act of 1887; 


was somewhat improved by the amendments of two years later, | 
and is retained in the bill reported with the powers enlarged | 


and made more definite. 


The act known as the “ Elkins Act” of 1903 gave additional | 


strength to previous legislation through its more specific pro- 
hibitions relating to rebates, discriminations, and preferences. 
Yet the ingenuity of some of the carriers and shippers has re- 
sulted in avoiding the provisions of that act through the use of 
joint tariffs, involving, in some instances, a railroad and a mere 
switch owned by a shipper; through arrangements whereby ex- 
cessive mileage was given to the shipper of products who owned 
his own cars; through the use of refrigerator cars; through the 
perniission given to independent corporations to render some 
service incident to the shipment, as the furnishing of ice in the 
bunkers of the car; by what is known as the “ midnight tariff,” 


a method involving an arrangement with a shipper to assemble | 
his freights, have them ready for shipment at a particular date, 
whereupon the carrier would give the necessary three days’ no- 
tice of a reduction in the rate—competing carriers and ship- 


pers would know nothing about this arrangement—the freight 
would be shipped at the new lower rate, and then there would be 
a restoration of the old rate; and by other means and devices. 
The railroads, in violation of all these laws, continued the 
practice of rebates, secret and preferential rates, and favoritism. 


By their unlawful conduct they have built up one section of | 


country to the injury of another, have given certain favored 
cities advantageous rates over those of a less favored one. 
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They have bestowed on large shippers advantages in rates over 
the smaller ones; have helped the cities to the detriment of the 
towns, and, by their unfair treatment, have made the strong 
stronger and the weak poorer. 

Railroads have added much to the wealth and strength of the 
commercial trusts of this country by such practices as secret 
rebates, joint tariffs, and other methods in violation of existing 
law. 

Under such a deplorable condition of affairs as this, can there 
be any astonishment that the people should rise and demand 
that they be protected against such unfair and unlawful prac- 
tices? 

RAILROAD RATE REGULATION A DEMOCRATIC IDEA. 

The President of the United States realized that the al!- 
powerful railroad interests must be controlled by an impartis:! 
commission to the end that the people, the patrons of the rcoacs, 
might have justice; hence he strongly urged upon Congress thie 
absolute necessity at this session of such legislation in his 
annual message. 

While it is true the Republican party has heeded the demani 
of the people, I am going to maintain that this is a Democrati: 
victory, for that party has for years urged in its platforms the 
necessity for government of railroads, and it is to the credit of 
a distinguished Democrat and then a Representative from Tex:s, 
Mr. Reagan, that he suggested, first in 1887, a plan for Feder: 
regulation and control of railroads. 

Yes, this is a Democratic victory, and several distinguished 
gentlemen on the Republican side of this House have in their 
speeches suggested the correctness of this contention. Hov- 
ever, I am glad to see a virtually united front of the entire 
House on this great question. In fact, to be successful in this 
undertaking fraught with so much good to the people politics 
for the time must be laid aside. 

I am informed that the railroads have felt until lately safe 
from any legislation on this line, depending upon their great 
influence to stifle all effort, but they now are feeling some 
alarm, for they begin to realize that they have been overconfi- 
dent. 

Mr. Chairman, I now heartily congratulate the entire coun- 
try on the splendid prospect of this bill being enacted into 
law. It augurs well for the people. It means that the time 
has come when the Government must and will regulate all 
of the powerful trusts and combines formed for the purpose 
of destroying competition and putting the consumers of the 
country—the people—under the merciless power of their ava- 
rice. The passage of this bill to regulate railroad rates will 
be the first firm and positive step in the direction of Federal 
regulation of interstate commerce, and the country may hoje- 
fully and happily look forward to further relief from monojo- 
listie injustice and greed. As I have said before, no injury is 
intended by the bill to the railroads, and it does seem to me 
that every honest management of such corporations should ap- 
prove of this legislation. 

a POWERS OF THE COMMISSION. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission is to be composed of 
seven good and experienced men. While the Commission will 
not have the power to make rates for the railroads, it will have 
the authority to pass upon the rates as published by the rail- 
roads, and will have the right to say whether such rates are 
just and reasonable. When in the opinion of the Commission a 
given rate, against which complaint has been lodged wit! the 
Commission, is unjust and unreasonable, the Commission can 
then fix the maximum or highest rate that the railroads will be 
permitted to charge. If the railroad is dissatisfied with the 
ruling, an appeal can be taken to the Federal courts, the rate 
fixed by the Commission remaining in the meantime or pending 
the appeal the controlling rate until the court resorted to has 
passed upon the issue. While the bill does not go as far as I 
would like it, in that it does not confer as much power as it 
should on the Commission, yet it is drawn on conservative lines 
and should commend itself to the approval of everybody. Yet 
the railroads are opposing this fair legislation. 

There are now in operation in the United States 217,000 
miles of railroad, representing a capital of $16,000,000,000 11 
| stocks and bonds. A political economist of distinction, one of 
the professors of Yale, who has given much study to the cost of 
railroad building, states that they can be built for $35,000 per 
mile. If that be true, and certainly it is a reasonable propos 
| tion, the total cost of all the railroads in the United States would 

be $10,000,000,000 ; then $6,000,000,000 of the capital stock o! all 
the railroads of the country must represent a fictitious value, of 
what is known as “ watered stock,” having no value and repre 
senting nothing. Now, is it not unjust to the people for the 
railroads to insist on a profit on $16,000,000,000 capital wien, 'n 
| point of fact, the actual capital represents only $10,000,0' ),0002 
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To state the proposition more clearly, the railroads are entitled | 

and should have a fair and reasonable profit on $10,000,000,000 

actual capital, but never on $16,000,000,000 capital, of which | 

$6,000,000,000 represents absolutely nothing but a speculative | 

vision. | 
PUBLICITY. 

The power of the Commission to compel railroads to make | 
statements of their condition will go far toward effectively | 
regulating this evil. Publicity is one of the strong features of | 
the bill. In fact, there is no greater corrective and deterrent | 
agency than publicity. It is said by those charged with the 
prevention of crime in New York City that six electric are lights 
are worth more than a hundred armed custodians of the peace | 
in the suppression of lawlessness. 

The railroads and their defenders argue that by reason of the 
complications growing out of the relations of the different roads, 
the great mileage they cover, and the almost endless classifica- | 
tions of rates, the task and responsibility of regulating and ad- 
justing such vast and intricate questions are too great to be 
confided to a commission composed of seven gentlemen. Such 
a contention is not well founded, when the fact is the rates for 
all the railroads in the United States are at present made by 
less than a dozen men. 

THE PRIVATE CAR SYSTEM. 

The private car system, including all refrigerating and icing 
privileges, is also placed under the supervision of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. The growing fruit interests of my dis 
trict, undoubtedly larger in acreage and production, relative to 
territory, than that of any other part of the South, will gladly 
welcome this legislation. While this service has lately been 
greatly improved over the past by these private car companies, 
still their service and rate charges have not at all times been 
satisfactory to the shippers; therefore the passage of this bill 
will mean better service and fairer rates, thereby encouraging 
and fostering the growth and prosperity of this great and 
valuable industry of the South. 


THE WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 


The railroads and their advocates have endeavored to create 
sympathy for the interests they represent by claiming that a 
large amount of the capital stock of these corporations is held 
by the widows and orphans and have argued that any mode 
{ Government control of rates would result in a decrease-in 
the value of their property, and, consequently, in the amount of 
their income. The fact is, that class of stockholders is small— 
indeed, but a trifle—compared with the many wealthy owners 
if such stock. But, I repeat, the honest railroad management 
ind the roads that are not overcapitalized can not be injured 
by the acts of a fair, honest, and intelligent Commission whose 
iuty it will be to see that justice is meted out equally to the 
people and the roads. 

RAILWAY EMPLOYEES. 

Much has been said and many articles from numerous con- 
tributors written expressing the apprehension that Govern- 
ent interference with railroad rates would decrease the earn- 
ings of the employees of the roads. I presume many Members 
i Congress have received petitions from some of these em- 
ployees protesting against any legislation on this line for that 
reason, Nevertheless, I take the position with the greatest 
oufidence of its correctness that the employees of the railroads 
will in no wise suffer. Their salaries will not be decreased. 
Does the salary of the railroad employee rise and fall with 
the changing financial condition of the roads? I answer, no. 

Mr. Chairman, let me ¢aJl the attention of the House to the 
wild fluctuations in the market values of stocks and bonds of the 
railroads in the past two years. It is a fact that the common 
stock of many of the roads has increased in value over 100 per 
cent, while I doubt if there has been the least advance in the 
siluries of the employees during all this period of great pros 
perity enjoyed by the railway companies. In the meantime the 
cost of all food products and other necessaries of life have 
steadily advanced in price. 

Wage-earners are entitled to fair pay and should and will 
continue to receive it. The salaries of railway employees is 
how and will ever be based more on the amount of hauling or 
business the road does than on the prosperity of the road or the 
rate charges made by the roads, for so long as the roads have 
business they will be compelled to have employees. When the 
roads find themselves short of business, the result will be not 
the reduction of salaries, but the shortening of the hours of 
work. 

Mr. Chairman, I am going to close my remarks feeling assured | 
that this bill will pass the House and with a strong conviction 
that it will pass the Senate. We are told by the President in | 
his own forceful words that he is extremely desirous of an op- | 
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portunity to approve it. When the law is put in operation, 
forcing as it will the railroads clearly to understand that they 
must respect and consider the welfare of the people, I freely 
predict that the common carriers of the country wil! willingly 
give far greater consideration to the rights and the interest of 
the shipper and the public than ever in the past, and on the 
other hand that the people will place more confidence in the 
railroads, all contributing to the happy situation that the two 
forces heretofore estranged will be more reconciled in their re 
lations with each other, thereby further stimulating and foster 
ing the rapid growth and development of our beloved country. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I to tleman 


yield the ger 


| from North Carolina [Mr. GupceEr]. 


Mr. GUDGER. Mr. Chairman, in obedience to the general 
demand of the masses, we are now engaged in the enactment 
of a law which entbodies one of the cardinal principles of De 
mocracy. We are all practically agreed that legislation 
needed to prevent rebates and other discriminations in favor 
of one shipper as against another, and which will result in so 
regulating freight rates that justice may be done alike to the 
shipper and the consumer, and which will at the same time per 
mit of a reasonable profit to the carrier. I congratulate my 
friends on the other side of the House upon the patriotism 
they are displaying in thus rallying to the support of this good 
old Democratic doctrine. [Applause.] I do not wish to be 
understood as attempting to minimize in the least the impor- 
tance to the country of this great measure. I shall give it my 
its 


early enactment, notwithstanding the obstacles that are being 


Is 


prospe ct ol 


thrown in the way of its passage by those who are profiting 
by its absence from the statute books. But | desire to call 
attention to another great question confronting the nation, 
which has not received that degree of consideration from Con- 
gress that its importance demands. It is even of greater con 
sequence than the rate question, because it is wider in its scope 


and more far-reaching in its effect upon the general welfare of 
the country. I refer to the question of immigration. Kate 
legislation involves primarily the question of how much money 


should be charged for transportation, while the question of im- 
migration involves considerations which in my judgment reach 
the very foundation of the Republic itself. | Applause. ] 


A review of the statistics of immigration discloses an increase 
in the number of foreigners aunually coming to our 
which is appalling when the character of the immigrants is con- 
sidered. In the i820 they numbered only a little over 
8,000, isGe—forty years later—they numbered more than 
153,000. In 1960—the end of another forty-year period—the 

tuber increased to nearly 450,000. During the fiscal year 1905, 
only five years later, there were more than a million of them. 
gentlemen! At the rate they are now coming they 


shores, 


year 


In 


Think of it, 
would equal the population of North Carolina in less than two 
years, and a Congressional district as large as my own in a little 
more than two months. The annual immigration has more than 





doubled in the past five years. At the same ratio of increase 
it would require only a little over one hundred years for our 
country to recch the limit of the density of population. By that 
time we would have eight cr nine hundred millions ef people, or 
a territory as densely populated as the Empire of China. This 
of itself is enough to aro us to a full realization of the im- 
portance of checking this swelling tide of immigration. But this 





is by no mecus the 
of course, that a great many good citizens have come and will 
still come to us from cther countries, but show that 
in more recent years a very large part of our immigration comes 
from a strata of civilization far beneath our standard; that they 
are in a it of the vicious and ignorant ele- 
ments of foreign countries: that they are lacking in comprehen 
sion of the principles of our form of government and have no 
sympathy with them, and that they do not possess the mental 
or qualifications should be 
prerequisite to clothing them with the ri privileges of 
American [Applause.] Moreover, the percent 
of this class of immigration is now rapidly increasing. This is 
doubtless due in a large measure to the fact that the gre 
steamship companies are sending their agents throughout f 
eign countries, where they gather up the indigent and illiterate, 
who are willing to come across the water as steerage passengers ; 
and it is reputed that they are making millions of dollars out 
of this nefarious business. In our warfare to protect the public 
weal against trusts and combinations we might with profit de- 
vote some of our time to legislating so as to limit the operations 
of these companies, 

As a result of our lax system of immigration laws, we are 
permitting our country to be flooded annually with a horde of 


gravest phase of the question. I 


concede, 


Statistics 








sed sre aegree 
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inoral which upon as a 


citizenship. 
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irable who come here to incite strikes and resist- 
to organized authority and to infuse into our body politic 
of socialism, communism, anarchy, and other evil 
which sap the lifeblood of a nation. [Applause.] 
permitted to continue unchecked, it can hardly mean 
the end than a change of our nationality. 

it putting aside for the moment the question of the effect 
is immigration upon our Government and civilization, I 
sire to call attention to another phase of it. The Republican 
party seeks to pose as the champion of American labor, and 
points to its tariff legislation as an evidence of its desire to 
protect the industries and the laboring interests of this country 
from the products of the pauper labor of foreign countries. I 
shall not take time to discuss now the question as to the utility 
of such legislation to that end, but I challenge the consistency 
their course in building a tariff wall around this country for 
the avowed purpose of keeping out the products of pauper labor 
when they, although haying unhindered control of every branch 
of the Government for many years, have not lifted their hands 
to close the flood gates through which the pauper laborers 
themselves come in. [Applause.] Surely the importation of 
the products of pauper labor can not do as much harm to 


aliens, 


enpirit 


es 


e 
i 
¢ 

O1 


American labor as does the presence of the pauper laborers 
themselves. The competition is more direct and, necessarily, 


I On the other hand, it is a benefit to the em- 
ployers of laborers, because it enables them to obtain labor at 
a lower rate of wages. So that whatever benefit the American 
laborer might otherwise obtain as a result of the protective 
tariff, is more than offset by the failure of the Republican 
party to enact effective legislation to keep out the pauper labor- 
and in the end the employers of laborers—the 
1dustry—are the only ones who are benefited. 

» Commissioner-General of Immigration in his last annual 
report calls attention to the fact that during the last decade 
the percentage of immigration arriving at the southern ports, 
as compared with those arriving at other ports, is increasing. 
This is said to be due, in part at least, to the concerted action 
of certain railroad interests with a view to diverting immigra- 
tion to the South in the hope, of course, of ultimate profit to 


nore disastrous. 


so} 
igD 


it 


y } 
ers themselves, 
captains of it 


their business. This significant fact brings the question directly 
home to the Southern people. I have no sympathy with the 
views of some of my Southern friends, that we need more 


immigration there of the kind now coming to this country. 
The men who cultivate their hundreds and thousands of acres 
of cotton; the men who employ large numbers of laborers, may 
need them, but the small producer and the small business man 
does not. It might be better to have them if we considered 
the question solely from the standpoint of the present and of 
the men who desire to make money regardless of future con- 


sequences, but we are not legislating for the present alone. We 
are legislating for our children and our children’s children. 
[Applause.] The South is growing richer every day. It is 


filled 


deve lo} 


with resources yet undeveloped, and it is capable of 
ing them without entering upon the untried experiment 


of introducing aliens to assist in that development. It is filled 


with a God-fearing, law-abiding, patriotic people, and its stand- 
ard of citizenship is equal to that of any other country or sec- 
tion of country in the world. [Applause.] It would be far 
bett to let some of its mills and factories remain idle and 
some of its cotton plantations remain unproductive than to 


introduce this alien element into its population, which must 





ultiz ly lower its standard. Those engaged in the produc- 
tion of cotton are now directing their attention to the question 
of the reduction of acreage in order to maintain the price of 
that staple. What better method is there of reducing the 
acreage than that of curtailing the number of laborers ayail- 
able for employment? 

Speaking for my own State, and more especially for the dis- 
trict I have the honor to represent, I say to you that we do 
not want any more immigrants from the low, vicious classes. 
I have in mind one of the counties of my district in which four 
larg ] ; are located—Forest City, Caroleen, Henrietta, 
and Cliffside. They are all within range of the ringing of a 
single bell. The owners and employees are in perfect sym- 
patl l There are no foreigners there, who hold 
the law in contempt, and consequently no strikes. They have 
good schools and churches and are as good.citizens as can be 
found anywhere in the State. I have been there on Sundays, 
and have seen them attending the Sunday schools, some of the 
employees acting as teachers and some of the employers as 
pupils. They are American citizens—American born and bred— 


1 typical of the good. citizenship now existing throughout the 


South. [Applause.] They do not want any foreigners to help 
them in their business. They are able to take care of it them- 
selves. We are too prone in these days of prosperity to say, 
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“Let well enough alone.” But we know from the history of 
the past that the hour of adversity must come, and when hard 
times come and depressions upon us and there is less demand 
for the employment of labor, capital will seek it where it can 
get it the cheapest. ‘Then shall we see the folly of our inaction, 
and then the American laborer, whose interest it is our first 
duty to protect, will be the sufferer. I feel that I am voicing 
the predominant sentiment, not only of the Democracy of 
North Carolina, but of the entire South, and representing her 
best interests regardless of political considerations when [| 
appeal to you, gentlemen, to join us in the enactment of some 
measure to meet this impending danger. [Applause.] I shall 
not stop to discuss the question as to what specific character of 
legislation would be most effective to that end. It might be 
done by a head tax or an educational test or in some of the 
other ways that have been suggested. Perhaps all of these 
restrictions could be applied with beneficial results. 

What needs to be accomplished, however, is to arouse Con- 
gress and the country to a full consciousness of the fact th 
something should and must be done, and the remedy can easily 
be found. But that some remedy is needed, and needed imme- 
diately, can not be gainsaid. If we would keep our country in 
the place it has now fully earned—that of the foremost Repub- 
lic, aye! the foremost nation of the earth—we must shield 
from those baneful influences which have always operated to 
the detriment of other nations, and which sooner or later bring 
disaster to us. If we would have the mighty current of our » 
tional power move onward unchecked toward the fulfillment 
its mission, we must preserve that standard of American citi- 
zenship from the contaminating influences that are now crowd- 
ing in upon it. The majestic Anglo-Saxon character must be 
preserved; the Celtic and Teutonic blood that helped to make 
our splendid citizenship must not be mingled with that of the 
lower types of mankind. We can best accomplish this by stand- 
ing firmly for the policy of “America for Americans.” [ Ap- 
plause.] Let the balance of the world call this selfishness if it 
will; but, after all, national selfishness is the highest type of 
patriotism. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I trust that the importance of 
this subject may be felt to that degree that we will give it the 
most careful and thoughtful consideration. Action is necessary 
to success. Restriction of foreign immigration must be had in 
order to protect our American wage-earner against the vicious, 
ignorant, criminal pauper labor that is now being permitted to 
enter our ports. 

The demand is for a strong and effective law strictly en- 
forced in order to maintain the high standard established by 
our American laborer. This right to such wages as to enable 
him to have a comfortable home, money to properly educate his 
children and maintain his dignity as an American citizen must 
be upheld. They are the men that produce the wealth, defend 
our country in time of war, and represent the good citizenship 
of this country. It is therefore our duty to protect them along 
these lines with such legislation as will preserve in the future 
America for Americans. [Great applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois, my colleague [Mr. Dickson], such time as he may 
desire. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I am conyinced 
that it is impossible for me to add much of interest or informa- 
tion to the masterly expositions of distinguished Members in 
the matter of the proper regulation of rates as treated in tlie 
bill now pending before the House. 

I feel, however, that coming from one of the largest district 
in the great State of Illinois, traversed by many miles of rail- 
roads, between whose right of ways there thrives the varied in- 


ts 


dustries of shop and field; a district populated by almost 
300,000 honest, loyal citizens, it might seem meet and proper 
that their voice, through their Representative, be recorded in 


this council. 

I can not hope to enter the realm of discussion touching the 
intricate ramifications of this bill, nor shall I presume to ex- 
pound the constitutional questions involved, but rather view ' 
as it appeals to one who has at heart the welfare of his people 
and the idea of a “ square deal” to all interests. 


In my judgment, the pending measure is an honest effort to 
correct the discrimination, rebates, and other abuses that at the 
present time exist in our railroad traffic. 

This bill is just to all, in providing that charges for transpor- 
tation of passengers and freight shall be reasonable, all unjust 
and unreasonable charges being prohibited. : 

It affords publicity—that implacable foe of indirection = 

sn 


dubious method—by providing that every common carricr 
print and keep posted for the inspection of the public seh ‘dules, 
showing rates, fares, and charges; all classification of fr 
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all “icing charges,” and charges for that most potent agency of 
-yasion, the “ private car line” and the “ terminal.” 

Every carrier is compelled to file with the Interstate Com- 
merece Commission copies of all schedules, promptly notifying 
the Commission of any changes therein, and filing all joint 
tariffs between connecting lines. For the purpose of compelling | 
ompliance it provides that any carrier refusing to file a sched- 
as provided, may be mandamused and punished for con- | 
tempt and enjoined from transporting property until such time 
as they may be prepared to obey the law. 

It is provided that common carriers shall each year make ¢ 
complete exhibit of their financial operations. 

The Commission may require carriers to keep a uniform sys- 
tem of accounts, prescribing the manner in which they must | 
e kept, the Commission having at all times access to all rec- 
cords of every kind belonging to the carrier. 

This bill stands for a “square deal,” in we: that the 
Commission must, when shown that a rate is unjust, or a prac- 
tice unjustly discriminatory, preferential, or uendedielal, pre- | 

ribe instead, a fair, reasonable, and justly remunerative 

aximum rate, following this with an order that the carrier | 

ill not collect any rate in excess of the one prescribed. Such 
when prescribed, to become effective within thirty days. 
This bill not only furnishes redress for existing wrongs, but | 
ovides a penalty for the violation of administered remedy, in | 





ile 
Lilt 


that any carrier neglecting or refusing to obey the lawful 
order made by the Commission shall forfeit for each day’s re- | 
fusal $5,000, and further provides effective procedure for the | 





lection of such penalty. 


These, together with the many other features of the bill | 
iching the matter of “secret rebates,” “ discriminations,” 


rther details of publicity, the increase of the membership of | 


the Interstate Commerce Commission from five to seven (reme- 
dial features that have been so fully explained on this floor) | 
will by their operation overcome many existing transportation | 


I can not subscribe to that doctrine heard on the floor during 

s debate, that the railroads of the country are wholly cul- | 
and their officers and managers go “about the earth 
¢ whom they may devour.” 

| do not forget that there have been no corporations in this 
coultry which have done more to increase the wealth, happi- 
and prosperity of our people than the railroads. 
hey have entered unexplored and arid areas and made pos- 


’ 


seek 


their population by an earnest, industrious citizenship. 
in the main, they have exhibited rare foresight and great judg- 


ent in promulgating measures for the general benefit of our 


ountry and its people, yet it is equally true that they have 

tentimes lost sight of the welfare of the communities and 
ed the rights of individuals. 

We know that when they have found it necessary or expe- 


dient from a view-point of business to favor certain localities 
rtain shippers with discriminatory rates, they have not 
ted so to do. 
ve shippers dictate the price at which their product shall 
arried. This unrighteous dictation has for its most strik- 
‘ example that fungous growth—the private car lines—which, 


rst encouraged and eee by the railroads, has so 
in and thrived that the railroads themselves are to-day 
ind, gagged, and helpless in their grasp. 
Ir. John L. Pickering, of Illinois, one of the most capable 


spaper men of the West, spent a great amount of time and 
y in compiling facts and figures for publication in con- 
n with the recent investigation of this matter by the Illi- 
‘ railroad and warehouse commission. In speaking of the 
is of the “ private car system,” Mr. Pickering says: 
eht railroads, including the principal systems doing business in 
is, for the year ending June 30, 1904, make affidavit, “through their 
ral officers, that they paid to the owners of private car lines for 
receding twelve months the enormous sum of $2,000,000. This 
im was charged to operating expenses in some cases. 
‘he private car “ graft” is a companion of that other evil, 
ned to favored ree. . 
Instead of buying cars in which 
ered to them, the railroads pay 
ed aS a common carrier, 


to transport the freight that is 
a rental to a corporation not organ- 
but owning private freight cars. This rental 


“rebates | 
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ased on the number of miles the car travels over each line, and the | 


‘ varies with the influence of the corporation owning the cars and 
nxiety of the railroad to secure the business controlled by the car 


PRIVATE CAR GRAFT. 
‘or example, the Chicago and Eastern Illinois presented the Armour 
" lines with only $4,553 in the year ending June 30, 1904, while the 
go, Burlington and Quincy handed them $101, 990. But the Bur- 


ngton sis soy the Swift lines $64,573, Cudahy a total of $3: 5,209, and 

S 

rhe Illinots Central paid Armour $89,421, 

and Morris $5,807. The Big Four divided about even between 
_ two kings, giving Armour $14,590 and Swift $13,817. With the 

‘ hicago and Northwestern Armour and Cudahy were the favorites, the 

Lrst receiving a total of $50,820 and the latter $50,110, while Swift 


oan Swift $27,802, Cudahy 





got only $25,987. The Rock (land's donation to the . 














Ss was 
$89,443 and to the Swift lines $43,018 

The Union Tank Line, a branch of the Standard Oil Company, r¢ 
ceived enormous sums from all lines for the use of its cars, the Burling 
ton paying it over $33,000 and the Illinois Central nearly $23 while 
the Northwestern contributed $17,000, the Rock Island $15,700, and 
the Santa Fe nearly $21,000. 

I have not included in the Swift summary the amounts paid to the 
Continental Fruit Express, which is popularly supposed to be owned by 
the Swift Company. The Continental Fruit Express Company 
ceived from the Illinois Central $5,085, from the Northwestern $15,000, 
and from the Rock Island $27,425. 

BEEF TRUST OWNS 90 PER CENT 
These private car lines—TI refer particularly to the lines owned or 
| controlled by the great beef trust—are cailed * the greatest trust in the 
world” in a series of interesting papers now appearing in Everybody's 
Magazine. It is estimated that there are 54,000 refrigerator cars in 
the country and that Armour owns 25 per cent of the tot: Ninet 
per cent of the total are owned by the beef trust. 

The products shipped by railroads in cars owned ‘ther ¢ or: 
tions include fruit, live stock, provisions, oil, beer, molasses, ffee, 
furniture, asphalt, stone, coal, agricultural implements, soap, dairy 
products, poultry, and meats. 

The immense sums paid annually by Illinois railroads to these pri 
vate car lines are worthy the attention of the State authorities It 
must not be forgotten that the thousands of cars owned by this class of 
corporations pay no taxes to the State of Illinois. The State board of 
equalization made an attempt one year, I believe, to reach them, but did 


not succeed, because the effort was not serious or earnest. 

The capital stock of one or two stable car is mentioned in th 
reports of the board, but not real assessment mad them. 
The stable car lines are included in the above total, : ir 
share of the railroads’ surplus. Some of the amour its 
the last year are given herewith : 

Mather Stable Car Line: Chicago 
Illinois Central, $11,009; Rock Island, 

STREET’S CAR 
Line : Atchison, 


$13,61 2; Burlington, 
$12'468 - Northwestern 


lines 


is 





Eastern Illinois, 


iSO 


and 
$3. 
LINE. 


Topeka and Santa 
$16,799; I 


Street’s Stable Car 
Chicago and Alton, 
191; Big Four, 
$27,969. 

In treating this subject I have only considered ei 
I have no present means of obtaining the statements 
in Illinois. 

Hight Lllinois systems paid $2,000,000 for p 
year. 

What did all the Illinois roads pay? 

Probably $8,000,000 or $10,000,000. 

The net earnings of the lines are reduced ju ! 
burdens upon the small shipper and country merchant are t 
creased. 

Let me summarize three elements 
aeons freight during the ten year 
that are ignored by the railroads thems 
lie the cost of transportation. 


Fe, 


LiLino 





$26.53: 





rivate car 


that his 


past 


to shipper 


ear lines, whicl 


First. Overcharges returned 
Second. Bounties to private 
ated for a day. If the common carrier autho 
commodities short of equipment, it 
sufficient cars to handle the traffic 

Third. Special classification 
tolls to favored shippers 

Ilere are three elements 
Illinois. And every one 
the average amount received per tor 

These are important features in 
entirely overlooked in dis« the 
to learn. There pallis ati ion. for neglecting 
one suspected thé vate evi i 
private car evil has notorious fe 
would astound a man outside the ra 
$8,000,000 $10,000,000 had een p ] 
for a that should be performed by the ec 
selves. 

While the owners 
shippers are favored by | 
who can not ship by tr: 
lives at noncompetitive 
whatever was demanded 
reduction or rebate 
couped and no 


is should be cor 





or 





per 1 
llinois railroading r 


questio o f I 
] i I 


issing 
is some 


it the re 





or 
I 


service 


of the priv: 
wer 


1 


rates, 
lots 
points, b 
the carrier, in 
given to the larger 
loss to the railroad 

A rebate under the form of “ icin 
shipment,” or in whatever guise it 
discrimination, and has for its result 
stagnation to communities, and 
petition. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not one who 
against I do not subscribe 
to set friend against friend, or br 
not condemn legitimate wealth, but the existence of 
moth fortunes, secured by unfair co 
practices and favors; fortunes which in their accumulation 
have piled upon the scarred shoulders 
common people, burdens beyond their power to be: 

I maintain that we are now confronted 
depriving the favored few who have 
of the labor of the common people, of 
do; giving to each citizen of the land a 
ing to each an equal opportunity in the race of life; re 
ing in legislation not only the rights and inter , 
road magnate and capitalist, but the right 


in ond 


by 
sh per mil 
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result therefre 


individuals 


althful com 


bankruptcy to 
destruction to he 
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earnest citizen, they who form | tains of industry ” ought to be allowed to control the commer- 
1; Safeguarding by this legisla- | cial conditions of this country, that they ought to be unr 


throughout the struggle strained in bringing about these noncompetitive conditions, a 


the advanced agents of socialism, because they are making 
condition that makes honest and patriotic men stand and thi) 
What shall we do if we are forced to the choice between pub! 
ownership, where those in control, at least, have patriotic inten- 
tions—though inefficiency in public control may be conceded- 
we are to choose between this public control and private co: 
trol, where the prompting or the motive is personal gre: 
how will the American people settle the question? Our peo) 
are going to tear from their throats the hand of private mon 
oly. They can’t do otherwise and retain a decent claim to b 
free American citizens. 
Now, what is the situation in this country? To my mi: 
hed both for service and ability. Some | this illustrates it: It is just like walking into many of the tow 
leged grave defects and insisted upon amend- | of this country where the State laws prohibit gambling, prohi}i 
» render the bill more effective. I take it that the bill} prostitution, and the violation of the Sunday law; and yet when 
liscussion is not so perfect in detail that it will afford a} you walk into that town you find it wide open—the law openly 
remedy for all the evils incident to the subject-matter. It is| and notoriously violated. You go up to the prosecuting att 
impossible to believe the bill meets all the demands. It would} ney, and what does he say to you? “ Well, do you know 
be ah a miracle were it so complete and perfect as to cover} thing personally?” You say, “ Why, no; I see the things a) 
y present situation or future contingency; but, do the gen-| around me; I know that this condition exists, and I want 
ntend that this membership could justify itself in} to put into operation the machinery of the law in order 
recause, perchance, it may not be perfect in every | destroy this evil in this community.” The prosecuting offi 
would wheel around in his chair and reply contemptuous 
as of the centuries is a grand picture, framed | “ Don’t come to me without the proof.” You go into a cloth 
he master artists of the world. For one hun-| store and talk with the merchant about it, and what is his reply? 
ars ‘oke by stroke, the warm and the beau-| It is, “I sell clothes to these fellows. It is business: let 
id thereon, until to-day we behold a} alone.” Go into a furniture store and they say, “ These 
las never before been dreamed of | good buyers. They buy fine furniture. Let them alone.” And 


swamps of toil. 


mbership to go on record in favor 
l rine that no combination of cor- 
‘ome so powerful that they may dis- 
that the most humble citizen shall 
ike treatment under like conditions 
1 carriers, to the end that none may 
yppressed. 


peeches have been made upon this bill 


rred earth. Heresome gnat has | also you soon find out that corrupt politics is responsible. 
re some artist has daubed it, and That reflects a condition in this nation to-day with regard to 
political sign writer has used it} these illegal combinations. Every man in this House that I 
all we do with the world’s | have talked to on this subject knows that this condition exists: 
of black paint over} that these illegal combinations right under the shadow of the 
over with red as symbolizing | Capitol are carrying on their work of destroying competition 
Ah, no! Where the gnats have defiled it; where} between the common carriers of this country. We all know it. 
s defaced it; where the political sign writer has } When you suggest putting into motion the machinery of the law, 
rmony and spoiled its outlines, we will draw the | whatare you metwith? “Party!” “ My party will be injured.” 
tion over those parts alone, and in their stead, | Mr. Chairman, in all the corruption revealed lately in bossism 
with defter fingers, and broader conceptions | and insurance scandal, what do you see? The politician and 
beautif and true, represent the spirit and | captain of industry locked in each other’s arms—both drunk: 
institutions. [Applause.] one on ambition for place in the financial world; the other for 
let us adopt the pending measure,} place in the political world. They say, “ Look here, you will 
ard provid- |} injure the prospects of our party; you will destroy business; 
solution of the transportation problem con-} you will unsettle business conditions. Let us alone.” 
nd, as time moves on and experience teaches, we | Why, look at the reports sent in here yesterday evening 
vy, but in wisdom and fairness draw the brush of | the President from the Interstate Commerce Commissio1 
ugh discovered imperfections, correcting and | clearly reveals the necessity for instant action on the part 
» shall have given both the rail-| the Government. I will here insert the report. I say it i 
a just and adequate law, which will at| insult for those in control of the power of this great Gover 
interests and give to every man, rich or| to allow these things to continue without putting into 
the fullest extent a “square deal.” | the enginery at their command in the interest of competiti: 
for the purpose of destroying these enemies of the Any 
gentleman | people. 
I will incorporate as a part of my remarks the facts t! 
believe would be revealed if this House were to offer a th 
to express | investigation of that condition of affairs in this country 
express my} 1. That the railroads carrying bituminous coal to the Atlanti 
lause on the | ports of the Pennsylvania Railroad, New York Central 
Hudson River Railroad, the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, C! 
nts to the non- | peake and Ohio Railroad, Norfolk and Western Railway 
i hat makes | pany, and the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad. 
hich to reg- 2. That the board of directors of the Chesapeake 
n in this bill | Railroad Company is composed of a majority of persor 
iat ought to exist | are directors or officers or both of the Pennsylvania R 
do not hesitate | Company and the New York Central Railroad Compan) 
ti it would be 3. That the majority of the board of directors of th 
ld offer to | more and Ohio Railroad Company are persons in the 
his: That | of or under the control of the Pennsylvania Railroad C 
r people to | i. That a majority of the board of directors of the 
medy in this | and Western Railway Company is composed of pers 
‘oyed, it will | are officers or directors or both of the Pennsylvania R 
mes a law. | Company. 
rehy, » That a very large part of the stock of the Phi 
Railroad Company, and sufficient to | 
‘company, is owned by the Baltimore and O 


rs who have | 


‘ 


ind ading r 
control that « 
r the g ‘ond Company and by the Lake Shore and Michigan + 
‘tition, are ailroad Company, which in turn is owned by the N 

ting about a ‘entral and Hudson River Railroad Company. 
‘nment con 3. That a very large part of the stock of the Chesa; 
ir from | Ohio Railroad Company, and sufficient, with that « 
ican and | affiliated interests, to control the company, is owne 
a revolu- | Pennsylvania Railroad Company or its subsidiary ¢ 
companies in which it is interested or controls, and by tLe 
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n will 


York 


Central 





Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, 
investigati 


and it is 


develop some understanding, | 
arrangement between the Pennsylvania 
and Hudson 


Railroad 
River Rail- 


d Company for the control of the Chesapeake and Ohio Rail- 
md Company. 


ve proportion of the capital stock, and sufficient to practically 


trol, 


ul 


It is believed that an investigation will show that a very | 


if not, 


Western R 


in fact, 
ailway 


Company 


a majority of the stock, 
is held 


by 


the 


ilroad Company or its subsidiary companies, 


% 


road or otherwise, 
It is believed that investig: 
the 


igement, 


of the Baltimore 


or 
in which it is interested or controls. 

ation will show that a majority 
stock, or at least an interest operating to control the 
and Ohio Railroad is owned by 


of the Norfolk 


Pennsylvania 
companies, 


Pennsylvania Railroad Company or its subsidiary companies, 
companies, railroad or otherwise, which it is interested in or 


= 
rois, 


It is believed that investigation will show that the above 
‘ated common control of the bituminous-coal-carrying roads 


resulted 


the 


in the 


allotment to 


each 


coal-carrying 
tain territory to be served by it with bituminous coal, 
railroads carrying bituminous coal are prevented from 


road of 
and 


owing the above coal-carrying roads to compete with each 
in the markets by means of rate adjustments, agreements, 


nsylvania 
lroad Company, 


rds of the other raiJroad companies, 
om the Norfolk and Western Railway 


combinations. 


It is believed that such investigation will show that the 


Railroad Company 


and the 


New 


York Central 


by means of their influence through their 
ownership aforesaid and representation upon the several 





have prevented coal | 
and Chesapeake and | 


» Railroad from being offered in the markets of Washington | 


1d 


s been destroyed. 


What are they 
-entleman from Ohio [Mr. 


44 


rinia 


New York, 


eapes, 


or anywhere on the Atlantic coast above the 


except in New England, and thus competition 


veen railroads carrying bituminous coal to Atlantic shores 


It is believed that it will further develop that the Penn- | 


nia 
at 


Ohi 


‘ 


Railroad Company 


has the power to 
any time from the territory served by the 
and Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad Company and the 
and Western Railway Company, and thus destroy com- 


curtail ship- 
saltimore 


ion between the coals from the bituminous fields of Penn- 
bituminous fields of West 


nia and the 


Dla. 


) or 


he ] 
t 


h here yesterday what the conditions are as to coal in O)lio; 
go to West Virginia, go to Pennsylvania, go to the cual | 
ions and find what high-handed schemes these plunderers 


It 


coals from 


the 


Bi timo re and Ohio Railroad Company, 


* otherwise, 


is interested in or 


owns 


is believed that upon investigation it will be shown that 


through stock own- 


a majority 


of the 


carried over its line from points in West Virginia, and that 


officers of said company, or those in the employ 


pany 
se 

adi 
rati 
st 


or the 


ties to shippers, 
tions along 


agents 


of said 


and charged with the distribution of cars or furnish- 
are interested in coal companies or 
the line of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail 
ind that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, by reason of its 
interest of its officers or 
petition with coal companies in which it is interested, 


in preventing 
or in 


roduct of which the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
igents or officers are interested, declines to allot fair pro- 


mn of 


cars or give to independent shippers, 


and declines to 


iny new company or person (independent of the companies 
hich it or its officers are interested) to open up new mines 
to become shippers over the line of the 


road Company, 
It is I 


i 
$s or 


if 


Almost 

se of you 

you will favor 
you will not 

| but 


ne of said railroad, 


this 


saltimore 
and thereby destroys competition. 
lieved that investigation would show that the line 
ennsylyania Railroad Company and officers of such com- 
interested in coal companies mining and shipping coal 
and that coal mines in which the 
agents of the company are interested are furnished 
acilities for shipment far in excess of what they are 
i to upon any fair and equitable distribution. 

all of the coal traffic 


and Ohio 


aforesaid is interstate traffic. 


who fear governmental control, 
investigation ; 


if 


you 


if you 
are 


are honest 
not honest 


only oppese the legislation seeking Federal 


you will oppose any leg 


rislation seeking to get at the | 
s for the purpose of breaking up and destroying the 


non- 


itive condition of the interstate commerce of this country. 


doing? 


Turn your eyes toward the coal fields. 
GROSVENOB] told the House in his 


ve resorted to, and how they are holding up the great Amer- 
‘can consumers of this necessary 


laid out the territory. 





article, 


Cot 


ul. 


tions. 


ean it be 
nation. 


go up to a certain line; 
They are fixin 
coal miners, 


from the powers that be. 
It is not a party question, 


founded by 


is responsible. 


Now, we want to buy rails to build a railroad 
mus of Panama. What would we pay for then 
Ramsey’s statement before the Senate investig 
where he says: 

Why, Europe will lay us down steel rails at Amer 
for $20 a ton, but the tariff of $8 a ton makes us p 
buy right at the factory rails for use in Canada, w 
the same place for $20 or $21.a ton, and yet when 
tical rails to build a railroad in America we have g 

Now, it is revealed that the Government is 
trust $26.45 a ton. It is true that is less by t 
tween that and $28 than the home consumer 
would be required to pay, but yet it is $6.45 


God knows 


| dustry is under their grasp, 


down to that line anothe 
g the prices. They are destroying 
and these people are organ in 
but it is the q 
No honest map ¢an lay it to the prir 
Abraham Lincoln and the statesme 
attributed to the principles of the Ix 
you can not mention ID 
unlawful combination in the same breath. But 
What are they doing? Not < 
but the steel industry 


e 
Oo! 


ie diff 
thi 
li ore 


it pr 
the 


ernment of the United States is paying to this enormous t 
$6.45 more for the identical 











product than the very conce 
sell to a foreign purchas 
That is the condition; and yet when this 
rate legislation is up in this House and a rem oO 
in my opinion, is being discussed—too mild d 
believe the provisions of this bill are coexten it ! 
it undertakes to handle—I believe the Commission ought 
power conferred to handle what is called the “ relation of 1 
over the differential. Why is not that power included 
bill? Why, the bill appears upon its face to give that 
but the report from the committee says the | 1 its ‘ 
| misstatement, that the power is not conferred the | 
Mr. Chairman, when this mild remedy is up, the railroads 
ing to the great Atlantic States have whispered this 
eastern fellows better look out; the South and West are 1 
to rob you.” The southern railroads have « to us 
identical proposition, only they state: “ You of the Sou 
out; these easterners are going to rob you.” We hear this 
picion, which is injected into this problem the ra 
themselves, expressed by Members on this fi : “ Lool 
Watch out! The fellow down South is trying to destroy y: 
dustries—trying to ruin your country.” We of the Sout! 
told, “ Look out! The men from the East are t g to! 
country.” Is not that the argument made bef the 
tees by the presidents and officers of these d rent ra 
systems? And yet that damnable, cowardly r or su 
is reflected upon the floor of this House to t ext 
men are absolutely afraid to put that power in this | 
ought to be here for the purpose of doing ex i ¢ 
tice toward this entire country. [Loud applaus 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTrLer! his 
is properly reported in the W: shington Post S ) g 
this: “ Within two weeks eons favoring le pendl 
had told him they honed, ugh the ¢ t ie diffe 
given in the bill, to eae he. coitor dus s of Ne 
land in favor of those industries located to t 
material.” If a Member from the South made t g 
he himself, in my opinion, is an enemy of the legis 
he was trying to create this devl Sus] n the 
this Easterner. I can speak for the p t ny d 
They are not enemies of railroads; the e patriot 
citizens of this country, and they do 1 Ww des 
business of New England, but they have the 
of self-preservation that belong to every 
their interests would be safer; that! e 5 
out to them from the hands of a tribunal and s 
intelligent men—with no personal interest ou 
standing there to do justice. That is all tl ( 
and they ought to have that. [Loud : : 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. ¢ 1 now } 
man from Mississippi |Mr. Bowers!. 
Mr. BOWERS. Mr. Cl irman, he pending 
question the st impor t wil 
Fifty-ninth Congress. W he ether it be viewed gy 
public interest that it has evoked, the ¢ t l ost u 
demand for some remedial legislation a g its es, or 
portant and far-reaching effects which st fe 
passage and fair administration, s t! doubt 
supreme and overshadowing issue of t! he tra 


They have even | é 
One of these captains of industry can | tion question is the greatest industri: il proble 
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people of America or any other country. 
life of commerce, and the utilities by which it is carried on are | 
arteries through which the lifeblood of traffic and business | 
Just in the same proportion that transportation is devel- | 
facilities multiplied, and highways bettered and increased, 
‘neral business and prosperity of the whole country ad- 
The existence of safe, convenient, and economical 

’ carriage will rapidly develop any section or industry, | 
denial of these conveniences, or the imposition of 

or greater than the traffic can | 
ll, of necessity and inexorably, destroy those who suffer | 


tin 


njust, unreasonable, 
ner mh. 
Modern transportation has practically resolved itself into two 
ind two alone—rail and water. Because of the fact 
it a great part of the country is interior and is not penetrated | 
ble rivers or other streams, the railroads furnish the 
ar this great area, and as to inland 
they are largely the greatest and most 
I shall waste no time here on the proposition | 
ra ads are from their very nature monopolies. The pub- 
s of necessity restricted in the matter of patronage to those 
hich have been established, and which, in the nature of 
re restricted in number. That they are public high- 
nly embedded in the jurisprudence of this 
t of It is only necessary to refer 
their origin to understand how and why, 
history, they were denominated by law. | 
lway was simply a track or roadbed with rails, 
‘rson had the right of passage, with their 
suited to its style and character, upon the 
for the use thereof. It was open 
l each had an equal right to use it upon the 
a reasonable toll. None could be ex- 
‘harges, as well as all other charges for the use 
were, by common law, required to be just 
In the evolution of this important and greatest 
n the transportation problem, the owners of the high- 
extended their ownership not only to the highways, but 
-hicles of carriage, by providing their own vans, cars, 
until it culminated in the modern system in 
the roadbed, track, and rails, but also all of the 
motive power necessary and incidental to its 
ned by the carrier. 
evolution from the primitive to the modern railway 
ot lose sight of the fact that with the coming of the 
ind control of the cars and the equipment by the 
with it an incidental right to the exclusive 
bed and tracks, and the right to exclude any and 
‘rson therefrom. As a necessary incident to this 
his right of exclusion, it follows that not only 
rails, but all of 
connection with the carriage over 
ay, of which the owner possessed a monopoly, 
ed with the public use, and the character of a 
came stamped not only upon the road itself, 
lities incident to it. 
than pause upon the proposition that all pub- 
that matter all public utilities of every 
from time immemorial, of their 
and of the fact that were to a 
the subject of governmental regulation 
ated, their have always 
reasonable, and anything in excess 
extortion. 
passage of the 
and by Congress, 
‘rcised, an unlimited right to fix 
» shipper and the public being 
igainst the payment of any 
same was excessive and 
me manifest that this 
‘t the requirements of | 
ing trade, and because of that 
‘and more satisfactory method, 
public demand, the various States 
opt laws providing for the supervision 
and otherwise, of the charges 
and finally, in 1887, the inter 
as passed. Nearly twenty experi 
as demonstrated that while great good has 
y and under it, and while it has done much, 
the tolls and usages of the carriers and to 
agreement and understanding rates 
roads, it is still insufficient, and the | 
to present a cure, for evils which all 
knowh and understood. It is to meet 
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these conceded insufficiencies of the present law, and in response 
to a demand, greater and more universal perhaps than was ever 
made upon this body by the public on any one proposition in th< 
history of our Government, that this measure has been pre- 
sented, and in considering the questions involved in its passage 


| it may be well to resort to the method laid down by law books 
| for construing statutes, viz, to examine the old law, the mischief, 


and the remedy. 

Briefly stated, the law of 1887, as amended by the act of 1889 
declared who were common carriers and what common carriers 
should be subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission; pro- 


| vided that all persons should be treated alike and served upo: 
| the same conditions and for the same price; prohibited discrim 


nations and rebates; required that all schedules or tariffs of fares 
and charges should be made public and open to the inspection of 
all; prohibited any changes in the said schedules, except upo! 
ten days’ notice in case of an advance and three days’ notic 
in case of a reduction; forbade poolings and combinations, and 
provided for a review by the Commission created by the act 
upon a complaint made to it, of any rate, charge, or tariff mad: 
by a carrier, and of any practice, regulation, or custom in the 
transaction of its business. These are, succinctly stated, 1) 

salient features of the present interstate-commerce law. I hay: 
not essayed to do more than to state them in the most concis 
terms possible, because the scope and effect of the act is w: 


| known, not only to this body but to the public at large. 


It will be noted that I have stated that the Commission pos- 
sesses the right to review any rate fixed and to make an order 
requiring the carrier to desist from charging the said rate, or 
to desist from pursuing the practice complained of, but I wou 
not leave this subject without further remarking in pass 
that for many years after the formation of the Commiss 
that body claimed, and indeed exercised, and the public « 
erally understood that it possessed, the right not only to declare 
that a given rate was unjust and unreasonable, but in the sii 
order to prescribe what rate was reasonable for a given ser 


| ice, and to require that the carrier should in future conform 


himself thereto to the extent of not exceeding the charge found 
by the Commission to be reasonable. The existence of 
power in the Commission was finally denied by the Supr 
Court of the United States, and it is, in my judgment, beca 
of this denial, and because of the fact that by it the Commission 
has been practically emascniated of authority over rates, that 
the present and universal demand for an enlargement and per- 
fection of its powers has grown up. 

Having stated the present condition of the law, let us fo: 
moment dwell upon the existing evils and mischiefs which 
are called upon to remedy. As just stated, the lack of p 
in the Commission to declare a just and reasonable rate is 1 
one most complained of. In the present condition of things 1 
shipper makes his complaint to the Commission that a g 
rate, charge, or practice is unjust, excessive, extortionate. 
unreasonable. The matter is inquired into, and at the e: 
an elaborate, exhaustive, and expensive hearing, the Conu 
sion finds that the complaint is well founded and the rat: 
practice excessive and unreasonable. The complainant 
had his day in court and has won his case, but has accomp! 
nothing by his victory. An order is made to the carrier re 
ing him desist from charging the rate assailed, but 
order is of no effect except as an admonition to the off 
He is not bound to obey it if he is willing to take the r 
a lawsuit, and as I shall proceed further in this dis« 
to show, that risk, while theoretically dangerous, is, in pr: 
operation, nil. 

The Commission possesses no powers to enforce its decre 
any process whatever, and if the carrier remains obdurate 0 
tumacious the only remedy is by a suit instituted in the 
court of the United States by the Commission to enfo! 
orders, and the complainant must try over again, at 
pense and delay, the case which he has already fully th 
out before the tribunal specially constituted to try and 
mine the question at issue. In the meantime he is bein: 
jected to the excessive charge, and when the judgment 
comes, if, indeed, it is ever reached, it in all probabilit; 


io 


ors 
mt 


| him either dead, bankrupt, or out of business, 


But let us suppose, on the other hand, that the carrie! 
willing to risk litigation with the Commission and at tly 
time is not willing to yield substantial compliance Vv 
order and put in a reasonable rate. In that case it is on!) 
sary for him to reduce the rate which has been condem 
the smallest fraction, thereby obeying the letter ‘but 
spirit of the order, and promulgate a new rate an infin 
fraction smaller than the rate prohibited, and the shippe 
desires any substantial relief, is compelled to go again 
Commission with a complaint that the new rate, while : 


} 


smaller, is really as unreasonable as the eld, and try 
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over and over again ad infinitem, or as often as the carrier may 
by these transparent but perfectly competent tactics delay him 
of his redress and his rights. 

But, again, let ws assume that the carrier has refused to obey | 
the order and the Commission has instituted its suit and prose- 
cuted it to a decree, the court upholding the order of the Com- 

iission and declaring the rate assailed to be unreasonable and 
exeessive, and reiterating the Commission’s order that the car- 

er should desist any longer from charging or collecting it, the 
ourt, under the present law, is as powerless as the Commission 
to say what rate the carrier shall in future charge, and nothing 
substantial has been gained except that the old rate has been 
The carrier may obey and put in a new rate, one- 
ehth, one-tenth, or one-hundredth part of a cent lower than the 
one enjoined by the courts, and absolutely no relief can be had, 

there is nothing te be done except to begin anew before the | 

[Interstate Commerce Commission. Let me stress this point and 
it clear beyond misunderstanding. Under the law as it 
now stands there is no power anywhere except to enjoin a given 
and after that is done the carrier may comply with the 
rder by the slightest and mest insignificant reduction in his 
leaving the party injured utterly without redress and 

th only a barren and fruitless victory. Manifestly the present 
w, in so far as it seeks to remedy the evil of excessive rates, 
only “keeps the word of promise to our ear, and breaks it to 

P hope. 
there are many excessive rates and evil practices of 

s character which ought to be remedied is admitted. I have 
heard ne gentleman who has addressed the committee on this 
ubject on either side of the debate deny the existence of these 

ils. The only point at issue in all of this discussion seems to 
remedy. 

It is apparent that the common-law remedy of a suit to 


stopped. 


re 
At 


rate 
ite, 
‘ 


riffs. 


That 


Lit ue 


re- 


the excess paid over a reasonable rate is entirely inade- 
quate and insufficient. A sufficient answer to any suggestion 


the adequacy ef the common law is the fact that while it is 
ceded that millions ef cases of excessive charges exist, it is 








‘tically impossible to find a single case of a recovery. The 
h is that a suit for such overcharge is too tedious and 


ight with teo much expense, delay, and uncertainty to be 
ecarded for a moment as a practical or practicable remedy. 
‘ provisions of the act of 1887 I have shown, or attempted 
to show, are insufficient to meet the case, and the only remedy 
remains or that is worthy of consideration is to vest in 
.e body or commission the power to fix a rate beyond which 
ihe carrier may not go, but within which he may fix his charges 
to suit himself. 
[ am aware of all the objections that are urged to this method 
supervision, but none of them seem to me to be sufficient to 
‘vail over the urgent necessity for legislation and the crying 
eed for relief. It is insisted that it would be unwise to make 
ihe railroad commission the general freight agents for all the 
ailroads in the country, and with this idea I am in full accord, 
it the manifest reply to that complaint is that this bill does 
provide, and it has never been seriously insisted, at least in 
s body, that the Commission should be given the initiative in 
inaking er the power to initiate freight schedules for any 
or all the roads. It is not contemplated that this Commission 


shall, upon the passage of this act, take up the rate schedules 
of the railroads for revision and premulgate new schedules in 


r stead. The bill under consideration does net give the 
Commission jurisdiction, of its own motion, to revise generally 
‘schedules and tariffs of the carriers. Its scope on that point 
lerely to authorize the Interstate Commerce Commission, in 
ses where complaint has been made before it and where after 
full and fair hearing it is determined that a rate charged is 
‘easonable or more than it ought to be, to vitalize the erder 
hich it makes to require the carrier to desist frem charging 
e unlawful rate by providing a reasonable rate, beyond which 
carrier may not in the future, or until the further order 

of the Commission, go. 

it is to be observed that this right exists only in cases where 

inplaint has been lodged before the Commission and where the 
Commission has, after acting upon the complaint, found the 
large to be excessive and commanded its discontinuance. It 

inanifest that this power, and nothing short of this power, 
Wilt cure the evils to which we have before alluded and remedy 
ihe deficiencies in the present law. 

But it is objected that the Commission while perfectly com- 
petent to say that a certain rate is unreasonable is not com- 
petent to say what charge is reasonable. This, to my mind, is 
nonsense and fallacy too apparent to be answered. If a body 

competent to say that a given rate is too high, it is of ne- 
cessity competent to determine what is the highest rate that 
would be reasonable and permissible. The finding that a given 
rate is too high of necessity comprehends a decision that it is‘ 
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above the point at which reason ceases and extortion begins 
and in order to find what is unreasonable we must firs nd 
| what is reasonable, and then that the given figure exceeds that 
point. In other words, the finding that : Ss unreasonabk 
can not be made until the body which makes the decision bh 
found what is a reasonable rate. ‘The same ital operation 
which ascertains the fact that a given rate is unreasonable as 
certains and fixes, at least in the mind, what is reasonab! nd 
proper for the service. 

Again it is contended that the power to revise rates ai 
termine what is a reasonable or unreasonable rate ough t to 
be lodged in the Commission, but in some other body I submit 
that this is equally unreasonable and fall us. The wer 
must be lodged somewhere. It is apparent, nay concede hat 
there must be some restraining, supervising hand to sl i 
direct the charges of these public agencies so that they vt 
become unreasonable. It is useless to argue that these y 
will regulate themselves: that like other matters of com 
and trade they will adjust themselves, as it we automa y 
by the law of competition and the commendable strife and em 
lation for success. The fact that competition in railroading 
has practically disappeared, that consolidations da 
curring, and that the vastly greater rt of the railroad te 
ests in this country are in the hands of a comparatively few, 
disposes of all idea of regulation by competition and brings u 
sharply face to face with the proposition that as all 
tion by competition is passing the demand, t 
necessity, for governmental regulation for thes ‘ 
monopolies, which are fast becoming absolute, is re 
both for the protection of the people and of the monopoli 
selves. I say. for the monopolies themselves | use I 
that unless some wise, adequate, and effective provis 
the supervision of common carriers is enacted into | d 
into a law which will prove effective and satis tol “ 
administration, the demand for governmental ownersh 
these utilities will be so great will be impossible for this 
Government to resist it. If 1 had no oth rm for 
port of this bill, and I have them in abund this ) 
Government ownership of railroads, to my l a calamity 
too great to be contemplated, would be s to ee 
to give it the weight of my voice, my intlue nd my v 

What governing body can be more sat \ usted 1 pass 
upon a reasonable rate after a fair, full te hearing 
than a commission of high-class men, selected only b 
eause of their knowledge of the law, but also because of their 
fitness for this particular work, and wh sole duty to 
deal with these questions of transportation and with them alone? 
And the fact that the Commission is to be an absolutely non- 
partisan body, divided almost equally between the two great 
political parties, that their terms are long, that the s 
previded by the pending bill is suflicient to attract the service 





of the best men in the country are additional guaranties of the 
wisdom, conservatism, and patriotism that ought to, and we 
believe will, characterize their findings and decisions. 

The rate-fixing power has been possessed and exercised by 
nearly every State railroad commission in countrys 
much broader measure than here conferred. I know 
State where the exercise of this power has seriously dai 
the railroads, and I have heard no intimation at any time ys 
this debate that such is the case. In my own State 1 
diction has existed and been exercised for « twenty } . 
and yet our greatest era of railroad building and progress has 
been since 1884. Surely this should answer all objections along 
this line. 

Difficulty in the administration of a law does not fi 
sufficient reason against its passat It may be persuasiy 
a certain extent where the necessity for remedial legis! 
not, as in this case, great and overwhelming The hu 
tor must enter into every equation where law concerne 1d 
all laws of every sort must be administered | human 
So long as beings are human some mistakes, curacies, and 
mayhap, injustices will arise in their administration 
however, furnishes no reason why we should abandon 
We can do nothing except by the interposition of hu 2 
cies, and because humanity has not been br ht to tl 
of perfection does not excuse us from adopting leg 
is needed. This matter can not be committ 
except man, and I respectfully submit tl 
this bill offer every guaranty that can be 4 ) 
an able, honest, and efficient body. 

The second evil which I will not dl 
which I have just discussed— is that of p é 
ject that has been so much in the } eye f l 
years, so thoroughly discussed in a | S 4 he cor 
and so thoroughly ventilated in the heari the Tlouge 
and Senate Committees on Interstate and Foreign Ct 
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that I deem it unnecessary to do more than mention it in pass- 
ing. Everyone knows how they grew up and the history of 
their development, and everyone equally knows how their perni- 
cious practices have outraged not only the shippers, but the 
carriers themselves. They deny that under the present law 
they are subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission and can 
be regulated by it, and it is apparent that something should be 
cone, and that vigorously and effectually, to prevent their fur- 
ther encroachments. 

Not the least objectionable feature of these instrumentalities 
of commerce as they are at present administered—and it is 
with their administration rather than their existence that I 
deal—is the fruitful source and opportunity which they offer 
for rebates and unlawful concessions, favoring one shipper at 
the expense of the other, the most pernicious and inexcusable 
of all the evils that now surround the question of transporta- 
tion. They should and must be corrected. 

Terminals and switch tracks are also convenient devices under 
which to conceal rebates, and they, too, are, and should be, made 
the subject of legislation and regulation. 

I turn now to the present bill and will try to point out where 
it remedies the evils existing under the present law, as I see 
and conceive them. 
ion 1 amends the corresponding section of the existing 
interstate-commerce act so as to include within the term “ rail- 
road,” as used in the act, and subject to the supervision of the 
Commission and to all the provisions of law, “all switches, 
spurs, tracks, and terminal facilities of every kind used or 
necessary in the transportation of the persons or property,” 
and “all freight depots, yards, and grounds used or necessary, 
ete.,”” and all “cars and other vehicles and all instrumentalities 
and facilities of shipment or carriage, irrespective of ownership 
or of any contract, express or implied, for the use thereof, and 
all services in connection with the receipt, delivery, elevation, 
and transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration or icing, stor- 
age, and handling of property transported; and it shall be the 


Sect 


duty of every carrier subject to the provisions of this act to pro- | 


vide and furnish such transportation upon reasonable request 
therefor, and to establish through routes and just and reasonable 
rates applicable thereto.” 

To my mind this effectually includes the private car lines, 
switch tracks, and terminals, affords a fair guaranty for their 
supervision and proper regulation, and, in a great measure, if 
not entirely, provides for existing evils so far as they are con- 
cerned. It 
charges under the supervision of the Commission, provides for 
publicity, and gives that body an opportunity to correct any 
inequalities and improper practices. 

Section 2 of the pending bill amends section 6 of the present 
law so as to require all classifications to contain, in addition to 
all transportation and terminal charges, all icing and other 
charges incident to the manipulation of private cars, and, in fine, 
all other charges of every nature whatever which the Commis- 
sion may see fit to require to be published. This is a further 
guaranty against oppression, abuse, and rebates by private car 
lines and similar agencies. 


The section is further amended by providing that no change | 
whatever, either by way of increase or decrease, shall be made | 


except upon thirty days’ notice. The same provisions are made 
with reference to joint rates as are specified as to single tariffs. 

These changes are manifestly aimed not only at excessive 
charges, but also at the practice of giving rebates under various 
guises. It is well known that a practice has grown up by which 
certain carriers have by secret arrangements granted special 
concessions to certain of their shippers in the shape of agree- 
ments that they would at a given time make and promulgate 
a reduction in their rates, which reduction was to exist only 
for a short time, but long enough to enable the favored shipper 
to move such of his freight as he desired under the reduced rate. 

The fact that the rate was changed was to be known and 
was actually known to but few. It is true that the Commis- 
sion was notified, but practically at the same time it was noti- 
fied of the reduction it was advised that the rate would be 
raised at a given date, and this was in reality a special rate 
given only to the favored one or few who were notified in ad- 
vance, in order that they might assemble their freight and take 
advantage of the reduction. Only three days’ notice of a reduc- 
tion is required by the existing law, and in this way the con- 
summation of the unlawful scheme was perfectly easy. The 
present bill requiring thirty days’ notice will render any such 
practices impossible. 

Section 4 amends sectisn 15 so as to give the Interstate 
Commerce Commission the power in any case where, after 
a hearing upon a complaint filed, it has been found that the 
rate complained of is unjust, unreasonable, unjustly discrim- 





strikes a blow at rebating in that it puts their | 


inatory or unduly preferential or prejudicial, or otherwise in 
violation of this act, not only to declare that the said rate is 
unlawful and direct the carrier to desist therefrom, but also 
to fix a rate or practice which is fair, just, and reasonable 
under the circumstances of the case, which rate shall not there- 
after be exceeded by the carrier. Or if it be a regulation 
which is the subject of the order, the regulation as prescribed 
by the Commission shall be conformed to by the carrier. These 
orders shall go into effect thirty days after notice, and shal! 
remain in force and be observed by the carrier until or unless 
suspended or set aside by the Commission, or suspended or 
set aside by a court of competent jurisdiction. In cases of 
joint rates, where the carriers can not agree among themselves, 
the Commission is authorized to fix divisions between them. 

The Commission is authorized to create through lines of car- 
riage and through routes upon complaint and after hearing 
wherever, in their discretion, they are necessary. This section 
specifically provides that if an owner of any property trans- 
ported shall himself perform any service toward its trans- 
portation or carriage the charge therefor shall be no more 
| than a fair compensation for the service or a fair proportion 
| of the whole rate, 

By section 6 the orders of the Commission are put into effect 
within thirty days, and provision is made for the institution 
of suit by the carrier to set aside or suspend such order, and 
severe penalties for any violation of the orders of the Commis- 
sion are provided. 

It is unnecessary for me to discuss the effect of these pro- 
visions at any great length. I have heretofore shown tliit 
some legislation of this character is necessary and how and 
| why such provisions would meet the evils which confessedly 
| exist at this time. The bill as presented by the committee 
| is, on this point at least, full and complete; indeed, it may be 
| said it is in some respects drastic, but it is believed, and | 
| concur in the belief, that it will meet the exigencies of the 
| ease and remedy many of the evil practices which have grown 
| up and flourished under the law as it now is. 
| In order to meet the increased labor which has been placed 
upon the Commission by this measure, the number of the mem- 
| 
| 








bers is increased from five to seven and the salaries to $10,000 
|} each. The wisdom of these provisions will be apparent. As 
the Commission often sits in several places at the same tine, 
they will be enabled by the increase in their numbers to cover 
| more territory and to perform this duty more satisfactorily. 
Men who are called upon to deal with the intricate questions 
which will arise in the investigation and determination of con- 
troversies between carriers and the people should possess thie 
highest ability and receive the most liberal compensation. 

The bill reported is the product of much study, investigation, 
and consideration by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. During the last session of Congress exhaustive 
hearings were held and the Senate committee took evidence 
long into the vacation. This measure is the product of the best 
ability and judgment of our committee and is reported unani- 
mously by that body. It goes without saying it would be very 
difficult, if not practically impossible, for anybody to agree upon 
a bill that would suit the varying ideas of each Member of thiis 


House. I can not say that if I, following my own ideas as to 
the way to reach the evils which I have endeayored to point 


out, were drawing a bill that I would draw one exactly along 
the lines of that presented here. There are some lines along 
which I believe I would go farther and some perhaps in which 
I would not desire to be so drastic. I confess that I believe I 
would have extended the right of resort to the courts and thiat 
the bill carries some penalties which seem to me to be severe, 
and perhaps harsh, but in the consideration of that matter I 
am reminded that penalties may always be escaped by ! 
obedience to the law and by refraining from doing the thing 
upon which the penalty is visited. 

Again, in the matter of rebates I would have restored the for- 
mer law punishing such practices by imprisonment. So ons 
as the only risk taken by the shipper is the payment of a muorcy 
penalty, which in many instances would be less than the quouwnt 
received by him in the shape of a rebate, and so long as tlie 
carrier may bid for business by secret and dishonest cont! 
tion at the expense of his fairer neighbor who is seeking to 0cy 
the law, risking only the loss of a sum of money which may or 
may not be equal in amount to that which he has gained by the 
unlawful act, it will be found that both will be willing to take 
the chance, because as a rule it will be found that after deiuct 
ing the penalty they have only disgorged a portion of the ' ill- 


| gotten gains. If, however, in addition to this they ris es 
vol 


| earceration for a suitable term and the contract is mac 
in the sense that a rebate so unlawfully paid may be recovered 
; in a suit by the carrier who paid it, or in case he fails wit)!a4 
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reasonable time to sue for it, by the Government in a suit in- 
stituted in its name by the district attorney, the shipper as well 
as the carrier will pause before he takes the risk of a violation 
of the law. 

It is especially fitting that the money so unlawfully paid 
should be recovered by the Government. It is well known that 
many who control large shipments practically put their busi- 
ness up for sale, declaring that they will give it to him who 
pays the highest rake-off or rebate. The railroad manager, 
who is but the servant of his corporate employer and who must 
eet business, achieve success, and show results or lose his posi- 
tion, seeing or feeling that those around him and who are his 
competitors are getting business which is offered him for the 
vranting of a rebate and which he can not obtain except by 
conforming to such unlawful demand, is, to my mind, much less 
to blame if he yields to the coercion of the shipper in order 
to get a portion of the business for his line than the man who, 
the tonnage, invites a violation of the law and an- 
nounces practicaily that no one can obtain his patronage except 
at the price of becoming a law breaker and engaging in an 
unlawful practice for his benefit and advantage. 

I think this bill could be materially strengthened by such 
provisions as I have suggested by requiring the imprisonment 
of the offender in every case of rebating and by directing, as 
a part of the penalty against him who sought and obtained 
the rebate and in addition to the other penalties fixed by law, 
that the ill-gotten gains should be paid over to the court for 
the benefit of the Government. Such a provision would, in my 
judgment, go farther toward stopping these practices than any- 
thing that I have heard suggested either upon this floor or 


1 


elsewhere. 

‘he honest shipper who seeks to obey the law and who is 
not looking for an unfair advantage over his competitor is 
first to be considered in this matter of rebates. If his neighbor 
has an advantage over him in freight rates, by rebate or other- 
wise, he ean undersell him in the market, and mayhap drive 
him out of business and to ruin. Let the conditions between 
the two be equalized by taking from the violator of law, not 
only the penalty for the broken statute, but also the fruits of 
the unlawful adventure. 

This is a great and important question and should be ap- 
proached in a spirit not only of conservatism and patriotism, 
but of justice to the railroads as well as to the public. No 
ot! factor has contributed so much to the development of 


whine 
owns 


Lier 
America as have the railroads. The great West, with all its 
boundless resources and wealth, could never have been con- 
nected with the balance of the United States except through 
the medium of these swift-winged messengers of commerce and 
carriage. My own State, and particularly the district which 
I have the honor to represent upon this floor, owes much in 
the matter of the development of its resources to the railroads 
| the recent railroad building in my own section, making 
rketable the vast wealth of timber and the great agricul- 
tural resources of that part of the State; and thé consequent 
pening and increasing of the means of carriage, not only of 
products out but of the necessities in, have more than any 
other factor contributed to the splendid prosperity, now high 
iu its zenith, which now blesses my own people. 
lle who approaches this problem with the idea that the car- 
s are all thieves and plunderers, bent only upon drawing 
the territory which they serve the last available penny 
| the last available ounce of substance, will fall as far short 

‘oluprehending the true merits of the question as he who 

the just demands of the public for legislation along the 

s that I have pointed out as the cry of the socialist and dema- 
sue. The situation as it exists, and which I deplore, is the 

lt in many cases of environment, of conditions and sur- 
roundings, and in others of the natural tendencies of human 

ture striving for supremacy in business, which the experi- 
ce of all the ages demonstrates should be restrained and regu- 
ted by the supervising hand of government. 

As was well remarked by the eloquent gentleman from Ohio 
|Mr. Burton], we of America have been much inclined to en- 
throne success and to magnify and glorify him who outstrips 
his fellows in the commendable strife for the lead. The domi- 
uant spirit of Americanism and the desire to excel has done 
l1uch to bring about the conditions which now exist, and in 
‘ ddition to all this there always has been and always will be a 
“'sposition in human nature to seek the shortest route to suc- 
cess and to profit, if necessary, at the expense of others, which 
‘iulst and can only be defeated by suitable and sufficient pro- 
visions of law. In my judgment the measure now under dis- 
cussion will prove suitable and sufficient. As a whole it meets 
lily approval. I regard it as a step, a considerable and effective 
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step, in the matter of a very much needed reform in railway- 
rate legislation, and because it will, in my judgment, accom- 
plish much if fairly and properly administered, and because 
it is the only bill on that subject that I will have an opportunity 
to vote for or against, I shall cast my vote for it and cheerfully 
accord it my support. [Applause.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, much has been said of the 
danger of the proposed railroad legislation. Gentlemen, in their 
dread of the direful results that are to follow from what they 
eall this novel departure, have allowed themselves at times to be 
earried literally off their feet by the hysteria of eloquence or 
fright. Is it true that this is a novel departure? Is it true 
that in proposing to regulate the rates charged by a common ¢ar- 
rier or the tolls upon a public highway we are for the first time 
wandering off in the devious ways of populism and anarchy? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the doctrine of this bill is as old as the 
common law itself. For centuries the right of the legislature, 
and the right of the courts, to place restrictions upon those who 
operate a public highway has been acknowledged and en- 
forced. A railroad is inherently and in every sense a public 
highway—nothing more and nothing less. It is a common car- 
rier; it is a public servant, and because it happens to be worth 
in all of its ramifications $16,000,000,000, it is none big 
still to be a public servant of the American people. [Applause. ] 
It is governed by the law that governs the public servant and 
the public highway. From time immemorial the courts and leg- 
islatures have taken jurisdiction of tolls charged upon highways 
or exacted by ferries, where the other side of the question was 
presented and the carrier discharged a public function. 
is no difference in law, there is no difference in morals, 
between the legislature of a State saying to a man operating 
a ferry upon a river half a mile wide, “ You shall charge no more 
than a certain sum for carriage of persons and teams across 
that stream,” and saying to a man who operates a locomotive 
along a few miles of steef rails, “ You shall only charge so 
much and no more for transportation of passengers and freight.” 

“A railroad established and existing under an act or charter 
of incorporation, like a turnpike or a plank road, is a public 
highway, but only to be used in a different mode.” (Angel on 
Highways, p. 13.) 

A great jurist of Massachusetts has thus stated this ele- 
mentary principle: 

“We think that a turnpike road is a public highway, estab- 
lished by public authority for public use, and is to be regarded 
The only difference between this and a 
common highway is, instead of being made at the public expense 
at the first instance, it is authorized and laid out by public 
authority and made at the expense of individuals at the first 
instance; and the cost of construction and maintenance is re- 
imbursed by a toll levied by public authority for the purpose 
Every traveler has the same right to use it, paying the toll 
established by law, as he would have to do to use any other 
public highway.” (Commonwealth v. Wilkinson, 16 Pick., p. 
175.) 

If it was necessary for the protection of the public that the 
old turnpike road and the frail boat propelled by oars should 
be under the wise supervision of the law, a jurisdiction unques- 
tioned for centuries, in order that one individual should not be 
preferred to another, and that all, upon the payment of a just 
and reasonable compensation therefor, should receive fair and 
absolutely impartial treatment, with how much more force 
does the reasoning and the rule apply where the highway, by 
virtue of its vast extent, and the carrier, by reason of its 
lossal wealth and power, are necessarily vested with a practical 
monopoly, and with infinite capacity for mischief if it betrays 
or perverts its manifest duty to the thousands of helpless ship- 
pers along its right of way, as said in Tiff v. Southern Rwy. 
Co. (123 Fed. Rep., 789-791) : 

It has been from time 


too 


There 


CoO- 


immemorial the basic obligation of a 


com- 
mon carrier to receive and transport all goods offered, upon receiving 
reasonable compensation * * * having undertaken that duty, it 
was settled by the common law that the common carrier must carry for 
all to the extent of its capacity, without unjust or unreasonable dis 
crimination, either in charges or in the facilities for actual transpor- 
tation. 

And, further: 

If this was true at common law, how much stronger is the oblig 
tion upon those vast public corporations of modern times, which, In 
consideration of valuable franchises granted by the public, are engaged 
in the stupendous business of transporting freight and pass P 
So universal is the reliance of the public upon these instrumentalities 
of modern commerce that their operation is indispensable to the very 


existence of our modern social life. 
Jeremiah Black, twenty years ago, in the greatest effort of his 
life, completely exploded the time-worn sophistry that a cor- 
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poration can exercise an absolute and unrestricted contrel over 
a public highway simply because it °*may own the means by 
which that highway is operated. He declared in an address, 
delivered before the judiciary committee of the Pennsylvania 
legislature in 1883, that— 


On the other hand, the corporations deny that they owe any re- 
sponsibility to the State more than individuals engaged in private 
business. They assert that the management of the railroads being a 


mere speculation of their own, these thoroughfares of trade and travel 
must be run for their interests, without regard to public right. If 
they take advantage of the power to oppress the labor and overtax the 
land of the State; if they crush the industry of one man or place to 
build up the prosperity of another; if they plunder the rich by extor- 










tien, or deepen the distress of the poor by discriminating against them, 
they justify themselves by showing that all this was in the way of 
busimess; that their Interest required them to do it; that if they had 
done otherwise their fortunes would net have been so great as they are; 
that it was the prudent, proper, and successful method of managing 
their ow This is their universal answer to all complaints. 
Their inst legislative intervention to protect the public 
alws , With more or less distinctness of outline. In 
wl hey clothe their argument it is the same in sub- 
st ths which Demetrius. the silversmith, defended the 
sanctity of the temple for which he made shrines: “ Sirs, ye know that 
by this craft we have our wealth.” 


I aver that a man or corporation appointed to do a public duty must 
perform it with an eye single te the public interest. If he perverts 


his authority to purposes of private gain, he is guilty of corruption, 
3 


and all whe aid and abet him are his accomplices in crime. He defiles 
himself if he mingles his own business with that intrusted to him by 
the Government, and uses one to promote the other. If a judge ex- 


cuse himself for a false decision by saying that he sold his judgment 
for the highest price he could get. you cover his character with infamy. 
A ministeria! officer, like a sheriff, for imstance, who extorts from a 
defendant, or even from a convict in his custedy, what the law does 
not allow him to collect, and puts the surplus in his pocket. Is a 
knave upon whom you have no mercy. You send county commissioners 
to the penitentiary for consulting their own financial advantage to the 
injury of the general weal. When the officers of a city corporation 
make a business of running it to enrich themselves at the expense of 
the public, you can see at a glance that they are the basest of criminals. 
Why, then, can you not see that the officers of a railway corporation 
are equally guilty when they pervert the authority with which they are 
clothed to purposes purely selfish? A railroad corporation is a part of 








the civil government as much as a city corporation. The officérs of 
the former, as much as the latter, are agents and trustees of the 
public, and the public has an interest precisely similar in the fidelity 
of both. Why, then, should partiality or extortion be condemned as 


— in one if it be tolerated as fair business when practiced by 
the other. 

I am propounding no new and untried theory. The legisla- 
tures of nearly every State in this Union have, in fact, long 
assumed jurisdiction and exercised a control of railroads oper- 
ating entirely within their boundaries and have, in fact, named 
a maximum rate for the carriage of passengers and freight. 

There is one and only one reason why the various State legis- 
latures have never exercised any control over interstate car- 
riers. By the terms of the Constitution all power over inter- 
state and foreign commerce was expressly delegated to Con- 
Now it has been repeatedly decided that Congress has 
complete and exclusive control ef interstate carriers. The vari- 
ous States did not lose or abandon any part of their power or 
jurisdiction. They simply delegated it. They did not and could 
not invest the Federal Congress with any greater or less au- 
thority than that which they originally exercised. 

Then Congress is to the common carriers doing an interstate 
business exactly what the legislatures of the various States 
are to railroads operating entirely within the several States. 

Why, the railroads of this country in their effort to escape 
every character of State supervision have defined, enlarged, and 
elucidated this position with a learning and skill I can never 
hope to emulate. They are the people who have preached to 
every legislature, into the ears of every State court, into the 
ears of every complainant, that they were the especial wards 
of the Federal Government and answerable only to the Fed- 
eral [Applause.] For fifty years they have pro- 
claimed the doctrine that they could always take refuge behind 
the gis of the Constitution. I say to the common carriers of 
this country, who are kicking and squirming at the prospect of 
obedience to the provisions of this bill, you have appealed to 
Crsar, and to Cesar you must go. [Applause.] 

Now, strange to say, the Federal Legislature has refused to 
exercise this authority, and the States can not, and during 
several decades the railroads have been practically immune 
from any restraint, State or national, and they are the only 
common carriers in the whole world which are now or ever 
have been free from any control or supervision, State or 
national, absolutely free to charge what they please, where they 
please, whom they please, and when they please. 

Now, have the common earriers of this country abused this 
power? It has been anomalous; it has been unique; it has been 
tremendous. They have been left to work out their own salva- 


gress. 


Congress. 


tion without any restraint, for it will be remembered that the 
wrongs they committed are “ mala prohibita,” and not “inala in 


se.”” 


and without the aid of statutory enactment the common law 
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as interpreted by the Federal courts was helpless to restrain 
Let us see. With their 200,000 miles of railroad, with 


| their sixteen billions of dollars of capital, they come before the 


bar of this House. Do they come with a record that they 
themselves claim is clean and honest? Do they come with a 
story of fair dealing between man and man or between carrier 
and carrier? Why, gentlemen, your very defense of the rail- 
reads, the men who themselves most loudly protest against the 
exercise of the authority conferred by this bill are the men who 
admit that they have been continually guilty of secret reb:ies, 
discriminations, and of private-car abuses, and more than one 
of them have said that such offenses should be punished by 
imprisonment and a felon’s stripes. And the roads admit they 
have done these things; admit they are guilty of the offenses 
which their own defenders claim should be a felony. Oh, the 
railroads say, “ You should give us the right to charge such rates 
as we please and you should not interfere or fix a maximum 
freight rate. We gave secret rebates, it is true, but the reason 
why the private-car abuse has grown throughout the country 
is that we were foreed to do it; we were afraid of the packing 
companies.” God help the corporation or the man whose integ- 
rity is not proof against his cupidity and his fear! [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, let us take for instance the story of these 
private-car evils. 

About thirty years ago a shrewd Connecticut Yankee con- 
ceived this idea: Meats and berries and perishable fruits can be 
preserved indefinitely in almost all climates, under almost all 
atmospheric conditions, if you will give them an even tempera- 
ture. All you have to do is to get a good refrigerator and you 
can keep for any length of time almost anywhere in this country 
your meats and your berries and your fruits. The idea was 
sublime in its severe simplicity, as all great conceptions are, 
and he determined to put a refrigerator on wheels. That was 
all. He went to these wise railroads whom you say know so 
much more than all the judges and all the courts and comunis- 
sions and congresses since the day of Adam, and he proposed 
that they should build such cars. These wise men laughed him 
to scorn. Then Mr. Swift said to them—for he was this Yan- 
kee and at that time poor as a church mouse: “I will raise the 
few hundred dollars and build a car myself, if you will hau! it.” 
They said they would haul it. 

From that humble beginning, from the genius of a Chicago 
butcher shipping a few thousand pounds of dressed meat in a 
ear of which he was in part the inventor and entirely the pro- 
moter, within a few years this car system grew, this simple 
method of transporting fruit and vegetables in a moving refrig- 
erator, until at the present day one gigantic trust owns &').000 
ears. The effect of this new means of transporting peris!ible 
products was electrical upon all fruit and vegetable producing 
sections of the country. Georgia melons were hawked i: the 
streets of New York, and North Carolina furnished strawberries 
to the markets of Montreal. 

The profits from this novel invention far outstripped the phe- 
nomenal growth of the business, till at last these 80,000 cars, 
costing only about $700 apiece on an average, were actually 
clearing $324 per annum each in mileage alone to the men who 
operate them. 

In order to keep their contents at a given temperature. tlicse 
fruit cars are provided with “ bunkers,” which are filled with 
ice by the carriers at stations established at fixed points «Jong 
their lines, at which quantities of ice are stored for that pur- 
pose. The cost of renewing the ice in these cars is found tv be 
about $2 a ton. The private car companies found in this %- 
called “ icing charge,” first, an opportunity for wholesal eraft, 
and then they employed it as the means of absorbing the euure 
profit from this great industry. Mr. J. W. Midgley in his ‘esti- 


mony before the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Con ittee 
(hearings, p. 258), in order to illustrate by a special instaice— 
this concealed method of wholesale larceny— 

He referred to the fact that Armour, Swift, and other big pack«'s peal 
of late gone into the fruit and produce business, and he gave 4 —_ 
instances from his pa experience to show that the packers bp!) 
were securing absolute control of the commission business of the | no 
try; that they were able by illegal methods to stifle competitio, 4% 4 
that private car lines had an improper and unholy alliance with ra:!roa 


companies. 


Out of his personal experience the witness showed that in 1900 


— for icing a car of peaches from Michigan to Boston w** ° ii 
hen, the Armour Company secured an exclusive contract for ng § 
the icing on ‘the Pere Marquette Railroad. The Armours im! — 
uit EGS Woltated Shap ap prc a Oe partes 

rmour o. rac 8 in 
us “they found fe convenient to refuse cars 


gan at their own figures, becau . of the 
to other shippers or to ‘be unable to ice anything along the lin« - ‘cing 
Pere Marquette Railroad until after the fruit had rotted, thus ‘fv! 
all competitors out of the field entirely. 


I desire to call the attention of this committee to an ares 
cited by Mr. BE. M. Furgeson, one of the greatest comissie 


merchants in the United States. On February 4, 1905 (hearits 
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page 21), he gave to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce a still more striking proof of the manner in which 
these commercial brigands divide their pluder secretly, wrung 
from a long suffering and victimized public. Says Mr. Furgeson: 

In the following year, 1903, the Grand Rapids and Indiana and 
Grand Trunk were won over and taken into the secret compact. Then 
and there ended the commercial freedom of the Grand Rapids fruit 
industry, and all shippers but one at that point are now yielding up 
tribute to the system. One shipper there, who happened to own 30 

frigerator cars that he had operated for years on the mileage basis 
alone, was at first denied the privilege of using his own cars in making 
shipments, but in order that this shipper might not become trouble- 

me, as his protests indicated he might, this shipper was privileged 
to use his own cars in making shipments to his customers on one con- 
dition only, to wit, that he become a party to the secret compact and 
agree to charge his customers the Armour rate, which the railway 
companies kindly offered to bill as advance charges against all ship- 
ents so made, collect from the consignee at the destination, and rebate 
his shipper the difference between the Armour charges collected and 
e actual cost of ice, based upon the total amount used at the rate of 

per ton in the bunkers. And it will be noted in this case that the 

ilway company undertook to do the icing itself, or rather arranged 
r its being done by the connecting lines over which the shipments 
ight travel. 
It will be remembered that these same refrigerator cars, 
costing as I have said about $700 apiece, each clear on an aver- 
age $324 per annum in mileage alone to their owners. The 
icing charges are more remunerative in the fruit cars than 
the mileage. The railroads are forced to make all necessary 
repairs, so you have each of these cars practically paying for 
itself in a year. 

When we consider the effect of this private-car abuse upon the 
vast cattle interests of this country, and the cold conscienceless 
plunder of eighty million of people who have been forced to pay 
tribute to these bandits upon every pound of meat consumed, the 
wonder is not that there is to-day a demand for relief from 
ocean to ocean, but that a long suffering and patient people 
have endured this outrage so long. 7 

Six gigantic packing houses—Armour & Co., Swift & Co., 
Morris & Co., the National Packing Company, Schwarzschild & 
Sulzberger, and the Cudahy Packing Company—to-day fix the 
price of every steer, every hog, every sheep slaughtered in the 
United States, and then they hold an iron monopoly upon every 


0 
t 

{ 
r 

I 

I 


pound of beef and mutton and pork consumed by the American - 


people. 

From a total of less than 7,000,000 cattle slaughtered in 1905, 
5,021,697 passed through the hands of this all-controlling com- 
bine, commonly known as the “ Big Six,’ and the following 
statement, prepared by an able and conservative expert, tells 
the sad story of multiplied millions, wrung from the hungry 
mouth of helpless toil. 

Mr. Cuthbert Powell, of Kansas City, * * * makes the 
following estimate, based on one year’s records in great west- 
ern packing houses: 

Native steers on the hoof average 1,205 pounds, and dressing 58 per 


cent in killing make, each, 700 pounds of clear meat. They sell in the 
Kansas City markets for 43 cents a pound, at which the live weight 


cost is $57.23. 





Beef, TOO speemieiii sie re i $52. 50 
Hides (mWORMIRR WE chee ed oe 7.32 
Fats (average Gieieeea ot ee 5. 56 
OD NE A iS a es 2. 26 
$67. 64 
Deduct liweepeiiy esti aa de re 57. 23 
Cost of DeRRRIg Bae ee eS . 50 
General exp circ tsala  oiceenantitre sc cedeiimniees 2.5 
60. 23 
Prt no ee ee Nh = 7.41 


Mr. Powell says: 


Applying the average profit of $7.41 on cattle, 20 cents on hogs, 50 
iis on sheep, and 50 cents on calves, to the total number of head 
d in a year by the “combine” packing houses, gives a total pro(it 
of $47,727,412. Figuring upon the total capitalization, undoubtedly 
heavily watered, of $11,500,000, we have 45 r cent profit on the 
sto . (The, Grnageas Trust in the World, by Chas. Edward Russell, 
VP mt ~. 

A few years ago and the great Northwest, with its vast 
plains and mountain ranges, extending from the Mississippi to 
the Pacifie Ocean, was one illimitable cattle ranch. The pros- 
verity and happiness of multiplied millions of sturdy farmers 
and ranechmen was absolutely dependent upon this great in- 
dustry. To-day this broad empire has been literally enveloped 

| the tentacular coils of a remorseless octopus and strangled to 
leath. In three years, ending January 1, 1905, the value of 
veef cattle in the United States declined $163,000,000. The 

inchman of the West, at the mercy of the beef trust, like the 
‘\obacco planter of Kentucky and Tennessee under the domina- 
Uon of the American Tobacco Company, found but one purchaser 
for his product; all competition was destroyed and cattle were 
sold year after year at less than the cost of production. As is 
always the case, the farmer, rendered destitute, like a blind 
Samson in the temple, brought the whole superstructure down 
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upon his head; every other business felt in its very vitals the 
effect of the ruin which had been visited upon the tiller of the 
soil. 

In Iowa alone, in the years 1903-4 there were bank 
failures involving the loss of millions to depositors. The banks 
had loaned to the cattle raisers and they had been devoured by 
the beef trust. Conditions in Iowa are but illustrative of the 
wholesale disaster which was thus visited upon that whole 
country. 

Mr. Charles Edward Russell, who has given this subject the 
most exhaustive investigation, thus describes the scope of this 
monster monopoly, which has sprung up almost in a night and 
now threatens the peace and prosperity of a nation: 

Of some of the most important industries of this country it has an 


o* 
om 


absolute, iron-clad, infrangible monopoly; of others it has a control 
that for practical purposes of profit not less complete. It fixes at 


its own will the price of every pound of flesh, salted, smoked, or pre- 
served meat prepared and sold in the United States. It fixes the 
price of every ham, every pound of bacon, every pound of lard, every 
ean of prepared soup. It hes an absolute monopoly of our enormous 


meat exports, dressed and preserved. It has an absolute monopoly 
of the American trade in fertilizers, hides, bristles, horn and bone 
products. It owns or controls or dominates every slaughterhouse ex 
cept a few that have inconsiderable local or special trade. It owns 


steam and electric railroads, it owns the entire trolley car systems in 
several cities, and is acquiring the like property elsewhere. It owns 


factories, shops, stock yards, mills, land and land companies, plants, 
warehouses, politicians, legislators, and Congressmen. 

It defies Wall Street and all that therein is. It terrorizes great 
railroad corporations long used to terrorizing others. It takes toll 
from big and little, it gouges millions from railroad companies, and 
cent pieces from obscure shippers. ‘To-day it is compelling a lordly 
railroad to dismiss its general manager, to-morrow it is black listing 
and ruining some little commission merchant. It is remorseless, tire 
less, greedy, insatiable, and it plans achievements so much greater than 
any so far recorded in the history of commerce that the imagination 
flags in trying to follow its future possibilities. (The Greatest Trust 


in the World, p. 2.) 

It is not to be expected that any such an opportunity for ex- 
ploitation and plunder was to be overlooked by that interna- 
tional outlaw, the Standard Oil Company. Like the Beef Trust 
and the Fruit Transportation companies, it made all its ship- 
ments of oil in its own private cars. 

Now these great concerns formed a daring design which has 
no peer or parallel either in the annals of business or larceny. 
They determined not only to fleece the public, but to hold up the 
railroad companies themselves. With their 80,000 private cars, 
like the tank lines of the Standard Oil Company, they deter- 
mined to use this vast quantity of freight as a huge club to beat 
the transportation companies into submission to their inordinate 
demands, notwithstanding the fact that the carriers controlled 
and operated over 200,000 miles of railway, aggregating in value 
over $16,000,000,000. 

“The combine” had the routeing of these cars absolutely at 
their own disposal. They could say over just what road they 
would ship the whole or any part of them. They first demanded 
that there should be no charge for hauling their empty cars; 
then the system of secret rebates—the deadly hidden power to 
destroy all competition—then more mileage, till at last the 
roads were forced to pay for the privilege of hauling these pri- 
vate cars loaded or empty, three-quarters of a cent a mile on 
each car from all points east of Chicago; one cent a mile west 
of Chicago as far as E] Paso, Albuquerque, and Ogden, and 
three-quarters of a cent the rest of the westward haul. 

The roads protested. Then came the threat, “ All our business 
goes to a rival line ;” “ Meet these terms or you haul not a car or 
a pound of this immense traffic.” And in every case the roads 
surrendered. Then they demanded that the roads should keep 
the cars in repair, and forced the concession. At last came that 
crowning iniquity, the “icing charge,” by which the road fur- 
nished ice at $2 a ton, and the combine made such charges for 
that same ice as their cupidity dictated, demanding the last dime 
which could be wrung from the plundered shipper. Then the final 
crowning infamy, that these charges should be concealed as part 
of the freight charge, and where the shipper refused to be plun- 
dered to be collected in advance or further shipments would be 
refused, thus blackmailing their hapless victims into compliance. 

Thus they played upon the cupidity of the most eager and 
greedy organizations in all the world. They said, “ Watch the 
hangman hang,” and they arrayed railroad against railroad, 
robber against robber. Thus were the betrayers of the public 
in turn themselves betrayed. They said to one railroad, “ You 
must give us this advantage or you get none of the traffic.” In 
their eagerness to secure the carriage of these 80,000 cars the 
railroads themselves basely surrendered to the owners of these 
private car companies, basely agreed to conceal the robbery 
they were perpetrating upon the American people, basely agreed 
that their waybills should become the foul cloak of the most 
gigantic system of robbery ever known since bandits ceased to 
go about with mace and mail. [Applause. | 
And now they come to us, whining that “we had to do the 
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stealing or the other fellow would have gotten our trade.” That 
is the defense. [Applause.] 

Why, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirrierrerp] and the 
gentleman from Vennsylvania [Mr. Srprey] and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLi] show an anger, an acrimoni- 
ouspess, a vicilousness in their assault upon this bill that amazes 
ine from men usually so learned and so serene. 
three of those gentlemen; but I am amazed at the sinister, sacri- 
legious, and almost profane simile by which they seek to damn 
the unanimous voice of the people and an almost united effort of 
this House to save the industries of this country. The genutle- 
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setts, that learned gentleman, compares us to hyenas and 
bears and hounds: 


Mr. McCatt. There may be evidence of a sense of justice in all this, 
but, if so, it is the sense ef justice not of man, but of the hyena and 
the bear. ‘The philosophy of it is that eee may run for your life, but 
you are eaten if you stand, and you will be eaten if you are caught, 
Compared with the scheme of this bill there is a certain nobility in the 
policy ef government ownership, wrong as I believe that policy to he. 
You carve our magnificent railroad system, not as a feast fit for tho 
gods, but hew it as a carcass fit for hounds. 


Now they have called us “ kuklux” in the South. They haye 


| called us “ wild and woolly” in the West, but I will swear we 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Smiry] has compared the en- | 


deavor of the public servants of the American people to stop this 
robbery with that foul plot which culminated in the crucifixion 
‘ 


“my God. -He has compared an agreement made in the open 
day and approved by the President of the United States with a 
secret conspiracy concocted between a cowardly Roman pretor 

1a murderous Jewish priest. [Applause.] 


I quote his exact words: 


gentleman who served on the Inter- 


I heard expressed to-day by a 





ind Foreign Commerce Committee a profound regret that the | 
gentlemen could not agree among themselves. They are ali agreed 
upon one issue. I do not want to repeat myself, but I can recollect a 
nilar instance when there was an agreement between men, about 
the time that one of the greatest wrongs was perpetrated that ever 


was perpetrated in human history, and it is recorded in these words: 
“And Pilate and Herod were made friends from that day.” 

I want to say to you gentlemen on that side of the House that 
the figure may have some propriety there, but I thank God there 
is no conscience-stricken Pilate here washing his hands of this 
legislation on the Democratic side. 
eratic side.] If you want to carry the simile further, I will do 
it. Pass this law and execute it rigorously against the rail- 
roads and the private-car companies alike and we will have 
two more thieves on the cross. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Now, they admit that the legislature has the right to control 
common carriers. They do not attempt to show that we are 
siraining any constitutional power, not one of them. 
not say it is unconstitutional. They dare not as lawyers say it 
is unconstitutional, but they say it is unwise. Why? The 


people have been robbed; millions have been filched; the trust | 


alone receives $72,000 a day from its private-car lines. Over 
$50,000,000 a year is being taken alone in icing charges and 
rebates. You all admit that trusts and monopolies are the 
curse and the menace of the age, and I here and now declare 
there is not a single insatiate and law-defying combination of 
capital in all the land that does not owe its being, growth, and 
power to one or both of those twin iniquities, alike in operation 
and in principle—a secret rebate and a protective tariff. Why, 
you take lowa, Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana; they talk so much 
about them, and in those four great States the population in the 


country has actually decreased during the last ten years. | 
Dead. The | 


Where is your boasted cattle interest of the West? 
West is full of bank failures in the face of your boasted pros- 
perity. Why? In every part of it is the sad story of defalca- 
tion and bankruptcy. The price of cattle has continually gone 
down and the price of beef at the same time has gone up. The 
consumer has suffered and the producer has suffered. 

Whenever you deprive the American laborer of his beef, 
whenever you say he shall not eat meat, you haye reduced him 
to the very condition which you claim obtains in Europe, for 
the European laborer is unable to eat beef. It is that meat that 
gives vigor to the Army; it is that meat that gives power to 
the mechanic. It is because we are building up a nation of 
meat eaters we are able to dominate the world, and yet you 
admit the price of cattle has gone down in three years from 
53 cents to 44 cents, while dressed beef has increased in the same 
proportion at the same time. Nothing but a trust can produce 
such a result. It is abnormal; it is absolutely impossible to 
account for it under any law of supply and demand. It is the 
throttling of supply and the domination of demand that does it. 
[| Applause. ] 

You learned lawyers, I want to call your attention to one 
thing. No man from the West has raised his voice against this 
bill; no man from the South has raised his voice against this 
bill. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirrLerretp] protests 
against it; the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatr] 
protests against it; the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SIBLEY] protests against it. We have much to learn from those 
three wise men of the East. [Applause.] Do they tell us it is 
unconstitutional? No. Do they tell us that we are violating 
any basic principle of law? No. The gentleman from Maine 
says, “Ah, my God, you can not afford to do it because Bryan 
is not dead and the country is full of Populists.” [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Why, the gentleman from Massachu- 


They do | 


are neither hyenas nor hounds. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LittLerierp] discusses 


_ at length this wild hysteria, this cry of the mob, and yet they 


all admit that a great majority of the American people fayor 
this legislation. Oh, my wise friends from the East, there is 


| one thing you can not see, and that is the oppression of your 


| kind. 
| now, and that is the cry of the poor. 


There is one thing you never heard from Hamilton until 
You have never been able 


| and you never will be able to distinguish between the American 
| people rising in their majesty and their might and the insane 


| Clamor of a crazy mob. 


[Applause on the Democratic side. | 
I confess that I must unlearn all I ever knew before I can sit 


| at the feet of these three wise men who follow a golden light 


| from Wall street. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] | A star 
that will set as well as rise in the East. I will have to unlearn 
the teachings of Jefferson when he declared that all governments 
derive their just powers from the consent of the governed. I 


| will have to unlearn the theory that we are the servants, not 


[Applause on the Demo- | 


the masters, of the people. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


| I will have to forget that principle almost as old as civilization 











that I have followed, and in my foolish fatuity will follow until 
I die, that “ the voice of the people is the voice of God.” | Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Treat them as an insane mob 
if you will. Treat them with scorn, contumely and contempt 
if you will, but the American people, serene, undaunted; un- 
mindful of your earpings and your contempt are still the 
masters of this Republic, are bigger than courts and congresses 
and senates, are unpurehasable by wealth, and are not to be 
daunted or frightened by the wild clamor of its chosen sponsors, 
{Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Oh, you say, it is Demoeratic. Well, I agree with you. It is 
the most Democratic thing, gentlemen, on the other side of the 
Chamber, that you ever did since you were baptized. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] Yes; it is Democratic. It is Demo- 
cratic, not because the leader of this House, JoHN SHarp \WI1r- 
LIAMS, preached it at St. Louis, as he only can. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] It is Democratic not because for nearly 
ten years it has found a place in our platforms. The platforms 
demanded railroad legislation because it was Democratic. We 
did not make it Democratic. JoHn SHarp WILLIAMS proclaimed 
it because it was Democratic. It was Democratic before you 
were born, so old as you are. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

It is the degma of Jefferson applied to present conditions. 
It is equal rights to all and special privileges to none [appl:use 
on the Democratic side], uttered in a way that the common car- 
riers shall understand. 

Oh, they say that this is Bryan’s baby. I do not mean to 
reflect upon its paternity, but it is what you would call, geutle- 
men, a child of the people. It belongs to the Democratic party, 
and it is no baby. If it had not been for the tender nurturing 
eare of that long-haired anarchist, William Jennings Bryat, 
it would have been run over by a train long ago. I want to say 
for Mr. Bryan that he is not only the ido] of Democracy ani! the 
defender of the poor, but the utterance of his name to any 
unpenitentiaried thief on Wall street, without regard to his pro- 
fession or his party, makes him shudder. He is the winged 
Nemesis of graft and plunder everywhere. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] You may well fear him. These private-car 
companies in 1896 gave $400,000 in three checks to keep [11 12 
private life, and they may well dread to see the prospect of 4 
Daniel come to judgment. 

Oh, it is so Democratie. I look over there on that side of the 
House. You talk about insurrections? Why, how the conqucror 
of the conquerors is conquered over there. The fellow who g:v° the 
dose is now trying to take it, and what a mouth he makes. Wy, 
if you look at the wheel horse of the Republican party. the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], the weight is all 1 the 
breeching and not on the tugs. [Applause on the Den: erati¢ 


side.] Half of your leaders are insurgents, and there is many 
a stand-pat, stalwart Achilles, who was wont to lead the untertl 
fied hosts of Republicanism from Ohio, Pennsylvania, an New 
York, now sulking in his tent. [Applause on the —— 


side.] There is only one reason on earth why you swa 
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pill, and that is because your President wants it. I have never 
cone into hysterics over President Roosevelt, and I never will, 
but 1 believe he is fairly honest and a fine judge of human na- 


ture, and that is the reason he is favoring this Democratic | 
measure, and you are afraid when he shows his teeth and you | 


squirm and cower when he cracks his whip. 
Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I am so deeply interested 
in the gentleman’s speech that, with the consent of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. ApAmson], I ask that the time he prom- 
ised to give to me be yielded to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Stantey]. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. STANLEY] may proceed under that understanding. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to differ 
with my learned friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srey] any- 
where, for to know him is to love him. Genial and affable, I 
was surprised to hear him cry that anarchists and the Populists 
and the nihilists would get us if we didn’t watch out. 

He warns us— 

So the forces have swept on until they are in the throes of state 

vcialism, and they are going to make a glorious success of it just as 

ng as there remains in pockets of thrift and industry one dollar to 


BC 

ke 

be wrung out in the form of taxation. Then there comes, as the se 
quence to the socialistic state, the state of anarchy, and then the reign 
{ 
5 
r 


[Applause on the 


f terror, and then the swing of the pendulum to the other side, and the 
man on horseback. In all human history that has been the expe 

ience, and society has been forced to rebuild its shattered super- 
structure upon those foundations which guarantee the rights of persons 
and of property. 

I was surprised to hear a man raised in this land of liberty 
and enjoying the fruits of freedom preach here that you could 
have too much of it. 

Ah, my genial friend from Pennsylvania, if you will excuse 
the almost familiar way in which I address you, I have not so 
read my country’s history. In a thousand years no scion of the 
Saxon race has ever betrayed the boon of teo much liberty. 
The commune has triumphed, yes. But come and review with 
me the story of its ravages. 

Do you believe it was because the English people were too 
free that they took a perfidious and cowardly Stuart out yon- 
der at Whitehall and led him to the fatal block? Do you be- 
lieve that it was too much freedom that hurled the red-capped 
Jacobin, wild and fierce, into the streets of Paris? Nay, nay! 
Anarchy and nihilism are protests; they are not principles. 
They are but another side of the horrible picture. The cause 
of anarchy, the eause of nihilism, the cause of a revolution— 
they all come from the weight of oppression, not the abuse of 
freedom. 

“The man on horseback” was not the creature of the com- 
mune—he was the necessary, the inevitable evolution of an age 
of despotism. 

Centuries before, vainly endeavoring to obscure the dawn of 
a hew era, a Richelieu and a Mazarin filched the scepter from 
the palsied hand of a weak and decaying medieval chivalry, and 
then they endowed a tyrant’s throne with all this purloined 
power. All the weight of this cunningly woven fabric of op- 
pression was placed upon the backs of a helpless people, a peo- 
ple who were outraged and plundered, until the burden beeame 
too heavy for human shoulders and human hearts, and crushed 
them in the mire. 

At last “the mud took fire, and a dirty rag became a ban- 
ner;” then riot and brutality, rapine and massacre; then the 
mob in its blind fury made victims of its masters and wiped 
out its wrongs in blood. The eommune has triumphed; it will 
triumph again; but it has triumphed only at the seaffold of a 
k ng. No constitutional government need ever dread its rage. 

‘ rhe people of this land are free, and they cherish their 
reecdom, 

Why, our Government is predicated upon the idea of all re- 
publics, that the greater the refinement, the greater the culture, 
the sreater the patriotism of the people the greater measure of 
liberty you may give them; and when you preach, and when the 
gentleman from Maine preaches, and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts preaches, that to give the people the right to rule is 
surrendering to the mob, you are proclaiming an old and de- 
tested fallacy as foul and as false as the history of kings and 
as cruel as tyranny. The American people are still capable of 
governing themselyes. [Loud applause.] 


trong 





































MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Otmstep having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
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Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of the following 
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titles ; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested : 

8.1383. An act authorizing 
street NW. to Kalorama road; 

8.54. An act to provide a public park on George 
in the District of Columbia; 

S. 1669. An act for the establishment of an additional re- 
cording district in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

S$. 134. An act establishing an additional recording district in 
Indian Territory ; 

§. 676. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua W. 
Tolford; 

8S. 2872. An act for the relief of the French 
Cable Company ; 

$. 3321. An act granting an increase of pension to Olney P. B. 
Wright; 

8S. 2783. An act to repeal section 11 of the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 


the extension of Twenty-third 


town Heights, 


Trans-Atlantic 


of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes ; ” 

S. 2625. An act for the relief of Robert W. Caldwell, First 
Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery Volunteers ; 

S. 2262. An act for the relief of Pay Director E. B. Rogers, 
United States Navy ; 

S. R. 12. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 


to furnish a condemned cannon to the board of regents of the 
University of South Dakota, at Vermilion, 8S. Dak., to be placed 
on the campus of said institution; and 

S. R. 28. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield now to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Murpocxk ]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, there are two sections in 
this bill that are not frequently mentioned which are potent. 
One provides for the uniformity of railroad accounts and the 
other for their inspection. It will be interesting to watch the 
tribulations of those two provisions before this legislation is 
finished. I have been a patient listener to all the arguments 
made here for the last six days—none more so than I. On its 
economic side four assertions have developed in the debate and 
four answers, as follows: 


First assertion: Average rates showed for years a decrease 
and are still below those of other countries. The answer: Rea- 
sonable average rates do not preclude the existence of excessive 


charges in particular instances. 
Second assertion: Rates are governed by natural laws, ¢ 


mM- 


petition being the regulator of prices. Answer: Railroad com- 
petition exists only in particular places, and as consolidations 


continue less and less in those places. Railroad services are not 
private, and for that reason economic principles can not be 
wholly relied upon. Natural laws do affect the average rate, 
with but little effect upon a particular charge. 

Third assertion: The power given to make any rate 
power to make all rates, because of the interdependence of rates. 
Answer: Traffic managers constantly change their rates without 
creating disorder. 

Fourth assertion: It is impracticable for public ity 
make rates, because there is no standard of reasonablene 
Answer: It is impossible to show that a rate is unreasonable 
per se; but it is legitimate to make comparisons, and rates are 
so made. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCar1] termed this 
a rash and reckless method of regulation. I would suggest to 
him that over forty years ago Charles Sumner introduced the 
first bill in the American Congress to regulate interstate com- 
merece. I would suggest also to him that thirty-two ye: 
the House of Representatives passed a bill to regulate comn 
which, by the way, died in the Senate, and that of the eigh 
causes that were cited before the Senate « venty 
years ago, as causes of complaint, sixteen are clamorous to-day. 
So the measure is not rash, nor is it reckless. 


is the 


authori to 


SS. 





mmittee twe 


There are railroad managers and railroad managers. There 
are men who realize the injustices in the situation, who are 
proud of the accomplishments of transportation, who desire 
further to perfect it. Theirs has been a hard struggle. They 


have had conditions forced upon them by stock-gambling mag- 
nates which have been obnoxious. They have suffered from 
situations brought on by the Wall street gamble as much as the 
public. 

I believe that the independent railroad man is going to have 
more to do with the solution of the problem than anybody else. 
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His concern to-day is over the greed of the Wall street mag- 
nates, who are intent upon absorbing all lines. Ours ought to 
be, if for no other reason than this: That nowhere is belief in 
American ideals weaker than in the minds of the stock-gambling 
magnates of Wall street who are seeking to control the railways 
of the United States. 

Illustrating this, I desire to read a few lines—lines which no 
independent railroad president or manager would indorse, but 
which are fairly typical of the Wall street gambler. They first 
appeared in the North American Review and were snatched up, 
presumably by the Wall street publicity bureau, in December 
and sent broadcast: 


Create the proposed commission, with power to establish rates, and 
the future of the railroad would be largely in their control. A Presi- 
dential election is approaching, and the railroads are asked to con- 
tribute to the party funds. They refuse to comply or to give as much 
as the party managers desire. Would a railroad dare decline, after 
receiving an intimation that it would be well to contribute more liber- 
ally? A railroad president, in his anger, refuses, says he belongs to the 
other party, or does not like the candidate or his methods. Forthwith 
some shipper makes his complaint, that he is paying an unreasonable 
rate. The president soon discovers that he is in a net, with only one 
way to get out; the desired contribution is given, the party beggar calls 
off the shipper, and the difficulty is over. Will the railroads be kept 
out of national politics when a commission, composed of a few men, has 
its firm grip on them, with power to squeeze out of them contributions, 
or to influence the suffrages of their numerous employees? Create this 
commission and the future of every Presidential election can be fore- 
told. 

This charge of so mean, so miserable a motive, and its threat 
are characteristic of the attitude of Wall street, and I, for one, 
hope that when the contest with Wall street comes, as it will, 
that the House of Representatives will go to battle as one fighting 
uncompromisingly for a principle, and not as a champion who, in 
the frenzy of doing or dying, first tucks away in his pistol 
pocket as a measure of precaution a flag of truce. For the con- 
servatism which has its day of triumph will have its day of de- 
feat—for the day of defeat will be forced upon it. I hope to 
live to see the day. I shall rejoice when defeat comes to the 
conservative who, had he lived in the days of rush lights, would 
have stood out firmly against the introduction of candles, or if 
it had been a legislative matter, at least would have approached 
the tallow dip cautiously, “‘ step by step.” 

Traffic results do not always harmonize with traffic theories. 
I have gone into the matter of local rates. Increasing volume 
of through traffic, according to traffic theory, goes to a reduction 
of local rates. The great mogul locomotive, the larger car, the 
reduced grade, the straighter track, and the heavier rail have 
all gone to the reduction in cost of transportation. The rate 
per ton per mile has fallen in the United States from 9.41 mills 
in 1890 to 7.8 mills in 1904. But I can not find that the local 
rates have shared in all this. In a large majority of the cases 
I have examined they have remained unchanged or increased. 
There are some reductions. I append a few tariffs with a 
summary. 

SUMMARY. 


Nashville, Tenn., to 11 interstate points (1893-1906), 6 in- | 


creases, 115 unchanged. 

Points in Alabama to points in Georgia, Mississippi, and 
Tennessee (1895-1906), 36 unchanged. 

Arkansas points to Missouri and Kansas points (1892-1906), 
3 increases, 77 unchanged. 

Denver, Colo., to 8 interstate points (1896-1906), 3 increases, 
18 unchanged, and 57 reductions. 

Abilene, Kans., to Oklahoma, Ind. T., and Texas points (1892- 
1906), 53 inereases, 6 reductions, 1 unchanged; jobbers’ rates 
are less. 

New Orleans, La., to 13 interstate points (1893-1906), 1 in- 
crease, 51 reductions, 111 unchanged. 

Dalton, Mass., to 5 interstate points (1881-1906), 20 increases. 

Alexandria, Minn., to points in North and South Dakota, mile- 
age rates (18938-1906), 1 increase, 2 unchanged, 87 reductions. 

Concord, N. H., to 9 interstate points (1887-1906), 23 un- 
changed, 30 reductions. 

Ilartford, Conn., to 10 interstate points (1887-1906), 41 in- 
creases, 6 reductions, 11 unchanged. 

Jacksonville, Fla., to 7 interstate points (1896-1906), 41 in- 
creases, 24 reductions, 12 unchanged. 

Pensacola, Fla., to 6 interstate points (1893-1906), 36 class 
rates unchanged. 

Wallace, Idaho, to 6 interstate points (1899-1906), 15 in- 
creases, 45 unchanged. 

Springfield, Ill, to 4 interstate points (1889-1906), 29 in- 
creases, 1 unchanged. 

Indianapolis, Ind., to 9 interstate points (1896-1906), 54 un- 
changed. 

Dubuque, Iowa, to 9 interstate points (1890-1906), 89 un- 
changed, 1 increase. 


Hudson, N. Y 


Freight rates from Springfield, Ill., to points named. 
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{Rates in cents per 100 pounds. ] 


From Springfield, Il., to— 


epee’ Wi) sone ccsccntuccces 


Defiance, Ohio 


Napoleon, Ohio. ..............-.-..-. 
Whitehouse, Obi .... 5. Seed ecncs 


Toledo, Ohio 


Freight rates from Jacksonville, Fla., to points named. 





| 


2. 
30| 23) 
331 244! 
34 | 26 
374 284 
34 | 26 
39| 30 
35 | 26 
39| 30 
36 | 26 
39 | 30} 


[Rates in cents per 100 pounds.] 


From Jacksonville, 


. 





Fetteressa, S. C .......-- | 1896 
Drayton, 8. C......-..-- |} 1896 
St. Andrews, S. C......- | 1896 


Freight rates from Hartford, Conn., 
{Rates in cents per 100 pounds. ] 


From Hartford, Conn., to— 


Woonsocket, R. I 
Pawtucket, R. I 
Providence, R. I 


Cranston, R. I 


Wadsworth, Mass 
Douglas, Mass 
Worcester, Mass 


Springfield, Mass 


Year. 


~ 





= 


258 | 


gegegs | > 
BUELRRERS 


eagzaen|* 


aD 


AES 
AAS 


SSTRLAW 


ERLERSERSETE 


es 
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Year. | 
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Classes. 


6. | A. 


| 88 | 29 


| 
29) 2 | 


| 31 | 25 
|| 
| 29 29 | 
| 21 | 20 
| 28 | 28 
| 21 | 20 
| 23 | 23 
| 21 | 20 


to points named. 


a. he 
21 | 18 
21 | 18 
24 | 21 


21 | 18 
2 | 19 
24 | 21 


| 21 | 18 
2219 
| 21 | 18 


19 | 16 





| 20)17 
21 | 18 
| 12 | 10 
14 | 12 





Freight rates from Datton, Mass., to points named. 


[Rates in cents per 100 pounds. ] 


From Dalton, Mass., to— 


Claverack, N. Y 


Freight rates from Abilene and Ellsworth, Kans., and other ha 
points to points named belorc. 


{Rates in cents per 100 pounds. ] 


Abilene, Elisworth, 


and other Kansas Miles. | Year. 


points to— 


Oklahoma, Indian 
Territory,and 
Texas points -_...- | 


SRERASSERRSS 





NASreess 


BRTCRERY 





ERE 
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Year. 


f 1881 


ee er ee | 1905 


|f 1881 


coon Le ar eee | 1906 


if 1881 


“Poe fee |) 1906 


if 1881 
| 1906 
\f 1881 
{ 1908 





Classes. 

5. {A 
14 | 10 | 10 
18 | 13 | 14 
21 | 15 | 15 
23 | 18) 19 
31 | 27 | 25. 
35 | 28 | 29} 
52 | 47 | 393) 
59 | 47 
80 | 70 | 59 
85 | 674) 69), 
96 | 827 
95 | 72 | 74 





a} 4] 5 | 6 
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Comparison of local freight rates charged by the Union Pacific Rail- 
road from Kansas City, Mo., to stations named during 1883, 1887, 1890, 
1895, and 1900. 

[Governed by western classification. ] 


Classes (rates in cents per 100 pounds). 


Dis- | From Kansas City, 















































Year. ; 

tance. | Mo., to— |2 | 3 |4| 5 |4.|B.| OC.) D.|E. 
Miles. | 1883 40 | 35 80 | 20/15] 15 }-... 
| 1887 36 | 32 | 28 | 19 | 15 | 15 |... 
139 | Junction City, Kans}; 1890 28 | 24 | 23/18) 14) 11] 7% 
| 1895 28 | 24/93/18 |14]) 11] 7% 
1900 28 | 24/23/18/14/ 11) 7% 
1883 45 | 42 | 35 | 22] 18 | 18 |... 
1887 43 | 88 | 83 | 22) 18 | 18 |---- 
186 | Salina, Kans........ 1890 4) 34 | 29) 27 | 21) 17 | 13) 10 
1895 34 | 29 | 27 | 21117 | 18 /| 10 
1900 }} 34 | 29 | 27 | 21) 17 | 13) 10 
1883 86 | 84 | 62 | 47 | 40 | 35 |_..- 
1887 71 | 66 | 51 | 41 | 32} 82 }__.- 
420 | Wallace, Kans---..- 1890 60 | 54 | 47 | 89 | 30 | 23 | 19 
1895 60 | 54 | 47 | 39 | 30} 23| 19 
1900 60 | 54 | 47 | 89 | 30 | 23/| 19 
1883 35 |125 1100 | 75 | 65 | 507]_... 
1887 115 |100 |100 | 75 | 65 | 50 |... 
639 | Denver, Colo..-.....}; 1890 110 | 90 | 75 | 85 | 65 | 55 | 45 | 40 
1895 65 | 50 | 55 | 45 | 40 | 35 | 30 
1900 80 | 65 | 50 | 60 | 45 | 40 | 35 | 30 
1883 135 |125 |100 | 75 | 75 | 50 |... 
1887 115 |100 |100 | 75 | 65 | 50 |... 
746 | Cheyenne, Wyo.-../; 1890 90 | 75 85 | 65 | 55 | 45 | 40 
1895 100 | 80 | 65 | 75 | 55 | 45 | 40 | 35 
1900 | 80 | 65 | 50 | 60 | 45 | 40 | 35 | 30 
1883 228 |210 |160 |160 [136 |123 | 99 | 99 |_-.. 
1887 218 |200 155 |150 [131 |118 | 92 | 80 |__.. 
938 | Rawlins, Wyo-..... 1890 215 |175 [145 1125 110 | 92 | 78 | 67 | 52 
1895 (250 210 175 {145 |125 [110 | 92 | 79 | 67 | 53 
1900 [229 |189 |149 |124 |101 |106 | 86 | 71 | 57 | 45 
1883 300 |250 [200 |175 |....|150 |185 125 [125 |... 
1887 (300 |250 200 (175 |160 [150 |185 125 |100 |___- 
1,656 | Butte, Mont-......- 1890 [250 |215 {175 |145 |125 |110 | 92 | 82 | 72 | 62 
|] 1895 [250 )215 [175 |150 |125 {115 |100 | 90 75 | 65 
1900 (250 (215 (175 |150 |125 |115 |100 | 90 | 75 | 65 
1883 {315 [265 [210 |160 |.--_|180 /145 [115 | 83 |... 
| 1887 |300 |250 1200 |155 |150 [150 |135 [110 | 80 |___. 
1,259 | Ogden, Utah ....... 1890 (250 (215 175 |145 |125 |110 | 92 | 82 | 72 | 62 
| 1395 250 ‘200 [170 {143 [118 [108 | 93 | 85 | 703) 62 
1900 (230 200 170 |143 |118 |108 | 93 | 85 | 704) 62 
1883 (340 305 [265 |225 [220 /245 |175 |150 |125 |---- 
1887 [B17 264 211 |164 |158 |158 [142 |116 | 84 |___- 
1,393 | Pocatello, Idaho....}{ 1890 [250 |215 |175 (145 |125 |110 | 92| 82 | 72 | 62 
|] 1895 (250 215 (175 (150 |125 |115 [100 | 90 | 75 | 65 
1900 (250 215 ps [150 pas 115 {leo | 90 7 65 

No -The rates shown for 1900 were in force on June 30, 1902. 


Comparison of local freight rates charged by the Chicago, Milwaukee 
St. Paul Railway from Chicago, IU., to stations named during 
1883, 1887, 1890, 1895, and 1900. 


[Governed by western classification. ] 





















































Dis From Chicago, Ill, Tear | Classes (rates in cents per 100 pounds). 
ance to— “Por Tack oc bike ick tae ta 
lnjialajals A.| B.| C.| .| EB. 
Miles 1883 | 70 | 55 | 45 | 35 | 274) 824] 274] 25 | 20 |__-. 
1887 | 60 | 50 | 37 | 25 | 20 | 25 | 20 | 16 | 13 | “ii 
28 | Marion, Iowa ...... 1800 | 55 | 45 | 32 | 22 | 16 | 20) 16 | 13) 12) 10 
189 | 58 | 47 | 35 | 24| 19| 2/19) 16) 14] 1 
1900 | 58 | 47 | 35 | 24) 19 | 24/19/16) 14] 11 
1883 | 75 | 60 | 45 | 35 | 30 | 3 | 30 | 25 | 20}... 
1887 | 70 | 66 | 41 | 27 | 20| | 20| 16/15) 12 
82 | Tama, Iowa..-....- 1890 | 58 | 48 | 36 | 28 | 17 | 21 | 17} 15/13} il 
1895 | 61 50 | 39 | 25 | 20} 25/19/16) 14] 12 
1900 | 61 | 50| 39| 25 | 20/25/19| 16/14] 12 
1883 | 75 | 60 | 45 | 35 | 30 | 35 | 30) 25) 20)... 
oe 1887 | 73 | 58 | 43 | 28 | 20 | 25] 20) 16) 15} 12 
809 Melbourne, Iowa...|1 1890 | 62 | 52 | 8% | 25 | 19 | 24] 19 | 16) 14| 12 
| 189% | 65 | 54| 40 | 27 | 22 | 27| 2/18/16] 13 
1 1900 | 65 | 54| 40 | 27 | 22] 27 | 22/18/16] 13 
lf 1883 | 77 | 62 | 47 | 37 | 82 | 87 | 82 | 26 | 20 }_..- 
om | 1887 | 76 | 61 | 46 | 32 | 27 | 80 | 27 | 21) 19] 15 
365 | Perry, Iowa........ , 1890 | 65 | 55 | 38 | 27 | 20 | 27 22)17| 15) 12 
| 1888 69 | 58 | 41 | 29 | 24 | 29 | 24) 20) 17) 14 
1900 | 69 | 58 | 42 | 29 | 24) 29) 24) 20/17} 14 
1883 | 87 | 70 | 56 | 40 | 85 | 49] 35 | 20 | 24]... 
; : 1887 | 90 | 75 | 50 | 35 | 30 | 32 | 20 | 23/ 20] 16 
417 | Manning, Iowa...../) 1890 | 70 | 58 | 42 | 28 | 21 | 28 | 23| 18} 16| 15 
1895 | 80 | 65 | 45 | 32 | 27 | 32 | 27 | 22 | 183) 16 
1900 | 80 | 6 | 45 | 32 | 27 | a2 | 27 | 22 | 18)! 16 
1883 | 90 | 75 | 50 | 32 | 28 | 873) 32 | 23) 23 |. 
oo: fecal 1887 | 90 | 75 | 50 | 35 | 30 | 824! 293! 23 | 296 | 16 
487 | Council Bluffs,Iowa} 1890 | 70 | 58 | 42 | 28 | 21 | 28 | 23 | 18 | 16} 15 
1895 | 80 | 65 | 45 | 32 | 27 | 38 | 27 | 22 | 183) 16 
|k 1900, | 80 | 65 | 45 | 22 2 | 82 | 27 | 22 | 18) 16 
diahes . | | | 
Nore. 


—The rates shown for 1900 were in force on June 30, 1902. 


amy E Hesse rates are taken from regular tariff schedules on file. 
hey may not be complete upon their face in some Instances. 
Special tariffs may have torn some of them to pieces, change of 
classification may have modified them: but they are regularly 
iled tariffs and repose among the 2,600,000 tariff schedules on 
‘le here in Washington, in vindication of the not wholly suc- 
cessful policy of publicity, and they are interesting as tending 
to show the increasing toll local traffic is paying and will 
continue to pay until some practical working modification of 
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| the fourth section of the original act becomes law and, withou 
| undue injury to through traffic and market nec tects it 
| This, the Hepburn bill, in its pr n 1 mity of 
| railroad accounts, for their inspection, in its proposal to em 
power the Commission to establish through routes and fix the 

rate thereon, and to amend an unreasonable rate, will, I hop 
do great good; it could be made to do more by putting into law 
that which would prevent the traffic man from levying an 
unjust rate in the first instance, and it should have a provision 
giving supervision over classifications and greater power over 

unjust discriminations and more direct reference to private ear 
These local rates I have given are but incidental manifesta- 


tions, showing, in the major portion of the local rates selected 
of the evil principle and the more evil practice beneath. Seven 
or eight men are now said to control a major portion of o 


ir 
railways. One-tenth our wealth is in our carrying system. 
Once a day a $5,000,000 toll is exacted. These magnates are 
magnates, captains of industry indeed. They have been ex- 
tolled on this floor. I gave in the beginning the Wall street 


magnates’ estimate of the probity of a Federal commission. 
At the risk of offending the sense of practicality of this House, 
I would shadow forth a railroad magnate in keeping with the 
benefits of transportation; would limn him as the benignant 
genius of magic that brings everything near, makes ry- 
body immediate, that enlarges the producer’s market, touches 
with infinite variety the consumer’s supply, lifts the cheapen- 
ing pressure of a glut here, fills the mouth of famine there, 
and has turned the luxuries of yesterday’s few into the neces- 
sities of to-day’s many. See the magnate in keeping with that, 
a gentle figure, a figure of power, of power always with justice. 
Consider him as he exercises a fatherly regard for the syste! 
his employees, and the territory he serves. Imagine him as « 
scious of his power, with the brake of moderation always down, 
requiring uniformity of treatment among his patrons, justi 
to locality, giving no concession to the powerful, no preference 
to the grasping, exacting no undue tribute from the weak, 


ey 


‘garnering everywhere honor, gathering everywhere acclaim 
inspiring in subordinates affectionate imitation, and winning 
from the people the private regard which in the aggregate 


makes for the highest public esteem—one knowing the duties 
of a common carrier, instinct with allegiance to the public in- 


terests, quick with the high impulses of a r 


ighteous pul 


Tic 
servitor. 

Among our Wall street magnates you will not find him. But 
let us justify ourselves to an emancipated future at least to the 
extent of daring to hope for his coming. Such a man would 


never seek in the law’s delay, in its making, its interpretati 
| or its execution escape from the law. Disdaining to displ: 
as a common carrier, public interest with a private inter 


’ 





inspired and actuated by the foresight which reveals always 
the personal interest best conserved in the end by a broad 
| gard for the general welfare, this magnate would come at last 
to a realization of the plenary degree of his power—the real 
zation which no subsidy through favor, no submission through 
fear, no sycophancy through fear or favor can ever bril ) 
him. 
This man would suffer no manipulation of railway l 


would refuse to share in industries making him a preferres 
per on his own line, would collect no toll except as a 


earrier, but, requiring justice, exercising impartiality, this 


would enter into the enthusiasms of the smallest town upon h 
line as well as the ambitions of the largest cities, and \ l 
come to share in popular esteem, with all the benefits of m 
ern transportation, and to be blamed for none of its delingu 
| cies; and he would win for his children’s sake that ich no 
| Wall street magnate has to-day, that which would surely be 
| honey to the surfeited palate of his power, that which he « 
| not buy, force, or cajole—the privilege of being extolled 
| transportation is extolled in the lines of permanent lit 

All this he might have and might hold if he would ac 
| demand of the nation upon him to-day—that he exercise a ser 


eoncern for his interests as a 
his interests as a citizen. 

We were assured yesterday by the gentleman fr r. 
GrosvENoR] that the men who control from New York do not 
| make rates—know nothing about them, in fact. 

The traffic manager is supposed to make rates. But he d 


magi » and a greater concern f 





| not. But, under directions, he orders how they shall be mad 

| For a year or two now the traffic. manager has ho l ovel 
situation like a specter. We are asked to look upon him 

| wizard sitting in the midst of a maze of commercial intricacie 

| which nobody but himself can understand. He is a man o 


| might. He stands accused here and elsewhere of having 
| Dodged from national regulation behind the road’s State 
charter and from State regulation behind his interstate right 
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Ignored the requests of the helpless and connived with the 
powerful in concessions. 

Decreed that this city prosper and the progress of another be 
impeded. 

suilt up one merchant and torn down his neighbor. 

Put forth the dogma that there is no science is rate making. 

Approved the maintenance of the science of the three shells 
and the ball, the science of sleight of hand, pleasurable always as 
entertainment, but fraud in commerce; of eliminating distance 
in one locality’s toll, using it as a basis in another’s; pleading 
cost of service in one instance, value of service in other; pub- 
lishing a tariff sheet as an evidence of stability and tearing it 
away with special tariffs, and of permitting indulgence in the 
manipulation of minimum car weights, midnight tariffs, rebates, 
underbilling, participating terminal lines, private car allowances, 
icing charges, and commissions. 

Invaded the precincts of a national policy—with his import 
rate doing openly and indirectly what the smuggler does in 
secret and straightway—overcome the barrier of a protective 
tariff. 

It has been denied here over and over again that there is any 
demand for this legislation. 

But the country knows the demand, and knows how it has 
been met by the great transportation power, as one who stands 
exercising a great public trust without public responsibility, 
wielding great power without limit to his pleasure, ordering, 
with sublime certainty in his security, that the storm of a na- 
tional instinct, distinguishing between right and wrong, asking 
only uniformity when it pays, and a place for expeditious re- 


dress when it is wronged, ordering that such a storm be dammed | 


out and dammed back by a sophist’s tract and a phampbleteer’s 
convention. 

In closing I will quote from Senator’s 
Senate twenty years ago: 


-almer’s speech in the 


Railroads are no longer joint stock companies alone; they are dy- 
nasties. They are already outlined and in a few years, if not super- 
vised and controlled bw legislation, they will become as firmly fixed in 
their grasp upon continued power, commercial, social, and political, as 
the Hapsburgs, the Hohenzollerns, or the Guelphs. These reigning 
houses were born of force. They were the triumph of the strong over 
the weak. These modern dynasties will have been born of law and of 
concession and will be the triumph of the creature over the creator. 


Mr. Chairman, this is a conservative measure, born of a con- 
servyative time and of a conservative body, hard to prick through 
the thick callous of a profound prosperity; and while I know 


that if I had gray hairs and a solemn face I could say it with | 


a greater grace, I sound this warning to those here so comfort- 
ably cushioned in the luxuries of the safe side—that the day 
will come when the needle will reach the quick. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the 
manner in which the gentleman from Kansas, who is a very 
thorough student, has discussed this question, and for that rea- 
son I want to ask him this question: Would not every word of 
the peroration of his remarks apply with equal, if not greater, 
force to the free-silver craze that went over the country ten 
years ago? 

Mr. MURDOCK. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


I think not. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he may 


need to my colleague from Iowa [Mr. Conner]. 
Mr. CONNER. Mr. Chairman, it is unfortunate that certain 
Members who are opposed to the passage of the rate bill should 


in debate make the criticism that those who favor the measure 
are driven into supperting it by an intemperate public sentiment 
said to exist in its favor in the Middle West. It is quite unfor- 
tunate that some who favor it should charge the opposition with 
being under the influence of Wall street. I readily accord to 
every Member on this floor the right to decide for himself and 
hether he is for or against this or any other measure 


to say W 


i+] 


without haying his motives called in question. My estimate of 
the character of the membership of the House is such that I do 
not for one moment entertain the belief that either charge has 


any foundation whatever to support it. Insinuations of this 
iaracter but detract from the dignity or the House, and furnish 
toward the solution of the great questions involved in 
the discussion. 

Our friends on the Democratic side of the Chamber have not 
been content to permit the debate to proceed along business 
and economic lines, but have sought to inject politics into the 

by repeatedly asserting that this is a Democratie 
measure and that the principles of the bill had their birth in 
Democratic councils. They even charge that the Republican 
party is driven to take up the legislation by an irresistible 
public demand. Everyone will concede that the Democratic 
party has met in conventions and adopted platforms which at 
the time may have been in favor with the people and which 
it conceived would add to the popularity of the party. It is 
characteristic of the party to adopt high-sounding platforms 
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cl 
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rather than to formulate policies which may with safety be 
enacted into legislation. Notwithstanding it may have placed 
itself on record in the manner claimed, it does not seem to 
have won the confidence of the people of the country, for they 
have preferred to trust the Republican party without platform 
declarations rather than the Democratic party with them. If 
something effective is to be done, the people naturally turn 
to the Republican party for its accomplishment, as they have, 
in order to secure legislation on this question. The record 
of the Republican party is secure in the fact that all the 
important laws on the Federal statute books were placed there 
by it. 

If our Democratic friends desire to know the record of their 
party in the enactment of legislation against trusts and illega 
combinations, it will only be necessary to go back into history 
to the time when both the President and the House of Repre- 
sentatives were Democratic. In his annual message to Congress 
in December, 1887, the President called the attention of Cou- 
gress to the fact that trusts were then in existence, and that 
others were constantly forming and were becoming a menace to 
the welfare of the country. The House authorized one of its 
important committees to investigate the question of whether or 
not trusts were then in existence and others in process of forma- 
An investigation was instituted which continued over a 
period of several months, when the committee reported to the 
House that it had found trusts to be in existence and that oth- 
ers were being organized. After this report was made the com- 
mittee continued to further investigate the question, but re- 
frained from making its final report until two days prior to the 
expiration of the Democratic Administration and the inaugura- 
tion of a Republican President, when it came into the House 
and reported that it was unable to deal with the question, and 
that on account of the difficulty of the members of the committee 
to agree upon a plan of action the whole matter was referred to 
the next Congress for its consideration. 

The next Congress, as well as the President, was Republican, 
and within a short time after it convened a law was passe 
against trusts and illegal combinatiens, which is known as tlic 
“Sherman antitrust law.” This law was passed by a Repub- 
lican Congress and signed by a Republican President. Since its 
enactment trusts and illegal combinations of capital have been 
and are being successfully prosecuted. I say this, not alone 
with a view to eulogizing the Republican party, but to show our 
Democratic friends the distinction between adopting platforms 
and enacting wholesome legislation. [Applause.]} 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this measure and shall vote for 
it, but shall not do so in order to get rid of it and to hurry it to 
another forum, in the hope that there it may undergo a destruc- 
tive surgical operation. I trust that when it is returned to this 
body it will not be in such a distorted condition that its identity 
ean not be recognized. I do not contend that the measure is 
perfect, for, as I view it, it is not, but the principle of the bill 
meets with my hearty approval, and, in addition, it contains 
features which are highly desirable. 

The legislation which is sought to be secured is of the highest 
importance and worthy of most serious consideration; it may 
be regarded as progressive legislation. It goes one step fur- 
ther than has yet been taken by the General Government in 
the direction of remedial legislation intended to regulate co 
mon carriers engaged in interstate commerce. It is not now 
in its provision for the creation of a commission to investigate 
the reasonableness of rates of common carriers, for the law now 
in force provides for such a commission; but it is new in that 
it confers upon the Commission greater powers than it has he 
tofore possessed. 

It has been frequently asserted during the debate and hot 
seriously disputed that for several years after the Cullom law of 
1887 was enacted it was generally understood by the people tht 
the Commission was clothed with authority to substitute 4 
rate where, upon complaint by the shipper, the one then in fo 

vas found to be unjust, unreasonable, or unjustly discrii- 
inatory, and the rate which the Commission should thus pre- 
scribe should become the legal rate to be charged by the c:r- 
rier unless and until set aside by a proper tribunal. 

In 1897 the Supreme Court of the United States in what |s 
known as the Maximum Rate case, reported in 167 United Stiics 
Supreme Court Reports, held that the Cullom law did not ©on- 
fer upon the Commission the power to substitute a rate 1 
place of the one condemned, and that the order of the Comiis- 
sion in prescribing a rate for the future amounted to not!ins 
more than a recommendation to the common carrier. |! _ 
needless to say that since that time the orders of the Comtuis 
sion have neither been respected nor obeyed. ; 

This want of power on the part of the Commission to ''x 
a rate in the place of one condemned is recognized as tle 
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weak spot in the interstate-commerce law. Personally I have 
believed, and now believe, that an amendment of a few words 
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to the law of 1887 expressly restoring to the Commission what | 


has been termed “this lost power” 
correcting the evils complained of. 
measure, and in my judgment the main one, is intended to 
strengthen the law by giving to the Commission the power 
which the people of the country 
ferred upon it until this decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States was made. It was because of the attempt to 
remedy this defect in the Cullom law and to confer upon the 
Commission this power that the intense opposition on the part 
of the railroad companies, which for several months the coun- 
try has witnessed, was organized, and which has been 
in season and out of season” endeavoring to defeat the legis- 
lation. Here is the battle ground between the people on the 
one side and the corporations on the other. The issue is 
clearly defined and is well understood. The purpose is not to 
deprive the carriers of the right to fix rates in the first instance, 
nor is it to give the Commission power to initiate rates. 

The question is, Shall the Government be authorized by a law 
if Congress to regulate the great transportation companies in 
the United States to the extent that the Commission, 
upon complaint and investigation, a rate fixed by the carrier is 
found to be unjust, unreasonable, or unjustly discriminatory, 
hall have the right to preseribe what it determines to be a just, 


would go far toward 


reasonable, and fairly remunerative rate, and to put it in force | 


in the future in the place of the one condemned? If the bill in 
question is enacted into law, then this power will be given to 
the Commission. If it fails to become a law, then the effort to 
secure rate legislation will have been waged in vain, and the 
evils which now exist will continue. If this bill becomes a law, 

will be a triumph for the people and will vitalize the pro- 
vision of the Constitution conferring upon Congress the right to 
regulate commerce among the States by placing in the hands 
of the Government a power to say that the rate to be charged 
hy the common carrier for the transportation of persons and 
property shall be just and reasonable and to confer upon a com- 

ssion of its own creation the power to condemn as unjust 
d unreasonable a rate fixed by the carrier and to substitute in 
lieu thereof a rate for the future which the Commission deter- 
iuines to be just, reasonable, and fairly remunerative. 

What are the objections urged against this legislation? It 
is contended by some gentlemen that Congress has not the power 
to prescribe a rate to govern the carrier in the future. It is 

erted by a larger number that if this power is conceded Con- 

ess has not the authority to create a commission and clothe 
with power to prescribe a rate to govern the carrier in any 


st 


Speaking for myself, I am fully convinced that as a matter 
of law Congress itself can prescribe a maximum rate of charge 


for the carrier, and I am just as fully convinced that it may | 


init to a commission of its own creation the power to pre- 
‘ibe a rate in the manner provided for in this measure. 
he Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Munn 
Illinois, held that “under the powers inherent in every sov- 
snty a government may regulate the conduct of its citizens 
vard each other and, when necessary for the public good, the 
nner in which each shall use his own property.” This lan- 
lige states a proposition which has been good law as long as 
unon carriers have had an existence, and is good law at this 
e. The owner of private property, used in a strictly pri- 
ite Way and so as not to interfere with the rights of others, 
in use it free from legislative regulation or control, but when 
becomes affected with a public interest and is devoted to a 
in which the publie has an interest the public acquires an 
est in such use and the owner can be compelled to submit 
‘regulation by the public to the extent of such interest. 
This is not a new doctrine. In the exercise of this power it 
s been the custom in England for centuries and in this coun- 


semen, millers, and the like, and to fix a maximum charge 
be made for services rendered or accommodations furnished. 
is held by the Supreme Court of the United States that the 


sislature has the same control over business and property of | spirit of hostility, but in a desire to recognize 


orporations that it has over that of individuals. 
\ large number of States in the Union have enacted laws 
reiting commissions for the purpose of fixing rates and 


instant | 


where, | 


One of the features of this | 


generally believe was con- | 





| pending measure and is its crowning feature, : 
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question this power on the part of the State. No reason can 
be urged for claiming that if a State can legally enact such leg- 
islation to regulate its domestic commer that Congre 
not do the same thing respecting commerce of an 
character. 

In the Maximum Rate case heretofore refer 
in considering the question as to the extent of 


ce ean 


interstate 


“l to the court, 


the power con- 
ferred upon the Interstate Commerce Commission under the 
Cullom law, and whether the act conferred upon it the power to 
prescribe a rate for the future in lieu of the one which it con- 
demned, uses this language: 

There are three obvious but dissimilar courses open for considera 
tion: Congress might itself prescribe a rate, or it might cor it to 
some subordinate tribunal this duty, or it might leave with the com 
panies the right of fixing rates subject to such regulations and restri 
tions, as well as to that rule which is as old as the existence of com 


mon carriers, to wit, that rates must be reasonable. 

This language is susceptible of but one construction, and that 
is that Congress has the power to say that the rates to be 
charged by a common carrier shall be just and reasonable, and 
to create a commission and to clothe it with power, not only to 
investigate a rate complained of, but, if found to be unjust, un- 
reasonable, or unjustly discriminatory, to prescribe a rate to 
take its place in the future, and that the rate thus prescribed 
shall become the legal rate unless and until 
proper tribunal. 

Mr. Chairman, the pending measure is limited rather than 


set aside by a 


general in its scope; it is reasonable rather than radical; it 
does not purport to remedy all existing evils. A bill framed to 
| correct all abuses in interstate commerce would stand but little 


show of becoming a law. There may be disappointment because 
the bill does not include express companies, Pullman companies, 
and some other public agencies which it is desirable to regulate, 
but it must be borne in mind that to secure any relief the bill 
must first pass both Houses of Congress, and the danger is that 
if it embraces too many features, however meritorious, it will 
encounter such opposition that its defeat will be encompassed. 
For this reason it is better to omit some of the features \ 
invite opposition than to entirely defeat the legislation. 
This measure seems to have been framed with the chief pur- 
pose of conferring upon the Interstate Commerce Commission 


vhiel 
Viet 


| the power which the Supreme Court, in the Maximum Rate case 


held was not given to it by the Cullom law; that is, the power 
to prescribe a rate for the future in a case where, upon investi- 
gation, the rate in force is condemned as unjust, unreasonable, 
or unjustly discriminatory. This power is clearly given in the 
nd if nothing else 
were included, the law, when enacted, will be worthy of all the 
efforts which have been made to secure its adoption. 

But there are other provisions in the bill which, if not so 
important as this one in solving the problem of rate control, 
will prove of great aid in restraining an evil which has obtained 
and still continues in spite of the Elkins law ag: 


and which results in discriminations in favor of the 


inst 


reb 


large STLT) 


per as against the small one. I refer to the mischief w : 
comes from tlre use of the private car, private car lines, swit« 
terminal facilities, and charges for services rendered by th 
shipper as a means of securing and enabling the payment of 
rebates. It is a matter of common knowledge that frequent!y 
the shipper, by reason of owning a spur or track connecting his 
plant with the main line of railroad, or by owning the cars in 
| which his products are carried to market, or because of services 
rendered by him, is enabled to make claims for exorbitant ¢ 
sets in settlement of transportation charges, which the cart 
willingly, sometimes unwillingly, allows, and the shipper thus 


reights to be charged by common carriers within the State, | 


ind in some States the commission is given the power to initiate 
rates, The right of States to enact such legislation has been 
inost vigorously assailed in the courts, but in all the cases 


which have been submitted to the Supreme Court of the United | 


States the power of the State to enact the legislation has been 
fully sustained, and to-day no respectable lawyer is willing to 


favored is able to have his produce carried at a much lower rate 


than his competitor, who must take his choice of retiring f ! 
business or facing bankruptcy. This bill furnishes a remedy 
against the further practice of this abuse, and, in my opinion, 
a remedy which will effectually prevent a continuance of t 


; | evil for which there is no defense in law or morals 
irom the earliest times to regulate ferries, hackmen, ware- | 


and should not 


preventing 


The publicity feature of the bill is desirable 
only aid in discouraging rebates, but in 
which have obtained in the past. 

Mr. Chairman, the proposed 


} 


other abuses 


not sought 
and 
rights of both the transportation companies and the people. 
No one could justify a motive less exalted. The interest 
volved are too great, and the consequences of what may | 
will be too far-reaching to excuse anything short of tl 
cise of the highest intelligence and the loftiest purposes in deal- 
ing with the matter. On the one hand are the 
with billions upon billions invested in their prop 
200,000 miles of railroad, earning more than $2 
nually, paying expenses amounting to nearly 
ploying more than a million and a quarter of men, and whose 


legislation is 


mon carriers, 
s, With over 
OO.OOOO00 an- 


ST 500.000 000, em 
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wages aggregate almost a billion of dollars each year. These 
vast interests are warning us against the dangers of interfering 
with existing conditions. On the other hand are more than 


80,000,000 people, with an aggregate wealth of a hundred bil- 
lars, greater than that of any other nation, and prac- 
ically equal to that of any other two nations, who of necessity 
avail themselves of the use of the railroads in transport- 
and freights and in moving the immense com- 
‘ce of the country, who demand not as a favor, but as 
that these great agencies of commerce shall not be per- 


passengers 


mitted to continue the abuses which all admit have existed in 
the past, and that the Congress of the United States shall ac- 
cept the responsibility which, under the Constitution, devolves | 
upon it and enact such legislation as will cure existing evils 


and promote the interests of both the carrier and the shipper 
alike. With a full realization of the importance of the obli- 
gation which rests upon us, we can not fail to strive to deal 
fairly with all interests, and thereby carry out the suggestion of 
President Roosevelt that “the highways of commerce must be 
kept open to all on equal terms.” This is our highest duty and 
should be our highest pleasure. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hupparp]. 

Mr. HUBBARD. Mr. Chairman, the most stringent indict- 
ment of existing conditions in railway rates and the most pow- 
erful arguments which I have so far heard in favor of this 
measure are those coming from the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD], the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatu], 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srptey]. The gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. LitrLeFre.p] tells us, under plea of 
economie law, that the cotton manufacturers of Maine exist 
only by virtue of discrimination in railroad rates in favor of 
those manufacturers; that they have arisen, not because of the 
superiority of their industry, not because of their water power, 
but that take away from them the upholding power of dis- 
criminatory rates and they will be throttled to death. Preach 
that to the gentlemen from the South with their growing manu- 
factures of cotton. Again, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCatrz], in the name of natural economic law, tells us 
of the West that by virtue of these discriminatory rates our 
fields have arisen in value, while theirs have become depopu- 
lated and their agriculture has almost ceased. It is indeed 
noticeable and indeed pitiable that as you approach these New 
Enyland cities you find the people concentrated in manufactur- 
ing cities; you find their farms abandoned; you find agricul- 
ture almost dead. They tell us, again, that in the fields of Penn- 
sylvania the same phenomena have occurred; that by reason 
discriminatory rates in favor of the West their fields have 
become abandoned, their values have decreased; and so in New 
York, that the values of lands have decreased and agriculture 
sunk to a low ebb. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a most pitiable 
condition, if true, and one which we should seek, if possible, 
to avoid. It is not a healthful and desirable condition to have 
the farm abandoned and the city crowded. It is not wise to 
foster conditions which destroy agriculture in the Bast and 
manufactures in the West. I desire, and I believe this House 
desires, to look at this matter from a higher standpoint than 
the manufacturer of Lewiston or the cornfield of Iowa. We 
desire to look at it from the standpoint of our country and our 
whole country, not from the standpoint of some limited corner 
or portion of the country. [Applause.] 

This is the very proposition that is fatal to your contention, 
utlemen of Maine, Massachusetts, and Pennsylvania. You 
not the free play of economic law, but that unnatural dis- 
criminations shall build and destroy in spite of natural eco- 
nomic You appeal to natural economie law. That which 
you demand is the removal of that law. What is the natural 
economie law of transportation? It is that he who has an ad- 
vantage shall keep it; that he who has an advantage shall reap 
the advantage; that he who has the advantage of a fertile soil 
shall reap that advantage; that he who has the advantage of 


£ 


ist 


law. 


water power or nearness to markets (or cheapness of raw ma- 
terial) shall reap that advantage. You would destroy the eco- 
nomie law and have a condition of affairs continue to exist 


which, instead of distributing industry naturally and uniformly 
the country over, would and has and does concentrate it. You 
would have enforced a law which, by the very force and nature 
of its being, concentrates capital; a law which exists for the 
sake of the individual rather than for the sake of the commu- 
nity, which lifts the wealth of the tens and destroys the wealth 
of the thousands. 

What is the king’s highway, the natural law of transporta- 
tion? It is that every man shall be given an equal, a fair, and an 
open chance upon the king’s highway. ‘That is the law of trans- 
portation, and it is that law which has been persistently trans- 


a | 


| 
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gressed. I believe, sir, that a square deal is a fair deal, fair to 
all alike, fair to us of the West. We ask for no pap. We ask 
for no discriminatory railroad rates to help our industries. 
Our cornfields laugh at you, cur wheat fields smile golden be- 
neath the sun and ask not your help. We will take care of our- 
selves. Give us a square deal. You will continue to eat our 
bread and meat. You may favor more farming, we more manu- 
factures. It is asked, What is a square deal? It means a deal 
from the top and not from the bottom of the pack. It means a 
deal in which every man gets his own hand, in which every man 
who sits in the game is not expected to have cards up his sleeve, 


| in whieh the whole table is dealt to fairly, and there are no 


marked cards in the deck. [Applause.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague from 
Iowa [Mr. HavcEn]. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, while this bill does not go as 


| far as I would like to have it, and I fear that it will not accom- 


plish all the desired results and all that is anticipated by the 
committee, and while I fully appreciate, as does the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], the impossibility of amending it, 
coming as this one does backed up by a unanimous report of the 
committee, yet I have no criticism to make. I fully appreciated 
the difficulty, the impossibility of drawing a bill that would 
meet the approval of all; and the committee and the country 
are to be congratulated on the successful and happy termination 
of this all-important question by this committee bringing in 
such an excellent measure. 

In my estimation it is the strongest and best measure, and one 
that will give the most effective results, if enacted into law, of 
any bill brought into this House. 

Section 1 provides: 


The term “railroad,” as used: in this act, shall include all bridges 
and ferries used or operated in connection with any railroad, and also 
all the road in use by any corporation operating a railroad, whether 
owned or operated under a contract, agreement, or lease, and shall also 
include all switches, spurs, tracks, and terminal facilities of every kind 
used or necessary in the transportation of the persons or property 
designated herein, and also all freight depots, yards, and grounds used 
or necessary in the transportation or delivery of any of said property; 
and the term “transportation” shall include cars and other vehicles 
and all instrumentalities and facilities of shipment or carriage, irre- 
spective of ownership or of any contract, express or implied, for the 
use thereof, and all services in connection with the receipt, delivery, 
elevation, and transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration or icing, 
sterage, and handling of property transported; and it shall be the 
duty of every carrier subject to the provisions of this act to provide 
and furnish such transportation upon reasonable request therefor, and 
to establish through routes and just and reasonable rates applicable 
thereto. 

All charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the 
transportation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in connection 
therewith, shall be just and reasonable; and every unjust and unrea 
sonable charge for such service or any part thereof is prohibited and 
declared to be unlawful. 


Section 15 provides: 


That the Commission is authorized and empowered, and it shall be its 

duty, whenever, after full hearing upon a complaint made as provided 
in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any common carrier, it 
shall be of the opinion that any of the rates or charges whatsoever de- 
manded, charged, or collected by any common carrier or carriers, sub- 
ject to the provisions of this act, for the transportation of persons or 
property as defined in the first section of this act, or that any regula- 
tions or practices whatsoever of such carrier or carriers affecting such 
rates, are unjust or unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory or unduly 
preferential or prejudicial, or otherwise in violation of any of te 
rovisions of this act, to determine and prescribe what will, in its 
udgment, be the just and reasonable and fairly remunerative rate or 
rates, charge or charges, to be thereafter observed in such case as the 
maximum to be charged, and what regulation or practice in respect to 
such transportation is just, fair, and reasonable to be thereafter fol- 
lowed; and to make an order that the carrier shall cease and desist 
from such violation, to the extent to which the Commission find the 
same to exist, and shall not thereafter publish, demand, or collect any 
rate or charge for such transportation in excess of the maximum rate 
or charge so prescribed, and shall conform to the regulation or practice 
so prescribed. Such order shall go into effect thirty -_ after notice to 
the carrier and shall remain in force and be observed by the carrier, 
etc. 


Section 16 provides: 


It shall be the duty of every common carrier, its agents and em- 
ployees, to observe and comply with such orders so long as the same 
shall remain in effect. : 

Any carrier, any officer, representative, or agent of a carrier, or any 
receiver, trustee, lessee, or agent of either of them, who knowing!) 
fails or neglects to obey any order made under the provisions of section 
15 of this act shall forfeit to the United States the sum of $5,000 fot 
each offense. Every distinct violation shall be a separate offensc, and 


in case of a continuing violation each day shall be deemed a separate 


offense. - 
The forfeiture provided for in this act shall be payable Info th 


Treasury of the United States and shall be recoverable in a civil sult 
in the name of the United States, brought in the district where U\ 
carrier has its principal operating office or in any district through which 
the road of the carrier runs. 

ssjon 


The bill not only gives the Interstate Commerce Commi 
the power, after full investigation and hearing, to deter! 
what just and reasonable rates are; but it gives that Commis 
sion that most important power, the power which the distt 
guished gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirrieriecp] and ol 
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have so vigorously objected to, that which I have contended for, | 
and which was provided for in a bill which I introduced a year | 
ago, the very thing which the conventions, the jobbers, the | 
petitioners have been asking, and that which other bills re- | 
ported last year did not provide for—that is, it gives the | 
Commission exclusive power to enforce its findings; and when- 
ever a change in a rate has been ordered by the Commis- | 
sion it must go into effect within thirty days; and if this 
order is not obeyed by the carriers they are subject to a | 
fine of $5,000, every distinct violation to be a separate of- 
fense, and in case of a continued violation each day shall be 
deemed a separate offense; the said order not being subject to 
judicial review and temporary restraining orders, as provided 
in other bills reported to this House, except where the rate is 
unlawful—that is, if the rate is confiscatory or deprives the 
carrier of property without due compensation, in which case the 
carriers have a right to appeal to the courts under the Consti- 
tution, and nobody would or can deprive them of that right. 
This bill, then, does away with the expensive and slow court 
machinery provided for in other measures, thus avoiding delay 
and expense to the shippers, which is, of course, very essential. 
In this connection I reiterate what I said here a year ago: 





In considering this question there are a few things we are agreed on. | 
First, that it is a question of vital importance to all the American | 
people; second, that some remedy should be given for this universally | 
admitted wrong; third, that Congress has the power and the only 
power to prescribe the remedy—that is, that the regulation of trans- 
portation rates is a legislative function, a function delegated to it 
under the Constitution, “‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States.’ That power being delegated to it by 
he Constitution, Congress can not delegate it to the judiciary or any 
her branch of this Government. The judiciary has no power to fix 
ates, nor can it be invested with that power by Congress without a 
hange in our Constitution; and Congress can not change the Consti- 
tution. All it ean do is to propose amendments to the Constitution, 

nd the amendments must be ratified by the legislatures or conventions 

three-fourths of all the States. Nobody has proposed to amend the 
Constitution, so there is nothing for Congress to do but to shoulder 
ihe responsibility; to do its duty; to exercise it prudently, honestly, 
nd with a spirit of justness and fairness to all concerned. 

being agreed, then, that Congress has the power, and being conscious 
of our duty to give the desired and just relief, the question is, how 
shall it be done; how shall we proceed? Of course, everybody fully 

ppreciates that it is a physical impossibility for Congress as a body 

examine, investigate, determine, and prescribe transportation rates, 
we are agreed that Congress may delegate that power to a com- 
ssion and not to a judiciary. This seems to be the only feasible 
plan that has been suggested. The question, then, is to what com- 
mission; the next, how much power shall be given the commission? 
! think the Interstate Commerce Commission is the proper one, a 
commission, I believe, made up of men of integrity, intelligence, sound 
judement, who have had extensive experience, and who are more compe- 
tent to deal with the question than any new commission or tribunal. 
In fact, they are experts. If they were not such when appointed, they 
have become such through long service. They are men learned in the 

w. We have this Commission, maintaining it at large expense, and, 
as somebody has suggested, it is now more ornamental than useful. In 
view of its experience and ability, I believe this Commission should be 

ven exclusive power, after full investigation and hearing, to deter- 
mine and prescribe what to them seems just and reasonable rates. 

it should be given mandatory power, so that when it has once deter- 

ied what a reasonable rate is, and has so ordered, it can enforce 

findings. I believe that its findings should be final so far as the 
estion of reasonableness and justress of rates is concerned, and not 
subject to judicial review, except as to its lawfulness. 


Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that this bill comes to us 
With a unanimous report and will probably pass with practically 
i unanimous vote, it would hardly seem necessary to argue this | 
(uestion at length. However, this is an old bedfellow and a | 
subject which I have given considerable thought and attention. 
ind, in view of the importance of the question, I may be par- 
doued for briefly referring to this important subject. It is a 
road subject. Viewing it from a financial and business stand- | 
point, I believe it to be one of the greatest questions confronting 
the American people to-day. It is vital, as it concerns the | 
progress, prosperity, and happiness of the American people. 
You can not buy or build a barn, fence, sidewalk, or house, or 
rocure a week, month, or year’s subsistence except a large por- 
‘ion of the cost goes to pay for transportation; in fact, the price 
| everything you have to buy or sell is affected by the cost of 
(ransportation. ‘The last year or two we have heard a great 
(eal about the tariff, reciprocity, and other questions. These are 
deed important and are worthy of the most careful, conscien- 

ous, and friendly consideration; but in my opinion at the 

‘esent time they are of small import as compared with the 
‘culation of transportation rates. 

rhe total customs duties collected in any year is less than 
00,600,000, Add to that, if you will, the internal revenue— 
vinething over $200,000,000—and in all we will only have about 
00,000,000, The preliminary report made by the Interstate 
‘ olumerce Commission for the year ending June 30, 1905, gives 
ie gross receipts of 752 operating companies, representing a 
nileage of 214,477.82, which is presumably about 99 per cent of 
the inileage that will be subsequently covered by returns in final i 
report for the same year, at more than $2,000,000,000. The gross 
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earnings of these railroads were: Earnings from the passenger 
service, $572,109,366, or 27.60 per cent; earnings from the freight 
service, $1,449,183,702, or 69.90 per cent; other miscellaneous 
earnings, $51,885,257, or 24 per cent, a total of $2,073,177.325, or 
an average of $9,666 per mile of line. The gross receipts then of 
the railroad companies are about four times the total customs 
duties and internal revenues. 

There are nearly one and one-half times the amount of our ex- 
ports, twice the amount of our imports, and almost equal to our 
foreign commerce. They are two times the amount of our pub- 
lic debt, and nearly three times the amount of our annual appro- 
priations by Congress. 

Our able and distinguished Speaker, in assuming his duties 
as Speaker of this House, I believe called our attention to the 
fact that we have 512,000 manufacturing establishments in the 
United States, employing 6,000,000 people, and paying them an 
products an 
nually valued at $13,000,000,000, which is 34 per cent of all the 
manufactured products of the world. The gross receipts of the 
railroad companies in a single year are over one-seventh of this 
amount. They are five times the value of the total output of the 
gold mines of the world last year. 

A few years ago the American people, especially our Demo- 
cratic friends, were much alarmed about our money circulation. 
We then had a billion and one-half in circulation. The circu- 
lation has increased to $2,680,629,952. It now $351.88 per 
capita, a large amount indeed; but the gross receipts of the rail- 
road companies for fifteen months, or their net profits for two 
and one-half years, would absorb every dollar of it. The Amer- 
ican people are proud of this nation’s rapid increase of wealth, 
and of the fact that we have 25 per cent of the wealth of the 
world. The increase from 1860 to 1900 was from $16,000,000,000 
to $94,000,000,000. It is now believed to be over $100,000,000, 
000, an increase of $84,000,000,000 in forty-six years. The gro 
receipts of the railroads for a single year, or the net earnings 
for two years, exceed the average increase of the wealth of the 


is 
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United States for the last forty-six years. The total exports of 
the world are $10,000,000,000. The gross receipts of the rail- 
road companies are one-fifth of this amount. 

The gentleman has just referred to the bank failures and 


bankruptcy in Iowa and the depressed agricultural conditions. 
Let me say the tillers of the soil in that great Commonwealth, 
the greatest agricultural State in the Union, gives to the 
wealth of the world annually upward of $400,000,000. The net 
earnings of the railroad companies is more than two and one 
half times this amount. According to the Federal 
1900, in the United States there are nearly 6,000,000 families 
engaged in agriculture; and out of the 29,000,000 people en 
gaged in gainful occupations more than 10,000,000 are engaged 
in agriculture: farming lands valued at $13,000,000,000, with im- 
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provements valued at $3,500,000,000, or all farm property valued 
at $20,500,000 ,000, According to the Interstate Commerce Com 
mission’s report, only 1,296,121 persons are employed by the 


railroads. The value of all railroad property is probably not 
more than $7,000,000,000. 

Turn to the report of the Secretary of Agriculture for 1905. 
First, he calls our attention to this year of unsurpassed pros 
perity of the farmers of the country. Production has 
been equaled. Its value has reached the highest figure 
attained. Corn has reached its highest production, with 2,7 
000,000 bushels, valued at $1,216,000,000; wheat, 684,000,000 
bushels, valued at $525,000,000 ; oats, 939,000,000 bushels, valued 
at $282,000,000; barley, 133,000,000 bushels, valued 
000,000, a total of $2,081,000,000. Add to this, if you will, the 
hay, valued at $605,000,000; cotton, including seed, valued at 
$575,000,000 ; potatoes, valued at $138,000,000 ; tobacco, $52,000, 
600; sugar cane and sugar beet, $50,000,000; rice, $13,892,000 ; 
dairy products, $665,000,000; poultry products, half a 
and we have a grand total of $4,180,392,000. 

The gross receipts of the railroad companies for two years is 
equal to the value of these products. We find seven men em 
ployed on the farms to every one employed in transportation 

$3 invested in agriculture to every dollar invested in 
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million, 


services; $3 
railroads, yet the gross receipts of these roads is equal to one 
half of the estimated value of these products of the farms dur 
ing this year of unsurpassed agricultural prosperity and high 
prices. 

sut you say that gross receipts have nothing to do with this 
question. Well, you must deal with gross receipts before we 
know what net profits are. The same report gives the operat 
ing expenses at $1,383,584,404, or $6,451 per mile; thus the net 
earnings, or income from operation, was $689,592,921. To this 
should be added $114,636,642, income from investments, such as 
stocks, bonds, and other miscellaneous sources, which makes a 
total of $804,229,564. 
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This amount will probably be largely increased when you 
deduct from the operating expenses and add to the net earnings 
items charged to operating expenses and which are not legiti- 
mate operating charges—for instance, the amount appropriated 
for permanent improvements, new concrete and iron bridges, 
better and new equipments, new turntables, side tracks, sta- 
tions and roundhouses, lowering grades, straightening curves, 
which are not proper charges against operating expenses. When 
the money thus appropriated has been credited to the net 
earnings there would then probably be a billion dollars profits. 


Some have estimated the net earnings of all the railroads much 
higher, but we will proceed along conservative lines, and for 
the sake of argument will assume the net earnings of the rail- 
road companies to be $1,000,000,000. 

“ Now, a word as to valuation of railroad property. I do not 
agree with statements made on this floor by some distinguished 
gentlemen, and statements made by college professors and 
others in literature furnished us by railroad companies, fixing 
the valuation at from ten to fourteen billion dollars. This 


same report gives the par value of railroad property outstand- 
ing June 30, 1904, at $13,213,124,679, which represents a capi- 
talization of $4,265 per mile. This includes all negotiable se- 
curities, such as stock and funded debts issued by railroad cor- 
porations. It reports $6,339,899,329 as stock, of which $5,050,- 
529,469 was common, $1,289,369,860 preferred, and the remain- 
ing part, $6,873,225,350, funded debt. Deduct from this two 
and one-quarter billion stocks and bonds owned by railroad 
companies and we will have a capitalization of only about 
$11,000,000,000, and everybody, of course, knows that this is 
in excess of the real value of railroad property, and know that 
many of these stocks and bonds contain more wind, printer’s 
ink, and water than they do cash. Experts and reliable and 
conservative men estimate the real value of railroad property 
at from ten to twenty-five thousand dollars per mile, and the 
most liberal from $25,000 to $35,000 per mile. If it be, say, 
$30,000 per mile, and there are 220,000 miles of main-line road, 
the value of all railroad property would be about $6,600,000,000, 
and the net profits on railroad investments would be about 
15 per cent. 

I submit to you, Is this a fair division of profits—that is, 
giving to railroad companies a profit equal to one-half of the 
amount of the average increase of wealth of the United States 
for these years, an amount equal to one-fourth of these farm 
products referred to, an amount equal to two-fifths of our 
money circulation, an amount almost equal to one-half of our 
foreign commerce, while their property is equal to only about 
one-fifteenth of the wealth of the United States and they employ 
only one person for every thirty-two employed in the United 
States? If so, then you may contend that there is no imme- 
diate necessity for legislation. Or if you believe that the earn- 
ings of the roads should be increased in order to pay dividends 
and interest on all watered stocks and bonds, and that the man- 
agers of the roads are more considerate, generous, fair, and just 
in fixing rates than an impartial commission would be that ean 
and will be accomplished by giving the roads, as they have had in 
the past, full swing and power to fix rates. On the other hand, 
if you believe that the railroads are getting more than their 
share, and more than they ought to have, and that they should 
receive just and fair treatment, and no more, then we should 
delegate the power of fixing rates to an impartial commission. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to enter a protest against this salary 
grab—increasing the membership of the Commission to seven 
and increasing the salaries from $7,500 to $10,000. ‘This is, 
in my estimation, unnecessary, unwarranted, unjust, and ex- 
travagant. 

At the rate we are building up stalls in the public crib and 
providing soft berths, as has been stated, for superannuated Sen- 
ators, for friends and broken-down or antiquated politicians, 
where are we going to stop? Our annual appropriations al- 
ready exceed $800,000,000. It has been more than $6,000,000,000 

j 





the last four Congresses—an amount equal to one-half of all 
the farm property in the United States or one-fifteenth of the 
wealth of the United States in 1900, according to the Federal 
census. The appropriations for the last five Congresses in the 
aggregate is more than one-half the total value of our manu- 
factured products. It is in exeess of the total present value of | 
all railroad property. What has become of these promises to 
restrict appropriations? Where does retrenchment and reform 
come in? Where are these men who profess to be the dear and 
near friends of the people, who proclaimed so loudly during the 
a 


npaigns and their stay at home “down with excessive ex- 
penditures; apply economy in making appropriations?” Are 
you going to remain here in your seats, as you have in the past, 
silent as the grave, forget your promises, and keep on voting 
for every increase? If so, what is the limit? The fact that 
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the regulation of rates by the Government is important does not 
make the work difficult, and is no reason for increase of salary. 
The fixing of rates it not a difficult task. President Stickney, 
of the Great Western, one who knows more about this subject 
than all of us put together, says the making of rate schedules is 
the function of clerks and not of high-priced traffic managers or 
directors. Let me read to you what he says: 


I also take issue with the committee’s conclusions about the require- 
ments of exact knowledge in making such a schedule. This is also a 
point which is strenuously urged against conferring the rate-makine 
authority upon the Commission at this time. The assumption see: 
to_be that there are only a few men who possess the exact knowledee 
required, and presumably, owing to the relation of the supply to the 
demand, such exact knowledge can only be obtained by paying extrac) 
dinary salaries, far in excess of the salaries which Congress would je 
willing to provide. 

A Government commission in making rates would be untrammeled 
by competition or a desire to secure tonnage for any particular line, 
and would therefore be able to frame its schedule by square rule, in- 
stead of scribe rule. That it does not require high-priced exact know|- 
edge to make a schedule of square-rule rates is conclusively proven by 
the fact that fourteen years ago the railway commission of Iowa, con 
sisting of unskilled men, each drawing a salary of about $3,000 per 
annum, in a few months’ time, mostly occupied in hearing the protest 
of the railway companies, made a square-rule schedule of rates in Iowa, 
and in the same year the commissioners of Illinois, like unskilled men, 
made a square-rule schedule of State rates for Illinois, both of which 
= have been used during all these years, practically without 
change. 

Here is an example of practically one schedule of rates made by State 
commissioners, covering two great States, having more junction and 
competitive points than any other equal area in the world, which has 
been satisfactory, without change for more than fourteen consecutive 
years. While, on the other hand, the interstate schedules, made by 
traffic experts, under the stress of competition and a desire on the part 
of each to get some advantage over the other, which affected the inter- 
state traffic of the same two States, have been changed, during the same 
time, by filing with the Interstate Commission probably not less than 
eight to ten thousand schedules. 


I repeat what I said a year ago: 


Why increase the membership and salaries of this Commission? 
Gentlemen, I venture the assertion that Uncle Sam now has among 
his thousands of employees more than a hundred men working at a 
salary of less than half what these Commissioners are now paid, any 
five of whom are capable of doing the work of this Commission. As 
stated by President Stickney, the making of rate schedules is the func- 
tion of clerks, and not high-priced traffic managers or directors. Some 
fourteen years ago the Iowa legislature created a railroad commission, 
consisting of three members, unskilled men, and in a few months, the 
largest part of that time occupied in hearing the protests of the rail- 
road companies, fixed rates for that State. Illinois did the same. A 
schedule of rates was made by the commissioners covering two great 
States having more junctions and competitive points than any other 
equal area in the world, which has been satisfactory without change 
for more than fourteen consecutive years. 

The whole work of the Iowa commission was practically completed 
in a very few months, relieving it from official duties and enabling the 
members to remain at their homes and direct and attend to their own 
business affairs, leaving the office duties to a clerk. In fact, the com- 
mission has had so little to do that the Iowa legislature reduced their 
salaries from $3,000 to $2,200; and it has been suggested that if the 
amount of salary is to be considered in connection with the amount of 
work it would be safe to reduce it another thousand dollars, and that 
they would then be paid more per hour for the hours given to the work 
than Members of Congress, and I believe it would be safe to say more 
than the President of the United States. I do not bring this up to 
reflect on the commission. But they are men, I believe, of ability, en- 
ergy, and integrity. But I bring it up to show that the work is not 
here, and to show that neither experts nor high-priced men are re- 


guired. It requires men of integrity, sound judgment, energy, and 
ability. 

Much has been said about this legislation affecting the wage- 
earners employed by transportation companies. The coniention 
is that if Congress will delegate the power of fixing rates to a 
commission, that the wage-earner will suffer thereby by having 


his wages reduced by the carriers. Of all the absurd objections 
raised this is certainly the most absurd of all. To begin with, no 
bill, to my knowledge, has been introduced or considered proyos- 
ing to give the power of fixing wages to any commission. Evyenil 
that were the proposition, I believe the interests of the wace- 
earners of this country would be as well subserved by an wnin- 
terested commission as they would at the hands of the railroad 
companies. I believe that they have confidence in our grea' and 
worthy President—that he will appoint a commission composed 
of men of ability, judgment, integrity, with pure motives, and 
whose ambition and desire will be to do justice to all concerned. 
But they say the Commission wil! reduce rates, thereby recuc- 
ing the profits of the roads, and that the railroad companies will 
in turn reduce the wages of employees in order to make up the 
loss in profits. 

Let us see. The bill provides that rates must be remuner 
ative; the Constitution protects the carriers against coniisci- 
tion or taking of property without compensation; the courts 
have held that the railroads are entitled to a reasbnable prott 


on their investment; so the Commission in fixing rates = 
make allowances for a reasonable profit to the carrier. : 
mus 


wages are reduced and profits thereby increased, the rate- 
be reduced. If wages are increased and profits thereby reduced, 
the rates may be increased. 
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Before the Commission can determine what just and reason- 
able rates are, what will be necessary for it to ascertain? First, 
the valuation of railroad property, the gross receipts, the actual 
and legitimate operating expenses, and the net profits. It must 
also determine what is a reasonable profit. Deduct that from 
the net profits of the roads and you have the excessive profits; 
and a reduction of rates will be ordered accordingly. 
stance, the Commission finds the value of railroad property to 

. six billion, the gross receipts two billion, actual and legiti- 
ite operating expenses one billion, leaving as net profits 
§1,000,060,000 ; and suppose that the Commission should decide 
that the railroads would be entitled to 10 per cent on this valu- 
ation, or $600,000,000. 

Deducting this $600,000,000 from $1,000,000,000 net profit, it 

uld leave $400,000,000 as excessive profit. Four hundred mil- 

1 dollars being 20 per cent of the $2,000,000,C00 gross re- 
pts, the Commission would order a reduction of 20 per cent 
of the present rate, such reduction reducing the net profits to 

600,000,600, the amount decided by the Commission to be 
just and reasonable profit. The railroads in turn would reduce 
the wages of its employees $100,000,000, and at the end of the 

ar the railroad would have $700,000,000 profit, but according 

the Coemmission’s decision they are entitled to 
600,000,000, What would be the result? The Commission 
uld say to the carrier, ““ Reduce your rates $100,000,000.” Is 

» any question in the mind of anybody what the railroads 

iid do in this event? They would certainly restore the 
ces and not reduce rates. They would have nothing to lose 
increasing the wages, but would have much to gain. It 
uld enable them to secure the most skilled and efficient labor, 


which is conducive to the safety of the publie and best interests | 


of the railroad companies. 


Again, suppose after the Commission has determined upon | 


this $600,000,000 as a reasonable profit and on a reduction of 
$100,000,000 excessive profit that the railroad companies should 

they proposed to inerease the wages of their employees 
$100,000,000. The Commission would then be compelled to 
make this $100,000,000 allowance, as it has no jurisdiction over 
the fixing of wages, and in place of ordering a reduction of 


400,000,000 it could only order a reduction of $300,000,000, | 


as the Constitution provides that a railroad company can not 
be deprived of its property without compensation, 

courts have held that they are entitled to a reasonable profit 
on their investments. With the safeguards under this bill, 


with the protection the carriers have under the Constitu- | 


tion, and as there would be nothing to gain in decreasing 
wages, but much to gain by increasing them in securing more 
eflicient and reliable service, there can be no question but that 
the tendency would be to increase instead of decrease wages. 
\ The fact of the case is the Government, exercising its power 
to regulate rates, takes away the very incentive to reduce 
‘es by transportation companies. 
rhe distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sister] 
nd others have spoken of the railroads and the part they have 
.en in the development of this country. But this country 
done something for the railroads also. How about the 
of eminent domain, the land grants—concessions made 
the Great Northern, Northern Pacific, and other roads? 
ily it ean be said that this Government—the Congress—has 
1 kind and generous to the railroads. How about Congress 


; 
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romoters, giving the right of way through public lands, 
e, timber, and other material for the construction of the 
1; the 23,000,000 acres of land, the iron and coal found 
iin 10 miles of the track, and other donations and conces- 
aggregating $80,000,000? 

loaned the credit of this Government to the extent of 
t $52,000,000, or sixteen, thirty-two, and forty-eight thou- 
| dollars per mile, taking a first mortgage on the line, roll- 
stock, fixtures, and other property. The franchise and do- 
ms granted by Congress aggregated $80,000,000. The road 
_built for less money than the money realized out of the 
is, giving these enterprising and patriotic promoters some 
00,000 profit. 


kind and generous to us; you loaned us more money than 
required to build our road; but we are in need of some 
‘© Inoney; we can borrow this money on a first mortgage; 
' you be kind enough to release your claim, and authorize 
to mortgage our road for an amount equal to the amount 
| loaned us, and you take a second mortgage for the amount 

you?” This request was also promptly and cheerfully 
uted. The Government then held a second mortgage on a 
cce of property mortgaged in advance largely in excess of its 
st So Congress and this Government have been 


re 


tC and value, 
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ing a charter to the Union Pacific Railroad Company, or | 


They were not satisfied with this, but two | 
's later appeared before Congress, saying, “ You have been 









































generous, accommodating, 
true that the Government 
the amount of the bonds. 


liberal 
been 


and with railroads. It is 
has recouped to the extent of 
Every dollar has been paid into the 


United States Treasury, but who paid it? The people pat- 
ronizing the road and those living along the line. Yet we 
hear a great deal about what the railroads have done for this 
country, and what would the country be without the railroads. 
That is not the question. You might as well ask the question, 
What would the railroads be without this country? The ques- 
tion is, What is right or wrong in the matter d what are 
the rights of the people as well of the railroads? Every- 
body concedes that the railroads have been a great benefit to 
| this country in the building up of our towns, villages 
| our cities, factories, and mills; in fact, the whole « . 
but these are not altogether the hieyements of the 1 d 
companies. The 80,000,000 American people have contri! d 
something toward the upbuilding of this great l glorious 
country. Are not those who have built our publi 
our roads, our bridges, who have constructed the vast system 
| of public schools, those who have built our St vd tional 
institutions, our temples of religion and charitable ins } 
worthy of some consideration. Those who in poverty, in dis- 
tress, in sickness, in health, in prosperity and adversity, each 


sympathizing with the other’s woes and sharing each other's 
joys, step by step have advanced along the lines of civilization, 


accumulation of wealth, and refinement? Some of these 
achievements are certainly due in a large degree to their 
| pluck, energy, brains, foresight, and good judgment. Truly 
| it can be said that the citizens of the United States nk 
|} among the most successful, practical, and most enlightened 
of any country. Their onward march to true greatness has 
| placed them in the foremost ranks of modern civilization and 
refinement. These towns and villages, farms, manufactories 


schools, 


great institutions, societies, our public the morality 
and industry of her citizens, are not altogether the achieve- 
ments of the railroads; they are lue to 


results due the energy, 


integrity, sound judgment, and profound wisdom of the Ameri- 


| can people. They bear upon them the impress of the most 
| enlightened views and policies executed with the greatest 


prudence, firmness, and wisdom. They are the trophies of free- 
dom and the grandest monument to our national glory. 


These are the people who, for their self-protection and inter- 
est, are asking for this legislation. Are they and those who 
favor the passage of this bill to be characterized as socialists 


} and charged with a desire to confiscate railroad property or 
| destroy this great industry? Without refiecting on the integ- 


rity or motives of those opposing this measure, | trust they will 
be liberal enough to concede that those supporting this measure 
possess the same degree of integrity and respect for property 
rights. I yield to no man in this respect. 

I deprecate any and all efforts to destroy property, to de- 
prive railroads or any legitimate enterprise of their rights and 
what is fair and just. I take as much pride in these railroads, 
in the splendid equipment and excellent service they give, 
anyone. 

We all take a just and pardonable prjde in this nation’s 
growth and greatness; in the fact that we live in this age of 


as 





| such marvelous expansion and are moving forward at such a 
| mighty pace; that the wheels of industry are moving, every 
| spindle spinning, the anvils ringing, the forges blazing in such 

large numbers, and that every energy is employed all over this 
| land; and that progress and prosperity are in evidence every- 
| where. Every man’s duty, no matter what his political affilia- 


tion, his creed, or occupation, or whatever his prejudices may 
be, is to strive to benefit this country, protect the weak, relieve 
the distressed, uplift humanity, advance civilization, progress, 


| and happiness; to promote and perpetuate true greatness. Let 
us all give thoughtful and careful consideration to secure the 


full benefit for our natural resources, our developed mechanical 
appliances, the skill and genius of our wageworkers; let 
see to it that the American farmer, the shipper, the jobber, the 
merchant, the manufacturer and his workmen are not d 

criminated against and imposed upon, but that they are given 


adequate protection against this invasion of unscrupulous and 
powerful interests, which compel them to pay involuntary 
| tribute to the common carriers which in the aggregate an 
to hundreds of millions of dollars. All shippers, small dealers, 
| large dealers, all towns, villages, cities, manufacturers, el 
chants, farmers, and jobbers should receive treatment ; 
that is, common carriers should charge a like amount for like 
services under similar conditions. 
I believe, in view of the importance of the question, in view 
of the provisions of the Constitution, the decisions of the courts, 


the opinions of the Attorneys-General, the power which Con- 
gress has under the Constitution to regulate rates, and the fact 
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that our present Commission has no power to fix rates and en- 
force its findings, the law having been made ineffective, compe- 
tition eliminated, and that a few—less than a dozen men—have 
in the past and do now exercise exclusive power in fixing rates, 
and that they have abused that power to an alarming extent, 
Congress will be justified in enacting some just law that will 
give effective results, a law protecting the rights of the people 
as well as the railroads, dealing with the question judiciously 
and in a broad and comprehensive manner, in a spirit of fair- 
ness and justice to all concerned. Not legislation such as has 
been represented to conservative, honest, and upright people to 
frighten them and to enlist them in opposition to legislation ; 
but conservative, judicious, and sound legislation. Not to 
destroy or confiscate railroad property, or to meet the demands 
of those who would destroy both property and government, and 
have no respect for property rights; not to meet the demands 
of demagogues, socialists, or those howling in and out of sea- 
son for any and all things that might further their individual 
interests or gratify their ambitions; but to meet the demands 
of those who believe in preceeding in a dignified manner to 
promote commerce, farming, justice, advancement, advantage, 
blessings, happiness, comfort, convenience, progress, and pros- 
perity to all the people, to all communities, and to all legitimate 
enterprises ; and to meet the demand of those who contribute to 
and believe in maintaining this nation’s growth and greatness; 
those who insist that their rights should be respected ; that equal 
rights be given to all so far as possible, as provided for in the 
Constitution. We want no legislation to retard growth, prog- 
ress, and prosperity, but to promote it; not a step backward, 
but forward. Legislation that will promote happiness and give 
equal rights to all people, such as is advocated by those who be- 
lieve in stability, dignity, peace, this grand and glorious Gov- 
ernment and its splendid and magnificent institutions. We 
want legislation, such as this bill, that will give to the people 
stable and equitable rates, do away with discriminations, re- 
bates, unreasonable rates, abuses in private cars and car lines, 
terminals, and terminal charges, and compel the furnishing of 
equal facilities to all, in order that we may have the fullest 
development of all worthy and legitimate business enterprises. 
[Loud applause. } 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield sixty minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. GAINgEs]. 

[Mr. GAINES of West Virginia addressed the committee. 
See Appendix. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON. 
olina [Mr. SMALL]. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of this privilege 
of recognition for the purpose of making only one brief obser- 
vation. I had intended to content myself with registering my 
vote in favor of this bill, together with the large majority of 
the membership of this House upon both sides. The members 


I yield to the gentleman from North Car- 
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of the majority and of the minority of that important com- 
mittee which has jurisdiction of this question has discharged | 
its duty with fidelity and with loyalty to the subject-matter | 
which they had in hand and with the due consideration of its | 


importance which it deserved. 

There has, however, been one proposition emphasized in this 
debate which has induced me to make a brief observation. My 
distinguished colleague from my own State [Mr. Pace], with 
others, has given expression to the idea that if the laws upon 
the statute book already existing, which haye been enacted 
from time to time, had been given efficacy, if prosecutions had 
been instituted upon them—in other words, if the executive 
department, including, primarily, the Department of Justice, 
had at all times discharged their duty, then there would not be 
the same demand for legislation of this character, looking to 
the regulation of rates as they exist to-day. This statement is 


absolutely true, in my judgment. I have heard panegyrics 
passed upon the distinguished occupant of the Presidential 
chair. I, with these gentlemen, entertain a natural pride, a 


pride that should be common to every American citizen, in the 


true Americanism, in the integrity, in the faculty of initiative, | 


and the zeal and diligence with which he endeavors to carry 
into effect every policy which he espouses; but these encomi- 
ums, Mr. Chairman, have at the same time carried with them 
something of cisparagement of the legislative department of 
this Government. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that there is no 


legislative body upon earth which is more easily responsive to | 


public opinion, where the individual members with greater 
loyalty and zeal endeavor to interpret correctly the views of 
their constituents than is the case with the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

At all times I believe the membership of this House, repre- 
senting as they do a diversity of interests and sections; are at 
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all times ready to respond and mold and to enact into law that 
which shall truly represent and which shall be a true response 
to the public sentiment of the country at large. I believe, there- 
fore, that when there is occasionally an occupant of the Execu- 
tive chair, in a moment of patriotism and loyalty to his duty, 
who takes into his mind to execute a law, or to press upon the 
attention of Congress an amendment of the existing law, while 
praise should be due to such Executive, yet at the same 
time it should be remembered that the legislative department of 
our Government is never recreant to their duty, but always 
ready to respond to public opinion and to sane and healthy pub- 
lic sentiment upon every occasion. This legislation which is 
before this committee is an illustration of this proposition. It 
is fortunate, I think, that this legislation was postponed until 
this session. This bill of the committee is a wiser bill than was 
presented, either by the majority or minority members of the 
committee, during the last Congress. It is more comprehensive 
in its scope, more widespread in its effect, and will be more 
beneficial in its results. It shows the wisdom of delay and of 
taking into conference the people of the United States and of 
giving them due and careful consideration in a question like this. 

What I desire to say may be summed up in this expression: 
That in giving praise to the Executive we ought at the same 
time to recollect the fact that upon every occasion where public 
duty has demanded its effort the legislative department of 
our Government, represented in this House, has never failed at 
the proper time and in a proper way to discharge its duty. 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON. 
lina [Mr. FINLEY]. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration is 
one of very great importance both to the railroads and to the 
American people. For more than thirty years the subject of 
rate legislation has engaged the attention of the country to a 
greater or less extent. 

In the early days of railroad building it was not supposed 
that the time would ever come when it would be necessary to 
enact laws in order to protect the people from the railroads. 

Seventy-five years ago railroad building in the United States 
was in its infancy, and thirty years ago railroad mileage only 
amounted to about 75,000 miles, and there was little agitation 
looking to the regulation by law of railroad transportation rates. 

The following table shows railroad development in the United 
States : 


Mileage of railroads in rr and annual increase of mileage, 1832 
o 190. 


I yield to the gentleman from South Caro- 
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Mileage of railroads in operation, ete.—Continued. 
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Seventy-five years ago transportation facilities were exceed- 
ingly limited, confined largely to water transportation, wherever 
possible, and to wagon service. 


a ——— 


‘The total tonnage, passengers carried, and average receipts | 
per ton and per passenger per mile since 1882 is shown in the | 


following table: 
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in 1882 the total gross receipts of the railroads in the United 

tes was $764,231,399. 

in 1905 the gross receipts exceeded $2,000,000,000. 

\ half century ago railroad mileage was comparatively in- 

nificant, and now every section of this country is traversed by 

e than 214,000 miles of railroad. 
_ ‘The prosperity and welfare of the people of the United States 
epends to a greater extent upon securing proper transportation 
es than on any other one thing. An increase of 25 per cent 
the transportation charges by railroads would bankrupt one- 
of the farmers, and even a larger per cent than this of the 
nufacturers and other business interests of the country. 
_Unrestrained by law, as at present, the railroads have it m 
eir power to produce financial and industrial paralysis at any 

12, 

Of course it is argued, and properly argued, that the railroads 
will not do this; but it is also true that the policy of rail- 
roads in recent years has been to increase rates, and wherever 

n excuse could be found for so doing, and often an increase 

is been made when apparently there was no reason for it 
other than that the money was wanted. 

Railroads are not private corporations. 


c 


On the contrary, 


| to 


they have always been denominated quasi public, and by many 
late writers are called “ public corporations.” 

The entire business of a railroad corporation is with the 
public. The rights and privileges granted to t n are numel 
ous and valuable, and amongst the most important of the rights 
exercised by railroads is that of eminent domai 

I hope that I may be excused for stating here that great 
deal of the fault for existing conditions, making it necessary 
that Congress take action, is to be laid to the individual States. 


Practically all of the railroads are creatures of the States in 
that they hold State charters. No one doubts that if the Stat 
in granting charters had imposed conditions on the ra 
such as would safeguard the interests of the public, and 
ticularly in the matter of preventing overcapitalization, improper 
issues of stocks and bonds, and providing for publicity, that 
many of the evils now complained of could not exist. 

The right of a State to control freight and passenger charges 
within the State is supreme, it being understood, of course, 
that no State has the right to impose such conditions as will 
amount to confiscating the property of the railroads. 

In practically all of the States statutes have been passed 
looking to the control of railroads, and in many States giving 
to boards or commissioners the power to fix rates; and I call at- 
tention to the fact that in no State, to my knowledge, has the 
action of the State authorities in regulating the rates be 
charged by the railroads for transportation proven confiscatory 
or in any serious sense harmful to the railroads. 

In 1892 the general assembly of my State passed a law cre- 
ating a board of railroad commissioners, conferring plenary 
powers on the board in the matter of rate making. 

I was a member of the State senate at the time and ren 
ber that the argument was made that if this power was given 
the commission that the railroads would denied their 
rights, robbed of their property, and railroad values destroyed 
in South Carolina. I was a member of the committee 


s 
roads 


pur- 


to 


iem- 


be 


having 


the bill under consideration. This argument did not impress 
me, although the majority of the committee was impressed. I 
was one of the minority making a favorable report. 

The bill was passed and no harm has resulted to the railroads 
on this account. 

State control, or regulation, as is well understood, can not 
affect interstate commerce. Statistics show that about 25 per 


cent of the railroad traflic is within the States, 
like 75 per cent is interstate, so that if there necessity for 
State control over transportation rates within the States the 
necessity for control of interstate transportation should be three 
times as great. 


and something 


is a 


The table cited by me shows the gross traffic earnings of the 
railroads from 1882 down to and including 1905; and in this 
connection I wish to call attention to the fact that the table 
relative to passengers and freight carried by the railroads 
shows that since 1898 the average receipts per passenger per 
mile and the average receipts per ton per mile for freight have 
increased annually, so that the contention is correct that the 
tendency on the part of the railroads has been to increase 
rates. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal of interest 
to the arguments of the distinguished gentlemen who opposed 
the passage of this bill on the ground that it is revolutionary, 
a step in the direction of socialism, sans-culottism, and eventual 
government ownership. 

In answer to this I suggest that state control has not produced 
any growth of sentiment in favor of government ownership. 

The evils to be corrected are, briefly speaking, discrimina- 
tions as between shippers and between communities, rebates 


granted to favored shippers, refrigerator and icing charges, th 
private car line abuses, and, in many instances, high rates 
These abuses may be said to be confined to freight transporta 


tion. There is an abuse, however, relating to passenger car- 
riage which, in my judgment, can not be condemned to 
strongly. 

It is estimated that nearly 20 per cent of the passenger traffic 
is carried free—that is, that one-fifth of the passengers, in miles 
traveled, ride on free passes or free transportation. 

The railroads can and should correct this abuse. It not 


to be expected that the railroads can carry 20 per cent of their 
passengers free without imposing the cost upon the 80 pe 
who pay. 

To illustrate, if this abuse should be corrected, the per 
cent who do not ride free would pay 20 per cent less than they 
now pay. The railroad companies would perform the me 
service now performed, and their passenger receipts would be 
the same as at present. 

The charge has been made by some that any law giving to a 


cent 
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commission the right under any circumstances to fix rates will 
in its operations prove confiseatory to the railroads. 

Any argument of this character must necessarily be based 
on the proposition that ownership of railroad property is en- 
titled to be treated, under all circumstances and in all respects, 
the same as ownership of any other property; that the owner 
of a railroad should be no more restrained than the owner of 
a farm, store, or factory. 

This argument is untenable and not for a moment to be seriously 
considered in this the beginning of the twentieth century, no 
matter how reasonable the argument may have been fifty years 
ago. Conditions have changed. 

Then the population of this country was 23,191,876; now it 
is about 83,000,000. Then the total wealth was $6,024,666,909 ; 
now the aggregate wealth of the United States exceeds $100,- 
000,000,000. In 1850 the value of all farm property amounted 


to less than $4,000,000,000, and now to more than $23,000,- 
000,000. So that we have the States, each controlling the 


operations of railroads within its jurisdiction, and section 8, 
subdivision 3, of Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States expressly confers upon Congress the power to regulate 
commerce among the several States. 

it is worthy of note that section 8 also gives to Congress the 
power to provide for the general welfare of the United States, 
and I am of the opinion that, without the numerous decisions of 
the courts, the two provisions taken together are broad enough 
to amply answer in the affirmative all questions of doubt as to 
the right of Congress to pass the bill now under consideration, 
giving to the Interstate Commerce Commission the power to fix 
the rate for the transportation of passengers and freight under 
certain circumstances. 

Hence it is we have a uniform line of decisions, too numerous 
to mention, that Congress has such power. 

We have, then, in the consideration of the bill, to decide: 
First, is the legislation necessary? Second, is the proposed 
legislation within the power of Congress to pass? And the first 
two questions being answered in the affirmative, is the bill 
under consideration ample in its provisons to correct evils and 
abuses practiced by common carriers? 

There has been some contention to the effect that it would 
be better for Congress to provide a court to take the place of the 
Inerstate Commerce Commission. This, it seems to me, in the 
light of the decisions, is an untenable position, for the reason 
that rate making is a legislative and not a judicial act. 

Some who have advocated this believe that then a resort to 


the courts for a review of the rates fixed would, to a large | 


extent, be avoided. 

Believing this view to be erroneous, I am satisfied that the 
Supreme Court of the United States would adhere to the doc- 
trine that rate making does not belong to the judiciary, and if 
so, then all legislation enacted by Congress, on that theory, 
would fall to the ground. 

Mr. Justice Brewer, in the case of Reagan v. Farmers’ Loan 
and Trust Company (154 U. 8., 362), held, as a general proposi- 
tion, that rate making by a governmental agency to be observed 
by common carriers is a legislative or administrative rather 
than a judicial function, and he further decided that the courts 
ean not revise or change the rates imposed by legislature or a 
commission. 

Mr. Chairman, I am unable to add much if anything to what 
has been said in this Congress and the last in the discussion 
of this great question. I do not claim to be an expert in the 
matter of rate legislation. 

| believe, however, that when the present bill has been in 
operation for a year the verdict of the American people will be 
that Congress has not gone far enough, that sufficient power 
has not been lodged in the hands of the Commission. 


It will be observed that the bill under consideration does | 
not give the Commission power to initiate rates. This power 
will be found necessary to secure satisfactory results. 


I am also of the opinion that it does not include express com- 
panies and Pullman cars, and why it should not has not yet 
been answered. This defect should be cured by amendment. 
Section 15 of the bill under consideration contains the only 
provision for rate making by the Commission. 

The Commission is authorized, after full hearing upon a 
complaint charging that the rate is unjust or unreasonable 
or unjustly discriminatory or unduly preferential or prejudicial 
or otherwise in violation of the provisions of the act, to de- 
cide what will, in its judgment, be the just and reasonable and 
fairly remunerative rate or rates, charge or charges, to be 
thereafter the maximum rate. 

It will be observed that any rate fixed by the Commission 
must be fairly remunerative. It is a matter of common knowl- 
edge that many rates imposed by railroads require regulation, 
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because they are unjust and unreasonable, etc., when at the 
same time the rate complained of could probably be proved to 
be unremunerative. 

I have not time to go into a full analysis of the bill, but I 
am satisfied that it confers, practically speaking, minimum 
power upon the Commission in the matter of rate making. 

I desire to say now that if this bill shall be found inoperative, 
practically speaking, because in its provisions power enough is 
not granted to the Interstate Commerce Commission, the fault 
will be found in the language quoted, because it may be that a 
railroad will have a rate in practice that is unjust and un- 
reasonable and discriminatory, but at the same time a rate 
higher than that would not be a fairly remunerative rate. I 
believe that the language of the bill in this respect might be 
improved. I hope that I am wrong. If I am, time will show it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
the gentleman a question. I am trying to get that word “ re- 
munerative” defined by us at least. Suppose a rate is reason- 
able and just to the people and under the present law reasonable 
and just to the railroads. 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is, that the railroad gets 
paid for the quality and amount of work it does and is paid a 
reasonable and just rate, but this law is passed and that rate 
becomes unreasonable and unjust to the people, and a less rate 
than that would not be fairly remunerative. Will the gentle- 
man tell me now what the Commission would do under this law 
and what the courts would do in defining the judgment of the 
Commission in such a case? 

Mr. FINLEY. I am apprehensive that in a case like that, 
when the Commission investigated the matter and found the 
rate to be unjust and unreasonable but that a higher rate 
would not be fairly remunerative, the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission would be powerless to do anything. I am afraid of that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is what I have had in mind 
all the time, that the rate is reasonable and just to the people, 
and yet it is not fairly remunerative, and therefore it has got to 
be raised to take care of the railroad. 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes: 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, I do not see how the ex- 
pressions “ reasonable and just” and “fairly remuncrative ” or 
“ remunerative” can be paralleled so as to work, you may say, 
with any congeniality. It is imperfect. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from South 
Carolina will pardon me a moment, I would suggest to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Tennessee that he propound that 


| question to the gentleman near him, the gentleman from Iowa 


[Mr. Hepsurn]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He has not yet taken the floor. 
I hope I shall have the opportunity of having him explain that 
when he does take the floor, because I want to say that I have 
gone and looked at all the dictionaries and none, with the ex- 
ception of Burrill and Bouvier, undertake to give a definition 
of it. Burrill defines it as “ compensation and salary.” 

Mr. FINLEY. I am inclined to believe that any rate, that 
all rates, put into force by the Commission provided for in this 
bill must be such rates as will be fairly remunerative to the 
railroads. That is my impression; that is my belief. If that 
is right and if I am correct in that, then they have no power 
to promulgate any other rate. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It must be fairly remunerative 
even if it is unjust and unreasonable to the people. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why, how can it be? 

Mr. FINLEY. That is something, I have no doubt, the courts 
of this country will be called upon to decide in the years to 
come in the event that this bill becomes a law. [Applause. | 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague from 
Illinois [Mr. MADDEN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Interst:te 
Commerce is to be commended upon the conservatism displayed 
in the presentation of the subject-mater now before the Ilouse. 
It is evident that the consideration given to it has been log 
the lines of justice. It seems to me that they have endeavored, 
in preparing this bill, to do equal justice to every interest. lie 
men who own the railroads are citizens of the country, «nd 
their interests are as important as those of the citizens eng«sed 
in other lines of endeavor. There is no man anywhere |” be 
found who believes in confiscating the property of the railrovds. 
No man to whom I have talked desires any unjust legis!) ‘102. 
The only thing that is desired, so far as I have been able t 
ascertain, is that the interests of the public be safeguarded 
against the possible unjust use of the power centered in the rail- 
roads of the country. ; 

The time was when everybody was for everything the yail- 
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roads wanted. When the railroads were first constructed in 
short lines, they in a measure served the people’s needs, and 
when the short lines were extended into great traink lines they 
increased the service to the people, and everybody was over 
joyed because pioneer railroad builders had sufficient enter- 
prise and confidence in the country’s future to invest money in 
their construction. 

But when a few men became the owners of all the railroads 
and they were directed from Wall street, the people began to 
fear that the power thus centralized might be used arbitrarily ; 
that the men who controlled this power might become arrogant, 
impudent, and oppressive, and to prevent this the present legis- 
lation was evolved. 

We all realize that but for railroads the incomparable re- 
sources of our soil and the superior ingenuity of our people 
would never have been realized. As President Roosevelt well 
said in his message to Congress December 3, 1901: 

They are the arteries through which the commercial lifeblood of the 
nation flows. 

But if by unwise care and management some of these life- 
blood-bearing arteries have become impaired we should not, in 
applying remedies for their betterment and for their future reg- 
ulation, administer doses so potent and unnatural as to cause a 
paralysis of the entire system. We should deal with the patient 
justly but firmly. To begin with, he should be made to under- 

and that total abstinence from those indiscretions which 
brought on the disease must be adhered to, and that any future 
attempt to violate, even in the slightest degree, rules laid down 
for his observance and obedience will be summarily dealt with. 

I do not faver rate regulations, Mr. Chairman, which will 
prove confiscatory, but 1 would, by some fair and effective 
inethod, deal with the question so as to do justice to all con- 
cerned, 

The fact that railroads have given to the country blessings 
whieh are great and salutary does not justify their devotion to 
all kinds of rate discrimination in order that their intemper- 
ate appetite for dividends may be satisfied, and Congress 
should not longer delay. righting the evils which exist because 
certain great railroad managers possess a frantic desire to con- 
trol the universe. 

i fully realize my inability to suggest the proper legal remedy, 

nd it is with hesitancy and no little embarrassment. that I be- 
come a participant in the discussion of a subject so complicated 
is to perplex and bewilder our most learned and experienced 
statesmen, and did not the people’s interests seem to be threat- 
ened by railroad rapacity, I would content myself with a quiet 
and peaceful reflection upon the subject, and comply strictly 
vith that precedent which so wisely suggests to a new Member 
of Congress the importance of a mute participation in affairs. 

My intrusion upon, the. time of the House is therefore 
prompted by the very highest of motives, for dumb in fact is the 

1 who would not raise his voice, weak and powerless though 

be, in defense of the people when they cry aloud for the en- 
Joyment of those blessings youchsafed to them by a wise and 
beneficent Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, rebates, secret devices, unjust discriminations, 

unreasonable rates should be forever prohibited, and some 
ple but sure way of dealing with questions of this character 
uld be devised and speedily enacted into law. 

he power of the Interstate Commerce Commission should be 
echlarged so as to enable it, subject, of course, to review by the 
courts, to fix maximum rates that would not be extortionate. 
I believe that Congress can confer power upon the Commission to 
determine what the maximum rates should be without violating 

Constitution ; that is, Congress can, in my opinion, delegate 
\t authority to the Commission. 

Of course such power, when exercised by the Commission, 
uld only be valid until set aside by the courts. 

ut I am no lawyer, Mr. Chairman, and it is not my pur- 
}ose to enter into a discussion of the legal side of the question. 

[t is my desire to call attention more particularly to the 
‘buses and burdens the people are compelled to suffer in order 

t a favored few may wax fat under the pernicious system of 
‘e discrimination. I do not mean those people who hope to 
‘ain, through the aid of Congress, success, which lack of en- 

y, honest effort, and ability have failed to secure for them. 

lh men are neither honest nor just, and they are ever ready 

‘issert whatever suits their own individual purposes. But 
refer to those honest people who, dealing fairly with others, 
‘cmand that they in turn be fairly dealt with. Men who be- 

eve in honest competition and who are far more interested 

the welfare and protection of property interests in general 
‘id in the maintenance of public honesty and decency than 
‘hey are in the building up of their own business through the 
XL——137 
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the detriment of 


aid of rebates and other discriminations to 
others. 

Mr. Chairman, it 27 cents per hundredweight 
bacon by freight from Chicago to Lynchburg, Va., a distance of 
over 1,000 miles. From Lynchburg to Danville, a distance of 
65 miles, it costs 40 cents per hundredweight, a difference of 13 
ceuts per hundred pounds. 

Matches by the carload, Detroit to Lynchburg, are rated at 
244 cents per 100. The Southern Railroad makes a rate of 
474 cents per 100 on matches to Danville, thereby charging 474 
cents for hauling the same shipment 65 miles which is hauled 
by other roads over ten times as far for 24 cents. 

Why does the Southern Railroad inflict 
burdens upon the city of Danville? Are they not unreasonable 
rates? If they are unreasonable rates, why are they tolerated? 

Vinegar in carload lots, Chicago to Hot Springs, Ark., a dis 
tance of 686 miles, it rated at 33 cents per hundredweight. 
Vinegar in carload lots, Chicago to Wichita, Kans., a 
of G86 miles, is rated at 48 cents per hundredweight. 


costs to ship 


these unreasonable 


distance 


Wheat consigned to New York from Lincoln, Nebr., is 384 
cents per hundredweight, while wheat consigned for export 


through New York is 34 cents per hundredweight. 

Paint in carload lots Chicago to Spokane is rated at $1.21 
per hundredweight, but the same article Chicago to the Pacilie 
coast, nearly 500 miles farther, is but 90 cents per hundred 
weight. 

The rate on iron from New York to San Francisco is 0 
ceuts per hundred pounds, but if billed to Hongkong via San 
Francisco the amount received by the railroad is considerably 


less. The rate from Omaha to Kearney, Nebr., is 30 cents. It 
is 5,000 miles from New York to San Francisco. The distance 
from Omaha to Kearney is 200 miles. From New York to San 


Francisco the traffic passes over the same road that the traffic 
billed to Kearney. does. I am informed that the rate from 
ocean to ocean is the lowest in the world, and I do not question 
the truthfulness of that assertion; but I can not quite under- 
stand why Kearney should be made to pay an unreasonable rate. 


Cotton piece goods from New England to Denver is rated at 
$2.24 per hundred pounds. Carload lots New England to San 
Francisco, going through Denver, 1,500 miles farther and pass 


ing over two mountain ranges, is rated at $1 per hundred pounds 


and $1.50 in less than carload lots. The Supreme Court has 
decided that the Interstate Commerce Commission has no 


power to correct this condition. Is the Congress of the United 
States powerless to confer that power? 

I have read with considerable interest the de 
Supreme Court in the so-called “ party-rate case.” 


ision of the 
The Balti 


more and Ohio Railroad Gompany made a rate to a partys 

rentlemen which was a much lower rate than they would give 
to a single individual on the same train. The Interstute Com 
merce Commission held that the rate was illegal, but the Su- 


preme Court decided that the act to regulate commerce did not 
prevent the application of the principle of wholesale and retail 
to railroad tariffs. What would the army of sma!! dealers of 
this country say were the railroads bold enough to apply that 
decision to the shipment of freight? Does anybody think even 
for a second that the protest of a few Senators would be suffi 


cient to cause the President to defer calling the Congress to 
gether in extraordinary session for the purpose of stopping 
such an evil? I hardly think so. Under such a decision the 


small operator would not stand as much show as 
in a turkey pen. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are discriminations and there are 
discriminations. Some one has said that 
for private car privileges affords the most fruitful for 
rate discrimination, and if the statement of Mr. George A 
Mead, who appeared before the Interstate Commerce Committee 
ou May 17, 1905, can be relied upon, I am constrained to be 
lieve that there is some truth in the assertion. After having 
proceeded for some time, Mr. Mead called the attention of the 
committee to the following instance merely as an illustration of 
what certain dealers must contend with that the greed of the 
fortunate contractor may be satisfied. M~. Mead said: 

from a point 


carload of tomatoes i 


a srasshop er 


exclusive contracts 


source 


A receiver in Chicago received a i 
in Tennessee. I have the exact facts here in a pamphlet, if I can find 
them. Perhaps I can give them as well as to read them. This party 
received a carload of tomatoes over a road having an exclusive contract 
with a private car line. The distance was something like 522 miles, I 





think, from Gibson, Tenn., and the icing charge for the car was $73.92 
Senator CULLOM. That was a separate item, so you know what that 
was? 

Mr. Mgeap. We know what that was, 
pay the charge, and a lawsuit was begun. 
Senator FoRAKER. How long was that car in transit? 
Mr. Meap. I can not tell you. I am not familiar with 
Senator Kean. You said you were familiar with the case 
Mr. MeApD. I am familiar with the facts of the but I 


> oO” 


because the party refused to 


that section. 


case, 


am not 
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familiar with the distance between these points. My business is. in the 
East, and this case occurred in Tennessee. 
i k of it for a moment; under the Armour exclusive contract, from 


Gibson, Tenn., 522 miles, $73.92 ; from Memphis, Tenn., 527 miles, prac- 


tically the same distance, under free refrigerator competition, $15. 
Now, the difference between $73.92 and $15 is $58.92, and what does 
that $58.92 represent? It represents an imposition upon the public so 
intolerable and a traffic situation so unendurable that the exclusive 
contract which makes these horrible conditions possible must be de- 
stroyed and replaced by free and natural competition under the opera- 
tion of just law. 

Senator KeAN. We have had that same instance before. 

Mr. Meap. I think so. That is one of the difficulties under which we 
have to work. We have to pay the bill in a lump sum, without know- 


ing whether there are any correct refrigerator charges upon it or not. 
Senator Foraker. Can you give the date when that charge was 
made? 
Mr. Meap. This was brought out at the June hearing last year in 
Chicago. 
Senator FORAKER. 
old case? 
Mr. Mpap. Oh, no; it was last season. 
Senator Foraker. Something recent? 


Was it shortly prior to that time, or is that some 


Mr. Meap. Yes, sir. ’ . 
Senator Foraker. Something in last season’s business? 
Mr. MEAD. Yes, sir. 


Senator CuLLOM. Do you know what kind of a car that was—what 
its capacity was? 

Mr. MEAD. It was an Armour car. 

Senator KEAN. What was its capacity? 

Mr. Meap. I could not tell; their capacity does not vary very much. 

Senator Kean. What is the capacity of the other car? 

Mr. Meap. About the same. : 

Senator Kan. So that you know the capacity of the Armour ears? 

Mr. Meap. They do not vary to amount to anything. 

Senator CULLOM. What was the icing capacity? Do you know any- 
thing about that? 

Mr. Muap. I do not know about that. 
tor’s question I am just reminded : p 

Again referring to the Ellis car of tomatoes, that we may still more 
fully understand the effect of the Armour exclusive contracts, we have 
to know that the distance from Gibson, Tenn., to Chicago is 522 miles, 
and from this point the Armours charged the Messrs. Ellis $73.92 for 
icing, while the icing charge by the Illinois Central Railroad from New 
ins to Chicago, a distance of 923 miles, is only $30 per car, s0 
t in this instance the Armour exclusive contract enabled the Armour 
; to charge $43.92 more for the refrigeration for a distance of 522 
; than the Illinois Central, upon whose lines there are no exclusive 
contracts, charges for a distance of 923 miles; but if this statement 
shows an intolerable state of affairs, what shall we think when we are 
made aware that upon the selfsame day in which the Messrs. Ellis re- 
ceived this car of tomatoes from Gibson, upon which they paid the 
$73.92 icing charge, they received a like car of tomatoes from Memphis, 
which is a few miles farther from Chicago than Gibson, and upon this 
Memphis car the icing cost was only $15, and, to make matters worse, 
the car used from Memphis, upon which the icing cost was $15, was an 
Armour car, but hauled over a road where no exclusive Armour contract 
exists 

Senator CULLOM. One charge was $15 and the other was $73.92. 

Mr. Meap. Yes, sir. One road had an exclusive contract with the 
Armour Car Lines and the other had not. 

Mr. Chairman, wouldn’t you like to be the iceman? 

Now, gentlemen, if this statement of Mr. Mead’s is true, how 
long are these private car contractors to be permitted to per- 
petrate their outrages uj on the people? I do hope that there 
is no combination of men in this land of ours so formidable as 
to cause our leaders to make peace with them. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, this land of the free and home of the brave belongs to all 
of the people. There is nothing in the Constitution permit- 
ting a few wealthy monopolists to manage it for their own grati- 
fication, the fact that the absorbing sentiment of their souls 
seems to be that the country belongs to them to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

In his statement before the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, United States Senate, Thursday, April 20, 1905, Mr. 
Lucius Tuttle, president of the Boston and Maine Railroad, of 
the Maine Central Railroad, of the Washington County Railway, 
and some others, during the course of his remarks took ocea- 
sion to impart to the committee the following information in 
justification of rate discrimination. 


But in answer to the Sena- 





In the northern part of Maine there are perhaps hundreds of thousands 


of acres of spruce lands. Up to within a few years, say within ten 
years, in certain portions of northern Maine there were no inhabit- 
ants. At a certain place there was a primeval forest, not containing 
eyen a hundred cabins. A railroad was put into that territory—the 
Bangor and Aroostook. An opportunity was given to develop the 
timber industries of that section. Certain capitalists discussed the 


question of establishing a pulp and paper mill in that region. They 
selected a place, and called it Millinocket, and found that they could 


bond a large quantity of timber land, with good available water power, 
and the conditions for manufacturing paper and pulp were very satis- 
factory. But before the could do anything more than bond it, it be- 
came necessary for them to go to the railroad and find out what it 


could do for them in the distribution of their product. In order to 
establish a profitable industry up there they had to manufacture an 
enormous quantity daily. That involved the problem of distribution 
of that product, which was largely paper upon which to print news- 
papers. They could sell a portion to Boston, certain portions to New 
York, and perhaps some to Philadelphia papers, and all those places 
could be reached easily in competition with paper and pulp sent from 
other sections of the country, because the distances were comparatively 
short But they found that that would not use up all their product. 
it was necessary for them to manufacture upon a scale sufficiently large 
to make the product cheap, so that their production would be very 
much in exeess of that which they could get used in the nearer mar- 
kets. So they came to the railroad and said: “We want to know 
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what rate you will charge us to carry these products to Boston and 
New York and Chicago and all about for us, and then we can deter- 
mine whether we can build that mill.” 

Then the railroad had to take into account the fact that perhaps in 
Chicago paper was received from mills not more than 500 miles away, 
and so it became necessary, in order to meet that competition, to carry 
that paper from Maine to Chicago, a distance of some 1,400 or 1,500 
miles, so that it could be sold to the Chicago newspapers at the same 
price that they would have to pay for paper that came only 500 miles. 
The railroad did equalize its rate and gave the company such a rate 
that they could put their products into the markets of the Unite: 
States; and in consequence of that has arisen that place of Millinock: 
in the last ten years, a place which has schools, churches, streets, 
electric lights, and a population of 3,000 or 4,000, who live as com 
fortably as they do anywhere in the world—a place where ten years 
ago it was —_— forest. Those 2,000 or 3,000 people receive pra: 
tically all their supplies by rail—their food, their clothing—and they 
travel; they make business where before that. it was forest or desert: 
and the railroads leading into that place get reasonable rates for that 
travel and get enough out of those people so they can afford to give 
those mills the low rates to Chicago, and nobody suffers. If the rail- 
road had said, when that subject was first brought up, “No, we can 
not give those rates,” there would have been no such place 
Millinocket. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this rate, which transformed a primeyal 
forest in northern Maine into the thriving city of Millinoc: 
in order that the Bangor and Aristook Railroad might increase 
its business, was, I am constrained to believe, a wise and benifi- 
cent one. It not only furnished a way whereby Millinocket 
pulp manufacturers could compete for the business of the 
greatest daily newspapers in the world at Chicago, but it had a 
tendency to further the growth of the railroads over which the 
citizens of Millinocket must ship and receive their daily sup- 
plies. That is business, and a kind of business against which 
no fair man can justly complain. But why should Mr. Tuttle 
divert the minds of the committee from the real cause of com- 
plaint, and why did the committee permit him so to do? The 
rate given to the Millinocket concern was not so low as to :n- 
nihilate similar concerns nearer the point of competition. ‘The 
rates against which the people are crying out so vociferously 
are those rates which enable one business concern to thrive 
while others must languish—a low rate given to one concern 
as against a high rate given to another concern engaged in 
the shipment of the same commodities from and to the same 
points. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, whatever excuses the railroads may giye 
to justify themselves they can not deny the facts. Unreason- 
able rates, rebates, and rate discrimination have been granted 
and wrongs have been perpetrated, too, in defiance of all con- 
stitutional authority and against all laws. The question then 
arises, What legislation is necessary to correct these evils? 
That there is a sure and efficient way there can be no in- 
telligent contention. All wrongs can be righted when the law- 
making power makes up its mind to right them, and the con- 
census of opinion is that the time to act has at last come. 
Let’ the action, however, be wise and conserytaive, but none 
the less effective. ‘ 

Confiseatory legislation can not be enforced, and an attempt 
to pass such legislation should be rejected. Let us pass some 
measure, my friends, which will do complete justice to all con- 
cerned—a measure which will do injustice neither to the rail- 
roads nor to the shipper nor to any community. No railroad 
official of any consequence has, to my knowledge, objected to the 
passage of such legislation, and the people are asking for noth- 
ing more and will accept nothing less. 

In conversations I have had with many gentlemen upon this 
all-absorbing question I do not recall a single instance when 2 
wish has been expressed that rates which would be probibitive 
upon the prosperity of the railroads might be imposed. On thie 
contrary, the hope has frequently been expressed that reasona- 
bleness and fairness might prevail among the representatives 
of the peop!e whenever they are called upon to enact legislation 
regulating interstate commerce. - , 

To the railroads we owe in great part not only the prosperity 
but the happiness of our people. Upon them depends the 
tinued success of agriculture, commerce, and manufactures. 
Without their beneficent aid we could not to-day hold the first 
place among the producing nations of the world. They are our 
greatest benefactors. Let us, then, do justice to the railroads, 
to the shipper, and to the people. Let us not weaken the carn 
of the word “ honor,” upon which is based the stability of out 
country. ; 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman iol) 
New York [Mr. Watpo]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is reco 
nized. ; 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, in the first place, I believe, 
there is no one in this House and no one in the country wh0 
desires to do any injury to the railroads. We all know and 
believe that the prosperity of the whole country depends almost 
entirely upon our transportation system. There is no one W ho 


con- 
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would take away any right from any road or in any way oppress | that is used in the great cities of the East, New York, Phila- 


any railroad corporation. In fact, I have never known of any 
attempt that was successful in this country to oppress any rail- 
road corporation, and it is very doubtful if there ever will be. 

Under the law, as it now exists, the Interstate Commerce 
Commission has every power, except one, granted by this bill, 
and that is to fix maximum rates. The only addition is to 
extend the control of the Commission to terminai facilities, 
private car lines, and private switch facilities, so that there 
shall be no special charges on these accounts that will make 
rates that are unjust or unreasonable or reductions that shall 
vive undue preference to any particular person or favored 
shipper. 


The gentleman from Maine very much feared that one pro- | 


vision of section 13 of the old law might, in some way, in con- 
nection with the provisions of the amendment, give the Com- 
mission power to initiate a schedule of rates for any or all the 
railroads of the country at any time that the Commission saw fit. 

It seems to me that there is nothing in section 13 and nothing 
in this bill that can be construed to have any such effect. Sec- 
tion 18 of the present law provides for complaints by shippers 
and others to the Commission of violations of the interstate- 
commerce law by any common carrier, and— 

That the Commission may institute any inquiry on its own motion in 
the same manner and to the same effect as though a complaint had been 
made. 

Section 15, as amended by the bill now before the House, em- 
powers and directs the Commission, after a hearing on a com- 
plaint, made as provided in section 13, or upon complaint of 
1 common earrier to determine and prescribe “ just and reason- 
able and fairly remunerative rate or rates to be thereafter 
observed in such case as the maximum to be charged.” 

Ifere is a direct grant to the Commission of power to make 
maximum rates upon a complaint, and how in any way that 
can be construed in connection with the latter part of section 
13 as a power to fix rates upon their own initiative is something 
ihat I can not understand. The gentleman from Maine him- 
self is very doubtful if it does give any such power. The grant 
of power that this bill gives to the Commission is plainly that 
io fix maximum rates upon a complaint. That is exactly what 
the Commission has recommended, it is what the committee 
of this House on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has recom- 
mended, it is what the President has recommended, and it is 
what the House intends to do. And it seems to me that the 
language of the bill gives the power to the Commission, and no 
further power than to fix maximum rates upon a complaint 
made to it. 

It is urged that there is no occasion for the grant of any 
l power, and I understood the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
(;ROSVENOR] to state that there was no occasion and no demand 
from the country for the grant of any such power. In the 
first place, before the Interstate Commerce Commission during 
the last year there were filed 568 complaints. These include 
6» formal cases and investigations, and these involve directly 

rates and practices of 321 railroads and common carriers 
all parts of the country. After hearing these cases, the 


Suet 


the 


Commission were authorized only to find that the rates or 
}ractices were unjust, and that was their finding in most of 


ese cases, but they had no power to state what was just 
reasonable, And there was no one that had any power 
te it except the corporation that made the unjust charge. 
Many cases of unjust rates charged by railroads, known to 
the people of all sections of the country and still persisted in, 
© hever been before the Commission. There is one practice 
the Pennsylvania Railroad that obtains every year which is 
rly an outrage upon the rights of the people. The coal rail- 


or 
to 


( 








ds start every April with a. fixed price for coal delivered at | 


tir] 


« water, and with the announcement that the rate will be 


reased 10 cents per month for five months, until the time | 


en the poor must have coal, and then they have to buy coal 
the highest rate during all the rest of the year until the next 
ril. There is no justification for any such a practice as that. 
‘ coal railroads of Pennsylvania have fixed the freight for 
rriage of coal to the seaboard at such a rate that the coal has 
ei advanced from a dollar to one dollar and a half in price 
er since they made their combination and forced the inde- 
ident operators to come in with them, and it has remained at 
(ever since. Before they made their combination and forced 
‘¢ independent operators to sell all their output to the combina- 
'n, the price of coal delivered to the Atlantic seaboard was 
ily $4 a ton. To-day it runs from $5 to $5.50 a ton, and has 
en so continuously ever since that combination of the roads in 
ennsylvania, 
_ these railroads own to-day 90 per cent of all the coal mines 
'n Pennsylvania, and have control substantially of all the coal 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| paid dividends that were in some cases exorbitant 


delphia, Baltimore, and, to a considerable extent, of this city. 
In this city coal is to-day a dollar a ton higher than it ought to 
be, on account of the unlawful combination and unreasonable 
freight charges of these roads. 

There have been two cases just decided by the 
Commerce Commission of unreasonable charges, and these are 
only two of thousands. The rate on cotton goods from New 
York to San Francisco, they find in these cases, is $1 per hun- 
dred pounds in carload lots, and in less than carload lots $1.50 
per hundred pounds. To Denver they will make no rate on 
carload lots, but they charge $2.24 per hundred pounds from 
New York to Denver, while they carry it in less than 
lots to San Francisco, nearly 2,000 miles farther, for $1.50 
per hundred pounds. The rate from New York to the Missis- 
sippi River is 64 cents; from the Mississippi River to the 
Missouri River, 35 cents; and from the Missouri River to Den- 
ver, $1.25, making the $2.24. The Commission found that this 
was unreasonable, and that in their opinion the rate ought not 
to be over $1.50. 

The Commission assumed that the rate from New York to 
San Francisco must be at least the cost of carrying, and find 
that a charge of $2.24 for two-thirds the service they are ready 
to render for $1.50 is unjust. ‘They go further in this case than 
I have known in any of the cases decided lately, and say that 
the railroad has no right to carry goods at less than cost and 
charge the loss to the other parts of the country. That is the 
very thing the railroad presidents, managers, and traffic man- 
agers testified before the Senate committee they had a right to 
do, that they intended to do, and that they believed was just 
that they should do. 

This practice, it seems to me, is one of the wrongs the rail 
roads have perpetrated upon the country, and which has oc 
casioned the most indignation among the people, namely, that 
they claim a right to and do transport freight to one community 
at less than cost and charge the loss in increased rates up to 
some other community that they do not look faverably upon. 

A special demand has been made upon Congress by 418 me- 
morials from forty-four different States by 418 organizations of 
shippers, fruit growers, and others, who protest against this 
and other unjust practices of the railroads and ask Congress 
that the Commission be given power to fix rates, so that they 
may be treated justly. Sixty-two national and sectional or 
ganizations of shippers and producers have petitioned Congress 
to give the Commission power to fix rates. And lastly, accord- 
ing to the testimony before the House Committee on Interstate 
Commerce at the last session, there were eight legislatures thai 
had sent memorials to Congress asking it to give the Interstate 
Commerce Commission power to fix rates. 

It would seem that there no great trouble with the 
reads for a lack of profit. According to the testimony 
the Senate committee, in the last four years ending June 
1903, the railroads of this country, after paying dividends on 
their stock running from 5 per cent to 234 per cent in in 
stance, have laid up a surplus of $358,444,000 and applied on 
permanent improvements $92,500,000, showing that after having 
they had 
enormous profit was 


Interstate 


carload 


is rail- 
before 


one 


w= 


made a surplus of $550,000,000. All this 
made over and above dividends, rebates, the allowances to pri 
vate car lines, the enormous allowances, as in the city of New 
York, for terminal facilities, and the vast private freight lines 
that eat up the income properly belonging to the railroads, 

We can hope for no relief from the railroads themselves. 
Such competition as did exist between interstate and through 
lines has almost entirely disappeared. Mr. Prouty, of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, states that half a dozen men 
control all the railroads in this country, with a few exceptions, 
and that those exceptions are entirely in the hands and at the 
mercy of this combination. This afternoon one gentleman read 
here part of the combination agreement between the great rail- 
roads, which provided that there should be no competition. 
In the hearings before the House committee at the last session 
and before the Senate Committee of Interstate Commerce dur- 
ing last spring and summer the railroad traffic managers and 
presidents admitted that there was no longer any competition 
in this country except where water transportation was possible. 

The objection to a proper regulation and control of railroad 
rates arises from the misunderstanding of the real status of a 
railroad company or railway. A railway is not at all a piece 
of private property like a house or a horse or a farm. A rail 
road is a public highway, and it does not belong to the railroad 
company in the same proprietary sense that a house or a farm 
belongs to its owner. 

It is a public road and franchise that belongs to the public, 
and it is loaned or put into the hands cf a corporation for the 
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benefit and use of the public and not for the purpose of-enrich- 
ing beyond the dreams of man any particular person. Members 
here 
West. During the years I lived in the West I saw in the imme- 
diate neighborhood where I lived a great railroad corporation 
with enormous assets secure a franchise from the people, a free 
franchise, a free gift, then send its shrewd agents throughout 
the country, and by working on the feelings of the farmers and 
those who desired to secure transportation for offers of assist- 
ance toward the construction of the proposed road, until they 
secured from the hard-working farmers a vote of bonds sufficient 
in amount to build the railroad. So the railroad company re- 
ceived first a franchise as a free gift, then they received a rail- 
road fully built as a free gift, and in some instances they re- 
ceived also a free gift of the rolling stock and equipments. 

Such cases show precisely what a railroad is. It is nothing 
more than a public highway. It is put in the hands of a cor- 
poration to control and conduct, not for the benefit of the stock- 
holder, not for the benefit of the officers, but for the benefit and 
convenience of the public; and the officers of that corporation 
have no more business to treat that railroad as a private enter- 
prise from which they have a right to gain as much profit for 
themselyes and stockholders as possible than has a public offi- 
cial to so conduct his office as to gain for himself and his 
friends great emoluments and rewards. Yet the whole system 
of the fixing of rates by the railroads has been upon the basis 
of securing for its officers and stockholders from the people 
every cent that they can possibly obtain and still allow the peo- 
ple to do business. That is what the railroad officials them- 
That is what they all testify before the Commission 
and at all times, that their basis of rate fixing is “all the 
traffic will bear.” 

You can see this exemplified in the late case just decided by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission before referred to, where 
the railroads charged between New York and San Francisco only 
$1.50 per bhundredweight because there is water transportation, 
and the railroads would only get a small share of the business 
unless they came down to a reasonable rate. But when it came 
to the case of Denver, where the railroad combination has sway 
and there is no competition, then they charged $2.24 a hundred, 
although Denver is only about two-thirds of the way across the 
continent. 

There is not a place in this country that is in the hands of 
the railroads, where there is no water transportation, that the 
same thing does not occur, unless some official of the railroad is 
interested in that particular place. In Iowa they have adopted 
a mileage rate, and the result is, they say, that the whole coun- 
try is prosperous; that the towns all over the State are growing 
enormously; that manufactories instead of being brought to- 
gether in some few towns that the railroads are interested in, 


selves Say. 


are springing up all over the State, and it leads to the prosperity | 
of the whole country, and prevents the enormous growth of | 


cities, which is really one of the greatest dangers that this coun- 
try now faces. It probably would not do to fix rates for inter- 
state commerce on a purely mileage basis, but certainly rates 
should be in some reasonable proportion to services rendered, 
instead as now—solely upon the question of how much can be 
extorted from the shipper. 


There is every reason why we should pass this bill. There 


is no one that objects to it except the railroad corporations and | 


ti 
per 


‘ owners, who are taking from this country a much larger 


to, but give cheap rates to favored localities and make up the | 
loss by taking extortionate rates from others. There is no way 
to remedy this injustice unless we put in the hands of the In- 


terstate Commerce Commission power to say what shall be the 
just and impartial rate for all. 

It seems to me it is a most remarkable proposition—certainly 
to the people of the West, where the roads have been given free— 
that they should give the right to the corporation to build the 
road, furnish them the money to build and equip it, and then 
have the road say to them that they have no right whatever to 
sev what charge they shall pay upon their own highway. 


[t is to me a most remarkable circumstance that any consider- 
able number of people who are not interested in securing the 
largest possible pay for the railroads, who are not the owners of 
the railroads, should for one moment be deceived by any talk of 


socialism or anarchy. 

Gentlemen, the only way we can prevent socialism and an- 
archy is by controlling the great corporations in this country. 
The one thing that creates the greatest discontent in this 
country is that we have allowed such enormous corporations to 
grow up and be substantially without any control at all. I am 
not in favor of socialism or of anarchy, for that matter, any 


from the East do not realize that so much as people in the | 


cent of profit than they are entitled to, and who not only | 
take from the country a larger per cent than they are entitled | 


} 





| provisions meted out to all. 


more than the gentleman from Maine or the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania or anyone else in this country. I do not fear 
the result to the railroads or to the country if we pass this 
bill, no matter who shall be President. No commission wil] 
ever be appointed, no commission can exist in this country, 
that will oppress the railroads so that the prosperity of this 
eountry will be affected disastrously. There will never be a 
time so long as this country exists when the railroads will not 
get all they ought to, and in many instances a great deal more. 

The evil of uncontrolled conditions of traffic in this country 
is felt by all the people. ‘The people are in favor of its control; 
they want somebody in this country that will have a right to 
say how much they shall pay besides the man who is going to 
get the money. All the people in this country see the right 
and justice in a case of that kind, where we have granted to thie 
great railroad corporations a substantial monopoly, and where 
they have come into a combination so that there is no longer 
any real competition. It has now become necessary that some 
disinterested tribunal should be in power to decide what is a 
just rate to charge the people of the country for carrying their 
products upon these, their own great highways. [Applause. | 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentle 
man from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I would not undertake at this 
stage of the consideration of this measure to go into any ex- 
tended discussion of the legal questions involved, or the ex- 
pediency of the policy which is presented by the bill now pend- 
ing before the House. Really, so far as I have been able to in- 
vestigate, and I have devoted considerable time to the subject, 
the decisions of the courts of last resort, both of the State and 
of the United States, have upheld the power of the States to 
regulate railroad rates within the States, and the power of the 
United States to regulate railroad rates in interstate commerce 
by a commission created for that purpose. The Constitution 
confers the power upon Congress to regulate interstate com- 
merce, and the courts have held by an unbroken line of authority 
that Congress can by legislative authority exercise that power 
through a commission. Only 25 per cent of the commerce is 
within the States and 75 per cent is interstate, and hence the 
importance of the Government exercising effectively this con- 
stitutional power conferred for the protection of the people. 

Upon the first day of this session of Congress I introduced a 
bill to confer upon the Commission power to regulate rates, 
which was referred to the Interstate Commerce Committee, and 
I congratulate myself that in the report the distinguished 
chairman of that great committee made to this House in refer- 
ence to this bill he mentioned the fact that that bill was intro- 
duced by me, with quite a number of others, and states that 
from all the bills so introduced some of the provisions of this 
bill were obtained. It is a source of congratulation, not only 
to this House, but to the country, that this bill received the 
unanimous approval of all the members of the Interstate and 
Foreign Commeree Committee, both Democrats and Republicans, 
and that it is a source of additional gratification that it has 
met with such universal approval on the floor of this House. 
So far, of all the many speakers who have addressed themselves 
to the question, there are only three gentlemen—the gent!eman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srsrey], the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. LrrrLerretp], and the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. 
McCatt]—who have opposed this bill and urged that it ought 
not to become the law of the land. 

These gentlemen are ingenious and resourceful, and they pre- 
sent what to their minds, I presume, are satisfactory reasons 
to govern their action in opposition to this important measure. 
But the fact, Mr. Chairman, that this bill receives the unani- 
mous indorsement of all the members of this great committee 


and that it has met such universal approval on the floor of this 
House on the part of the representatives of the people ‘s ev! 
dence of the fact that behind it is a great demand on tlie part 


of the people of this country who are vitally interested in this 
great subject. 

From time to time different manufacturing, financis!. com 
mercial, and industrial interests have applied to this House for 


relief from evils of which they complained. They all received 
attention and have had legislation adopted here which rough 
about at least some of the relief sought by these various intore" 
The great producers of this country now come before tls body 
asking this legislation. It is in their interest and for ther w : 


fare; and because of the fact that they are prone to bear ther bur 
dens without complaint is a strong indorsement to us tiit Ul 


legislation, coming in obedience to their universal dem id, 
righteous and just. re 
This bill, it seems to me, is conservative from every po't of 
view. All interests have been considered and justice under |S 
Taking into considerati:t the 





1906. 





eveat interests that are involved, the thirteen or fourteen bil- 
lions of dollars that are to-day invested in the 217,000 miles of 
railroad in the country, the fact that something like 2,000,000 
people are interested as Owners or as employees of these great 
corporations, and further taking into consideration the great 
interests of the 80,000,000 American people which are vitally 
involved in the issues presented by this bill, looking at it from 
every standpoint, it is a conservative measure and one that | 
should commend itself not only to the Members upon this floor, 
but to the country at large. [Applause.] It is comprehensive | 
in its scope. In the first section of this proposed act it provides | 


that— 
Che provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or car- 
riers engaged in the transportation of passengers or property wholly by 


road (or partly by railroad and partly by water when both are used 
under a common control, management, or arrangement for a continu 
ous carriage or shipment) from one State or Territory of the United 
tes, or the District of Columbia, to any other State or Territory of 
t United States, or the District of Columbia, or from one place in a 
‘Territory to another place in the same Territory, or from any place in 
t United States to an adjacent foreign country, or from any place in 
the United States through a foreign country to any other place in the 
ted States, and also to the transportation in like manner of property 
ped from any place in the United States to a foreign country and 

ied from such place to a port of transshipment, or shipped from a 
eign country to any place in the United States and carried to such 
ce from a port of entry either in the United States or an adjacent 
‘ign country: Provided, however, That the provisions of this act 

not apply to the transportation of passengers or property, or to 
receiving, delivering, storage, or handling of property wholly within 

State and not shipped to or from a foreign country from or to any 
State or Territory aforesaid. 

Thus including in its provisions all kinds of carriers in inter- 
state commerce and in the proviso reserving to the States the 
control of passenger and freight traffic within the States. Not 
only does it provide for the control of these different characters 
of carriers in this country, but it gives a specific definition of 
what shall be included in the term “railroad” as used in the 
act, and provides as follows: 

e term “railroad,” as used in this act, shall include all bridges 
ferries used or operated in connection with any railroad, and aiso 
road in use by any corporation operating a railroad, whether 

d or operated under a contract, agreement, or lease, and shall also 

le all switches, spurs, tracks, and terminal! facilities of every kind 
l necessary in the transportation of the persons or property 

nated herein, and also all freight depots, yards, and grounds used 
essary in the transportation or delivery of any of said property. 
hen it defines in specific terms the meaning of the word 
“transportation,” as follows: 


The term “ transportation ” shall include cars and other yehicles and 
ustrumentalities and facilities of shipment or carriage, irrespective 
nership or of any contract, express or implied, for the use thereof 
all services in connection with the receipt, delivery, elevation, and 
fer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration or icing, storage, and 

ng of property transported; and it shall be the duty of every 
er subject to the provisions of this act to provide and furnish such 

tation upon reasonable request therefor, and to establish 
zh routes and just and reasonable rates applicable thereto. 


And then declares that— 
| charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the 
portation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in connection 
vith, shall be just and reasonable; and every unjust and unrea- 

e charge for such service or any part thereof is prohibited and 
ed to be unlawful. 

Now, with the definition clear and distinct as to what car- 
s are included in the provisions of this act and what shall be 
it by the term “ railroad ” and by the term “ transportation,” 
that all rates shall be reasonable, in my judgment, the pro- 
us of this act can not be construed away, and that is im- 

nt, because the courts have held that the Interstate Com- 
e Commission can only exercise the powers specifically con- 
‘1 in the act and that nothing shall be done by implication. 

l e, the importance of these provisions. 

ere is one provision in the bill which I introduced which I 

is not in this bill. It is possible that it is covered by the 
ion in this act where the Interstate Commerce Commission 

en power to govern all “ regulations and practices ” of the 

I ids. The provision in the bill I introduced provided specif- 
that they should have the power to revise classifications as 

as rates. 

use it is an important feature, in my judgment, to be con- 

ed. Another provision in my bill, Mr. Chairman, which I 

would be glad to have in this bill, w: s a provision which required 

tiotythe railroads, whether they prcposed to carry the shipment 

t entire distance or whether they proposed to transmit it 

ugh another carrier to the final destination, should be re- 

(‘cred to give a through bill of lading, and in that bill of lading 
fy exactly what the rate should be, and that then they 
ild not be permitted to deviate from that rate. 

‘hat provision may also be covered in this bill by the general 
er conferred to revise rates, and I hope it is; but I would 

ve glad if it was specifically included, and then there could be 

> doubt about it, for I consider it very important. This bill 
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| unexpectedly, and I might say quite unpreparedly, | 





also confers the power to substitute and put into effect a rea- 
sonable rate in place of an unreasonable and therefore unlawful 
rate. 


Now, then, Mr. Chairman, the question presented to us 
is whether or not these rates shall be revised by a Commission 


to be appointed by the President, and who will act under oath, 
or whether or not the rates shall be fixed by people who are 
not responsible to any governmental 
pointive power, and not even to the people themselves. 


control or to any ap- 


In this country there is no longer any real competition, for 
three traffic associations fix all the rates. One north 
Ohio and the Potomac rivers fixes rates for that section of 


Ul 


the 


| country ; one on the Pacific slope and another south of the Ohio 


and the Potomac rivers fix the rates for those sections, and each 
of these rate-making boards are composed of four men. Llence 
the railroad rates of this country are fixed by twelve men. The 
question is whether they shall continue to fix absolutely the rail- 
road rates of the country or whether the rates shall be revised 
and made reasonable by officers of the Government under oath, 
who are disinterested and who will give just and honest consid- 
eration to both sides of the question when presented, and do 
equal-handed justice to all parties. The issue is up to us as the 
representatives of the American people, and it is an issue be- 
tween the corporations of the country and the people of the 
country. 

The question is whether the country and the people shall be 
dominated by the great corporate influences or whether they 
shall have relief through the law administered by the officers 
of the law under oath. The issue is sharp and well defined, and 
the people are aroused and waiting with interest the result of 
our acts, and they will hold him responsible who may flinch or 
show the “ white feather” in this crucial hour. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I had hoped I might have opportunity to dis- 
cuss this bill and this great question fully, but on account of 
very serious illness-in my family during its pendency before 
this House, I have not been able to get together the data I had 
collected so as to properly present it to the House, or to cogently 
collect my thoughts. 

But I desired to say this much in order that I might express 
my intention to vote for the bill which is now pending before 
the House, as I believe it is a very great improvement upon the 


legislation which now stands upon the statute books, and if en- 
acted into law, as I hope it will be, that it will bring some 


measure of relief to the people. From their honest hearts they 
believe they have a just cause of complaint, and are demanding 
that they be given some legislation to vitalize the powers and 
the authority of the Interstate Commerce Commission and give 
to them a tribunal where they can go and, at least, present 
their causes, and where wrongs have been done have them 
righted. This bill will do that, and I lope to see it become a 
law. I thank you, my friends, for your very kind attention. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Suvzer]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, it was not my 
speak during the general debate on the pending 
eause I did not expect to get the time. However, 
courtesy of my friend from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON], a! 


intention 


measure 


to 
he 
by the 
1 quite 


an 





forded at this inopportune time the privilege of having my , 
on this all-important subject—a matter of much moment to all 
the people of the land, and affecting more or less intimately 
every section of our country—the question of the fixing of rail- 
way rates and the regulation of railroad and other tra: 
tion companies doing an interstate-commerce business in the 
United States. E 

I thank my friend from Georgia for his kindness in yielding 
to me his time, and I grasp the opportunity to use some of it, 
because I realize that if I did not take advantage of it now, I 
might not get a chance to speak to-morrow, when the debate on 
the bill will close; and I know by sad experience in this House 


Sav 


mporta- 


| that when the bill is to be read and is open for amendment, the 
day after to-morrow, there will be little or no debate permitted 
by those having this measure in charge. The bill, I am in- 
formed, is going to be rushed through the House—railroaded, as 
it were—regardless of its defects and its omissions and 


| incompleteness, and all amendments that Members desire to 


offer to strengthen the measure are to be quickly voted down, 
and the bili just as it came from the committee passed on to the 
tender mercies of the sacrific Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, this matter of just and reason- 
able railroad rates and the governmental regulation of trans- 
portation companies doing an interstate-commerce business is 
one of the most important questions now before the American 
people. It is a live question, and no matter what we do now, 
or say now, you know and I know that it is here to stay until 
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it is settled and settled right; and the problem never will be 
solved, and the issue will never down, until it is solved and 
settled for the best interest of all the people, and not in the in- 
terest of the selfish few. 

I have given much eareful study to this great subject. I 
kn something about it. As a legislator trying my best to do 
my duty as I see it to all the people, I have given, and will con- 
tinue to give, my very best efforts to help in the solution of the 
many problems we are called upon in these matters to determine, 
and they should be solved and determined by us in a spirit of 
fairness and equality and equity to all concerned. The high- 
ways of commerce, the avenues of industry, the byways of 
trade must be open to all; and every shipper and every pro- 
ducer must be treated exactly alike—no midnight tariffs, no re- 
bates, no discriminations, and no favoritism. Equal rights to all 
and special privileges to none must be our watchword. [Ap- 
plause. | 


dW 


sir, we all realize, I believe, that the great interstate- 
transportation agencies of our country are here to stay. They 
are ‘itial to the business of the country. They can not be 
dispensed with nor destroyed. They are as fixed in our commer- 
cial life as the hours of the day, and as immutable in our in- 
dustrial existence as the medium of exchange. Their mileage, 
aud their equipment, and their wealth, and their power, and 
their influence will not diminish, but will increase more and 
more as the years come and go. They will continue to domi- 
nate the people if the people do not take action to control and 


NT . 
INOW, 


Ore 


to regulate them. The people of the country are aroused on 
this question. They will keep up the fight until it is won. 


You can beat the people to-day, you can deceive the people to- 


morrow, but the contest between right and wrong will go on, and 

ner or later the people will win. I am with the people in 
this fight. It is either Government regulation now, or Govern- 
ment ownership hereafter—take your choice. [Applause.] As 


the President said on this subject in his message to the Congress 
in December, 1904, the Government must in increasing degree 
supervise and regulate the workings of the railways engaged in 
interstate commerce, and such increased supervision is the only 
alternative to an increase of the present evils on the one hand 
or a still more radical policy on the other. 

I read not long ago, Mr. Chairman, that more than 80 per 
cent of the enormous railroad mileage which to-day gridirons 


the United States has been constructed since the civil war. 
We have over 215,000 miles of main railroad tracks, and the 
ginut spider is still spreading its web of steel in every and all 
directions. And when we take into consideration the second, 
third, and fourth tracks, and sidings and terminals, the total 

up to nearly 300,000 miles of steel railroad tracks. Just 
think of that! Sufficient to go twelve times around the earth, 
or ike a journey to the moon, if such a thing were possible, 


and have miles and miles to spare. 


We are indeed the greatest 


railrond country on earth, and will continue to be for a century 
to come. And if we pause to consider these marvelous figures 


and facts we must be impressed with the consciousness of the 
far-reaching power and effect of the railway influence in every 
line of human industry, and if we stop to analyze the volume of 





traffic handled we can not fail to realize how greatly the rail- 
way systems of our country enter into every phase of modern 
life. 

in 1894 the railroads carried 638,000,000 tons of freight. In 
1904 the figures more than doubled and reached the enormous | 
total of 1,509,000,000 tons, with aggregate traffic earnings 
mmou to the enormous total of $1,977,638,715. Last year 
they did a largely increased business, and the figures for 1906 
will greatly exceed those of last year. In 1895 the records 
show’ that 527,421,000 passengers were carried; in 1904 the 
f ‘reased to 715,419,000, and when the reports for last 
J are at hand a much larger increase will be evident. The 
fi ire bewildering and the facts as startling as they are 
astonishing; and the end is not yet. 

‘j transport this vast number of passengers and gigantic 
am of freight, including all varieties of foodstuffs, there 
were utilized 47,000 engines, 40,000 passenger cars, and 1,760,000 
fie t cars. In the operation of this great network of rail- 
wa more than 1,250,000 men are directly employed, of which 


oe are en 





gine drivers, 55,000 firemen, 40,000 conductors, 
106,000 trainmen. 

Of course, I know figures are usually uninteresting: 
th figures are alive with human interest and full of flesh and 
blood activity, because they have to do not only with men and 
ineasures, but also with our national commercial life and our 
fundamental political and industrial institutions, which should 
safeguard the interests of all the people—but more often do 
not—and the home life, and the very existence of every man 


and 


but 


ea 


i 





| these matters I have great admiration, will seriously 
i such a claim. 


who works for a livelihood and earns his bread in the sweat of 
his face. [Applause.] 

The rapid growth of our interstate common-carrier systems 
during the past quarter of a century has been simply marvel- 
ous, and the tremendous power they wield to-day in the intimate 
political and social and economic life of the country is truly 
inconceivable. The average man who rides on a railroad train 
in comfort and in luxury to a distant point has little conception 
of how the railway affects even the most intimate details of his 
existence. It is the power that dictates political conventions 
and makes nominations; that seats its well-paid lawyers in tl: 
courts of justice; that rules legislatures; that subsidizes the 
press; that dominates the National Congress, and that compels 
all of us, who must eat to maintain life, to pay the price for 
food which the big transportation interests fix directly or indi- 
rectly. 

From a systematic investigation of existing conditions and a 
‘areful examination of governmental statistics, I fearlessly as- 
sert that the time is now at hand when the Government must 
take decisive action to regulate the great railways and great 
publie transportation utilities of the country doing an inter- 
state-commerce business, or they will ere long absolutely own 
and control the Government, and, through their great tentacles 
stretching out in every direction, they will be able to strangic 
competition, crush commercial endeavor, paralyze individual 
industrialism, and create the trust of all trusts and the monopoly 
of all monopolies. 

These giant publie utility transportation companies, trayers- 
ing as they do every part of our national domain, are so vital 
a part of our complex industrial and economical and political 
life that their influence affects all things which go to make up 
our existence from day to day. I believe the people are just 
awakening to the consciousness of the real facts and the true 
situation, and in the study of the problem of the cost of living 
are finding out for themselves what recent economic writers 
have shown conclusively, and that is how the control and the 
power and the operation of railroads in this country overshadow 
every other factor of human existence. 

And so, sir, knowing what I do about the facts and the condi- 
tions, and feeling as I do on this subject, I weleome remedia! 
legislation, and shall favor any bill that will correct the abuses 
and remedy the evils incident to the subject-matter now under 
consideration. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have carefully listened to the several clever 
speeches which have been delivered during the consideration of 
this measure. These brilliant forensic efforts, however, have 
failed, to my mind, to greatly illumine the subject or to impart 
to us very much valuable information. The time consume: in 


| this debate, nevertheless, may not have been altogether wasted. 


Far from it; but it does seem to me strange that no two 
Members who have discussed the bill agree as to just what 
it means and as to just what it will do. In justice to myself 
I want to say that I do not agree with all that has been said 
in favor of the pending bill, and neither do I concur in al! that 
has been said against the bill. We all appear to agree that 
the measure under consideration is not a perfect bill, intended 
to remedy every evil incident to the subject-matter. I do nol 
think that even its distinguished author, for whose abilities in 
Take this bill all in-all, and the best that can 
be claimed for it, in my judgment, is that it is only a feeble 
effort to correct, in a doubtful way and to a limited dezree, 
long-standing and patent and glaring abuses. Will the bill in 
its present shape even do this? I indulge the hope that it will 
to some extent, and if it does it will accomplish something: 
and believing that it will do some good, that it will remed) 
evils, that it will correct some abuses, I shall vote for the bill; 
because with all its faults, with all its doubts, with all its omis- 
sions, with all its defects, I sincerely hope, and I want to hon- 
estly believe, that it is a step in the right direction—a legis!.t' 
advance—a Congressional stride forward along right li! 
the benefit of the many against the selfish interests of the few. 
[Applause. ] 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, there are some things about 
this bill that I do not like, and that I would change if [ could 
have my way. I trust I will be forgiven by the spons rs of 
the bill if I indulge in a few criticisms of the measure, 211, by 
way of suggestion, point out some glaring defects that should 
be cured by amendment to make the legislation more e) tive. 
The bill is a long one, but not a very comprehensive mesure. 


It is an amendment to the interstate-commerce act, 2 pur 
ports to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commer (ol 


mission. The committee reporting the bill generously mit 
that in its preparation they were aided by the study of «ii tle 














pills introduced by Members on this subject, and I want to say 
that I introduced at the beginning of this session what I be- 
lieve to be a bill in the right direction, a bill that I seriously 
believe if enacted into law would, to a very great extent, ef- 
fectually put a stop to railroad rebates and transportation dis- 


criminations. It is a short bill and a simple bill and a compre- 
hensive bill. I do not know- what consideration it received 
from the committee reporting the bill before us, but I do know 
that if it were a part of the law not a transportation com- 
pany in the land would dare violate its provisions, because if it 
did the doors of a felon’s jail would open to receive the offi- 
inls of the company granting the rebate or discrimination, as 
ell as the shipper receiving the gratuity and the favoritism. 
have no vanity in the matter. 

est interests of all the people. 

I do not claim perfection for my bill, like some of the zealous 
lvocates of the pending bill claim for the measure now before 
us; but I do claim that my bill, to say the least, will go very far 
toward the serious solution of the many problems confronting 
us, and, in my opinion, have a beneficial tendency to correct 
present interstate transportation abuses. I believe that one of 
the greatest evils complained about in all these matters is the 
T 


Ww 
] I am seeking results for the 
] 


‘ebate abuse, by which an unjust discrimination is made be- 
ween shippers and a rebate given back to one shipper, or to 
veral shippers, which all the others must contribute to by pay- 
ing an exorbitant rate. 

This bill, sir, which I introduced (H. R. 8414) to amend the 
interstate-commerce act, and which is referred to in the report 
of the committee, would, in my opinion, effectually put a stop to 
rebates by making the rebate, if one is given, the maximum 
rate—that is to say, the rate paid minus the rebate would stand 

the highest rate. If this bill were a law I am satisfied that 
no railroad or other transportation company could give a rebate 
without the fact being quickly found out by some shipper who 
was discriminated against, and just as soon as the fact of the re- 
bate was established the Commission would fix the rate charged 
minus the rebate as the maximum rate. I believe if some pro- 
vision of that kind were put in the bill now under consideration 
with a criminal penalty clause for its violation, it would effec- 
lly do away with rebates; but I would go further in this mat- 
and make it a felony for any official connected with a rail- 
‘oad company, or other transportation system, doing an inter- 
te commerce business, to grant a rebate, or for any shipper 
over the line to receive a rebate. If this were the law I am sat- 
isiied there would be no more rebates and that the evil would 
cease for all time to come. [Applause-] 

We should make the punishment fit the crime, and if we do I 
believe there will be no more railroad rebates. Put in the bill 
a provision making the giving or the receiving of a rebate a 
ninal offense, punishable by a long term of imprisonment, and 
[ say to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
to the Members of this House, and I say to the country, that 
there would not be a railroad or interstate transportation com- 
pany that would give a rebate, and no shipper would dare re- 
ceive a rebate for love or money. [Applause.] You will never 
Stop this iniquitous system of rebate favoritism and discrimina- 
tion until you point to the prison doors. If this bill were in- 
tended to carry out the recommendations of the President it 
would contain a provision of this kind and the problem, so far 
‘is secret rebate’ are concerned, would be solved, and you never 

un would hear a shipper complain about a railroad or any 

er great public-utility transportation company doing an inter- 
e-commerce business giving a secret rebate. [Applause.] 
_ But here we have the unanimous report, the concentrated wis- 
, of all the members of the Committee on Interstate and 
cign Commerce, and after laboring industriously for a year 
ighter] they bring forth this remarkable document [laugh- 
this bill of twenty-six long pages of uncertain phrases, 

a Philadelphia lawyer can not comprehend [laughter], and 
ch, I undertake to say, if placed on the statute books in its 
present shape and ultimately held to be constitutional, will not 
omplish the purpose desired by the people of the country 
) have been complaining for the last quarter of a century 

inst these unjust and unreasonable rates, these railroad 
fa — and these interstate transportation discriminations. 
i Applause. ] 

[ can demonstrate it, I think, in a very few words. If the 

ntlemen interested will glance at page 11 of this bill, section 
j they will find there what may aptly be termed the weak link 
‘1 the chain of this measure. [Laughter.] On page 11, line 5, 
tion 15, the bill prescribes the procedure of the Commission 
ix and establish “a fair and just and reasonable rate.” 
en follows this significant language : 

"i d hat such order shall go into effect thirty days after notice 
the carrier, and shall remain in force and be observed by the 
trier unless *—mark the language. Here is what I believe to 
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be the little joker in this bill [laughter]—‘“ unless the same shall 


be suspended or modified or set aside by the Commission, or 
suspended or modified or set aside by a court of competent juris- 


diction.” Here is the committee’s little black man. [Laughter.] 
This is the African in the railroad wood pile. [Laughter.] Can 
these words be misunderstood? I think not. I believe the 


railroads of the land and their lawyers are aware of their sig- 
nificance. I believe they know the import of this section, and I 
want to submit in all candor [laughter] to the railroad lawyers 
of the country how they interpret these words in the last line, 
to wit: “Or be suspended or set aside by a court of competent 
jurisdiction?” They know now what these words mean. I 
think I know what they mean, but the people who want railroad- 
rate legislation will find out later what they mean. [Laughter 
and applause. } 

The word “ suspended,” if I am not mistaken, is used in this 
section of the bill advisedly, and it was put in there to baffle 
the efforts of those most anxious to accomplish something for 


the relief of the shippers of the country from unjust railroad 


rates and discriminations. I am aware that the word “ sus- 
pended” has a well-known definition. [Laughter.] I am in- 
clined to believe, however, that some of us just now fail to 
grasp the real significance of the word [laughter]; but if this 


bill becomes a law in its present shape those now crying at the 


doors of Congress for relief against railroad extortion will soon 
find out the fatality and the significance of the word us- 
pended.” [Laughter.] Then some of us will be “suspended” 
by our trusting constituents. [Laughter.] The whole object 
sought by this remedial legislation may “hang” on this omi- 
nous word “ suspended.” [Laughter and applause.] And when 
the poor and injured shipper complains to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission created by this bill, consisting of seven 


members hereafter to be appointed for a term of seven years, 
at an annual salary. of $10,000—and I can imagine the struggle 


of the railroads to get just the right kind of men on this new 
commission—when the shipper makes his complaint, and the 


Commission fixes the rate—that is to say, makes its order es 
tablishing a fair and just and reasonable rate—I can see in my 
mind’s eye the temporary joy of the shipper, until the railroad 


lawyer rushes into court and during the thirty days allowed 
gets an injunction “suspending” the order of the Commissio! 
and then what is the poor shipper to do? Why, go on] 


<Ro 


the old railroad rate just the same as before. That 
it will be done. [Applause.] 

Let us, for the sake of argument, assume a case and follow it 
to its logical end. This bill in its present shape becomes a law. 
The new Commission, we will assume, has been appointed and a 
shipper who has been discriminated against for years, or who has 
been injured by rebates, who has been getting poorer and poorer 
while some other favored shipper, who has been profiti 


is the wa 
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misfortunes, is getting richer and richer, makes complaint before 
the Commission and establishes that the rate he is paying is 
unjust. The Commission, on all the testimony adduced, is satis- 
fied his complaint is justified and thereupon makes an order 
fixing a just and reasonable rate. That order will not go into 
effect for thirty days, and before it can go into effect—that is, 
during the thirty days, if the order is not satisfactory to the 
railroad company—the railroad lawyer will go into a court of 
“competent jurisdiction” and get an injunction “ suspending” 
the order. Then the shipper will have to pay the old extor- 
tionate rate, and if he wants to fight the matter he must hire an 
experienced lawyer to carry the case up on appeal, and before 
the court of last resort adjudicates the matter between the rail- 
road company and the shipper to see whether an injustice has 
been done or not, the shipper’s business will be “suspended” 
[laughter] or in the hands of a receiver, and unless the shipper 
is a well-to-do and a shrewd and a sagacious and a pertinacious 
business man he will be “ suspended ” ere the final judgment of 
the case in the United States Supreme Court. [Great laughter 
and applause. } 

With all due respect to the erudite authors and distinguished 
sponsors of the pending bill, I am inclined to think that this 


provision can be materially changed for the better by an amend- 
ment I shall suggest. If the bill becomes a law in its present 
shape, I am afraid it will accomplish very little of lasting bens 
fit to the shippers and producers of the country, and will have 
a tendency to cause endless delay, and interminable litigati 
and perhaps be the means of defeating the very object desired 
and sought to be accomplished. I am in earnest about this mat 





ter. I want to be fair. I do not want to create discord. I have 
no desire to find fault. I shall not be captious in my criticism 
of the pending bill. I am in favor of it, but I want to make 
it effectual—I want to make it really reach the evils involved 
and permanently cure them in the speediest possible way. [A] 


plause.] a erg 
I am with the people in this railroad fight for justice. I 
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have great personal regard for the distinguished chairman of 
the connnittee reporting this bill, but I would be false to my- 
and to this great cause if I did not honestly say that I 
that he and all the members of the committee could 
have presented to this House, under all the circumstances, a very 
better bill, and TI trust I will be pardoned if I am im- 
pelled by my sense of duty, and my conception of the gravity of 
the situation, and the importance of the subject-matter, to 
point cut in the kindliest way some of the serious defects, some 
of the glaring errors, and what I consider after all the vital 
weakness of the pending measure. [Applause.] 

Hence, Mr. Chairman, I regret to say that I can not and I 
altogether agree with some of my colleagues who are 
eongratulating themselves, and the committee, on the unanimity 
of the report in favor of this measure, and that the bill in its 


self 


believe 


much 


do not 


present shape is going to pass the House by a practically unani- 
mous vote. It is true that the bill comes before the House with 
a most harmonious report; but a unanimous report from a 
comunittee on an important piece of legislation like this against 
zreit centralized corporate interests is not an evidence to my 


mind that the bill is a perfect measure and a complete remedy 
for existing evils) As an old and experienced legislator, having 
served for some time in two eapitals, it is my opinion that in a 


tion. It is a good deal of a makeshift; it is weak; it is apolo- 
getic, and the railroads are not opposing it. That puts me on 
inquiry. The unanimity with which it is going through this 
House also lends color to the suspicion that the railway inter- 
ests of the country see no danger in its wishy-washy provisions. 

It looks to me as if the fight for a square deal from the rail- 
roads is far from won, and the friends of rate reform and goy- 
ernmental regulation of interstate transportation companies 
must keep up the fight and fight harder than ever. [Applause. | 

It is apparent to me that if this bill were intended to compe! 
the railroads to live up to the law now on the statute books, ji 


| it were a bill to force the transportation companies to give fair 


| and just and reasonable rates to every producer and to every 


great any instances where the report of a committee is 
unanimous in favor of a bill, especially a bill of such great 
magnitude as the one under consideration, which affects so | 
many intrenched and powerful interests and which has met 
with so much opposition heretofore from the very interests 
affected—I say that the unanimity is susceptible to the con- 
struction that the bill is so drawn that somebody is going to 
be fooled. I do not know whliether it will be those who want | 


this legislation or those who do not want it, but I am inclined 


to think, that if this bill becomes a law in its present shape, that | 


those who want it will be, to say the least, disappointed. 


| see them. 


I believe that if the great interstate transportation companies | 
were opposed to this bill their power and their influence would be | 


so far-reaching that there would be a great deal more opposition 
to the bill than at present is evident. It is a fair assumption 


to believe that if the railroads of this country were opposed to | 
; and my clients will inform those desirous of knowledge concern- 


this bill the measure would not meet with a practically unani- 
ious vote in the House of Representatives. I do not want to 
go into details. 


siti I have no desire to be a carping critic. Far be it from 


ie to disturb the placid waters existing at present in this body. 


i 

Of course I assume that the great transportation companies of 
the country have felt for some time that the demands of the | 
people for the enforcement of the laws, for the abolition of re- 
bates, and for more just and reasonable railway rates would | 


have to be acceded to sooner or later, and perhaps they are 
willing to accept this weak and doubtful measure rather than 
run the risk of further arousing public indignation and the 
enactment of more drastic legislation to curb the power of these 
great interstate transportation companies. 

Everyone familiar with the subject is aware of the fact that 
for years there have been secret rebates and unlawful discrimi- 
nations by railroad companies and other transportation corpora- 
tions to favored shippers. These discriminations and these fa- 
voritisms are criminal and must be stopped, and if the laws on 
tute book now are not strong enough to put a stop to 
them, then we must make new laws rigid enough to put an end 
in this country forever. Whether this bill will stop 
them or not I do not now undertake to say, but I do hope that 

» bill will be materially amended ere it becomes a law, with 
the object of more effectually stopping them. I know of no 
greater injustice to the producers of our country than to have a 
transportation company give a rebate to one shipper at the ex- 

of all the others. ‘There should be no favoritism; the rate 

hould be the same for all shippers and for all producers; equal 

rates, equal rights, and equal opportunities for all should be the 
rule. But we know the history of the past, and we do know of 
ises where one shipper has been favored at the expense 

ther shippers until the favored shipper controlled the 
the industry, drove out of business every competitor, 
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and ultimately secured a complete monopoly. 

If you read the testimony which has been adduced in 
several investigations heretofore held at the instance of the 
Government you will readily comprehend the truth of this propo- 


sition. But I do not care at this time to go into details or to be 
too critical. I am an optimist and not a pessimist; I hope for 
the best; and I trust the bill will be materially amended and 
bec a law and accomplish some good. I shall do my best 
to improve the bill by amendments, if they will be permitted; 
but I can not refrain now from telling what I actually believe 
and to voice my convictions and say that the bill in its present 
shape is not satisfactory to the real friends of Federal regula- 


me 


It is unnecessary for me to elaborate the propo- | 


| work out my professional salvation in my owh way and ly 





shipper, you would find these halls filled with railroad lawyers 
and transportation lobbyists protesting against the passage of 
the bill; and I am frank to say that the bill would not meot 
with so very little opposition. But I have not heard of a rai! 
road protesting against the passage of this bill. I have yet to 
learn of a transportation company sending to the House objec- 
tions to the enactment of this legislation; and I have not seen 
nor heard of a single railroad lawyer who has been sent here to 
argue against the progress of the bill; and so, as I say, I am 
inclined to be doubtful as to the effectiveness of the remedy pro- 
posed in the pending measure. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 





Mr. SULZER. Yes; I always yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Would the gentleman from New York 


know a lobbyist when he saw one? 

Mr. SULZER. Well, that depends. There are lobbyists and 
lobbyists, and I do not pretend to be very familiar with either 
class; but I think I do know a few railroad lawyers when | 
[Laughter.] I have been a practitioner of the lav 
in an humble way for a number of years, but I have never been 
retained by any of the great interstate-commerce railroads and 
corporations. I have been retained, however, now and then by 
a few honest and sensible clients [laughter] to institute suits 
against railroads and other interstate-commerce corporations, 


ing the matter that I have generally succeeded in securing for 
them a speedy trial, justice, and a square deal. As a legislator 
my sympathies have always been with the under dog, with the 
poor and the oppressed, with the toiler and the bread winner ; and 
whenever an injustice was committed by some powerful cor- 
poration against the weak and the helpless I have been on thie 
latter’s side; and as a lawyer my field of professional endeavor 
has been along the lines of helping the poor and the humble 
and the distressed ; and I suppose I am so constituted that I will 
continue to do so all the rest of my life, to the loss no doubt of 
my bank account, but with the. approval of my conscience. {Ap- 
plause. ] 

I could have been a railroad lawyer had I desired to enter 
that field of human activity ; in fact, I have received one or two 
offers in my time to devote my energies to that branch of thie 
law. I recollect a very flattering offer made to me a few years 
ago of $25,000 a year; but I never was very anxious to | 
money, with me money is a secondary consideration; and | 
have preferred to pursue the even tenor of the simple life, to 


ke 





political career along my own lines. [Laughter.] I work 
pretty hard here in the Halls of Congress, day im and day out, 
week in and week out, trying to do the right thing for iy 
constituents and the square thing for the good of the people 
generally throughout the country. I am content with my wi 
I rather like it. I would not exchange places with any « f the 
opulent members of “the system.” I have cast my lot along 
the pleasant sunshiny highways of humanity; but sometimes it 
seems to me that almost every man in the land who has a griev- 
ance, or thinks he has a grievance,. comes to me to set things 
right and to secure him justice. I spend a great deal of valu- 
able time investigating some of these complaints, and it takes 
much labor to do so conscientiously ; but whenever I find « case 
that is really and truly a worthy cause I do not fear or hes tate 
to take up the burden of the fight and do the best Lean. This ma) 
be altruistic, and I know that often my efforts are unappreciated, 
derided, misconstrued, and futile, but I suppose, neverticics, 
that I will go on doing so to the end of my time. [Ap))' 
I know that the world, that the great big world, 
From the pauper up to the king, 
Has a different tale from the tale I tell, 
And a different song to sing; 
But for me, I care not a single fig 
If they say I’m wrong or I’m right, 
For I'll always go in, if I go in at all, 
For the under dog in the fight. 


[Applause. ] 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to give credit in this debate to 
whom credit is due. I want tosay that I have been an interested 
listener to several of the excellent and eloquent speeches which 
have been delivered for and against this measure, not only an 
attentive and interested listener, but I have been edified, in- 
structed, and highly entertained. I listened with great interest, 

s I always do, to my genial friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. S1n- 

y|. He ridiculed the bill and arraigned its effectiveness, and 
| was much amused by the serious earnestness of his incisive 

id epigrammatie and eloquent remarks. The gentleman nearly 

uvinced me that I ought to vote against the bill of my dis- 
tinguished and erudite friend from the classic fields of Iowa. 

Laughter.] Iwas greatly interested and listened with rapture to 
he studied periods of my always eloquent and distinguished 
friend, the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. LirrLerretp]. He seemed 
to prove to his own satisfaction the inability of the people to 

vern themselves. [Laughter.] His argument was an indict- 

ent of free institutions—an arraignment of the power of public 
opinion. [Applause.] I can not follow the gentleman from 
M I believe in the people. I trust the people. I know the 
people are capable of self-government. [Applause.] I was much 
mpressed with the beautiful diction and the eloquent words of 
scholarly gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatt], 

io has given a great deal of study and consideration to every 


une. 


phase of this whole subject; and if I did not know a little about | 


yself, I think I would be inclined to take his pessimistic 
of the results that will follow if this bill should become a 
in its present shape. [Laughter.] With these three emi- 
nent statesmen against the bill, I began to ponder whether I 
could conscientiously give it my vote and my support. [Laugh- 
ter.| I always try to be right, but I know I am not infallible, 
| I concluded to wait—to hold my peace—to content my soul 
in patience—until I could listen to the wisdom and the dulcet 
voice 
experienced gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveNor]; and lo! he 
van to speak; and to my amazement I heard him call the bill 
1 fake—just think of it—a fake! [Laughter.] Is it any won- 
der we are bewildered? [Laughter.] 
ut, then, it is only fair for me to say that although I do not 


} 


often agree with the gentleman from Ohio regarding the merits 
f proposed legislation, I do, in this instance, however, agree | 
substantially with him regarding the significance of the omis- 
s in this bill of express cars and palace cars and sleeping | 


cars. I do not know of any good reason why these railway 
cars should be carefully omitted from the grasp of the provi- 


sions of this bill, but perhaps we shall be enlightened about this 
later on by some of the speakers for the bill. [Laughter.] I 


think these palace and sleeping and express cars should be 
nable to the plan and the scope and the possibilities of this 
and I would amend the bill to bring them within its provi- 
together with all the other private cars and car lines 
of the country. The private-car line system is one of the most 
iniquitous frauds in the transportation business and should 


iped out. I am with the gentleman from Ohio on these 
propositions. I shall be glad to vote with him to put all these 
under the provisions of this bill. I commend the gentle- 
iin from Ohio, and I assure him I shall vote for his proposed 
nendment—— 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman 





the CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 

the gentleman from Ohio? 

ir. SULZER. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not state that I would offer any 

i amendment as that. 

‘ir. SULZER. I thought that is what the gentleman wanted 

do. If Il remember correctly, the gentleman was complaining 

use he could not—— 
GROSVENOR. I pointed out the care that had been 
en in the drafting of the bill. But my amendment is a mat- 
f very much more importance, in my judgment. That is 
one relating to the commingling of the corporation that pro- 
s the goods that are shipped on the railroad and the corpo- 

n that handles the railroad. 

i'r. SULZER. Very good; I am with the gentleman on that 
sition, too. [Laughter.] But I understood the gentleman 
Ohio to complain about the omission from the provisions 

his bill of palace, sleeping, and express cars, and I concur 

th the gentleman and justify his complaint, and think it is a 

take that these cars, doing an interstate-commerce business, 

ould be omitted from the provisions of the measure we have 
fore us. They should be included in this bill, and the gentle- 

i from Ohio was quite right in what he said in this connec- 

nm. But he went further and complained most bitterly that 

« House was going to stand by the Committee on Interstate 

il Foreign Commerce and pass this bill just as it is now, 
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| that the real 
of my dear old friend and philosopher the learned and | 


just as it came from the committee, without the crossing of a 
“t” or the dotting of an “i,” and vote down every amendment 
that will be offered by any Member to strengthen the bill and 
make it a more perfect measure. [Laughter.] 

I was astonished when I heard the gentleman make this com- 
plaint. It was a great surprise to me to hear him protest 
about the majority standing by its own committee. I am mak- 
ing no complaint, because I know it is useless, and I am not 
surprised that the majority will stand by the bill of the com- 


mittee and vote down all amendments. I am surprised, how- 
ever, that we are granted the poor privilege—for the sake of 
the record—of offering amendments at all to make the bill 
better, more perfect, more complete, and more effectual. I am 
surprised that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
merce did not go to the Committee on Rules of the House 
and have that committee, of which the gentleman from Ohio 
is an active member, bring in a rule, as it usually does, mak- 
ing this bill a special order and precluding a Member from 
offering an amendment, allowing him only the right to do 
one thing, and that is to vote for the bill or to vote against 
it. So the gentleman from Ohio complains that he is only 
allowed to offer an amendment with the knowledge that it 
is understood and agreed between the majority and the mem 
bers of the committee that all amendments are to be voted 


down; and that the bill is to be railroaded through the House 
just as it came from the committee. [Applause.] 

It is some consolation, however, to me to know that the 
gentleman from Ohio realizes once in a while that Republican 
chickens come home to roost. [Laughter.] But I inferred tl 
gentleman a last resort intended to vote for the bill. 
shall I; but I do so with reluctance and many misgivings, a 


as Po 


"i 
only because I know that it is not the best bill, but the one bil 
and sincere friends of railroad-rate reform an 
governmental regulation of interstate common carriers can ge 
for the people at the present time. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have earnestly studied the 


! 
l 
! 


various bills 


which have been introduced thus far in this Congress regard- 
ing railway-rate legislation and the regulation of interstate 


commerce transportation companies, and briefly referred to by 
name and number at the beginning of the report of the Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce Committee which accompanies the 
bill now under consideration. It will be of considerable in- 
terest, in my opinion, for the industrious Members of the House 
to get these respective bills and read each and of 
them carefully. 

One of the best of these bills, in my judgment, is the measure 
introduced by my friend and colleague, Mr. Hearst, H. R. 469, 
entitled “A bill to increase the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and to expedite the final decision of cases 
arising under the act to regulate commerce by creating an inter 
state commerce court.” This is a brief and simple bill, but a 
very comprehensive measure, and goes further to correct these 
abuses and remedy these evils than any of the bills which have 
heretofore been introduced, and if Mr. Hearst's bill were a law 
I believe that it would effectually stop the abuses we are seel 
ing to prevent. I am sorry the bill can not be brought before 
the House and voted for on its merits. It has many excellent 
features, and it seems to me that there are many | i 


every one 


rovisions in 


it which the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
could to much advantage have incorporated into the bill which 
they reported, and if they had done so they would have made the 
bill now before us a very much stronger, and a very mnuch better, 


and a very much more comprehensive measure in every 
and one about whose constitutionality there could be 
no question. 

There is to my mind no doubt about the effectiveness and the 
constitutionality of Mr. Hearst's bill, and there would be no 
question about the constitutionality of the bill now under con- 
sideration if the provision regarding the fixing of the rates by 


y 


respect : 


absolutely 


the Interstate Commerce Commission and the creation of the 
eourt to review the orders of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion were taken from Mr. HeEarst’s bill and embodied in the bill 
of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee. I think it 
is a matter of regret that this was not done. I go further and 


say I think it was a mistake that the Hearst bill was not re 


ported to the House instead of the committee bill. There 


should be no politics in this matter. There should be no 1 

valry and no personal vanity. We ought to all strive to acco 

plish the results so earnestly desired by the people of this 
country. This is one of the great questions of the day, affect 
ing every man, woman, and child in the land, and we ould 
all rise superior to petty politics and personal glory : try 
to accomplish results; and if that had been do e-2 e 
the Hearst bill would now be under consideration instead 
of the pending bill; or, at all events, that many of the pro- 
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visions of Mr. Hearst’s bill would have been put into the 
bill now presented to the House, and that would have made 
the bill before us a very much stronger, a very much better, and 
a very much more comprehensive measure in every way, so far 
as the solution of these problems are concerned, and there 
would have been no question of doubt as to its constitutionality. 

I believe, and I assert, that if Mr. Hearst’s bill were substi- 
tuted for the committee bill now under consideration we would 
be a great deal further advanced in the progress we are making 
to fix just and reasonable railway rates and to regulate trans- 
portation companies doing an interstate-commerce business. 


Mr. Hearst’s bill meets the demands of the people, and means | 


what it says and says what it means. Every friend of genuine 
railway rate reform and for the regulation of interstate trans- 
portation corporations knows what Mr.-Hrarst’s bill will do, but 
no two members of the Committee on Interstate Commerce can 
agree as to just what the bill reported unanimously from that 
committee, and now before us, will accomplish if enacted into 
law. [Applause.] 





Mr. Chairman, let me say again that I do not think this bill | 


is a perfect bill by any means, and I believe it can be made a 
very much more effective measure if it were amended along cer- 


tain indicated lines. When the bill is open for amendment I 
shall offer several amendments to perfect and strengthen the 


bill, which I hope will be adopted. 

I shall offer an amendment to the bill in line 15 on page 10, 
after the word “ any,” by inserting the words “ relation of rates 
so that this section of the bill will read: “ Or that any rela- 
tion of rates or regulations or practices whatsoever of such car- 


or, 


rier.” And in line 23, on the same page, after the word “ what,” 
I shall offer an amendment to insert the words “ relation of rates | 
or.” ‘This proposed amendment has been suggested by my 


friend and colleague, Mr. Hearst, and we deem it quite vital 
to the effectiveness of the measure. This bill absolutely ignores 
differentials and relations of rates. As the bill is now drawn 
a rate over one line to a given point may be just and reason- 
able, and a higher rate over the same line by a different route, 
er over another line, to another point may be also just and 
reasonable, and this would be an unjust discrimination that 
would work a great injury in favor of one city or locality as 
ainst another city or locality, and that could not be remedied 
this bill if it were a law. 

For instance, let us assume that the Commission should 
hold that the rate, we will say, from Chicago to Philadelphia 
of $1 per ton is just and reasonable, and a rate of $1.10 per 
ton from Chicago to New York over the same line, or a differ- 
ent line for that matter, may also be held by the Commission 
to be just and reasonable; and, of course, if the rates stood, as 
I have assumed, the traffic and the commerce would to a very 
large extent be diverted from the city of New York to the city 
of Philadelphia on account of the difference or discrimination 
in the relation of the rate; and this would apply to any other 
section of the country with equal or greater force. Thus, Phila- 
delIphia would be benefited at the expense of New York by an 
unjust discrimination, and New York would be powerless, un- 
der the terms of this bill, to remedy the injustice. The bill 


by 





gives the Commission no power to fix a differential rate. Within 
recent years I am informed that nearly 1,000 complaints of 
unjust discriminations have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and at least seven-tenths of all these 
complaints have grown out of this system of the relation of 
rates 

As this bill stands to-day this evil would be perpetuated and 
could not be corrected by the Commission even if the Commis- 
sion \ i to do so. I think this is a serious defect in the 
bill, ¢ ught to be corrected by this amendment. 

Ther page 11, in line 6, of the bill I shall move the amend- 
ment heretofore referred to by striking out “thirty days after 
notice to the carrier” and insert the word “ immediately ” in 
lieu thereof; and in line 8 to strike out the words “be sus- 
pended ;” and in line 9 to strike out the words “ be suspended 


or” and insert in lieu thereof the words “or modified;” and 
also strike out the words, in the same line, “ competent jurisdic- 
tion’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “last resort;” so 
that that portion of this section will read as follows: 


Such order 


That the order of the 
fixing the rate 


Interstate Commerce Commission 


iS, 


or 


1g 
hall go into effect immediately 


Instead of, as now provided in the bill, “thirty days after 


notice to the carrier ”’- 
d shall remain in force and be observed by the carrier, unless the 
same shall be modified or set aside by the Commission, or modified or 


ee 


aside by the court of last resort. 


Mr. Chairman, the amendment goes to the very core of the 
whole matter. I have given considerable study to the bill, 
and I believe that the weakest part of the pending measure is 
in this very provision, and a bill, like a chain, is no stronger 
than its weakest link. If this amendment suggested by me is 
adopted, the order of the Interstate Commerce Commission fix- 
ing the rate would take effect immediately and remain in full 
force and effect until modified or set aside by the Commission 
or the court of last resort. ‘This amendment is squarely in 
line, and on all fours, with the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent in his message a year ago last December. He was right 
then; and I say now that any other relief will be futile. As [ 
understand it, we are legislating to remedy evils, not to encour- 
age abuses and entail endless litigation; but under the terms 
of the pending bill the rate will not take effect until thirt: 
days after notice to the carrier. I claim and I say that 
ought to take effect immediately and remain in full force and 
effect unless modified or set aside by the Commission or modi 
fied or set aside by the court of last resort. [Applause. | 
Under the terms of the present bill, as I have pointed out, if 
the Commission makes an order fixing a rate it does not 
into effect until “thirty days after notice to the carrier,” and 
then it can be suspended, modified, or set aside by any court 
of competent jurisdiction. 

Now, what does this mean? What will be its effect? As I 
read it, and as I understand it, the effect will be that when 1 
Interstate Commerce Commission on the complaint of some 
jured shipper makes an order fixing a just and reasonable rate 
in place of an unjust and an unreasonable rate, the transpor 
tion company will have thirty days in which to prepare a ¢ 
and go into a court of competent jurisdiction and get an inju: 
tion suspending the operation of the order theretofore made | 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and the old rate will « 


| on until the matter is finally adjudicated by the United States 


Supreme Court; and this may take years and years, and in 
the meantime the shipper is being mulcted in the old unreas 


| able railroad rates and put to the expense of retaining lawyers 
| getting witnesses, and preparing an expensive law case that will 


ere i wins 


take, perhaps, until the millenium to settle; thus causing, in 
my opinion, an endless delay and an useless amount of ex- 
pensive litigation, and all at the expense of the injured shipper: 
and if he is a poor man he can not afford to incur the expense 
of this litigation. This bill then will give him no relief. This 
is one of the jokers in the bill; one of the bad features for the 
people, one of the good features for the transportation com- 
panies. It is the protection afforded the railroads. It is one 
of the reasons why, in my judgment, the railroads are not 
opposed to this bill. They can litigate these orders of the Com- 
mission until doomsday. 

I shall offer the amendment I refer to at the proper time, and 
then we shall see if this bill is for the railroads or the peole. 
The adoption or rejection of this amendment will determine 
the matter, in my opinion, to a very great extent. I am with 
the people in this fight, and I want to see placed on the stat 
books ere this session of Congress adjourns an effectual law that 
will accomplish in this matter what the people now demand. 
I think it will be a sad mistake if we attempt in a superticial 
way to temporize with this question. You may fool some of 
the people to-day, but you can not fool all the people to-morrow 
and I predict that if we do not meet this question at this 1 
in a square and broad and manly way the people will rebuke us, 
and rise up in their might and wrath and send here Representa- 
tives who will carry out their wishes and who will do the square 
thing, and who will write upon the statute books more stringent 
and more radical laws not only for Government rate making and 
Government regulation, but for Government control and Gov- 
ernment ownership of the great public transportation utilities 
doing an interstate-commerce business. Mark what I say, it 
will be one relief or the other, one thing or the other, one 
remedy or the other. Take your choice—Government re¢ 
tion now or Government ownership hereafter. [Applause. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me say that another amendment 
which I shall offer at the proper time and seek to have incor- 
porated in the pendimg measure is the following, which | send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


; 
a 


ula- 


That every common carrier by railroad subject to the provis ons of 
this act shall be liable to any of its employees who are engaged in ‘e 
transportation of such persons or property, or, in the case of his deal. 
to his personal representative or heirs at law, for all damages w!' 
may result from the negligence or mismanagement of any of = 
cers, agents, or employees, or by reason of any defect or insulicienc) 


in _ cars, engines, appliances, machinery, track, roadbed, ways, ° 
WOrkKS. 

That in all actions hereafter brought against any such comm ar 
rier by railroad to recover damages i oe injuries to an aon 
ployee, or where such injuries have resulted in his death, the fact (4 


nm car- 
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he employee may have been guilty of contributory negligence shall not 


ar 


a recovery where his contributory negligence was slight in com- 


irison to that of the employer. 


T! 
ity 


t 


1at no contract of employment, insurance, relief benefit, or indem- 
for injury or death entered into by or on behalf of any employee, 


- the acceptance of any such insurance, relief benefit, or indemnity 


he person entitled thereto, shall constitute any bar or defense to 
action brought to recover damages for personal injuries to or death 


such employee: Provided, however, That upon the trial of such action 


iinst any such common carrier by railroad the defendant may set 
tt 


erein any sum it has contributed toward any such insurance, re- 


f benefit, or indemnity that may have been paid to the injured em- 


_ or, in case of his death, to his heirs at law. 


Phat nothing in this act shall be held to limit the duty of common 


rs by railroads or impair the rights of their employees under the 
- ”. 


ty-appliance act of March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and 
ch 2, 1903. 


Mr. SULZER. This amendment, Mr. Chairman, speaks for 


if, and is offered by me in good faith in the name of the 


lundreds of thousands of railway employees of the’ United 
States. Under existing law an employee of a railroad company 


less 


road company or a common carrier liable to the employee, and 


not recover damages for injuries sustained in the line of 
luty by reason of the negligence of the railroad or the care- 
ness of a fellow-workman. This amendment makes a rail- 


‘ase of his death to his heirs at law, in damages for th 
ligence or mismanagement of any of its officers, agents, or 
loyees, or by reason of any defect or insufficiency in its 

engines, appliances, machinery, track, roadbed, ways, or 


rks. This amendment is not new. It is similar to a number 


nd 


employers’ liability bills which have been introduced in 
ry Congress for the past twenty years. It has been indorsed 
recommended by the Industrial Commission and by some of 
ablest thinkers and jurists and writers in the country. The 


best thought to-day in the civilized world favors this change in 
































































































































law applicable to common carriers, and several States in the 
n have recently adopted it. 

his amendment is the one act of legislation above all others 
the railroad employees of this country demand, and which 
have tried to secure from Congress for the last quarter of 
utury. In justice to these deserving and heroic men, who 


ly risk their lives and their limbs in hazardous occupations, it 


‘ 


ht to be the law of the land; and if it were I unhesitatingly 
rt that there would be fewer railroad accidents and less 
‘f life by reason of them every year in the United States. 
he amendment is a just measure in the interest of a most 
thy and industrious and reliable class of faithful and intelli- 
workmen. They are entitled to it as a matter of right 
in the name of justice. A railroad company, in my judg- 
should be held responsible in damages to its employees 
its own carelessness and for the negligence of any of its 
's or agents, or by reason of any defect «r insufficiency in 
rs, engines, appliances, machinery, track, roadbed, ways, 
rks. L hope that when I offer this amendment to the 
ng bill when it is before the House and open to amend- 
and I give notice now that I certainly shall offer it— 
it will be accepted and adopted; and I know if it is 
‘ied it will be but am act of common justice to the great 
of reliable and industrious workmen of the great trans- 
tion companies, and a safeguard against accident and in- 
to the people generally who ride on the railroads of our 
try. 
lake the railroads responsible in damages to their employees 
take my word for it the railroads will see to it that very 
‘idents happen. [Applause.] If you will look over the 
stics of the country, you will find that the number of rail- 
ecidents every year is increasing, the loss of life appall- 
and the list of the injured up in the hundred thousand 
Thousands of people are killed every year by railroad 
nts, and tens of thousands are injured and maimed for 
rough the gross negligence of these interstate-commerce 
ortation corporations, but on account of this antiquated 
ujust and discriminatory law there is no liability to the 
is. I say this old English, antique, fellow-servant doc- 
s applied to the negligence of modern railroads, is emi- 
unjust, and every fair-minded lawyer who has ever tried 
age suit will tell you the same thing. [Applause.] It is 
iiculous that sixteen foreign states in Europe do not now 
ize it, and a majority of our own States in recent years 
ither abolished or modified it to a great degree. Even 
tic Russia in this regard protects her industrial railroad 
ers. But our own Government has yet to enact the first 
of this kind of desirable legislation demanded by the vast 
of patriotic and self-sacrificing railroad employees who 
laily giving up their lives and their limbs to the negligence 
‘he transportation corporations of our country. 
\ilroad companies by virtue of their interstate character are 
zht directly under the control of Congress, and therefore it 
lecessary from a legal standpoint for Congress to enact this 


t 





law. Several State legislatures have recently met and passed 
such laws, but the Republicans in this House—and they have 
had control of the House for over ten years—have assiduously 
prevented the passage of this bill; and its enactment seems to 
be as far off, if not farther, than it was ten years ago. it 
seems the railroads have more influence here than the people 

sut it is said by some of the Republican Members who repre 
sent districts in which these railroad employees reside that they 
are in favor of this legislation and would be glad to vote for it 
if they could only get a chance to do so. They say the Judi- 
ciary Committee, to which the bill has been referred, will not 
report it and give them an opportunity to vote for it. This, | 
say, is the merest subterfuge and no answer to the appeal of 
these earnest employees for relief. The Republicans can vote 
the day after to-morrow for this amendment when I offer it, 
and if it goes out on a point of order, they can vote for a rule 
to make the amendment germane to the bill. Did they not vote 
for a rule the other day to abrogate the eight-hour labor law 
in the Isthmian Canal Zone? Then let them vote to adopt this 
amendment or for a rule to make it germane to this bill. The 
Republicans in this House can no longer evade the issue and 
their responsibility. Now is the time for them to show their 
colors. Now is the time for them to be counted for or against 
this just and humane measure. [Applause.] The Repub- 
licans in this House are responsible for the failure for the last 
ten years to pass this bill, and I do not think the intelligent 
railroad men of the country, who are asking for this just and 
humane law, will longer permit the Republicans to deceive them 
regarding their failure to keep their promise made over and 
over again to enact this bill into law. 

Sir, since 1896 the Republican party has practically promised 
the railroad workmen of the country this legislation, but it has 
absolutely failed to live up to its promise and enact the law. 
They have ordered-several similar bills, to the amendment | 
have just proposed, to be killed in the Judiciary Committee 
The Republicans have been in absolute power for the past ten 
years in all branches of the Government, and I charge that they 
have failed and neglected to carry out this promise, or any 
other promise, heretofore made to the toilers and the working 
people of the country. Their pledges to the working people 
have not been redeemed. They will not be redeemed. In } 
ing laws for the workers of the land the Republican party is 
long on promise and short on performance. An ounce of 
formance is worth a ton of promise. I am now, always have 
been, and always will be a friend of the railroad employees of 
this country, and I sincerely believe that the amendment I pro- 
pose in their interest, and which is all they ask, is not only 
just, but it is humane, and it should be granted to them. [Ap 
plause.] These faithful employees devote the best years of 
their lives to the service of large industrial corporations doing 


ISS 


ner- 


an interstate-commerce transportation business, and when the: 
are injured in the line of their duty through the negligence of 
the corporation, or the carelessness of a fellow-employee, they 
should have the right under the law to recover damages the 
same as any passenger traveling for hire on the railroad. I 


say as a lawyer and as a legislator that any other rule 
trary to the spirit of the age. [Applause.] 

The wisdom and the justice and the humanity of such "N 
should be apparent to all, and there is no better time than the 
present and no better way than the one I suggest to place this 
just law on the statute books. If the Republicans mean to do 
what they promised, they will accept my amendment and put it 
in this bill; if they were simply fooling the railway working 
people when they promised to pass this measure, they will 
object to it and rule it out. We shall see ere long how sincere 
these promising Republicans are. I believe the amendment 
be germane to the pending legislation; but if it is not, I put the 
Republicans on notice now, and I suggest that the Republi 


organization of the House bring in a special rule providir it 
this proposed amendment in behalf of the railroad employees 
be made germane to his bill. The Republican organization 
the House brought in a special rule the other day to put : 
amendment on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill suspend 
ing the eight-hour law in the Isthmian Canal Zone. If you can 
do it in that case, you can do it in this case. Be fair and be 
honest now with these deserving people. Here is the op 
tunity to prove your sincerity. The other day the amendment 
abrogating the eight-hour law was made germane to an app! 
priation bill quick enough when you wanted to do it, and t 
eight-hour law was ruthlessly “suspended ” without giving tl 


labor representatives an opportunity to be heard before a 
mittee of this House. [Applause.] 

If the Republicans are sincere in regard to their promises to 
the employees of the great railroad organizations of this country 
they will put the amendment proposed by me, and just read by 
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the Clerk, into this railroad bill enlarging the powers of the 
interstate Commerce Commission. It appropriately belongs in 
this bill. Be honest and do it. The Republican party has 
promised the railroad working people this law, and I am offering 
it now as an amendment to this bill, and in my opinion it prop- 
erly belongs in this bill, to see whether or not the Republicans in- 
tend to keep faith with the toilers, and to live up to their promise 
to the working people on the railroads of the United States. If 
the Republicans are sincere in what they have promised to these 
industrious working people they will vote to adopt this amend- 
ment, but if they simply made that promise to catch the votes of 
these railway employees then this amendment will not be per- 
mitted to go into this bill, but will be stricken out when I offer 
it, by some Republican raising the point of order; and if the 
point of order is sustained by the Republican Chairman of this 
committee on the ground that it is not germane to the bill, then I 
ask again that the Committee on Rules bring in a special order 
providing that this amendment be made germane to this bill so 
that every Member can vote on it. [Applause.] 

Let us have a record vote and find out the truth. I believe 
I can safely say that every Democrat on this side of the House 
will vote for it. If the amendment is not incorporated into 
this bill it will be because the Republicans do not want it in- 
corporated into the bill; it will be because the Republicans are 


insincere and have been fooling the thousands and thousands | ' 
| be deemed desirable in the public interest; and the said Secretary sha! 


of working meh employed by the great railroads and interstate 
transportation companies of the country. 

I shall offer this amendment in good time, and I shall put 
to the test the sincerity of the Republicans in this House who 
promise the working people so much in every political cam- 
paign, and who give them so little after the campaign is over 
ind they get back into full power in the legislative branch of 


the Government. I want to prove by this amendment to the 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, to the Brotherhood of 
Railway Engineers and Firemen, and to the Brotherhood of 


Railway Employees who are their true friends and who are 
their real enemies in the Halls of Congress, and the record 
that will be made when this amendment is offered by me to 
bill will be a light to guide railway employees in the 
future when they come to exercise that greatest of all Amer- 
ican privileges—-the elective franchise. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, at this time I desire to refer to another matter 
which I deem of some importance in connection with this pend- 
ing legislation in regard to railway rates, and to give notice that 
when the pending bill is before the House for amendment, it is 
my intention to offer as an amendment my bill, now before the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of this House, 
entitled “A bill to create the Department of Transportation,” 
which I now send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


this 


A bill to create the Department of Transportation. 


Re it enacted, etc., That there shall be at the seat of Government an 
executive department to be known as the Department of Transporta- 
tion, and a Secretary of Transportation, who shall be a Cabinet officer 
and the head thereof, who shall be appointed by the President, by and 
Ww the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall receive a 

ry of $8,000 per annum, and whose term and tenure of office shall 
I » that of the heads of the other Executive Departments; and sec- 


58 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended to include such 


rtment of Transportation, and the provisions of title 4 of the 
Re “1 Statutes, including all amendments thereto, are hereby made 
a] ble to said Department. 


Nec. 2. That there shall be in said Department a First Assistant Sec- 








I y of Transportation, to be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice ar consent of the Senate, who shall receive a salary of 
$6,000 per annuin. He shall have charge of all matters in the Depart- 
ment of Transportation relating to steam and electric railways, and 
& pel h other duties as shall be prescribed by the Secretary 
‘ w. 
es e in the said Department a Second Assistant Secretary 
‘ ition, to be appointed by the President, by and with the 
and consent of the Senate, who shall receive a salary of $5,000 
] num i he shall have charge of all matters in the Department 
‘ nsporta relating to telegraph lines. 
e in the said Department of Transportation a Third As- 
f S f of Transportation, to be appointed by the President 
of United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
v ve a salary of $5,000 per annum; and he shall have 
s in the Department of Transportation relating to 
te 
in the said Department of Transportation a Fourth 
t Se f ‘I portation, to be appointed by the President 
‘ l is iN the advice and consent of the Senate, 
} f BS y of $5,000 per annum; and he shall have 
< f iatters in the Department of Transportation relating to 
wi \ 8 and ilar lines of transportation thereon. 

j a in the d Department of Transportation a Fifth As- 
§ Secretary of Transportation, to be appointed by the President 
of 1 United States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
who sha receive a salary of $5,000 per annum; and he shall have 
< of all matters of the Department of Transportation relating 
t ‘ ‘ 

Chere shall be in the said Department of Transportation a Sixth As- 
sistant Secretary of Transportation, who shall be appointed by the 
Presid of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, who shall receive a salary of $5,000 a year; and he shall 
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have charge of all matters in the Department of Transportation relating 
to the express business. 

There shall be one chief clerk, and a disbursing clerk, and such other 
clerical assistance as may from time to time be authorized by Congress 
in each of the said assistant secretaries’ departments; and the Audito: 
for the State and other Departments shall receive all accounts accruin 
in, or relative to, the Department of Transportation and examine the 
same and thereafter certify the balance and transmit the accounts, with 
the vouchers and certificate, to the Comptroller of the Treasury for his 
decision thereon. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the province and duty of said Department of 
Transportation to inspect, examine, and regulate, as may be prescribed 
by law, all corporations engaged in interstate or foreign commerce a 
common carriers, or owners or operators of transportation highways: 
and to this end it shall be vented, with jurisdiction and control of the 
departments, bureaus, offices, and branches of the public service herein 
after specified, and with such other powers and duties as may be pre 
scribed by law. 

Sec. 4. That the following-named offices, bureaus, divisions, and 
branches of the public service, now and heretofore under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Department of Commerce and Labor, and all that appertains 
to the same, known as the Life-Saving Service, the Light-House Board, 
and the Light-House Service, the Marine-Hospital Service, the Steamboat 


| Inspection Service, the Bureau of Navigation, and the United States 








Shipping Commissioner, and the same are hereby transferred from the 
Department of Commerce and Labor to the Department of Transporta- 
tion, and the same shall hereafter remain under the jurisdiction and 
supervision of the last-named Department; and that the Secretary of 
Transportation shall have complete control of the work of gathering 
and distributing statistical information naturally relating to the su 

jects confined to his Department; and to this end said Secretary shall 
have power to employ any or either of said bureaus, and to rearrance 
such statistical work and to distribute or consolidate the same, as n 


also have authority to call upon other departments of the Government 
for statistical data and results obtained by them; and the Secretary of 
Transportation shall collate, arrange, and publish such statistical in- 
formation so obtained in such manner as may to him seem wise. 

Sec. 5. That there shall be in the Department of Transportation six 
bureaus, to be called the Bureaus of Transportation Corporations, and 
a chief of each of said bureaus, who shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to serve under 
each of the six assistant secretaries of the Department of Transport 
tion, and who shall receive a salary of $4,000 per annum. There shall 
also be in each of said bureaus one chief clerk and one auditor and 
such number of examiners as may be needed to carry out the pur 
of this act; said auditors and examiners shall be expert accountants 
and shall be paid a salary to be fixed by law and necessary expe: 
There shall also be such other clerical assistants as may from time to 
time be authorized by Congress. It shall be the province and duty 
of said Bureaus of Transportation Corporations, under the direction 
of the Secretary of Transportation, to inspect, examine, and regulate 
all corporations engaged in interstate and foreign commerce as common 
carriers, or owners or operators of transportation highways, by gai 
ing, compiling, publishing, and supplying all available and useful in 
formation concerning snch corporations, including the manner in which 
their business is conducted, and by such other methods and means as 
—~ be prescribed by the Secretary of Transportation, or provided 
yy law. 

Every corporation governed by this act shall make annual reports 
in writing to the auditor, and such reports shall in all cases include 

(a) Capital authorized and issued, the amount paid up in cash or 
anes with a statement of the method of payment where it is not 
in cash. 

(b) Debts, including details as to the amounts thereof, and security 
given therefor, if any. 

(c) Obligations due from officers, which shall be separately state: 

(d) A statement of assets and the method of valuing the same, 
whether at cost price, by appraisal, or otherwise, and of the allowance 
made for depreciation. Small items of personal property included in 
the plant may be described by the term “sundries” or like ge l 
term. 

(e) Gross earnings for the period covered by the report, a 
ductions necessary for interest, taxes, and expenses of all sorts, tle 
surplus available for dividends, and dividends actually declared. 

(f) Increase of assets since the last statement, with a showing 
what way such increase has been secured. 

(zg) The names and addresses of all stockholders, with the number 
of shares held by each at the date of the report. 

(h) The amount of stock disposed of and the amount of property 
taken for stock sold since the last report, with all facts necessary to 
show the result of the transaction. 

(i) A statement showing that the corporation in question has not, 
during the period covered by the said report, received or given any 
rebates, drawbacks, special rates, or other discriminating advar 
or preferences by money payments or otherwise, from or to any 
road, pipe line, water carrier, or other transportation compa! 
paid to any shipper any such payments; or if any such hav ! 
received or given, stating to whom, from whom, on what accoun I 
in what manner they were so received or given, with all other « ) 
necessary for the full understanding of the transaction or t! 
tions. 

(j) The names and addresses of all officers, location of trans 
registry offices, wherever located. y 

(k) A statement that the corporation has not fixed prices or « 
any other act with a view to restricting trade or driving an) 
petitor out of business. 

(1) A statement that the corporation is or is not party to a! 
tract, combination, or conspiracy in the form of a trust or ot. 
restraint of trade or commerce among the several States or Ter 3 
or with foreign nations. , 

(m) It shall he the duty of the auditor of each Burean of T: 
tation Corporations to prescribe the form of the reports befo 
tioned. He may, in his discretion, require additional reports 
time, upon reasonable notice, whenever he may see fit. But b 
mination shall be prima facie proof that the notice given is rea ‘ 

He may also require supplemental reports whenever, in his jud-1°"s 
the report rendered is in any particular or particulars insuflicie eva- 
sive, or ambiguous. 


1! do. 


He may prescribe rules so as to avoid undue detail in making (e 
reports, but no detail of the business of the corporation shall be cs “ 
ered private so as to be exempt from the examination of the : 0 
whenever he may demand report thereon. wall 

He shall make public in his reports, which shall be issued annual’ys 
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11 the information contained in the reports so made to him. When a 
sport has been made by a corporation and, with all supplemental and 
additional reports required by the auditor, shall have been approved by 
him, the corporation making such report or reports shall publish the 
ime in some newspaper nearest to its principal place of business, after 
sual custom in such cases, with the auditor's minutes of approval, 
d shall file with the auditor proof of such publication by the pub- 
lisher’s certificate. | 
Si 6. That if any corporation shall fail to make a report when re- | 
ired, either by the terms of this act or when required by the auditor, 
less than one- | 


re 


herein provided, said corporation shall be fined not 
twentieth of 1 per cent of its last annual gross earnings for each of- 
Every week of failure after such reasonable written demand 
been made by the auditor shall constitute a separate and distinct 
se. In ease also of failure, each of the directors of the said cor- | 


| tion shall be ineligible for the year succeeding the next annual 
I ting to hold either directorship or any other office in the said cor- | 
! tion ; but any director shall be exempt from said penalty upon mak- 
ing a statement under oath that he has individually made such a report 
to the best of his ability from the facts at his disposal. } 


If such report is false in any material respect the officer making same 

be guilty of perjury and the corporation shall be fined not less 

t 1 ten thousand nor more than fifty thousand dollars, and each false 

nent in any material matter shall constitute a separate offense. 

All fines and penalties imposed by this act shall be recovered or en- 
forced in any court of competent jurisdiction. 


S 7. That it shall be the duty of the examiners, under the direc- 
tion of the auditor, to make examinations of any corporation governed 
by this act. 


of said examiners presenting his official credentials 


: shall be 
furnished by the officers of the cor 


— mm with every facility for com- 


I » and full examination, not only of the books, but all of the prop- 
, records, or papers of the corporation, which may be necessary, in 
t judgment of the examiner, for a complete knowledge of the affairs 


oO concern. 
h examinations shall not be at fixed periods, but shall be at such 


t as the auditor shall fix and without notice. 
K liners shall have the power to examine under oath all officers 
( oyees of the corporation, or any other persons having any knowl- 


é f its affairs, and to send for, demand, and inspect books, papers, 
and y other matter of evidence whatever which is in the possession 
‘ trol of the said corporation. 

I the purpose of this act examiners shall have power to require, 
by pena, the attendance and testimony of witnesses, and the pro 
d n of all books, papers, contracts, agreements, and documents re 
I to any matter under investigation. 

attendance of witnesses and the production of such documen- 





tary evidence may be required from any place in the United States at 
any designated place of hearing, and in case of disobedience to a sub 
a the examiner may invoke the aid of any court of the United States 
in requiring the attendance. 
any of the circuit courts of the United States within the juris 
of which such inquiry is carried on may, in case of contumacy 
refusal of any witness to obey a subpeena issued to any corporation 
to the provisions of this act, or other person, issue an order 





I ng such corporation or other person to appear before said ex- 
‘ (and produce books and papers if so ordered) and give evidence 
t ig the matter in question; and any failure to obey such order 
of { court may be punished by such court as and for a contempt 
1 f. The claim that any such testimony or evidence may tend to 
incriminate the person giving such evidence or testimony shall not 

such person from testifying; but such testimony shall not be 
used ainst such person on the trial of any criminal preceeding. 

1uditor shail also have all the authority of an examiner in any 
c erein he chooses himself to act. 

xaminer shall be assigned to examine any corporation who is 
l f interested in the business thereof, or of any competing con- 


* who has relatives who are so interested. 
all be unlawful for an examiner to divulge private business ex- 
his report to the auditor. But such report, or the substance 
t , Shall be open to public inspection. 
examiner shall follow the rules, regulations, and directions 
1¢ auditor may from time to time lay down or communicate to 
s to the method of examination, the form of report, the matters 


tr 


vered by the said examination, and all matters pertaining to | 


‘ its. 

xaminations and reports shall always cover, among others, the 
questions and matters: 

Has the said corporation, or any officer thereof, during period 
yy the examination and report, given or received any rebates, 

special rates, or other discriminations, advantages, prefer 


os 


KS, 


y money payments, or otherwise, to or from any railroad, pipe | 


ter carrier, or other transportation company, or person engaged 
state commerce, or from any manufacturer or vender of any 
or materials purchased by or for said corporation. 
if there have been such preferences when they were received or 
irom whom or to whom, on what account and in what manner, 
| details necessary to a full understanding of the transaction. 
is the said corporation or any of its officers a member of any 
tion having, seeking, or intending to secure a monopoly of any 
dity other than such monopolies as are legally granted by pat- 
otherwise ? 
Has the said corporation any such 
s tending to secure such monopoly? 
lias it made any contracts or agreements tending to secure any 
onopoly to itself or any other concern, whether owned by an 
al or individuals, a corporation, or some combination of indi 
r corporations ? 
such corporation, or any of officers, a party to any con- 
reement, combination, or conspiracy, in the form of a trust or 
e, in restraint of trade or commerce among the several States 
oreign nations? 
jas the corporation, or any of its officers, purchased or does it 
stock of any other corporation for the purpose of controlling 


izgement ? 


monopoly or does it use 


fe 
ts 


reports of the examiners shall be prima facie evidence as to 
ith, and may be introduced in evidence in all courts to prove 
ts therein set forth. Copies certified by the Anditor shall be 
le with like effect and under the same circumstances as the 


‘ 
i. 
I word “ corporation.’ 


wherever used in this act, shall be deemed 


inde companies and associations existing or authorized by the 
f the I ted States, the laws of any State or Territory, or the 





any foreign country. 
Sec. 8. That the Secretary of Transportation shall annually, at the 










































close of each fiscal year, make a report in writing to the Congress 
giving an account of all money received and disbur 1 by him and his 
Department, and describing the work done | he Depat ! n i 
specting, examining, and regulating, as p1 d by 1 co 
tions engaged in interstate and foreign « ‘ i vn ip 
or operation, of any of the foregoing-described transpo1 nh W ; 
or lines of transportation or enga i nt ‘ 
or foreign commerce, and making such reco! ndati is he 
deem necessary for the effective performance of t) i ind purposes 
of the Department. He shall also, from ti ) lake ! 
special investigations and reports as he may t 
President, or by either House of Congress, v I 
deem necessary and urgent. 

Sec. 9. That the Secretary of Transportatio l have « rge o 
the building or premises occupied by or appr i to ] 
Department of ‘Transportation, of the library, f tu 
records, and other property appertaining to it, or here f 
use in its business; and he shall be allowed to expend ri 
and the purposes of the library and for the rental of ut 
ters for the accommodation of the Department of Transp oO! n 
the District of Columbia, and for all other incidental penses i 
sums as Congress may provide from time to time: Provid howe 
That where any office, bureau, or branch of the public service trans 
ferred to the Department of Transportation by this act is occupy 
rented buildings or premises it may still continue to do so until 
suitable quarters are provided for its use: And provided further, 'I 
all officers, clerks, and employees now employed in any of the rea 
offices, departments, or branches of the iblic service refer? to in 
this act transferred to the Department of Transportation are each and 
all hereby transferred to said Department at their present grade nd 
salaries except where otherwise provided: And provided further, 1 
all laws prescribing the work and defining the dutis the eral 
bureaus, offices, departments, or branches of the public servic: this 
act transferred to and made a part of the Depart nt of Transp tion 
shall, so far as the same are not in conflict with the provisi 
act, remain in force and effect until provided by law 

Sec. 10. That all power and authority heretofore possessed or ¢ 
cised by the head of any Executive Department over any res 
branch, or division of the public service by this a ansfe 
Department of Transportation, or any iness arisin t 
appertaining thereto, whether of an appellate or advisory ec! 
otherwise, shall hereafter be vested in and exercised by tl f the 
said Department of Transportation. And all acts or parts of ts 
inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed 

All branches of the work of the Interstate Commerce Comr ! 
except such as relatés to the work of said Commission in ex 
into and regulating rates and classification of rates f i ; 
are hereby transferred to the De tment of Transport But 
nothing in this act shall be construed as in a1 Way a i i yf 
the powers over interstate commerce and interstate « ! d 
by the interstate commerce act 


















Sec. 11. That it shall be the duty of the Department of Transporta 
tion to especially see to it that all the laws ré ting } irl 3 
and interstate transportation highways at ectly en ed and 
all violations of the same are prompt pun ed acc lin t \ 
And said Department of Transportation shall ex | iptiy ti 
forcement of all orders and decisions of the l state ¢ I e { i 
mission affecting rates, classifications, and so fort 

Sec. 12. That all said transportation corporations, and their s . 
holders, officers, directors, and agents, are hereby re d to t 
annually to the Department of Transportation wit days 
each Congressional and Presidential election all money <« 
tributed directly or indirectly by them to the con indidate 
campaign funds of the separate political part i in i 
elections. 

Src. 13. That a person, to be designated by the S« tary of S 
shall be appointed to formulate, under his direction, f the ins 
of consular officers, the requests of the Secretary of Tran 
and to prepare from the dispatches of consular officers for tr ! i 
to the Secretary of Transportation such information as a] 
the work of the Department of Transportation; and h I 
be the chief of such bureau, with a salary of $4,000 a 
furnished with such clerical assistance as may be d 1 
by the Secretary of State 

Sec. 14. That this act shall take effect immediat: 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, the bill just read by t li 
introduced by me, to create the Department of Trans] mn, is 
a most comprehensive measure, dealing in a logical l 


practicable manner with this great interstate-commerce tra! 
tation problem. The measure provides for par ular offi 
the new department to investi rt , and regulate st l 
and electric railways, telegraphs, telephones, waterway t ic, 


} 





grate, r 


pipe lines, and the express DuSsInNess Powers are conferred on 
the department to obtain full information not « is to es 
and other traffic arrangements, but as to the genuine ca i] em- 
ployed, the resources and liabilities, earnings, d lends, ¢ 
and penalties, rather more severe than tl e us | 7 
the tender discipline of lawless corporations, a fixed 
heavy fines and ineligibility of directors to r 1 the . 
when they have made false reports or defied the offi 
ing information. The purpose of the bill ot to 
with the work of the Interstate Commerce ¢ mission 
amining into and regulating rates, but to a t] 
of compelling the transportation companies to o t ] 
as all others are expected to do; and if this l were ( 
the statute books, I feel confident it would h ' i 
go very far to solve some of the intricate quest 
these powerful interstate transportation s 

I believe, sir, that if a simple bill we 
acted into law, making the giving or receiving of 
ony, and the power conferred on the I! tute ¢ sf 
mission, where rates were unjust and un just 
and reasonable rates and maintain the me, d 1 
or set aside by the court of last resort, and my Dill, eh 3 
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just been read by the Clerk, placed by its side on the statute 
that the cause of the people would triumph, that the 
Government would control the situation, and be able to fix 
the rates and regulate the great interstate transportation sys- 
tems of our country, instead of the great interstate transporta- 
tion companies controlling and dominating the Government. 
[| Applause. ] 

I have given much time and careful study to the problems 
which we have been debating here for the past week, and 
which are and have been live questions before the people of 
this country for the past ten or fifteen years; and I believe 
that if we had a Department of Transportation to regulate the 
railroads and the transportaticn companies of the country, as 
provided in my bill, and to see to it that they did not violate 
the law, and if they did violate the law that the penalties of 
existing laws were speedily enforced against them, I believe 
that most of the problems would be solved and the question at 
issue settled in justice to all and with injury to none. 

This bill of mine, sir, to create the Department of Transpor- 
tation has been approved in editorials by some of the leading 
American newspapers. It has met with most favorable com- 


books, 


ment by many of the leading political writers and philosoph- | 


ical thinkers and railway economists of the land; and I believe 
that sooner or later this bill of mine, or some measure of a 


the United States. It is the first attempt that has ever been 
made in this country to deal with this interstate-transportation 
problem in a scientific manner and a practicable business way. 
And just in this connection I want to have read a letter from 
the American Anti-Trust League, a well-known nonpartisan 
organization of earnest and determined and patriotic and lib- 
erty-loving Americans, who have done and are doing most 
effective work for reform, for good government, for the enforce- 
ment of the laws against the criminal trusts, for honest and 
just and equal laws, and for every righteous struggle in the 
cause of the plain people, and who are organized for infiu- 
ential work in every State in the Union. I ask the Clerk to 
read to the House the following letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

M. L. Lockwood, national president; H. B. Martin, national secre- 
tary; C. T. Bride, national treasurer; W. B. Fleming, national finan- 
cial secretary ; William M. Morgan, national recording secretary. 


Vational executive committee.—M. L. Lockwood (chairman), Pennsyl- 


vania; H. B. Martin (secretary), New York; F. S. Monnett, Ohiv; 
P. £. Dowe, New York; F. J. Van Vorhis, Indiana; W. T. LaFollette, 
South Dakota; James Barrett, Georgia; William Prentiss, Lllinois; 
c. T. Bride, District of Columbia; H. J. Schulteis, District of Colum- 
bia; W. B. Fleming, Kentucky; W. A. L. Riegel, New York. 


Capt. Charles Campbell, general organizer, New York. 
‘Salus populi suprema est lex.” 
THE AMERICAN ANTI-TrRUST LEAGUE, 
NATIONAL OFFICE, 1229 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW., 
Washington, D. C., Janucry 20, 1906. 

DEAR Sir: The national executive committee of the American Anti- 
Trust League believing that the prompt and thorough enforcement of 
he laws governing the great transportation corporations now in con- 
ol of the transportation business of the nation is of most vital im- 
ortance to the whole people, and believing, after a careful examination 
its main features, that H. R. 8453, the bill creating a department of 
nsportation, introduced by Congressman WILLIAM SULZER, of New 

‘k, is a much needed and effective step toward securing the proper 
nforcement of the laws regulating transportation, we hereby heartily 


Aronmac 


at the present session for the following reasons: 
irst. Because at 
the enforcement of the laws governing the vast transportation business 


kk 
LW 
ty 


of the United States. 

Second. Because H. R. 8453 provides for a thoroughly competent de- 
partment of the Government, charged with the sole duty of securing an 
effective enforcement of the laws and regulations governing the trans- 
portation industry. 

rhird. The creating of such an executive department of transporta- 
tion, clothed with the comprehensive supervisory and regulative powers 


provided in Congressman SULZER’s bill, will act as a powerful prevent- 
ive of many violations of the law and will secure prompt punishment 
of the great corporate offenders who now seem to be beyond the reach 
of the law 


i 


rth. Such a department of transportation, as provided in H. R. 
R4- vill secure full publicity in the workings of the transportation 
ons, and thus prevent those numerous violations of the laws, 
v h are only made possible because of their secrecy. 
j The secret rebates and discriminations of the carriers which 
t up the great criminal trusts will be prevented by the provi- 
‘ odied in Mr. SuLzgenr’s bill. 

Sixt The Interstate Commerce Commission being relieved of the 
er s s of the executive duty of attempting to enforce the 
laws, wi e able to much more effectively perform its proper function 
of regulating rates, classifications, etc 

Seventh. The defiance, both open and secret, of the laws by the great 
transportation corporations, which has become a national scandal and 

intolerable abuse, can be easily put a stop to by the provisions for 
policing the railroad corporations and other transportation companies 
embodied in the Sulzer bill. 

Fighth. H. R, 8453 also provides an effective check upon the great 


influence in elections, of the enormous 
funds of favored political parties and 


evils connected with the corrupt 
contributions to the campaign 
didates which now prevails. 
Ninth. H. R. 8453 greatly simplifies the work of government regula- 
tion and enforcement of existing laws relating to this vast transporta- 


cat 


tion business by. providing what we should always be extremely carefu] 
to maintain, viz, the complete separation of the legislative and execy- 
tive branches of our government machinery. 

For these reasons, and others that will readily commend themselves 
to all who carefully consider the provisions of the Department of 
Transportation bill (H. R. 8453), we request all friends of the pro 
posed law to use their influence through commercial and industria] 
organizations, through the press, and with their Congressmen and Sena. 
tors, to secure the passage of the bill at the present session of Congress. 

NATIONAL EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
AMERICAN ANTITRUST LEAGUE. 
H. B. MARTIN, National Secretary. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, that letter from the American 
Anti-Trust League of the United States, indorsing my Dill to 
create the Department of Transportation, speaks for itself. Ii 
is a bugle call in no uncertain tones to every friend of govern- 
mental regulation of interstate transportation corporations to 
favor and aid in the enactment of the legislation proposed in 
my bill, and needs from me no further comment. 

It is only just for me to say, however, that I have received 
numerous letters from all over the country in favor of this bil! 
to create the Department of Transportation to regulate the great 
interstate transporation companies of the country and to be able 
to see to it that they obey the law and do no injury to the people. 
I have taken this opportunity to put the bill in the Recorp as a 


| part of my speech to give notice to the Members of the House 


a . 7 | that I shall offer it as an amendment to the pending bill whe: 
similar character, will be enacted into law by the Congress of | I & re 


the bill is open for amendment; and to get my measure, with «ll 
that it means, before the people generally of the country, so that 
those who are really interested in this great transportation 
question can read it for themselves, in connection with the mat- 
ters now under discussion, and can study its features and their 
application to the problems we are endeavoring to solve; and | 


| believe that those who look deeply and carefully into the sub- 





ject and who truly and earnestly desire to accomplish sonie- 
thing of a permanent character to compel the railways‘and other 
interstate transportation corporations, including the steni- 
beats, the telegraph, the telephone, the express, and the pipe 
line companies, to obey the law of the land, will agree with ie, 
that this proposed legislation, embodied in this bill introduced 
by me, goes further than any other plan heretofore conceived to 
treat all the matters involved in this discussion in a practical 
business way and in a comprehensive governmental manner. 
[ Applause. ] 

I shall do my best, Mr. Chairman, in Congress and out of Con- 
gress, to make this billa law. Idonotsay itis perfect. I know 
in the first instance that no proposed constructive legislatio: is 
absolutely perfect; but I do claim that it is practicable, that it is 
comprehensive, that it is constitutional, and that it will go further 
in every way than any other plan thus far proposed to effectu 
ally check the evils which have grown up during the list 
twenty-five years in connection with our interstate transporta- 
tion corporations, and do more than any other thing thus far 
suggested to remedy all the interstate transportation evils so 
bitterly complained of, at the present time, by the people of 
the United States. I shall welcome letters of approval, or suz- 
gestions and criticisms concerning this bill, from any and every 
citizen of our country who will take the trouble to study this 
broad and complete measure and the time to write me his views 


| concerning it. 


wse the said bill and urge upon Congress that it be enacted into | 


If it is claimed that the enactment of this bill into law wou! 


| create additional offices and more expense to the Government 


the present time there is no proper provision for | 


I answer, that if the people can get the right kind of men to 
occupy these offices, created in this bill, the gain will be the 
people’s gain; and so far as the expense is concerned it wi!! 
infinitesimal in comparison with the importance of the data and 
statistics which will be procured, and the magnitude o! 
work which can be accomplished all along the line of the )0»- 
ple’s desires and demands. I say, and those who have stu: 
this subject sufficiently to speak intelligently about it I think 
will agree with me, that the real solution of the problems pre- 


sented in connection with the evils growing out of abuses by 
great interstate transportation systems is publicity and the r vid 
and prompt enforcement of the law, and this can only be done 
and accomplished by Government regulation and Goverment 
| supervision of these interstate transportation corporations. It 
is just as practicable from a business view, and a governi tal 


standpoint, as the supervision and the regulation by the (ov 
ernment of the national banks, and I say just as necessary. 
railroads must be the servants of the people—not their masters. 


This bill is in the interest of the toilers of our land, the »!\'p- 
pers and producers of our country, and the people gene |ly. 
If there be any genuine opposition to this legislation it «es 
from the interstate transportation systems that are vio 1's 
the law, and dread publicity, and fear exposure, and edy 
punishment through the agencies created by this bill for sov- 
ernmental supervision and regulation. I say the bill is : a 

rue 


bill, a just bill, a comprehensive bill, and a feasible co! 
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tive scheme of practical legislation along proper and intelligent | with the responsibility and the sole duty of the prompt and 
lines to eradicate intrenched wrongs that are to-day oppressing | thorough enforcement of the laws of the United State 
the people and doing a great injustice to the citizens of this | ing companies and corporations doing an intersta 
ountry. [Applause.] business. My bill creates this department. T! is an e 
Mr. Chairman, legislative reforms are things of slow growth. | tive function, and belongs to the executive branch of the ¢ 
It takes years of agitation to create sufficient public opinion | ment; and these three functions should always be ! 
write a new law upon the statute books in the interest of | and distinct. 
the people. But how different concerning the wishes of the Now, sir, I think I have stated the proposition broadly and 
lfish few. A great trust battening on the people’s credulity, | briefly. I have drawn my bill to create such 
or a great monopoly fattening on special privilege and nurtured | executive branch of the Government, for the « 
litical favoritism, can come to the halls ef Cengress and | enforcement of the laws governing every company, and 
a bill for its own selfish interests and greedy purposes | poration, and every common carrier doing an int 
the lifetime of a single session. It takes, however, a | business. My plan is in line with the true pri 








long time for the people to win; but the truth will and must | stitutions from the days of the fathers down to the | 
tually prevail if one man dare assert it every day. So the | time, and when it is adopted by Congress, and it must dd 
1 of this proposition will win in the end. sconer or later, it will provide the quickest agency fo 
Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have said, I shall offer this bill of | proper and speedy execution of the laws against flagrant \ 
mine as an amendment to the pending measure when the bill is | tions of our statutes; and, to my mind, after mature refi 
open for amendment in the House. I believe my bill is germane | and careful consideration I believe it will prove an effectual 
to the proposition we are at present discussing and will not be | remedy for the principal evils we are trying to check and to 
ject to a point of order, but whether it is or not, I want to | stop; and for once and for all time eradicate from the body 
notice now that I am in earnest in my contention for the | politic and our system of government the lawless abuses of th 
‘ tment into law of this bill, and I shall keep up the fight | great and the powerful interstate-transportation coi lies 
week in and week out until the matter is properly presented to | our country. [Loud applause. ] 
the House and an opportunity given for discussion and a vote Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committ 
upon it on its merits. The vast extent of the interstate | do now rise. 
ortation problem and the pressing and urgent importance The motion was agreed to. 
‘ slative remedies to correct existing evils to all the people Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having r 
of the United States are ample warrant for Congress to give | sumed the chair, Mr. Vreecanp, Chairman of the Com 
this question the deepest investigation and the fullest consid- of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported tl tl 
( nm. There are many bills now before Congress affecting | committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12987 


juestion, some good, some bad, some indifferent, but no one | the railroad rate bill—and had come to no re: 
of the bills, in my opinion, is a complete solution of all the 
questions involved in the problem. Hence the disposition on 


} hereon, 
ihe part of some of the Republican leaders, which must be mani- | The SPEAKER. Senate bill 56 should have been held on the 
| 
| 


solution t 


EXTENSION OF RHODE ISLAND AVENUE NE. 


fest to all, to rush through some plainly imperfect bill, to rail- | table, under the rules, by request of the chairman of the Com- 
road to the Senate some defective measure, and then attempt to | mittee on the District of Columbia that it lie on the table, the 
wash their hands of all further responsibility in the matter, as | committee having reported a similar House bill which was on 
was done in the last Congress with the Esch-Townsend bill, is a | the Calendar. Inadvertently it was referred to the District of 


procedure that should not commend itself to the Members of | Columbia Committee. The Chair submits to the House that, if 
this House, and I know will not be approved by the people. | there is no objection, the committee will be discharged fro - 
| do not claim that my bill is a panacea for all the evils | ther consideration and the Senate bill will lie on the Speaker's 
growing out of the interstate transportation problem. But I | table. Is there objection? 
do assert that my bill proposes to settle, and settle right and There was no objection. 
for a long time to come, a most important phase of this ab- ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
struse and intricate question, and to do it in a thorough, prompt, Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 


I 

the enforcement of the laws of our country affecting every com- 

pany and corporation doing an interstate-commerce transporta- 

tion business. This will include all railways, all steamboats, 

all express companies, all pipe lines, all telephone lines, and all | 

i ‘aph lines, and the Government will be able to make in- SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

vestigations, secure the information, collect the data, and effectu- | Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolu- 

deal with the questions involved through the instrumen- | tions of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table 

talities created in this bill in an intelligent way and a compre- | and referred to their appropriate committees as indicated b 

hensive manner. [Applause.] | §.139. An act granting an increase of 

this bill becomes a law the Government will be in a posi- 

to have in its power the agency to gather data, ascertain 

facts, get information, make investigations, enforce its orders, 

‘ prevent evils and wrongs by the strict and speedy execu- | 

tion of the laws now on the statute books, and if those laws are | 

not sufficient to stop the evils complained of by the people, then 

‘overnment can recommend to Congress the enactment of 

ional laws to effectually eradicate every evil in connec- 

tion with the interstate transportation problem. souri—to the Committee on War Claims. 

\ir. Chairman, in studying this great question I am satisfied §. 1026. An act for the relief of Gen. C. C. Andrew to tl 
three things are absolutely necessary to be done, at the Committee on Claims. 


| of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
H. R. 5289. An act to provide for the selection of grand l 


| 
tical, effective, and businesslike way, by publicity, and by | 
petit jurors for the district courts in the Territory of Oklah 
} 
| 
| 


pension to Frederick 
Le Hundra—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 968. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwa 
Michaelis, alias Edward Michel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

S. 788. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward LP. 
Metcalf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

S. 567. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Tr ) 


‘ 


make an examination of certain claims of the State of M 





nt time, to effectually deal with the problems arising from S. 676. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua W 
the abuses of these interstate transportation systems. Tolford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘irst, there must be a body like the Interstate Commerce S. 134. An act establishing an additional recording district 
mission, clothed with the right and authority to make just, | in Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
and reasonable rates in place of unjust, unfair, and un- S. 1669. An act for the establishment of an additional 1 
reasonable rates, and have these rates take effect immediately, | cording district in the Indian Territory, and for othy 
| remain in full force and effect until modified or set aside by | poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
‘ie Commission; or modified or set aside by the court of last S. 2262. An act for the relief of Pay Director E. B. R 











resort. This is an administrative function and should be the | United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 
e and only power under the constitutional limitations of our S. 2625. An act for the relief of Robert W. Caldwell, Firsi 


ernment conferred on the Interstate Commerce Commission. | Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery Volunteers—to the Com: 
Second. There must be a body clothed with authority to deter- | on Military Affairs. 

e controversies, review the orders of the Interstate Com- S. 2783. An act to repeal section 11 of the act « led “An 

‘¢ Commission, and interpret the laws of Congress governing | act making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
| regulating transportation. ‘This is a judicial function, and | penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
uld properly be vested in the courts of our country. lations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
‘hird. There should be an executive department in the Na- | 1890, and for other purposes”—to the Committee on Indian 
ial Government, with a Cabinet officer at its head, charged | Affairs. 
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S. 3321. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Olney P. B. 


Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2872. An act for the relief of the French Trans-Atlantic 
Cable Company—to the Committee on War Claims, i 
S. R. 28. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution—to the Committee 


on the Library. 

S. R. 12. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish a condemned cannon to the board of regents of the 
University of South Dakota, at Vermilion, S. Dak., to be placed 
on the campus of said institution—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

SALE OF CERTAIN TIMBER ON MENOMINEE INDIAN RESERVATION, WIS. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 138872) to authorize the 
sale of timber on certain of the lands reserved for the use of 
the Menominee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to hear the bill read, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to sell, under such rules and regulations as he may 
prescribe, the blown-down timber and the standing merchantable tim- 


ber on the sections containing blown-down: timber on the Menominee 
Indian Reservation, in Wisconsin, as herein provided, such sale to be 


in addition to the amount authorized to be sold annually by the act of 
June 12, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 146). : 
Sec. 2. That the timber shall be sold on stumpage, the sale to be con- 


fined to the sections containing blown-down timber, to the highest bid- 
bidders, for cash, after due advertisement inviting proposals, in 

ich manner and at such time and place as the Secretary may direct. 
And the Secretary shall appoint a competent man, who shall be a prac- 
tical logger, to superintend the marking and cutting of the timber and 
the scaling of the logs, the timber to be paid for according to the Gov- 
ernment scale, no sale, however, to be valid until approved by said 
Secretary. The compensation of the superintendent and scalers shall 
be fixed by the Secretary. 

Sec. 3. That from the net proceeds of sales of said Menominee tim- 
ber 
Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Menominee Indians 
in Wisconsin, to be used under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 


der or 


terior for the benefit of said Indians, and the residue of said proceeds | 


shall be funded in the United States Treasury, interest on which shall 
be allowed said tribe annually at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, to 
be paid to the tribe per capita or expended for their benefit under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall be and remain inoperative until full and 
satisfactory evidence shall have been placed on the files of the Office of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the sales of timber and the 
manner of disposing of the proceeds of same herein authorized have 
the sanction of the tribe, evidenced by orders of agreement taken in 
full council. 


With the following amendments recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs: 


Insert after the word “ timber,” near the end of line 6, page 1, “in 
the north half of township No. 29, range No. 13 east, the north half of 


township No. 29, range No. 14 east, and in the south half of township 
No. 30, range No. 13 east.” 

Strike out the word “five” where it occurs in line 18, page 2, and 
insert the word “ three.” 


Strike out all of section 4. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendments were considered, and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Brown, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

REPRINT 


OF A BILL. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent for the reprint of the bill (H. R. 10071) to 
provide for untaxed denaturized alcohol for industrial pur- 
poses. It is entirely exhausted in the document room. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of a preliminary 


examination of Clearwater River, Idaho—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 








Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, public bills and resolutions of 


| the following titles were severally reported from committees. 
| delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars 


therein named, as follows: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10853) to 
prohibit gambling in the Territories, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1056); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MORRELL, from the Committee on the District of (o- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 812°) 
to provide for the infliction of corporal punishment upon 4}! 
male persons convicted of willfully beating their wives, and the 
manner and place of inflicting the said punishment, and the 
officers by whom the same is to be inflicted, reported the same 
without recommendation, accompanied by a report (No. 1057) : 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. : 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from comuinittecs, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9146) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis A. Jones, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 928); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2108) graunt- 
ing a pension to Mattie Settlemire, reported the. same with 


‘ / amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 929) ; which said jill 
shall be deducted one-fifth part, which shall be deposited in the | 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7213) granting 
an increase of pension to Loucette E. Glavis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 930); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenday. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid: Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7222) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Levi J. Walton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 931) ; which 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid [en- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6813) 
granting a pension to Emsley Kinsauls, reported the saine with 
amendment, accompanied: by a report (No. 932); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6494) granting 


an increase of pension to William Hughes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 933); which 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (Ii. R. 
6226) granting an increase of pension to George Bruuer, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 


(No. 934); which said bill and report were referred to the [ri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6133) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary Bagley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 935); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House. (H. R. 6063) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria Dyer, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 936); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensicis. © 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5692) granting 


an increase of pension to H. G. Gardner, reported the samc \ ith 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 937); whict said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invali! len 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 90) 
granting an increase of pension to Abraham Mathews, re!) rted 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. /'>) > 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensiv s, © 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5605) granting 
an inerease of pension to James §S. Pelley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 939) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5212) granting | 


an inerease of pension to Giles Q. Slocum, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 940); which | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (TI. R. 5028) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel P. Carll, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


(No. 955); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1658) granting 
an increase of pension to George M. Drake, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 956): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 


| sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 628) 


panied by a report (No. 941) ; which said bill and report were | 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4957) granting 
in inerease of pension to Elijah J. Snodgrass, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 942); which 

iid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4741) grant- 
ng an increase of pension to Stephen Dickerson, reported the 
sume with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 943); 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | an increase of pension to William A. Southworth, reported the 


grant- | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4704) 
ng a pension to Alice Rourk, reported the same with amend- 
nent, accompanied by a report (No. 944); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4685) granting an increase of pension 
to Jacob Rich, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 945) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4192) grant- 
ug an inerease of pension to John C. Cavanaugh, reported the 

ne with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 946); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3571) 
cranting a pension to Eber Watson, reported the same with 

endment, accompanied by a report (No. 947) ; which said bill 
ind report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
hich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3544) grant- 

‘an increase of pension to Josiah M. Grier, reported the same 

th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 948); which 

id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
hich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3502) granting 
pension to Morris Osborn, reported the same with amendment, 

panied by a report (No. 949); which said bill and report 

re referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3483) granting 
| increase of pension to Lemuel P. Williams, reported the same 
vith amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 950); which 

( bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3403) granting 
nerease of pension to George A. Baker, reported the same 

th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 951): which 

{ bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
lh was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3342) granting 
nerease of pension to Abin L. Ingram, reported the same 

(th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 952); which 

( bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

‘ich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2949) granting 
increase of pension to George W. Adamson, reported the 

ie with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 953) ; 
ch said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
lar, 

\ir. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
\ich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2478) granting 
pension to Asa M. Foote, reported the same with amendment, 

cinpanied by a report (No. 954); which said bill and report 

re referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
usions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 

‘t) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel Buchanan, 
‘ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
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granting a pension to David L. Finch, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 957) ; which said bill 


| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13536) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Veter Cline, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 958); which said bill 


| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13512) 
granting a pension to John McLane, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 959); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13141) granting 


said 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 960) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13129) granting 
an increase of pension to Pinkney W. H. Lee, reported the 


ns. 


ime 

without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 961); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 13010) granting an increase of pension 
to Alice B. Hartshorne, reported the same with amendn 
companied by a report (No. 962); which bill 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 129 granting an increase of pen-ion 
to James Hoover, reported the same with amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 963); which said bill and 
referred to the Private Calender. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12754) grant 


an increase of pension to William B. Eversole, reported the same 


said and r 


37) 


report were 


ine 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 964); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12715) granting 
an increase of pension to Augustus F. Bradbury, reported the 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 905) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen 
dar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the House (IL. R. 12506) 
an increase of pension to John T. Howell, reported the same with 


to 


rraniine 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 9066): which tid bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Andrew Dunning, rep 


1234) er tine 


rted the s 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 967): which 
said bill and report ‘were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Vensicns, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (TI. R. 12027) granting 
an increase of pension to Nathan C. Bradley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 968); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12016) granting 
an increase of pension to James Cassaday, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 969); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11842) granting an increase of pension to James M. Noble, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
970); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11745) granting 
an increase of pension to James D. Billingsley, r ted th ie 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 971); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Cale! 
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Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11724) granting 
an increase ef pension to John A. Conley; reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 972); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11654) grant- 
ing a pension to Hmma A. Smith, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 973); which said bill and | 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11561) granting 
an inerease of pension to Egbert P. Shetter, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 974); which | 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11353 
an increase of pension to Isaac M. Woodworth, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 975) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


) granting | 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10883) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Lee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 976); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10770) granting a pension to Helen P. Martin, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 977); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10807) granting an increase of pension 
to Jacob J. Long, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 978); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10720) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to J. F, Caldwell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 979); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10632) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Preston, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 980); 
| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10637) granting 


which 


Sal 


an increase of pension to Levi I. Shipman, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 981); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


to Milton A. Saeger, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied. by a report (No. 982); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


297) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Hercher- 
berger, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 983); which said bill and report were referred to 
» Private Calendar. 

Vir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10269) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Ricketts, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 984); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10216) granting 
an increase of pension to Hugh Longstaff, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 985); which said bill 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9906) 
‘ranting an inerease of pension to Hinman Rhodes, reported the 
ith amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 986); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9279) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Curley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 987); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9237) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Dachrodt, reported the same 


mn? 7 


= . 
same W 


from the Committee on Invalid 


| 
| 
' 
| 
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without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 988) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9209) grant- 


; ing an increase of pension to Stephen D. Cohens, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 989); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9052) 
granting an increase of pension to Jonathan Wood, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 990); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendir, 
Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Peun- 
sions, to which was reported the bill of the House (H. R. 7955) 
granting an increase of pension to Newton BH. Terrell, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 991) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendiy, 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensious, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7711) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Dunnan, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 992) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7546) 
granting a pension to Edna Buchanan, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 993); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private aClendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7525) granting 
an increase of pension to William K. Spencer, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 994); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 164) granting a 
pension to Helen A. Frederick, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 995); which said 
bill and report were referred.to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill of the Senate (S. 603) granting an increase of pension 
to Lide S. Leonard, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 996); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 666) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Patrick, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 997); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7238) grant- 
ing a pension to William J. Campbell, reported the same with 
amendinent, accompanied by a report (No. 998); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
the bill of the House (H. R. 5855) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Francis L. Brown, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 999) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the [louse 
(H. R. 13456) for the relief of James McKenzie, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1000); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calet- 
dar. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 
6675) for the relief of the Methodist Church at Newl)haven, 
Ky., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 4 
report (No. 1001) ; which said bill and report were referred to 


the Private Calendar. : 
Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1738): for tlic relief 
of Sarah A. Clapp, reported the same without amendme: = 
por 


companied by a report (No. 1002); which said bill and | 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3459) for the relief of 
Jobn W. Williams, reported the same with amendment, acco! 
panied by a report (No. 1003); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, ' 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10253) ‘or the 
relief of John S. Logan, reported the same with amendment, * 
companied by a report (No. 1004) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5681) for the relief of 
John Lewis Young, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1005) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 7642, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 213) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of Peter Williams, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1009) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 539, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 214) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Edward Cahalan, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1010); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1277, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 215) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Ira T. Jordan, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1011) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
13128, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 216) refer- 
ring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of the estate 


of H. 8S. Simmons, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
1012); which said resolution and report were referred to the 


Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 11583, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 217) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Noah King, de- 
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1013); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11258, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 218) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of John Patterson, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1014); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 8655, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 219) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of legal heirs of Raphael L. David, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1015) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 7640, reported in lieu 
hereof a resolution (H. Res. 220) referring to the Court of 
Clnaims the papers in the case of the estate of Wiley B. Brigance, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1016) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11255, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 221) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of A. P. Gafford, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1017), which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\lr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4876, reported 

lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 222) referring to the Court 
Claims the papers in the case of Francis M. Sheppard, ac- 

panied by a report (No. 1018); which said resolution and 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
ich was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7886, reported 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 223) referring to the Court 
Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of John McH. 
ley and Allie V. Kelley, accompanied by a report (No. 1019) ; 
Pier resolution and report were referred to the Private 
‘ iendar, 

‘ir. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 

s referred the bill of the House H. R. 12750, reported in lieu 

reof a resolution (H. Res. 224) referring to the Court of 

ims the papers in the ease of B. F. Moody & Co., or their 

il representatives, accompanied by a report (No. 1020) ; which 


(| resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
dar. 


‘le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| of the House H. R. 11683, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
i (TH. Res, 225) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 


in the case of Mrs. Adeline D. Norris, widow of W. W. Norris, 








accompanied by a report (No. 1021); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 6674, 
reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 226) referring to 
the Court of Claims the papers in the case of First Presbyterian 
Church, at Lebanon, Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 1022) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 6677, reported in lieu thereof a reso 
lution (H. Res. 227) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Baptist Church at Bloomfield, Ky., accompanied 
by a report (No. 1023); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3473, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 228) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of James T. Caldwell, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1024); which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4372, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 229) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of Louis Benecke, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1025); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12006, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 230) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of trustees of Ivey Memorial 
Chapel, Chesterfield County, Va., accompanied by a_ report 
(No. 1026); which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 11584, reported lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 231) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of J. W. Marshal, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1027); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3468, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of James T. Caldwell, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1028) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3471, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
tion (H. Res. 283) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of William M. Mantlo, accompanied by a report (No. 
1029) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 13591, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 234) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of John B. Hannah, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1030); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3478, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 235) referring to the Court of 
Claims:-the papers in the case of personal representatives of the 
estate of Alexander Myers, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1031); which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3475, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
tion (H. Res. 236) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of Samuel Ayres, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1032); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3472, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 237) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Mrs. Ellen H. Smith, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1033) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3476, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
tion (H. Res. 238) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the trustees of Liberty Baptist Church, New Kent 
County, Va., accompanied by a report (No. 1034); which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the House H. 





R. 3479, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 


tion (H. Res. 239) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the trustees of Fourmile Creek Baptist Church, 
Henrico County, Va., accompanied by a report (No. 1035) ; 


which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 3469, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 240) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the ease of Margaret Myers, accompanied by a report (No. 
1036); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Hrouse H. R. 3477, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 241) referring-to the Court of Claims the papers 


in the case of the relief of the trustees of Westover Church, 
Charles City County, Va., accompanied by a report (No. 1037) ; 

which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4839, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 242) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of David Wise, de- 
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1038); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the-bill of the House H. R. 13462, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 243) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of President Wolraven, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1089); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

_bill of the House H. R. 6765, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 244) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the estate of Thomas Heyser, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1040); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Hie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 13461, reported in lieu thereof a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 245) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the ease of the estate of Enoch Humphreys, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1041); which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R.. 5821, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 246) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of N. C. Fears, administrator of the estate of W. S 
Fears, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1042); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 


Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
3619, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 247) refer- 


ring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of the trus- 
tees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn., 
accompanied by a report (No. 1048); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. LEER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 13459, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 248) referring to the Court of 


Claims the papers in the case of David H. Neely and Jane A. 
Neely, accompanied by a report (No. 1044); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 
War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
3650, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 249) refer- 
ring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of the vestry 
of St. Pete ‘rs Protests mat Episcopal Church, of Columbia, Teen, - 
accompanied by a report (No. 1045); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. "FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 


which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11252, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 250) referring to the 
Court of Claims the papers in the case of Presbyterian Church, 
Glasgow, Howard Cot . Mo., accompanied by a report (No. 
1046); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calend 

Mr. LEE, fror: the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 8600, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 251) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of W. N. Hedden, accompanied by a report 


inty 


(No. 1047) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 
Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on 


War Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
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3666, reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 252) 
ferring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of th» 
estate of J. J. Walker, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
1048) ; which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred t]) 
bill of the House H. R. 3658, reported in lieu thereof a resolution i 
(H. Res. 253) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in tlc 
case of the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, 
of Triune, Williamson County, Tenn., accompanied by a report 
(No. 1049) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4868, reported in liey 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 254) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Joseph T. Chance and thie 
heirs of John R. Burton, deceased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1050) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 6809, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 255) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of W. J. Craddock, accompanied by a report (No. 
1051); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 6810, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (Hi. Res. 256) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of Stephen F. Fulford, accompanied by a report (No, 
1052); which said resolution and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4235, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 257) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the estate of Robert M. Williams, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1053) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEB, from the Committee on War Clatms, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 13460, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 258) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of William Lewis, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1054) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 13452, reported in lieu thereof a reso- 
lution (H. Res. 259) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of Larkin Clark, deceased, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1055); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
to the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. KENN&DY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (I. &. 
11156) for the relief of Julius Franks, reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 1006) ; which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table. 





Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the petition of the House relative to a claim for 
damages against the Government for Matilda M. Fairex, rep rrted 
the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1007) ; which 
said petition and report were ordered laid on the table. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6720) for - , 
relief of Mrs. Emma P. Barbour, reported the same adv ' 
accompanied by a report (No. 1008); which said bill and 1 pot t 
were ordered laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and 

rials of the following titles were introduced and seve! 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 14172) to provide « temp 
rary substitute for the United States district judge in the Tert 
tory of Porto Rico—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14173) to provide a temporary su!stitule 
for the United States district judge in the Territory of liawall— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 14174) supplements 
act to create the middle district of Pennsylvania—to | 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14! 
further amend the act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 


memMo- 


illy re- 


ry to an 
e Col- 


75) to 








1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2197 





who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, 
and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and de- 
pendent parents, passed June 27, 1890—to the Committee on 

Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14176) to authorize the Secretary of War 
» issue certificates of discharge to certain members of the 
‘ennsylyania Volunteer Militia and the Provisional Pennsyl- 
ania Militia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 14177) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to transfer to the State 
of Michigan, for the use of a forest reserve, all the Government 
lands situated in township 21 north, ranges 3 and 4 west, the 

rth half of township 24 north, range 4 west, and south half of 
township 25 north, range 4 west, State of Michigan—to the Com- 

iittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 14178) establishing’ the 
Wilson Creek National Military Park—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 14179) estab- 
lishing two judicial districts in the State of Colorado—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14180) to au- 

rize the construction of a telephone line from a point at or 

ir Cape Flattery to a point on the north side of Grays Har- 
bor, State of Washington, in aid of the preservation of life and 


I 
i 
‘ 





roperty—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


By Mr. MARSHALL: A bill (H. R. 14181) to declare a por- 
tion of the Red River of the North unnavyigable—to the Com- 

ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A Dill 
lishment of a fish-cultural station in the State of Florida 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 14183) for the 
establishment of two beacon lights at the mouth of La Trappe 
River, Maryland, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14184) to extend the 
irrigation act to the State of Texas—to the Committee on Irri- | 
tion of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14185) to au- 
thorize the sale of the property and the migration of certain 
full-blood Indians, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 14186) 
uting to certain employees of the United States the right to | 
receive from it compensation for injuries sustained in the course | 
of their employment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14187) to extend and regulate the lia- | 
bility of certain classes of employers to make compensation for | 
personal injuries suffered by employees in their service—to the | 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

ty Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 14188) to provide for the 
further purification of the water supply of the District of Co- | 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

by Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 14189) to establish lights | 

on the Monongahela River—to the Committee on Interstate and | 
creign Commerce. 

Mr. McNARY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 96) author- | 

ug the President of the United States to direct the ambassa- | 

( of the United States to France to procure from the Govern- | 

t of France the names of the officers and men who served | 


(H. R. 14182) for the estab- 
to 





he so-called Irish regiments of the French army in the war of 
» American Revolution—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A resolution (H. Res. 212) 
ng for investigation of the affairs of the People’s United 
tes Bank, of St. Louis—to the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
n (H. Res. 213) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
to the Private Calendar. 


. 


ivy Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
olution (H. Res. 214) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 


to the Private Calendar. ' 
by Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
olution (H. Res. 215) referring to the Court of Claims H. 
‘i—to the Private Calendar. 
by Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 216) referring to the 
irt of Claims H. R. 13128—to the Private Calendar. 
by Mr. LEB, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
| (H. Res. 217) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. | 
‘é—to the Private Calendar. 
‘y Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
solution (H, Res, 218) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
-08—to the Private Calendar. 


— 
-~ 
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By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 219) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
8655—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 220) referring to the Court of Claims H. R 


7640—to the Private Calendar. 


By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 


tion (H. Res. 221) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
11255—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 222) referring to the Court of Claims 
H. R. 4376—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 223) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
7886—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 224) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
12750—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 225) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 11683—to the Private 
Calendar. 

sy Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 226) referring to the Court of 
| Claims H. R. 6674—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 227) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 6677—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 


resolution (H. Res. 228) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
3473—to the Private Calendar. 

3y Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War C! 
A resolution 


(H. Res. 229) referring to the Court of Claims 
H. R. 48372—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 230) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
12006—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEB, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 231) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
11584—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 


"oo > 
ve 


resolution (H. Res. ) referring to the Court of Claims H. I 
3468—to the Private Calendar. 


— em 


Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 233) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 3471—to the Private 


Calendar. 


By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 234) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 


13591—to the Private Calendar. 


iy Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 235) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
3478—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 236) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 3475—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 237) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 3472—+to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 238) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 3476—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 239) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 3479—to the Private 
| Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 240) 
| referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 3469—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 241) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 3477—to the Private 
Calendar. 
| By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H. Res. 242) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
4839—to the Private Calendar. 

$y Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu 
tion (H. Res. 248) referring to the Court of Claims H. R 
13462—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 244) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 6765—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (TH. Res. 245) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 12461—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (II. Res. 246) 


referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 5821-—to the Private Cal- 
endar. 


By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
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on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 247) referring to the 
Court of Claims H. R. 3619—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 248) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
13459—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 249) referring to the 
Court of Claims H, R. 3650—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. 
A resolution (H. Res. 250) 
H. R. 11252—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 251) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
8600—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 252) referring to the 
Court of Claims H. R. 3666—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 253) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 365S8—to the Private 
Calendar. 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: 
olution (H. Res. 254) 
i8G6S—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (TI. Res. 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 6809—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 256) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 6810—to the Private 
Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
Calendar. 

By Mr, LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 


on 


A res- 


(H. Res. 257) 
4235—to the Private 


tion (H. Res. 258) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
13460—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 259) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 13452—to the Private 
Calendar. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A resolution (H. Res. 260) requesting 
the President of the United States to direct the Interstate 


Commerce Commission to investigate and report to the House 
neerning certain railroads—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


CU 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 





Under 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
as f lows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14190) for 
the relief of James Gwyn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 14191) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Camby—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Iso, a bill (HL. R. 


d 14192) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Wilhelm 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R, 14193) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John T. Booth—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill 
the relief of J. F. Burgess—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 14195) granting an in- 
cre: of pension to John Donnelly—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 14196) for the relief of Bessie 
McAlester McGuirk—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 14197) for the 
relief of Samuel Tomlinson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14198) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William T. Stewart—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14199) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ewing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 14200) granting an increase of pension to 
John K. Dalzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14201) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elijah B. Hudson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14202) granting a pension to Hiram Bow- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14203) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Donaldson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 14204) granting an increase 
of pension to John Shepherd—to the Committee on Pensions. 


(H. R. 14194) for 


Pa 
»\ 


referring to the Court of Claims H. R. | Jonn Montague—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


255) | 
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By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 14205) granting 
a pension to E. R. Westbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 14206) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims in the case of James A. Paulk— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14207) granting an 


| increase of pension to William C. Tanner—to the Committee on 
FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
referring to the Court of Claims | 


Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14208) granting an increase of pension to 
E. C. Compton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14209) granting a 
pension to Sarah Ditlinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14210) granting a pension to Elizabet! 
Broadhead—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14211) granting an increase of pension to 
Deborah J. Pruitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14212) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Cole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14213) granting an increase of pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14214) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14215) referring to the Court of Claims the 
claims of O. P. Cobb and others—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 14216) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Roe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 14217) granting an increase 
of pension to Gilbert Personius—to the Committee on Invilid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLACK (by request): A bill (H. R. 14218) author- 
izing the appointment and retirement of Charles Chaille-Long, 
with the rank of brigadier-general, United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14219) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy R. Robare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14220) granting an increase of pension to 
Lovina Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 14221) granting 


; a pension to Persis A. Gowen—to the Committee on Inyalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14222) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo H. Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14222) for the 
relief of the heirs of Thomas M. Dunn, deceased—to the Coin- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H.-R. 14224) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jennings Duggins—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 14225) granting a pension 
to Rachel A. Lindeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14226) granting a pension to William 
Ward—to the Conmnittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14227) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna C. Bassford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14228) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Nussbaum—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 14229) granting a pension 
to John B. Kenney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 14230) granting an increase 
of pension to F. M. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 14231) grant 
ing an inerease of pension to James Boyce—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14282) for 
the relief of Delia B. Stuart, widow of John Stuart—to the Cou 
mittee on Claims. 


By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 14233) granting a pension t 

Presley F. Black—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14234) granting a pension to James [ticli- 
ardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ie 
n te 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14235) granting an increase of pens! 
John Williams—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14236) granting an increase of pension to 
Trophenius Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pension» 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14237) granting an increase of pension & 
Isaae Kindle—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14238) granting an increase of pen='0" to 
William H. Van Tassell—to the Committee on Invalid 1: non 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14239) granting an increase of pe) 
David L. Yarnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14240) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Nisewanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14241) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia M. Edw ad the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. 14242) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. nade the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14248) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Shuler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14244) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin R. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14245) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14246) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14247) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvia Steward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14248) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Heiserman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14249) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14250) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military reeord of Allen Anderson—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14251) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Peter Poole—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (A. R. 14252) granting a pension 

W. J. Prater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 14253) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Frederick F. Schnake—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14254) granting a pension to Catherine 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 14255) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick A. Hutchens—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 14256) granting an increase of 
pension to James B. Hackett—to the Commitee on Invalid 
Tensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14257) granting an increase of pension to 
Fleming H. Freeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14258) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14259) for the 
relief of Willie V. Stockwill—to the Committee on Claims. 

by Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 14260) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pe sions, 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14261) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard S. Eaton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

hy Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14262) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Philip Liebrick—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 14268) granting a pension to 
lidelia Sellers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14264) granting an increase of pension to 
Jchn TH, Eversole—to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 14265) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kirkpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14266) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 14267) granting a pension 
to James K. Shelton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14268) granting a pension to Polly A. 

ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, a bill (H. R. 14269) granting an increase of pension to 
IF’. A. Minor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14270) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
iso, a bill (H. R. 14271) granting an increase of pension to 

e R. Baucom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14272) granting an increase of pension to 
( les M. Skinner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14273) granting an increase of pension to 


Q 


( les C. Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14274) granting an increase of pension to 
George Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


— a bill (H. R. 14275) granting an increase of pension to 
Huitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘oa a bill (H. R. 14276) granting an increase of pension to 
ines I. Lowdermilk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14277) granting an increase of pension to 
G. S. Seott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14278) granting an increase of. pension to 
Marian A, Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (FH. R. 14279) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Winner Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14280) granting a pension to Francis M. 


Blackstun—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14281) granting a pe 
Westbrook—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14282) granting a pension to Mrs. Fr 
A. Dieffenbacher—to the Committee on Invalid P« 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14283) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ann Melver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14284) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Edward Griffiths—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: 
of pension to William C. 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14286) granting an increase of pension to 


nsions. 
nsion to Sarah J. 
ancis 


Ty n 
NnStons., 


A bill (H. R. 14285) granting 
Hiles—to the 


an increase 
Committee on Invalid 


W. L. Southgate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 14287) granting an increase 


of pension to Martha Brooks—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
By Mr. ROBERTS 


Invalid 


A bill (H. R. 14288) granting a pension 
to Emily A. Robe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 14289) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mattie A. Smith—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 14290) granting an increase 
of pension to David M. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14291) granting an increase of pension to 
David Gough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14292) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Shively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14293) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of D. C. Kindle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A Dill (H. R. 14294) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adelaide D. Merritt—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 14295) removing restric- 


tions on disposition of lands from Leona J. Scoville and Ben J. 
Scoville—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14296) for the 
of the heirs of Hayden M. Prior, deceased, late of Polk 
Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 14297) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William B. Bonaker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


relief 
County, 


By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 14298) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Remick—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 14299) granting an increase 
of pension to Rose Vincent Mullin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14500) 
granting an increase of pension to Susan C. Schroeder—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 14801) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Edward W. Livingston—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. 


By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 14302) to correct the 
military record of George H. Grosvenor and grant him an hono! 
able discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. WHARTON: A bill (H. R. 145803) granting a pension 
to Laura J. Wing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 


from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9993) granting a pension to George W. Warren— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11898) granting a pension to Lars F. Wa 


dsten — 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 13868) granting a pension to Roy Roberts— 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 12511) granting a pension to Susan Murphy 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 1440) granting an increase of pension to Ma- 
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tilda E. Lawton—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to Anna M. Camp— 
Comittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8212) to amend the act approved March 15, 1878, 
entitled “An act for the relief of William A. Hammond, late 
Surgeon-General of the Army ”’—Committee on Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A resolution (H. Res. 193) to pay Marcellus Butler $100— 
Committee on Accounts discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Oak Lawn Church, of Crans- 
ton, R. I., urging passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Lake Seamen’s Union, for 
bill H. R. 12472— to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition relative to money 
taken by United States from the Edwin A. Stevens endow- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Club of Orange, N. 
child-labor law—to the Committee on Labor. 

ty Mr. BANNON: Petitions of the Bulletin, the Transcript, 
and the Portsmouth Correspondent, against the tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the Western Food Jobbers’ 
Association, relative to private car line evils—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, for bill H. R. 
345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petitions of the St. Louis City Drum- 
mers’ Association, the United Commercial Travelers, and Mound 
City Council, No. 207, National Commercial Travelers, favoring 
the Taylor amendment to the national bankruptcy law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, rela- 
tive to the present land laws, as affecting the trans-Mississippi 
region—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the State Corn Growers’ Association, for re- 
ciprocal commercial relations with all foreign countries relative 
to our animal products—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the E. Clemens Horst Company, of San 
Francisco, Cal, relative to an appropriation for important 
lines of hop investigations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the St. Louis Mercantile Library Associa- 
tion, favoring the existing law relative to importation of books— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of I. S. Lavery, for an appropria- 
tion for experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, favoring bill 


J., for a 


H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petitions of H. C. Furmern, the Daily 


Times-Tribune, the Reporter, and the Journal, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


By Mr. BISHOP: Petitions of the Patriot, the Daily News, 
the News, the Record and Appeal, and the American Trader, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petitions of the Pierce Publishing Com- 
pany and the Pioneer Press, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the Chieftain, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of the Ashland Iron and Steel 


Company, against the passage of bill H. R. 7079—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William Sanders—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of John W. Neese, 
Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
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Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, for bill H. Rk. 
345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Association, 
relative to private car line evil—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
South Dakota, against the Henry parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Aberdeen Commercial Club, relative to 
reservation lands west of the Missouri River for settlement 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the Bulletin, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of the News, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Elijah B. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Petition of the News, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Chetopa Clipper, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, 
indorsing bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: Petition of the News, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLE: Petitions of the Ohioan, the Champaign Demo- 
crat, the Union County Journal, the Herald-Voice, George \y. 
Worden, the University Herald, the Enterprise, the Banner, tle 
Daily and Weekly Index, the Record, and the News and Dis- 
patch, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CONNER: Petition of the Journal, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Public Record, the Calhoun County 
Republican, and the Courier, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petitions of the Pennsy!- 
vania Dairy Union, for bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Youghiogheny Lodge, of Connellsville, Pa., 
favoring bill H. R. 9328—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Youghiogheny Lodge, No. 302, of Conne!ls- 
ville, Pa., Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, relative to bill 
S. 1657—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the American 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against Dill 
H. R. 221—to the Committee on Appropriations. , 

Also, petition of Wisconsin Commandery, Military Order of 
Foreign Wars of the United States, favoring the Dryden bil!l— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petitions of the Democrat, the Press- 
Herald-Times, and the Times, against the tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the News and the Herald, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Otis G. Hammond anid 1+ 
others, for an appropriation to compile and publish the n: 


mes 





and data connected therewith of the census of 1790—to the Com- 
mittee on Census. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petitions of the News, the Advertiser, the 
Ledger, the Lock Haven Express, the Muncy Herald and !!. G. 
Phillips, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the onl- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: Petition of Grange No. 17°:), for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Comittee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of the Bulletin, again . 

wit 


tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Wa) 
Means. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of the Finch-Ross Chemica! (om 
pany, of New York, for the repeal of revenue tax on denatvrized 





alcohol—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza\". 
Also, petition of Ulysses Grange and Graton Grange, }):'ro!s 
of Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized ale: \o!— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. a 
Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity. for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to ‘he 


Committee on Claims 
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By Mr. ELLIS: Petitions of Arthur Hill, the Enterprise, and 
the Mid West Fancies, against the tariff on linotype machines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Military Order of Foreign 
Wars, Wisconsin Commandery, favoring the Dryden bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, 

gainst the Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: Petition of the Tuscola County Courier, 
izainst the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

by Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petitions of Evansville Grange 
and Grange No. 444, of Princeton, Ind., for repeal of revenue 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of Diamond Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
lization. 

Also, petition of Ernest Hitchcock et al., for extension of 
agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee on Agri- 
ulture. 

\lso, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
Jief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
onunittee on Claims, 
ty Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Fair Dealer, against the 
riff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. ¢ 

ty Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of women’s 
ubs of Massachusetts, favoring Government forest reserves 

ihe White Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

by Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massa- 
husetts State Board of Trade, relative to shore improvements 
\t Point Judith—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

\lso, petition of the Massachusetts Agricultural College, de- 


Le 


purtment of chemistry, favoring the metric system—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

\lso, petition of citizens of Massachusetts, urging passage 
of bills 8S. 2327 and H. R. 5065—to the Committee on Agricul- 
TY 


ty Mr. GOEBEL: Petition of Local Union No. 308, of Cin- 
iti, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petitions of Arthur G. Bedell, Arthur 
Taylor, and the Spectator, against the tariff on linotype 
iichines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League 
of California, for extension of the exclusion laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 50 citizens of New York and 
nity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disas- 
to the Committee on Claims. 

\lso petition of the Home Missiouary Society of Tarentum 
Methodist Episcopal Church, for prohibition in Indian Terri- 
t and Oklahoma as States—to the Committee on the Terri- 


ell 


S. 
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lso, petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of 

Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pennsylvania, for prohibi- 

of liquor selling in all Government buildings—to the Com- 

tee on Aleoholie Liquor Traffic. 

\lso, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
lty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47-—-to the Committee on 
‘state and Foreign Commerce. 

\lso, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 


Judiciary. 


6, petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, indorsing bill | 


?. }45—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the Western Fruit Jobbers’ Association, rela- 
to private car line evils—to the Committee on Interstate 
l’oreign Commerce. 
<o, petition of the Pittsburg Writing Machine Company, 
iive to the Chinese boycott of American goods—to the Com- 

» on Foreign Affairs. 
iso, petition of the Woman’s Club of Sewickley Valley, for 
rvation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and 
vOors, 

Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
nee Union of Georgiaville, R. I., for prohibition of the liquor 

‘fic in Indian Territory and Oklahoma—to the Committee on 

© Territories. 

\lso, petition of the Baptist Church of Hope Valley, R. L., for 

hibition of the liquor traffic in Indian Territory and Okla- 

iia as States—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 


Tyr 


elty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the Committee on | 
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for prohibition of the liquor 
to the Com- 


Also, petition of Union Council, No. 1, 
American Mechanics, of Woonsocket, R. 


Junior Order United 
I., favoring restriction 


of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 


zation. 

Also, petition of the New England Opthalmological Society, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Providence Water Color Club, for re- 
moval of the duty on works of art—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Unsere Zeit, against the 


tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
By Mr. HAMILTON: Petitions of the Otsego Union, the 


Journal, Higgins & Son, and the Press, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petitions of the Journal, the Press (Gut- 
tenberg), the Press (Osage), and the Journal, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Times-Herald, against the tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petitions of the Democrat and the Tahoe 
Beacon, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Comumit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of citizens of Illinois, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Olin Branch 
Grange, No. 142, Matawan, N. J., for repeal of revenue tax on 
denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

$y Mr. HUBBARD: Petitions the Union Advocate, the 
Sioux City Volksfreund, and the Record, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of S. M. & T. E. Stouffer, the Herald, and the 
Press, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy 
favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Brewers’ Protective Associa- 
tion of San Francisco, for an appropriation for hop investiga- 
tion—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of El Capitan Division, No. 115, Order of 
way Conductors, of San Francisco, for bills H. R. 239 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of F. J. Boshart and other citizens 
of Deer River, N. Y., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the board of directors of 
the Merchants’ Association of San Francisco, for maintenance 
and improvement of the Yosemite Valley—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the board of trustees of the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., relative to customs recei 
from Hawaii—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the Star, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of citizens of Stockbridge 
North Adams, Mass., in behalf of bills relative to forest 
vations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Petitions of the Democrat and Keeler Boss 
& Co., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Edwin C. Burt Compa 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., for repeal of the duty on hides—to the Co1 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


of 


Union, 


tail- 
and 9328— 
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and 
reser- 


Committee 


ny, 


li- 


By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Stone Arabia (N. Y.) 
Grange, No. 690, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 


alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of H. W. Ernst et al., citizens of Stittville, 


N. Y., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—te the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Sarah J. Smith 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Free Press 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 
By Mr. McCALL: Petition of business firms and cit 


gens of 


Massachusetts, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alco- 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. McCARTHY: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 


Jennie S. Sherman—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the Reporter, against the 
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tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MACON: Petition of the Marion Reform, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
_Means. 

By Mr. MARDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
U. S. Davis and Mrs. A. D. Foot—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of the Publisher, the Napo- 
leon Homestead, the Broadaxe, and Henry S. Wood, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Menans. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of the American Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ty Mr. MAYNARD: Petitions of the Herald and the Demo- 
erat, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy 
Union, favoring bill H. R, 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, approving bill 
S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
T. P. Herbert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Blythe Sprott—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Callie E. Shirley— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Rose Vincent Mul- 
len—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Gabriel Lowe, of 
Williamson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Even- 
ing Telegram, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of the Japa- 
nese and Korean Exclusion League, for enforcement of the 
Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, relative to bill H. R. 47—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention 
of Cruelty to Animals, relative to bill H. R. 221—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petitions of the Messenger, the Record, and 
the Argus, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIVES: Petition of the Anchor, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Martha 
Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petitions of the Society of Chemical In- 
dustry, the Master House Painters and Decorators, and Alfred 
Noon, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New England Opthalmological Society, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of business firms of Massachusetts, individual 
citizens of Massachusetts, and technical schools and colleges, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Way and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Petition of Locust Lodge, 
No. 52, of Ascension Parish, La., favoring restriction of immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Kate H. Kavanaugh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petitions of the Herald and the Moberly 
Democrat, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Grange No. 365, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the T. T. Miner Hard- 
ware Company, of Baston, Pa., favoring bill H. R. 7136—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: Petition of the Ohio Tea Company, of 
Lebanon, Ohio, against the duty on coffee and tea—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Fairfield Council, Junior Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
for strict enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: Petitions of the Evening Herald and 
Eagle, the Liberal Enterprise, the Missouri-Kansas Herald, the 
Democrat, the Purdy News, the Leader, the Democrat, and 
J. W. Vincent, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of H. W. Ernst et al., citizens 
of Stittsville, N. Y.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Adelaide D. Mer- 
ritt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: Petitions of King’s Weekly and the Watch 
Tower, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petitions of the Stanton Call, the 
News, the Avoca Tribune, the Neola Gazette and Reporter, the 
Audubon Advocate, and the Daily Democrat, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Petition of many citizens of 
New York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of Gener«! 
Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petitions of Columbia Council, No, 40; Zylonite Council, 
No. 28, and Riverside Council, No. 36, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of Genera’ Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Wickboro 
Mirror Company, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized al- 
cohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petitions of the West St. 
Paul Times, the Journal, the Buff and Blue, the St. Paul Daily 
News, and the Appeal, against the tariff on linotype machines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the com- 
mittee on forestry of the Massachusetts State Federation of 
Women’s Clubs, for a national reservation in the White 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, for bill H. R. 47—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Society of Master House Painters and Dec- 
orators, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petitions of William 
George Jordan and the United Irishman, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of the Canada American and 
the Granite State News, against the tariff on linotype mia- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petitions of the Times, the Public 
Opinion, the Painter and Wood Finisher, and W. A. Marsh, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commitice on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany bill 
for relief of W. J. Craddock—to the Committee on War Cl:ims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Susan ©. Scliroe- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of the Woman’s Club of Waltham, 
Mass., and other clubs, favoring Government reservation of [or- 
ests in the White Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petitions of Allegheny County Adyocite 
and the Evening Observer, against the tariff on linotype la- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, petitions of Grange No. 316, Grange No. 65, Grange No. 
571, Grange No. 169, and Bruce O. Johnson, for repeal of revenue 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of the Advertiser, the 
Times, and the Caledonia Era, against the tariff on linotype 4 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of the Eldorado Times and the 
Lafayette Recorder, against the tariff on linotype machines— 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of the Charlotte Banking Asoc’ 
tion, for amendment of the national bankruptcy act—to te 
Committee on Banking and Currency. : 

Also, petition of District Council, Junior Order United Amer 
can Mechanies, favoring restriction of immigrationa—to the Com 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of citizens of Newton Center, {05s 
for investigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State—‘o the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of the National Star, against 


the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
By Mr. WILSON: Petitions of the Bukers’ Helper and Claude 
“ing, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
»on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey : Petition of the Beacon, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
nd Means, 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 7, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALe. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

BOND OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting 
' draft of a bill to require certain officers of the Department 
of Commerce and Labor to give bond; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WAGES OF SEAMEN. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting 
the draft of a bill to amend section 4542 of the Revised Statutes 

the United States relating to bonds and oaths of shipping 
commissioners; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
nted. 
ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATION. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 

1 the Secretary of War submitting an additional estimate 
appropriation for miscellaneous advertisements, War Depart- 

t, $21.42, to pay the amounts found due certain newspapers 
' publishing advertisements for proposals for dredging Skid- 

Narrows, Georgia, etc.; which, with the accompanying 
r, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
<a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
cause of William Moody v. The United States; which, with 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Cinims, and ordered to be printed. 
lle also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
stant elerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certi- 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause 
fhomas T. Didier and Frederick W. Didier, heirs of Fred- 
B. Didier, deceased v. The United States; which, with 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
tant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
( of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
Janes T. Bowling v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
anying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
tant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
ry J. Field, widow of William Field, deceased, v. The United 
ies; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
iCIKENNEY, One of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the 
use had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5289) to provide 
the selection of grand and petit jurors for the district 
‘ts in the Territory of Oklahoma, and it was thereupon 
cned by the Vice-President. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the Lake Seamen’s 
“nion of Chicago, IIL, praying for the enactment of legislation 
amend section 4463 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
‘plement of crews of vessels, and for the better protection 
tT life; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Elgin, of the congregation of the United Evan- 


4 


LE LL 


ee 


gelical Church of Forrester, and of the congregations of the 
Lutheran and United Brethren churches of Christ of For- 
rester, all in the State of Illinois, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Soot, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Providence Water 
Color Club, of Rhode Island, praying for the removal of the 
duty on works of art; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Winona Council, No. 1, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Woonsocket, R. I., pray 
ing for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration, and 
also for the revision of the naturalization laws; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the North 
Congregational Chureh of Providence, R. IL, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Smithfield, R. I., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York 
City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of the victims of the General Slocum disaster in New 
York Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming presented letters from 358 citizens 
of Wyoming, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting any commission authority to fix railroad rates; 
which was referred. to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

Mr. PILES presented sundry papers to accompany the Dill 


(S. 3535) to authorize the President to appoint John E. Phelps, 
late brigadier-general of volunteers, first lieutenant in the 
United States Army and place him on the retired list; which 


were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALGER presented a petition of the C. H. Blomstrom 
Motor Company and sundry citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying 
for the repeal of the tax on ethyl alcohol; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURKETT presented the petition of BE. A. Gerrard, of 
Monroe, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
move the tariff on linotype and composing machines; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Iie also presented a petition of the Cushman Motor Com} 
of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation to remove 
the internal-revenue tax on ethyl alcohol; which was referre 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 3563) 
granting an increase of pension to Orin D. Sisco; which 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill ( 
1343) for the relief of Wells C. McCool; which were 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the Organization of the 
General Slocum Survivors, of New York City, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation granting relief to the victims of the 
General Slocum disaster in New York Harbor; 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Twentieth Cen 
tury Club of Baltimore, Md., praying for an investigation of 
charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Maryland Lodge, No. 453, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Baltimore, Md., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill” and 
also the “anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Nanticoke Council, No. 110, of 
Galestown; of Eureka Council, No. 97, of Maryland; of Boz 
man Council, of Bozman; of Asbury Council, No. 151, of Law- 
soni; of Old Glory Council, No. 192, of Baltimore; of Washing- 
ton Council, No. 13, of Maryland; of Cornella Council, No. 91, 
of Baltimore; of American Council, No. 80, of Baltimore: of 
Pride of the Potomac Council, No. 12, of Cumberland: of 
Queen City Council, No. 49, of Cumberland; of Aubrey Council, 
No. 143, of Aubrey; of Colora Council, No. 64, of Colora; of 
Western Star Council, No. 162, of Baltimore; of Lincoln Coun- 
cil, No. 160, of Randallstown; of Jefferson Council, No. 137. of 
Jefferson ; of Rocky Ridge Council, No. 167, of Frederick County ; 
of Harmony Council, No. 87, of Cecilton; of Pleasant Hill Coun- 
cil, No. 70, of Upper County ; of Golden Rod Council, of Leiters- 


any 


] 


wal 


Ss. 
referre d to 


which wa 


S 


the 











2204 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 7, 





burg; of Myersville Council, No. 125, of Myersville, and of 
Beacon Council, No. 28, of Laurel, all of the Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, in the State of Maryland, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MARTIN presented petitions of Grafton Council, 
of Grafton; Spottsweod Council, No. 35, of Williamsburg; 
Mount Vernon Council, No. 122, of Chiltons, and Norfolk Coun- 
cil, No. 24, of Norfolk, all of the Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, in the State of Virginia, and of Toano Lodge, No. 
153, International Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Em- 

loyees, of Hampton, Va., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
ti strict immigration; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immig 


No. 76, 


m to re 
rration. 


He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2604) for 
the relief of Huldah Y. Coffer; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2599) for 
the relief of the estate of Joseph P. Mahaney, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2605) 
for the relief of the heirs of William Walton, deceased; which 


was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
duce the Government of Germany to reduce the duty on Amer- 
ican apples; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Labor Council of San 
Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion relating to the complement of crews of vessels; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. SCOTT (for Mr. ELKINS) presented a paper to accom- 
pany the bill (S. 2221) granting an increase of pension to John 
I’. Sacks; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. ELKINS) presented a paper to accompany 
the bill (S. 2222) granting a pension to Isabell Reckner; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. ELKINS) presented petitions of sundry citi- 


zens of Leon; of Union Council, No. 70, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of West Virginia; of Kanawha Valley 
Council, No. 66, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Elizabeth, and of Broomstick Council, No. 24, of West Virginia, 
all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented the petition of George T. Evans 
& Son, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

He also ween’ a petition of the National Federation of 
Civic Rights, of New Albany, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation nko ae for the punishment of perpetrators of the 
crime of lynching; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Indiana Angus Breeders’ 
Association, praying that increased appropriations be made for 
the support of State agricultural experiment stations; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Garrett, Ind., praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill” and also the “ anti- 
injunction bill;” which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also preseated a petition of Bridge City Lodge, No. 450, 
International Association of Machinists, of Logansport, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Vonnegut Hardware Com- 
pany, Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for 1-cent letter postage; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Indiana Retail Hard- 
ware Association, of Argos, Ind., remonstrating against any re- 
duction of postal rates that apply to merchandise; which was 
referred to tr: Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a memorial of the congregation of the 
Prospect caioes Baptist Church, of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of legislation to restore the sale of 
fermented malt beverages and light wines to soldiers on Army 


of 


transports and in post exchanges under regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of War; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Iie also presented a memorial of the American Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, remonstrating against the 








enactment of legislation for the establishment of a board for the 
protection of children and animals; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented the petition of J. F. Murphy, of Waseca, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the 
duty on composing and linotype machines; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 360, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Two Harbors, Minn., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “‘ employers’ liability bill” and also the 
anti-injunction bill;” which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 294, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Duluth, Minn., remonstrating 
against any reduction of the duty on cigars and tobacco imported 
from the Philippine Islands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of 3,629 citizens of 
the District of Columbia, residing along Florida avenue, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to extend the lines of the Cap- 
ital Traction Company along Florida avenue to Bighth street 
NE., and along Eighth street to Pennsylvania SE.; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of Local Councils Nos. 
24, 17, 44, 43, 88, 93, 85, 86, 133, 141, and 185, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, of Newton, N. C., and a petition 
Rutherfordton Council, No. 138, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Rutherfordton, N. C., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of the vic- 
tims of the General Slocum disaster in New York Harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 267) to prohibit aliens from tak- 
ing fish in the waters of the district of Alaska, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by himself on January 30, 1% 
providing for the establishment of a United States consulate 
at Calgary, Canada, and proposing to appropriate $1,500 there- 
for, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved tliat 
it be printed, and, with the accompanying memorandum, 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations; which \w 
agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 611) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Rawlins, in the State of Wyoming, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1532) for the relief of the legal represe nta- 
tives of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré, reported it without 


6, 


re- 


as 


amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 


without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Darius 
J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 2345) granting an increase of pension to { 
toinette Hannahs ; 

A bill (H. R. 4666) granting an increase of pension to |):vid 
A. Carpenter ; 

A bill (H. R. 1554) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Spinning ; 

A bill (H. R. 2342) granting a pension to Winifred BE. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to Evelyn &. | 
lee ; 

A bill (H. R. 4644) granting an increase of pension to } rah 
J. Dickens ; 


A bill (H. R. 3229) granting a pension to Jessie Marie [les 

| ter; and 

A bill (1. R. 8090) granting an increase of pension to lnima 
H. Benham. 

DECORATION FOR PROF. SIMON NEWCOMB. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign R: tions, 
to whom was referred the letter from the Secretary 0! State 
recommending that permission be granted to Prof. Simon New 
comb, United States Navy, retired, to accept a decorat'” ; 198) 


ferred by the German Emperor, reported a Dill (5. 
granting permission to Prof. Simon Newcomb, United States 











1906. 





Navy, retired, to accept the decoration of the order “ Pour le 
Mérite, fiir Wissenschaften und Kunste;” which was read twice 
by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
endar. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formation of the Senate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That Prof. Simon Newcomb, United States Navy, 
retired, be authorized to accept the decoration of the order “ Pour le 
Mérite, fiir Wissenschaften und Kunste,” conferred upon him by the 
German Emperor, and that the Department of State be permitted to 
deliver the Decoration to Professor Newcomb. 

Mr. LODGE. 
through, but I do object to any selection among them. 


The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the 


The bill will be read for the in- 


I was 


not able to be at the meeting of the committee this morning; | 


I do not know what action was taken; but I think if we are to 
allow decorations to be accepted we ought to allow them to 
everybody, or else allow them to no one. I rose merely to 
make an inquiry as to the action of the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. No action was had in relation to any other of 
those bills. This was supposed to be an exceptional case, and 
it was passed upon unanimously by the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. 
Mr. President. I shall object to the bill unless it is made a 
general bill that will cover them all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
to the Calendar. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Penrose on the 15th ultimo, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

solved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and 

ime is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to 
e, aS may be necessary, to report such hearings as may be had on 
ls or other matters pending before said committee, and to have the 


» printed for the use of the committee, and that such stenographer 
» paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4199) supplemental to 


POST-ROADS. 


— 1 et 


Mr. 


the act creating the middle district of Pennsylvania, approved | 


March 2, 1901, regulating the practice in civil actions against 
two or more defendants where some of the defendants do not 
reside in said distriet; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Iie also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions 


\ bill ($.4200) granting an increase of pension to Sarah M. 
Hiestand ; 

\ bill (S. 4201) granting a pension to Emma A. Poland; 

A bill (8.4202) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Stout; and 


‘ \ bill (S$. 4203) granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
Vharton. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4204) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elijah O. Felts; which was read twice by its 
itle, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 4205) granting an increase of 
pension to George Warner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Ife also introduced a bill (S. 4206) granting an increase of | the Colville and confederated tribes of Indians, 


pension to Eliza L. Reinsdorff; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
inittee on Pensions. 
increase the limit of cost of the New York custom-house; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 4208) granting an in- 
rease of pension to Charles V. Nash; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Me also introduced a bill (S. 4209) for acquiring by condem- 
nition and dedicating as public parking the triangles and in- 


tersections of Sixteenth street and Park road, and of Park | 


road and Mount Pleasant street, in the city of Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 


I have no objection to all these bills going | 


The list is full of exceptional cases, I think, | aia 
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Mr. DEPEW (for Mr. Pratt) introduced a bill (S. 4207) to | 





ai a 
QPN5 

A bill (S. 4210) granting a pension to Celia Ford; 

A bill (S. 4211) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
Sebree Smith; and 

A bill (8. 4212) granting an increase of pension to Cynthia 
M. Slayton. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4213) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Vir- 
the 
Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill ((S. 4214) to appoint Holmes BE. 
Offley upon the retired list of the Navy with the rank of lieu 
tenant; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affair 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4215) granting a pension to Mary 
Harrison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which 
read twice by their titles, and referred 
Claims : 

A bill (S. 4216) for the relief of 
L. Claiborne Jones ; 

A bill (S. 4217) for the relief of the trust¢ 
Episeopal Church of Falls Church, Va. ; 

A bill (S. 4218) for the relief of the trustees of the Langle 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Langley, Fairfax County, Va. 


were sever 
the Committee on 


| 
Lo 


the legal heirs of 


s of the Meth dist 


A bill (8S. 4219) for the relief of Miss Pattie J. 
accompanying papers). 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4220) relating to the 
departemnt of lectures in connection with the public schools 
of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 4221) granting an increase 
of pension to James F. Lester; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 4222) granting an 
pension to Elijah Hawkins; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CRANE introduced a bill (S. 4223) 2 rvease 
of pension to Benjamin F. Peirce; which was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND introduced a bill (S. 4224) to increase 
the limit of cost of the public building at Ogden, Utah; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. NIXON introduced a bill (S. 4225) granting a pension to 
Zenjamin H. Decker; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 4226) granting an increase 
of pension to James Cain; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committ 
on Pensions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 


Daffan (with 


incre 


ase ot 


granting an ine 


its 


4297 ) 


granting a pe! 


sion to John H. McKenzie; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4228) granting an increas 
pension to Joel S. Weiser; which was read twice by its 


and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committ 
on Pensions. 
Mr. ANKENY 


introduced a bill (S. 4229) to authorize the 


| sale and disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the dimir 





ished Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4230) to recognize the claim of 
State of Wash 
ington, and providing for the payment thereof; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 


A bill (S. 4231) granting an increase of pension to Owen 
Martin ; 
A bill (S. 4282) granting an increase of pension to D: l 


Sullivan; 
A bill (8S. 4233) granting an increase of pen 
M. Barnes; 


A bill (S. 4234) granting a pension to Sarah FE. Griswold; and 

A bill (S. 4235) granting an increase of pension to D I 
Sullivan. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 4236) to establish a fis 
cultural station at Neligh, Nebr.: which was read twice by 


title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4237) to establish a fish-cultural 
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station at Wilber, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4238) granting a pension to 
Harriet G. Lunt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4239) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Job Rice; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. FRAZIER intreduced a bill (S. 4240) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to accept for the Government the Gallatin 
turnpike, from the city of Nashville to tne national cemetery, 
in the county of Davidson, State of Tennessee; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 4241) for the relief of the Mount Zion Church, of 
Williamson County, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 4242) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church of 
Lynnville, Giles County, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 4243) for the relief of the estate of Zeno T. Harris, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4244) for the relief of Payne, James & Co. ; 

A bill (S. 4245) for the relief of George T. Larkin; and 

A bill (S. 4246) for the relief of the heirs of Robert B. Love, 
deceased. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 4247) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Carrick Rutherford; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4248) authorizing the 
Secretary of Agriculture to make surveys and investigations 
to determine the benefits to be derived from the drainage of 
the public swamp lands of the several States and Territories, 
to prepare an estimate of the cost of the same, and making an 
appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4249) for the relief of 
Columbus D. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 4250) to further enlarge 
the powers and authority of the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service, and to impose further duties thereon; which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 4251) to extend School 
street to Columbia road and connect School street thus ex- 
tended with Fourteenth street, and to establish a park at 
Fourteenth street and Columbia road; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4252) to acquire certain ground 
in the District of Columbia for a Government reservation; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On February 5, 1906: 

S.312. An act to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, S. Dak.; 

S.979. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. 
Dak. ; 

S. 1747. An act to authorize the Mobile Railway and Dock 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge or viaduct across 
the water between the end of Cedar Point and Dauphin Island; 
. 21. An act granting a pension to Mary G. Bright; 

336. An act granting a pension to Abraham M. Cory; 
528. An act granting a pension to Robert M. McCormick ; 
. 998. An act granting a pension to Russell A. McKinley; 

. 1444. An act granting a pension to Dora H. Kuhns; 

.15. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie BE. 
Shehan ; 
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8. 23. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Bradbury ; 

8.82. An act granting an increase of pension to Curtis A. 
Carpenter ; 

8.99. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene P. 
Kingsley; 

S. 113. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
McFadden ; 
on 135. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter C. 

Macy ; 
. S. 187. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Wiper ; 

S. 144. An act granting an increase of pension to Minerva 
Briggs ; 

S. 147. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McCue ; 
; S. 149. An act granting an increase of pension to Cassius 
uisk ; 
; 8. a An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius A. 
sincoln ; 

8S. 157. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie G. 
Reynolds ; 
: S. 168. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Javis ; 

S. 182. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver P, 
Sinith ; 
on _ An act granting an increase of pension to Lyman 
Marsh ; 

S. 194. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Cowell ; 

S. 195. An 
Pieper ; 

S. 202. 
burn ; 

S. 204. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Walter ; 

S. 205. 
Gee; 

S. 217. An act granting an increase of pension to William ¢. 
Breckenridge ; 

S. 327. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
Barney ; 

S. 386. An act granting an increase of pension to Orange G. 
Jones ; 

S. 471. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Mc- 
Laughlin ; 

S. 489. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 
Tool; 

S. 525. 
Brady ; 

S. 5380. An act granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. 
Knapp; 

S? 532. 
Doty ; 

S. 559. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth M. 
Tucker ; 

S. 560. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C. 
Reed ; 

S. 571. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles II. 
Knight; 

S. 574. An act granting an increase of pension to Lee H. 
Buckland; — 

S. 626. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen J. 
Nash; 

S. 627. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Hiler ; 

S. 708. An act granting an increase of pension to Maurice 
Downey ; 

S. 713. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim A. 
Gordon ; 

S. 777. An act granting an increase of pension to Byron Lent; 

S. 783. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 
Sawyer ; 

S. 786. An act granting an increase_of pension to [’atrick 
Garvey ; * 

S. 844. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Ryan; 

S. 849. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Carter ; : : 

S. 944. An act granting an increase of pension ‘to Roiert P, 
Catterson ; 

S. 974. An act granting an increase of pension to | 
Wright ; 

S. 1036. An act granting an increase of pension to Wi)ian C. 
Beachy ; 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Allen Am- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Fraicis 


An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 
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Ss. 1040. An act granting an increase of pension te James 
Sloan; 

S. 1164. An 
Bedell ; 

S. 1201. An 
Preston 5 

S. 1214. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Oleson; 

1238. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Christoff ; 

S. 1289. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
McGarvey ; 
S. 1269. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 

th; 
S. 1310. An aet granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. M. Hooton; 

Ss. 1340. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Leavitt ; 

S. 1341. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred 
Proajcinever: 
Preisinger ; 

S. 1342. An act granting an increase of pension to Morton M. 
Noah; 

S. 1859. An act granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Ingalls, alias Jeremiah Boss; 

S. 1408. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia W. 
Estes : 

S. 1481. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Lane; 
S. 1505. An aet granting an increase of pension to Uriah D. 


act granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 


’ 


Si 


se An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
slanchard ; 
' s on ‘An act granting an increase of pension to Rufus H. 
1872, An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A. 
WwW! . 
S. 18 88. An aet granting an increase of pension to George W. 
sg 2082. An - granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth T. 
Carpenter: anc 


, 
S. 2143. An act granting an increase of pension to Angelina 
Hernandez. 
DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS ACTION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from 
a previous day. 

e Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted 
by Mr. Parrerson on the 5th instant, as follows: 


eas the Constitution of the United States provides that “ the 
the United States: shall be composed of two Senators from 
te, chosen by the legislatures thereof,” and that “each Senator 
ve one vote ;” and 
reas each Senator, before assuming the duties of his office, is 
d to solemnly swear or affirm that he “ will support and defend 
nstitution of the United States, and that he will faithfully dis 
the duties of the office upon which he is about to enter;” and 
eas, because it was currently reported that one or more Demo- 
Senators might vote upon certain matters pending before the 
» contrary to the views of a majority of the body of Democratic 
the Democratic Senators were called to caucus upon such 
I rs; and 
is it was found at such caucus that said reports were correct, 
t certain Democratic Senators might or would vote contrary to 
t vs of said majority ; and 
as thereupon the following resolutions were presented and 
by more than two-thirds of the Senators present at said caucus: 
lived, That the Senate ought not to advise and consent to the 
tween the United States and the Republic of Santo Domingo, 
nding before the Senate. 
olved, That if two-thirds of this caucus shall vote in favor of 
‘egoing resolution it shall be the duty of every Democratic Sen 
vote against the ratification of the said treaty;” and 
‘ reas the apparent purpose of said resolutions and action was to 
, erly induce or coerce Democratic Senators who might believe 
e best interests of the country required the ratification of said 
and because thereof held it to be ‘their duty to vote for its rati 
into disregarding that part of their oaths in which they de- 
{ that they would faithfully discharge the duties of the office of 
vr: Therefore, be it 
a lived, First. That such action by the said or any other caucus is 
a Tuam of the spirit and intent of the Constitution of the 
States. 

nd. That for two-thirds or any other number of the Senators of 

rty to meet and declare that “it shall be the duty” of any Sen- 

vote upon any question other than as his own convictions impel 
s a plain violation of the manifest intent and spirit of the Consti- 
1 all have sworn to uphold and defend. 

rd. That the “one vote” the Constitution declares each Senator 
have is his own yote and not the vote of any other or of any number 
ther Senators, and for a Senator to cast that “ one vote” against 
mvictions of right and duty in the premises is to disfranchise his 

‘in the Senate and to deprive it of the representation in that body 
tie Constitution provides it shall have. 

‘ourth. That when any number of Senators by combination or other- 
® undertake, through any species of coercion, to induce other Sen- 
‘ors to vote except as their judgments and consciences tell them, it is 
#0 invasion of the rights of a State to equal representation with other 


‘ 
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States in the Senate, and is subversive of their rights 
sentation and the votes of its Senators in the Senate tha 
tion has provided for. 

Fifth. That the Senator who permits any body of other Senators to 


declare and define for him what his duty is in the matter of 


i} yor 
in the Senate, and who casts his vote in response to such interferen 
yotes not as a Senator from his own State, but as a Senat f 1 the 
other States, and he augments the power of the other States beyond 
that permitted by the Constitution and weakens and degrades the pow: 
of his own State in the Senate, in violation of the spirit the Co 
tution. 

Sixth. That for any Senator to vote except as his jude 


of duty under his oath of office requires is to degrade t 
Senator and to assail the dignity and standing of the 


lative body in the world. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, before I discuss the reso 
lution I had the honor to offer I want to say a few words that 
are personal. There is nothing I dislike more than either to 
thrust my own personality into a question of serious pub! 
importance or to see other. Senators do so. Occasionally con 
ditions are such that it would seem to be necessary. 

I am here at this time discussing these resolutions much 
against my inclination. When last week I addressed the Senate 
upon the Santo Domingo treaty I had no reason to suppose but 
that my remarks, as the others I have from time to time made 
in the Senate, would be considered about as inconsequential, 
and would be passed over without arousing any unusual interest 
or controversy. But it seems, whether by reason of the remarks 
or some other cause, a caucus of Senators of the party to which 
I belong was almost immediately held and certain resolutions 
were adopted. 

In view of the fact that one of the distinguished Senators 
upon this side of the Chamber had, in a perfectly courteous way, 
spoken to me immediately before I spoke and told me that he 
hoped I would not commit myself upon the treaty, that the 
Democratic Senators would hold a caucus and would probab! 
act upon it, and that in the face of that suggestion I proceeded 
with my remarks, I feel that I come directly within the in- 
tended censure of the resolutions. It was not suggested by the 
Senator I have in mind that it was proposed to throw any new 
light upon the treaty, but I inferred that the Democratic caucus 
would probably instruct upon it, and as I had made up my mind 
what my duty was, with the light I then had, with the very 
considerable investigation I had given to the matter, I felt there 
was no reason why I should either desist or change 
of my remarks as I had arranged them. 

The action of the caucus was to make me rather a conspicuous 
figure in the public prints. Such suggestions as “A White 
House Democrat,” “The Senator from Colorado has been read 
out of his party,” “The Senator from Colorado is a _ bolter 
from his party,” flew thick and fast; and to those who have 1 
known me and my course and the motives that I trust actuate 
me in my public action, the impression was almost necessarily 
created that the step I had taken was from selfish and some- 
what indefensible motives, either, as was stated by a lea 4 
New York paper, that there was probably underst 
ing between the President and myself about my reelection to 
the Senate, or that I had some postmasters or custom-h 
officials to my credit, or that I expected to secure some, and 
that such and like motives and such interests had led me to ta 
what they saw fit to describe as a remarkable step. 

Mr. President, likes to 


the course 


I 


some 
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no man have his mx miscon 
strued, especially if he believes they are honorable motives. As 
to the President and patronage, immediate or in the past or in 


the future, having had any influence whatever over my course, 
I think it is due both to the President and myself that the facts 
should be stated. 

I have been in the Senate now five years. During all of that 
time I have never requested the President to make a sin 
appointment with one exception, and that was in the 1 
of Congress last fall, when I sent him a letter from Di 


asking him to appoint a most excellent young L[Episco 
clergyman to a vacant chaplaincy in a regiment in the P! 
pines. The minister in mind, the Rev. Mr. Ku who had 
been officiating in Denver for a number of years, fo! 
lived in Vermont or Maine, I forget now which, and lh i 
on file in the War Department the recommendations of 


Republican Senators of the State from which he came 


like position. In writing to the President I sugg d 
since there was no politics in selecting an agent to point to 
soldiers their road to heaven, I thought I might ve 

that case to depart from the rule of conduct in deali 
appointments which I had adopted when I first came 
eapital. I was almost immediately and politely info l 
that the chaplain whose resignation created the vacai 

a Methodist, and that one of that denomination would be 
lected for his place. The result of it was Mr. Eustis is still 


performing the duties of pastor of a Denver church, and I sup- 
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pose that some good Methodist is now drawing the salary and 
performing the duties of a chaplain, 

With that exception, and the writing of a few letters com- 
mendatory of the character and capacity of some Colorado ap- 
plicants who were seeking appointments through the Congress- 
men from Colorado, no appeal, directly or indirectly, has ever 
been made by me to the President for a position. 

The last interview I had with the President was about a 
month ago. I went to him with a delegation of Colorado cattle 
owners for the purpose of protesting against rules that had 
been adopted for the government of the forest reserves in our 
State, under which regulations the owners of stock are com | 
pelled to pay licenses all the way from 5 or 6 or 7 or 8 cents | 
a head for sheep to 60, 70, and 80 cents per head for cattle | 
to graze on the part of the public domain within the forest | 
reserves. I felt that the President had stepped outside of his | 
powers in practically enacting laws—license laws—a right that 
devolves under the Constitution upon Congress, and I sought to 
convince him that for that and other reasons the regulations 
should be annulled. I should say that the regulations were 
made under the authority or by the direction of the Secretary 
of Agriculture, but of course, as stated by the President, with 
the approval of himself. I was courteously informed that the 
change could not be made. 

I visited him the next day and had a very earnest interview | 
with him. I might give a part of the interview. After we 
had talked a considerable length of time he said, “ Senator | 
PATTERSON, may I talk to you plainly without offending you?” 
I said, “ Yes, Mr. President, if you will permit me to talk plainly 
to you without offending you.” The bargain was struck, ani 
he expressed himself in quite unmeasured terms. Then I had 
my say. The result of it was that the interview suddenly ended. 
We were courteous, however, only both were emphatic. The | 
regulations remain undisturbed. 

From that day to this, Mr. President, I have had no interview | 
with the President upon any subject. I have met him, as nearly 
every other Senator and Member of Congress has met him, 
casually and on social occasions, but these are very few, and there 
my Official relations with the President commenced and ended. 

I think that so much is due to the President, for it is not a 
very commendable thing to charge the President with buying a 
Senator’s vote with patronage, or to impute that a Senator has 
sold his vote to him for patronage. 

As I said in the remarks I previously made, I have, notwith- 
standing the scant relations between the President and myself, 
a very warm feeling of friendship for him by reason of his 
public course. There are many things he has done that I do 
not approve of, that I have condemned upon the floor of the | 
Senate as earnestly as I could and keep within the courtesies of 
Senatorial debate. I expect I will continue to do so. 

But, Mr. President, I feel, as I stated before, that in the | 
struggle he is making along economic lines, in dealing with the 
great railroad question, in dealing with the great trust and 
monopoly question, he is making such a fight as no President, 
except Andrew Jackson, has ever undertaken to make before; | 
and I admire and commend him for the brave, courageous stand 
that he has taken, and the unflinching manner in which he is 
proceeding in the struggle. 

With reference to the Santo Domingo treaty, Mr. President, 
I believe it should be adopted. But suggestions have also been 
made in the press, and by my colleagues, as I have been in- 
formed, that in any event I am not very firmly allied to the 
Democratic party, and that I have boxed the political compass. 
That is a mistake. I did, in 1892, repudiate the nomination of 
Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Colorado—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question there? He said that he favors the treaty and expects 
to vote for it. Does the Senator mean without amendment? 

Mr. PAT’TERSON. Oh, no. I go upon the theory that the 
Santo Domingo treaty will receive the careful and patriotic con- 
sideration of the Senate, and that in many of its features that 
are considered objectionable, both by Senators upon the opposite 
side and this, it will be amended. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator mean to say that he objects 
to certain features of it as it was negotiated by the President? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not object to the main purposes of 
the treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. But as to any features? 

Mr. PATTERSON. There are features of the treaty con- 
cerning which the Committee on Foreign Relations has already 
reported amendments to this body. Senators upon the other 
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side of the Chamber -have offered other amendments. Byery 
one of those amendments, so far as I have had opportunity to 
consider them, I am in favor of. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the Senator is not in favor of the 
treaty as it was negotiated? 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the treaty is not amended, as I bo- 
lieve it should be, yet maintaining the main objective features 
of the treaty and eliminating matters that I believe should jc 
eliminated, then, Mr. President, I will take that new condition 
into very careful consideration, and in the end do what I think 
I should do under my oath as a Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator permit me now to make 
suggestion through the Chair to the Senate? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Inasmuch as we have discussed the attitude 
of the Senator on this floor toward this treaty and toward the 
amendments that are said to have been reported, I wish to say 
that I shall claim the privilege of discussing this entire treaty 
in open Senate at the proper time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is a matter which the Senator, | 
suppose, must determine for himself “ with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate.” But, Mr. President, I am in favor of the 
main features of that treaty and the object that it seeks to 
attain, which is to bring peace and a substantial condition to 
the financial affairs of the island, to pay off its indebtedness 
upon an equitable basis, that is crowding the island to the wall, 
that is making it the threatened prey of foreign nations—+to 
improve conditions that demand at the hands of some country 
wise and material assistance, and if that assistance is to be 
rendered, I do not propose to so act as to force upon Santo 
Domingo and foreign nations the performance of the duty. I 
prefer that my own country—as I believe it to be its duty under 
a fair interpretation and application of the Monroe doctrine— 
shall perform its duty. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to ask the Senator if he knows how 
any other Senator would vote on this treaty if it were amended 
to suit him? The Senator says that he will vote for it if it is 
amended to suit him. I ask him if he knows how any other 
Senator will vote if it be amended to suit him? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me read a resolution : 

Resolved, That the Senate ought not to advise and consent to the 
treaty between the United States and the Republic of Santo Domingo, 
now pending before the Senate. 

It is not a proposition 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand it is the Senator’s opinion that 
he ought not to vote for this treaty, but that if amended to suit 
him he will vote for it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is hardly a correct interpretation 
of my opinion as I expressed it. In the first place, I would say, 
in response to the Senator from Virginia, that these resolutions 
do not suggest that the Senate ought not to advise and conscit 
to the treaty unless it is amended, but that it should not advise 
and consent to it at all. The treaty was before the Sen:te in 
executive session with amendments reported from the Comuit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, which, in my judgment, would come 
pretty nearly removing every reasonable objection, and we lve 
a right to suppose that when the Committee on Foreign [tela- 
tions reports amendments the Senate will adopt them, especially 
when they are amendments which are concurred in by the meim- 
bers of both political parties that comprise this august body. 

I was going to refer to a matter that is personal when | was 
very properly interrupted, that refers to my supposed ))!ilical 
tergiversation. I did, in 1892, Mr. President, leave the |)cmo- 
cratic party, and I became a Populist. I had no idea that the 
Populist party would become a great national party. | knew 
that there was room in this country for but two great parties— 
the Democratic and the Republican—but the Democratic party 
in 1892 had fallen so far behind that I concluded to get into 
another wagon and ride on ahead until the Democratic party 
had caught up, and then I would renew my members!ip |! 
the party that is a part of the very life and existence of the 
country. : 

Mr. President, I am proud of my relations with the |’ pulist 
party. It performed a wonderful work. I recollect down '2 
South Carolina when the leading Democrats, with my friend 
from that State [Mr. TrttmMan] at their head, saw the Dene 
cratic organization disintegrating and flocking into the Populist 
ranks, he organized the Democratic party on Populist lines, 
adopted all of its asserted principles and measures, :!| er 
to them the name “ Democratic,” and thus held the De! ry 
party together in his State until the Democratic party of é 
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nation caught up with him, and he has been traveling along like 
me with the Democratic party ever since. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
vield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

" Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to interrupt the Senator at 
ihis stage of the proceedings, but lest I might not recur to that 
phase of my political career in anything that I might have to 
say later on, I want to remark to the Senator that I have eaten 
as much crow in submitting to the dictates of party conven- 
tions as any man living. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPOONER. Did you like it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, I did not; but I had to take it all the 
same. [Laughter.] ° 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I have eaten some crow, 
but I want to say to the Senator from South Carolina that the 
crow that I ate was not so rank as the crow he ate and of which 
he boasts, because I did, in 1892, without any hesitation, support 
Mr. Weaver for the Presidency, and I am gratified that, due 

part to my humble efforts, the vote of Colorado was cast 
for him. I have repudiated the action of some conventions at 
home, and in all human probability before I die I will repudi- 
ate more, for I do not believe it is in the power of any political 
convention to force upon decent men dishonest and otherwise 
improper candidates to fill offices to the disgrace of the party 
and to assist in compassing its defeat in future campaigns. 

Mr. President, the resolution of the caucus that led to my 
resolution is the second one, but I will now read both: 

Resolved, That the Senate ought not to advise and consent to the 


t y between the United States and the Republic of Santo Domingo, 
now pending before the Senate. 


second resolution reads: 
olved, That if two-thirds of this caucus shall vote in favor of 


t regoing resolution it shall be the duty of every Democratic Sen- 
‘to yote against the ratification of the said treaty. 


‘It shall be the duty of every Democratic Senator to vote 
against the ratification of the said treaty.” Mr. President, is 
that persuasion or is it coercion? To be sure, when a resolu- 
tion of that kind is adopted by a caucus, the members of it 
? 
i 
I 
{ 





Lie 


cnow that they can not take a Senator who is unwilling to sub- 
nit by the scruff of the neck and hold him up when the roll is 
‘alled until he votes. They do know, Mr. President, that if a 

itor who is unwilling to be bound by a resolution of that 
ind refuses to be bound, in a majority of cases the gravest in- 
jury has been done to him. 

In the North and in the South there are States in which the 
contest is simply for a nomination and not for an election. At 
the present time there are Senators absent from their seats, in 
their home States canvassing before the people for their ap- 
proval and renomination. Imagine one of those Senators, high- 
iinded, conscientious, consistent, and desiring to be mindful of 
the obligations of his oath, confronted with a caucus resolution 

l as this, whether it be upon the Santo Domingo treaty or 
upon any other question, and he in his conscience disapproves 
id believes that it is not for the best interests of the country 
that the measure should be, it may be, adopted or it may be de- 
f —confronted with such a resolution at the very climax 

is campaign for renomination. Why, Mr. President, he 

cither bottle up his convictions and say to the caucus, 
| may vote me; I turn over my duty upon this measure into 
your hands,” or he is certain to be defeated for a renomination. 
either of the several Senators who are now canvassing for 
ipport of their constituents for a renomination and let it 
be proclaimed, whether in a State of the North or in a State of 
south, that he is a bolter from his party, and his political 
doom is sealed. 
ily, Mr. President, that this sort of coercion is cruel; it may 
fined, but it is eruel. It strips from every Senator the 
( ut of independence and is liable to force every Senator into 
i regard of his oath of office or else into oblivion. 

Mr. President, there are young, great, and ambitious 
who seek admission to this body to make within these walls 
cer, They come here after they have reached the constitu- 
| age of 30 years, and they look forward through the favor 
ifiding constituencies to many years of honor and useful- 
ii the Senate; but if, as the close of his first term is ap- 
I ‘hing, he must either abandon bis convictions upon an im- 

‘nt measure or, by being branded as a bolter, be defeated at 

', In what a desperate and humiliating position is such a 
iator placed! 
ir. President, I have heard the arguments used for this sort 

vercion, and they do not appeal to my judgment. I have 

'd those who approved of it say that they have entered con- 
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ventions in favor of particular candidates, and when others were 
selected have cheerfully acquiesced in the result; that they 
have gone into conventions and appealed for the adoption of 
certain declarations in party platforms and have failed of suc- 
cess, and yet they stood by the results; and because they are 
willing to submit to such disappointments members of the 
Senate should transfer their votes to either a majority or to two- 
thirds of their party friends. If that is the only argument, 
Mr. President, it brings the United States Senate down to the 
level of an ordinary political caucus. 

Political caucuses and cor ‘entions, Mr. President, are volun- 
tary assemblages. Men in them are not there acting under 
the obligations of an oath; they are not representing such con- 
stituencies as are Senators of this body. However they may be 
disappointed in their efforts for nominations or for platforms, 
they know or feel that their own party roof affords a better 
shelter than does the opposite political party, and, notwith- 


| standing their disappointment, they remain under the rooftree. 


There is no trouble in submission to the views of the ma 
jority of a convention upon matters of that kind. When dis- 
appointment occurs upon such occasions, they adopt the lesser 
of two evils. There is no choice but to remain away from the 
polls, or to adopt the ticket and the principles of the opposite 
political party, or to accept the platform and the candidates 
of their own party. Even then, Mr..President, I have no hesi- 
tation in saying that when a convention nominates a candi- 
date that one considers unfit, either by reason of moral tur- 
pitude or by absolute incapacity, it is his duty to aid in the 
election of somebody else to the position for which he has been 
nominated. 

I have always believed, Mr.. President, that men in public 
ofiice were more important than platforms. Platforms, upon 
too many occasions, have been altogether meaningless, while 
when you place a true man in office, whatever the platforms, he 
gives to the people of the country a good and acceptable ad- 
ministration, and he leaves his office with the country better off 


than when he entered it. 


I have sometimes thought, Mr. President, that the Democratic 
party might learn valuable lessons from the Republican party— 
I suppose that is more treason, but I have said so before and I 
reiterate it now—not in its political principles, not in the goy- 
in its dealing with the 


I am told that the Republican Senators have no such thing as 
a caucus, and I am bound to accept that as true. Nor, Mr. Presi- 
dent, do they have whole States bound and gagged in their 
national conventions under the unit rule. Under a wise 
adopted by the machinery of their party, the different Congres- 
sional districts elect the two delegates to which each district is 
entitled in their national conventions and they enter the e 
vention absolutely untrammeled by the oppression of the unit 
rule, every delegate, it may be, except perhaps the four repre- 
senting the Senators—and of that I am not certain—having an 
unqualified right to vote as he pleases, and no majority can 
take from him that right. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party has been out of 
for many years. It has been in power but eight yea 
Will my Democratic friends stop and reflect that it is more than 
possible that it is through such arbitrary methods, through such 
an un-Democratic spirit in dealing with the masses of party— 
it is possible that that is one reason for its banishment from con- 
trol of the national councils? 

The caucus, Mr. President, belongs in reality to voluntary 
political associations, such as conventions and gatherings in ad- 
vance of conventions, to determine what measures shall be urged 
upon the convention to adopt, to determine how its views of the 
opposite political party shall be expressed, and what men it will 
be wise to nominate. 

Mr. President, the resolutions that 1 introduced have ]} 
ticular reference to votes of independent Senators. I 
that characterization whether the Senators are members of the 
one or the other political organization, or whether they stand 
aloof from both. 

Until the adoption of the Constitution the States in the Con- 
gress were absolutely equal. Each State had the same number 


rule, 


yil- 


pov er 


rs since 1860. 


its 


ir- 


use 


of yotes, and the votes were cast as by the State. Such a s 
tem provided for by the Articles of Confederation soon made 
evident the utter imbecility of the government associated with 


it, and so the wise and the great men of the States in the early 
days succeeded in having a Constitutional Convention called for 
the adoption, if possible, of a new system, under which the thir- 


teen independent States might live in amity and, as a nation, in 
perpetuity. When the convention met there were those of the 
body who insisted upon a system of government that was 
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wholly national in its character. There were those who insisted 
upon a system of government that partook very largely of the 
old system under the Articles of Confederation. It was found 
that neither would do. The small States were jealous of their 
rights, of their independence, and their equality, and they were 
unwilling to surrender them. The outcome was the system un- 
der which we are now living, under which this country has so 
wonderfully grown and prospered. 

It is a system that is part Federal and part national, with a 
House of Representatives that represents the nation, as the 
nation may be represented through the majority of its voters, 


and a Senate that is Federal. A Senate that represents the 
States and the independence, the dignity, and the equality of the 
States, a body that was to be selected by the legislatures of the 


several States, a body that is confined to but two Senators from 
each State, however great its territorial area or numerous its 
population, a body that through the method of the selection of 
its membership establishes a close union between the National 
Government and the State governments. We are members of 
the Federal branch of the National Legislature, the body that 
is intended to preserve the integrity, the equality, and the 
rights and the dignity of each one of the States. 

Mr. President, I want to read from a reasonably 
just a sentence or two as to the nature of the Senate: 


late work 


Although there has been no need of its interposition to protect the 
small from any encroachment by the larger States, until the civil war 
the Senate was more conspicuously the guardian of State rights in 






general. Their advocates maintained the position that the body was 
an assembly of ambassadors from sovereign States. During Washing- 
ton’s Administration North Carolina directed its Senators to execute 


a deed ceding land to the United States. 

Senator Tazewell, of Virginia, declined Jackson's offer of a place in 
the Cabinet and said: 

‘Having been elected a Senator, I would as soon think of taking a 
place under George IV, if I was sent as minister to his court, as I 
would to take a place in the Cabinet.” 

Insistence has frequently been made upon the right of State legis- 
latures to instruct their Senators in Congress. 

What has the conduct of individual Senators shown to be 
their understanding of the relation of Senators to their several 
States? As suggested in Mr. Foster’s work, it was maintained 
that the Senate consisted of a body of ambassadors from the 


sovereign States, and that the States had a right to instruct and | 


recall, if they desired, their Senators. 

John Quincy Adams resigned his seat in the Senate in 1808 
after voting for the embargo in opposition to instructions from 
legislature. Benton, in his Thirty Years in the Senate, re- 
cites that a Kentucky Senator in 1828 after arguing against 
what he denominated the tariff of abominations said: 

As the organ of the State of Kentucky, I found myself bound to sur- 
render my individual opinions and to express the opinions of my State. 

John Tyler, in 1836, resigned his place in the Senate, because 
the legislature of Virginia instructed him to vote for the ex- 
punging resolutions, which he said he could not conscien- 
tiously do. 

Mr. President, that view of the relation of the Senator to his 
State has been abandoned. The right of a State to instruct a 
Senator is no longer acknowledged. We all recall that the 
great and eloquent Lamar, of Mississippi, was instructed by the 
legislature of Mississippi as to his vote upon a matter then 
soon to be decided. 

But the Senator from Mississippi said: 

The State has no right to control me in this way. I am here as a 
legislator, acting under the sanction and the obligation of my oath of 
office; I am expected to vote as my judgment and conscience dictate; 
and that I will do, and I will not surrender that right even to the leg- 
islature of my State. 

And to-day I doubt if there is a single Senator who would not 
follow the precedent set by Lamar, for I conceive it to be the 
right rule. 

A Senator should not be so controlled, in view of his election 
for six years. The purpose of the framers of the Constitution be- 
ing to secure, through a long term, freedom upon the part of Sen- 
ators from sudden changes of public opinion—from the “ craze,” 
as some denominate it, which at times sweeps over a country and 
changes for the time popular desires. The Senate was created, 
so the fathers say, for the purpose of withstanding sudden reyo- 
lutions of that kind, and that all legislation might ultimately 
reach the statute books after the scrutinizing and watchful and 
unbiased care that such a body as the Senate is expected to give 
to it. 

Mr. President, the Constitution declares that this body shall 
consist of two Senators from each State, and that each Senator 
shall have one vote. Let me read what Mr. Story says, in a 
very brief sentence, upon the nature of that vote. He says, 
speaking of the Senate: 


In the 
Senate: 


his 


first place, the nature of the representation and vote in the 
: Each State is entitled to two Senators, and each Senator is 
entitled to one vote. This, of course, involves in the very constitution 
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of this branch of the legislature a perfect equality among all the States, 
without any reference to their respective size, population, wealth, or 
power. 

Again, after referring to the House of Representatives: 

In the former— 

The Senate— 
each State in its political capacity is represented upon a footing of 


perfect equality, like a congress of sovereigns or ambassadors, or like 
an assembly of peers. 


Thus is the Senate constituted, Mr. President. Thus is the 
relationship of its membership the one to the other. It is so 
totally unlike the ordinary legislative assembly, the House o: 
Representatives, or either branch of a State legislature tha! 
neither the public nor the Members of this body should ever lose 
sight of the fundamental differences. And yet it is sought to 
treat the votes of Senators as though the Senators were mei.- 
bers of some voluntary popular political gathering. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the oath that 
Senators take, and the oath administered now is not what it 
always was. The first oath was provided under the statute of 
June 1, 1789, and the oath entire is as follows: 

I, A B, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support the Consi!- 
tution of the United States. 

There it commenced and there it ended. But in 1868, doubt- 
less growing out of the civil war, the oath to be administered 
to Senators was amended so as to read as follows: 

I, A B, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and defend 
the Constitution of the United States 

The word “ defend ” is inserted— 





| that I will support and defend the Constitution of the United States 


against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear true faith 
and allegiance to the same; that I take this obligation freely, without 
any mental reservation or purpose of evasion— 


Then note the concluding obligation— 
and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of the office on 
which I am about to enter: So help me God. 

I think I may refer with perfect propriety to the exceptions 
to the obligation of a caucus order of the Senatorial Democratic 
eaucus. If I may not refer to the exceptions, I beg that some 
Senator will suggest its impropriety. I understand the excep- 
tions are public, and that everybody knows them, and it is very 
much to the credit of the caucus that the exceptions have been 
made, 

First, the caucus order does not bind when to do so would, in 
the opinion of the Senator, cause him to violate the Consti- 


tution. Second, it is not obligatory when he has in advance 
committed himself before the public. Third, it is not obliga- 
tory upon him when to vote as the caucus requests would cause 


him to violate the instructions of his State. 

But, Mr. President, the second—when committed before cau- 
cus action—is of itself a condemnation of everything else. \\hy 
should it exempt a Senator simply because he has committed 
himself in the face of the public to the measure that is to be 
reached through caucus? I suppose it is because it would 
humiliate him in the eyes of the public. It is not the desire 
of the caucus to humiliate a Senator. Therefore, because 
would seem to be inconsistent, because it would appear that he 
was driven by caucus action to vote against his convictions and 
his expressed desire, the caucus resolution shall not apply. 

Ah, Mr. President, it does not provide, however, for the con- 
science of the Senator. It does not provide against humiliating 
himself in his own estimation. Because it would be a humilia- 
ton to a Senator, after declaring to the public that he woul 
vote one way, then, as a result of caucus action, to vote another. 
Because it would put him, or be liable to put him, in a false 
light before the public, he is exempted. But he himself should 
be a monitor of which he should stand in awe. He should lave 
regard for his own convictions. He should feel that it was 
more importance to him to know that he was true to himself 
than to feel simply that he was true to a word which might 
have been spoken hastily, but having spoken which he must hot 
retract. 

Therefore the very exceptions prove the extreme injustice and 
the indefensible character of this so-called “ caucus action. 

I believe, as I believe in the right of free speech, in the rsh 
of independent action in a conference of the members of pol! 
ical parties. I believe that they can not assemble too often 0! 
the purpose of evolving from what may be before the Senate 
the right, and, through appeals to the reason and the logical 
sense of Senators, lead them to the proper line of action. 1 
ninety-nine cases out of one hundred that would seem to be the 
necessary result. ‘ aM 

We are here as Democrats or as Republicans. Our duty ' 
not primarily to our party, but to the country; yet eacli desires 
the success and the welfare of his party. His future depends 
upon the welfare of his party. Then, unless there is see 


he 





pioht 
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yenal or corrupt purpose or operating influence, when his party 
colleagues meet in conference and the question is subjected to 
the test of common sense and duty and the welfare of the 
party, if the reason can be reached, the reason will be reached, 
1d reason will prevail. | 
But, Mr. President, from what is said and from what ap- 
pears in the public press, the caucus is not intended alone to 
reich the reason. It is coercive. Suggestions of White House 
lyemocrats, suggestions of Republicans surrendering to pat- 
yonage, fly thick and fast when the least independence is shown. 
The caucus action is the equivalent of saying, “ When we can | 
not reach Senators through their reason, we will reach them | 
through their fears.” 
declaring that “Senators are dishonest, and through motives 


The caucus demand is the equivalent of | 


1 
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| purposes and feelings that are degrading we can keep a | 


Senator in line with us, regardless of his honor and the delicacy 
of the communication that should exist between members of 
this body.” 

| think eaucuses of this kind are demoralizing to those upon 
whom they are intended to operate. In my judgment, when you 
fiid a Senator willing to submit his conscientious convictions 
upon a great public question to the behest of a caucus because 
to violate the rule of a caucus would weaken him at the polls 

| make his chances of return to the Senate fewer, you will 
find 2 man whose moral forces have been weakened, and who is 
more likely to be reached by venal influences than the man who 
in his every vote stands by his convictions of duty. 

it is impossible—I will not say impossible, but it is highly 
improbable that a man mindful of the oath he takes, that he 
will faithfully perform the duties of the office upon which he is 
about to enter, with the memory of that oath in his mind, will 
ay “though I have strong convictions about the necessity of 
this law or that, of this treaty or that, of the welfare of my 


S 


rds or any other number demand that I shall do so.” 
ral fiber of such an one is not very tough. 
aken from other questionable causes. 

Mr. President, let me ask Senators why if you make an ex- 


The 


C 
t]} 
I 

Vv 


intry, I will abandon them all because a majority or two- | 


It is liable to | 





ception in the case of a caucus order in favor of that part of the 
outh which obligates a Senater to support and defend the Con- 
stitution you should not make an exception in favor of that part 


of the oath by which you have sworn faithfully to perform the | 


duties of the office on which you are about to enter? 
the duties of the office of Senator? 


What 
I suppose some of them 


are 
are 


to attend the meetings of the Senate and to perform the duties | 


is to 
But above 


inected with committees. Another duty, I suppose, 
conduct one’s self in an orderly and decent manner. 


beyond all, is the obligation to vote upon every question ac- | 


cording to the convictions of the Senator. If that is not one of 
the things that a Senator obligates himself to do when he 
inly swears that he will faithfully perform the duties of 
tle office upon which he is about to enter, then there is no mean- | 
ing to the oath; no situation can be imagined to which the test 
Will apply. 
Mr. President, just a few words upon the qualifications of 
‘tors. A Senator must be 30 years of age. Why? Judge 
Slory Says: 
age of Senators was fixed in the Constitution at first by a vote 
( ‘a States against four, and finally by a unanimous vote. Per- 
I ho one, in our day, is disposed to question the propriety of this | 


tion; and it is, therefore, useless to discuss a point which is so 
peculative. If counsels are to be wise, the ardor and impet- 
and confidence of youth must be chastened by the sober lessons 

erlence; and if knowledge and solid judgment and tried integrity 
be deemed indispensable qualifications for Senatorial service, it 
be rashness to affirm that thirty years is too long a period for a 
turity and probation. 


hatever writer upon the Constitution you read, you will 





ver that “tried integrity”? is one of the characteristics | 


h it is expected will be displayed by Senators, upon every 


sion, , 


Is there tried integrity when at the command of 


‘s a Senator votes against a measure when the Senator’s | 


ment tells him he should vote for it? 


’ yesterday—I was not in the Chamber at the time—some | 


is passed backward and forward between the two sides 
he Chamber. Perhaps I ought to use a milder word, but 
ints” will express it perhaps. Some reference was made, 
| understand, by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] to 
influence of party caucuses in dealing with treaties. The 
y was made from this side of the Chamber by the Senator 
1 South Carolina [Mr. TixtMan] that members of the Sen- 
on the other side were compelled to submit to a more coer- 
c.ve and powerful 
lr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
id to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator does me too much honor. The 
words which he has quoted were uttered by the Senator from 


Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. I would have used a less diplomatic 
phrase, possibly. 
Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from South Carolina is 


right, but not as to the latter, because if the Senator from South 


Carolina is anything he is diplomatic. Sometimes people do 
not think so, but that is because of lack of that keen unde 
standing and appreciation of the real meaning of the words 
which the Senator from South Carolina uses. 

It was the Senator from Georgia. He replied in effect that 
those upon the opposite side of the Chamber were compelled to 
yield to more controlling influences than the caucus. I do not 

| know whether that is right or not. I read in the public press 


about Senators and Representatives being sent for to go to the 
White House and of changes in attitude following as a result. 
I can not tell whether the change was the result of argument 
or of a desire to be kind and complacent. We know we can 
not safely depend upon rumors, and what occurs in the privacy 
of the White House and what has occurred in years gone by 
in the privacy of the White House can not be known. There- 
fore none of us can speak with certainty, using our conclusions 
as a foundation upon which to base censure or criticism. 

But I do not hesitate to say, Mr. President, that the Senator 
or Member who surrenders his convictions upon a measure, 
whether treaty or proposed law, to the hope or promise of pat 
ronage, or the President who uses patronage for the purpose of 
winning members of Congress, whether Senators or Represent- 
atives, from their convictions are to be condemned, to say the 
least, and strongly condemned. The use of patronage to win 
over converts is nothing more nor less than the bribing of the 
convert, and the man, whether Senator or Representative, who, 
having reached a conclusion upon the propriety or the necessity 
of a measure or the defeat of any measure, will change his 
vote for patronage or for Presidential influence for reelection is 
in the same category with the man who sells his vote for money. 
It is, in the end, a mere question of personal gain. 

I do not care whether a vote is sold that the legislator may bh 
returned to the Senate or to the House or for offices to give to 
friends, the change has been brought about by immoral and 
indefensible methods, and morally the transaction is upon the 
same plane as is the securing of votes for venal considerations. 

I will not occupy the time of the Senate longer than is neces- 
sary to read not the preambles, but the subdivisions of the reso- 
lution that I submitted to the Senate: 

Resolved, That such action— 

That is, the caucus action referred to— 
by the said or any other caucus is in plain violation of the 
intent of the Constitution of the United States. 

The spirit and intent of the Constitution of the United States 
is that each State shall have two votes and that each Senator 
shall have one vote; and when a Senator surrenders that vot 
to a caucus decree he has abandoned his vote to other Senators, 


» 


spirit and 


and to that extent he is violating the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Second. That for two-thirds or any other number of the Senators 
any party to meet and declare that “it shall be the duty of a 
Senator to vote upon any question other than as his own cony 
impel him is a plain violation of the manifest intent and spirit of 


Constitution all have sworn to uphold and defend. 
Mr. President, who authorizes twenty, twenty-five, or thirty 


Senators to declare what the duty of any other Senator is in 
the matter of his votes? It can not be found in the Constitution ; 
it can not be found in the laws. If the Senators represent their 


States, if their State speaks through them upon every question 
in which the voice of the Senate is recorded, then for any nu 
ber of Senators, by intimidation or other improper methods, 


lead him to cast a vote in conflict with his views is in ck 


| violation of the spirit and intent of the Constitution. 


rE 


Third. That the “one vote” the Constitution declares each S« 
shall have is his own vote and not the vote of any other or of an 
number of other Senators, and for a Senator to cast that ne 
against his convictions of right and duty in the pret 


of 


franchise his State in the Senate and to deprive it of 1 
tion in that body the Constitution provides it shall have 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] id yesterday 
that there are some propositions so plain that to explain them 
only befogs them. The very statement of the proposition car- 
ries with it conviction as to its truth. Neither 1 


Si 


hor any other 
Senator can surrender our convictions as to the right or the 
wrong of a measure to any number of other Senators without 
disfranchising our State pro tanto. 

Fourth. That when any number of Senators by combination or other 
wise undertake through any species of coercion to induce other Sen 
ators to vote except as their judgments and « cle! tell them, it 
is an invasion of the rights of a State to equal representation with 


other States in the Senate and is subversive of their 


rights to equal 
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representation and the votes of its that the 


Constitution has provided for. 


Senators in the Senate 


I will be gratified if some Senator will undertake to deny the 
proposition in the resolution I have just read. I would be 
pleased to see or to hear the authority upon which opposition 
to its statement is based 
of duty that will lead a Senator in opposition to the statement 
made in that resolution. 


That the Senator who permits any body of other Senators to 
and define for him what his duty ts in the matter of his vote 
in the Senate and who casts his yote in response to such interference, 
vote not as a Senator from his own State, but as a Senator from the 
States, and he augments the power of the other States beyond 
that permitted by the Constitution and weakens and degrades the power 
of his own State in the Senate in violation of the spirit of the Con- 
stitution, 

Sixth. That for any Senator to vote except as his judgment and 
of duty under his oath of office requires, is to degrade the high 

Senator and to assail the dignity and standing of the Senate 
United States—dqualities possessed in such high degree by no 
er legislative body in the world. 


Mr. President, I have spoken in a somewhat disconnected man- 
ner and in nowise satisfactory to myself. I will conclude by 
suying that I have no regrets for the course I have pursued 
nnd that I intend to continue to pursue. It is true that I may 
not be admitted to the councils of my party, so far as the Demo- 
cratic Senators constitute the party; but, realizing that I am 
excluded, not by reason of moral turpitude or unseemly conduct, 
but because I am endeavoring to perform the duties of the high 
| 
1 
hy 


Fifth. 


a are 


thar 
‘ er 


sense 


othee of 


ott 


Vi 
“e 


‘e of Senator as I swore to perform them and to maintain 
dignity and the independence of the great office I have the 

mor to fill, I will meet and bear the excommunication with 
perfect equanimity, simply saying to my Democratic friends 
that I expect to meet them in the next national Democratic con- 
vention that I hope will nominate a candidate for the Presidency 
who will win by his character and his works the tremendous 
popular majority that was accorded to Theodore Roosevelt, and 
that when he enters upon the duties of his office it will be with 

determination to be equally as brave, equally as conscientious, 
nd equally as determined to stand by his guns until the bat- 
tle of the people is won, in such things as I have seen fit to give 
full credit to President Roosevelt for. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, from the beginning to the end 
of his speech, and from the first line of its preamble to the last 
line of his resolution, the Senator from Colorado has proceeded 
a false hypothesis. He has assumed that his Democratic 
‘intes are seeking to deprive him of his right to cast his vote 
the Senate according to his own judgment and conscience; 

he thus betrays either an inability or an unwillingness to 


} 
uel 


ferstand the difference between his relation to the Senate 

i his relation to his party. The Democratic caucus has sim- 

and only defined his duty as a Democrat, and it is for him to 
determine how far his duty as a Senator requires him to disre- 
gard his duty as a Democrat. 


Whether it was wise to make the Dominican treaty a party 
e is anotl 


ssue is another question, to which I may address myself after 
I have disposed of the Senator’s charge that his party asso- 


cintes demand of him to violate his oath of office. That, sir, 
grave charge, because it necessarily involves the further 
charge that his Democratic associates have violated their oath 


is 


of office. I believe I can make it plain that the caucus acted 
wisely in its resolution, and I know that I can demonstrate to 
the mind of any man who thinks into things instead of around 


things that we have infringed no constitutional right of the 


~ »7" 
Si tor. 


is is almost as old as the Congress, and the political 


‘ ention, beginning with the precinct primary and culminat- 
i the national assembly of a party, is older than either the 
wT tor from Colorado or myself, 


1] yet this wonderful Constitution which he invokes, this 
rument which is so marvelous in the wisdom and foresight 
it contemplated and provided for all contingencies, 
m to have supposed that political parties would 
‘ t. It provides for the appointment of electors by the several 
States; and, as singular as it may seem to us in this day, the 
reason assigned in the convention which framed it for requir- 
ing these electors to convene on the same day in their several 
States was to prevent any conference or previous understanding 
amongst them. It will be recalled by all familiar with the his- 
tory of the time that it was that very failure to previously con- 
fer which resulted in the unfortunate tie vote between Mr. Jef- 
ferson and Aaron Burr; and the Congress found itself compelled 
to propose an amendment in order to provide against the recur- 
rence of another circumstance like that. The Senator from 
Colorado and myself continually in our States participate in the 
nomination and election of electors, who would be crucified in 
full view of all the public if they dared to cast their vote ac- 


a not see 


-the logic, the code of morals, the line | 





cording to their own judgment, and they are compelled to cast 
it according to their party’s decree. 


The Senator from Colorado himself owes his seat in this 
body to the result of a binding caucus rule. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carrer in the chair). The 


hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Sey 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 529) to promote the national de 
fense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish Amer- 
ican ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, 
and to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, j 
is so ordered. The Senator from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. BAILEY. A friend has just handed me an account of 
the proceedings when the Senator from Colorado was chosen 4 
member of this body. I have not myself had an opportunity to 
verify the statements, but as they have been prepared by « 
whose accuracy I have always found reliable I have no doubt 
that they are correct; and if not, the Senator from Colorado is 
privileged to interrupt and correct me. 

These notes recite that “on January 9, 1901, the Hon. Charles 
S. Thomas, a candidate for United States Senator from t! 
State of Colorado, addressed a letter to the Hon. T. M. Parren- 
son, also a candidate for United States Senator, and suggested 
that a caucus be called to meet at 8 p. m., January 14, for the 
purpose of nominating a candidate for United States Senator 
to be voted for in the Colorado legislature on January 15. Mr. 
PATTERSON replied that the caucus should be called for the Sat- 
urday previous, in order that the caucus might be certain to 
name a candidate by the following Tuesday, when balloting for 
a United States Senator would begin. The caucus was held on 
Monday evening, January 14, and Mr. PATtTerRson was nowi- 
nated.” Will the Senator from Colorado contend 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Lest there should be some misinterpreta- 
tion of my silence, I want to say that that is a thoroughly ac- 
curate account. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought so, for I think it came from one 
of the Senator’s own papers. [Laughter.] 

I call on the Senator from Colorado to tell the Senate and 
the country whether he thinks it is more incumbent upon a 
Senator. in Congress to cast his vote untrammeled by a caucus 
than it was upon a member of the Colorado legislature. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Would the Senator prefer that I should 
not interrupt him? I do not want to do so. I would prefer 
that his speech should continue uninterrupted, and that my 
silence shall only be accepted as a courtesy that by the rule is 
due from one Senator to another, with the assurance that if I 
think it will require any answer I will answer the Senator later 
I would rather it would be that way, Mr. President. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator is at liberty 
interrupt me at any time. I shall try—indeed, I will not only 
try, I will be certain—to make respectful replies to any inter- 
ruption the Senator sees fit to make. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. And if it would not trouble the Senator, 
since he has interrupted me, I would ask him if he thinks 
a different rule ought to apply to a member of the legislature ot 
Colorado from that which applies to a Senator in the Congre 
of the United States? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, since I am dire re- 
quested to reply to that, I will take great pleasure in doiig »o. 
Without any question, where it is merely the selection o! 4 
candidate to fill the office of Senator or to fill a legislative ollice, 


} 
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whether great or small, when they enter the caucus it is te 








to 
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mere exercise of judgment upon the part of the members 0! the 
legislature whether one man or another will better perfor the 


duties of the office, or, if not that, that his personal preference 
are for one man over another. But the caucus having s 
he violates no oath when he says, “I will submit to the caucus 
in the selection of a candidate for any office, great or sini! 
There is no oath operating upon a member of thé legisiature 
in that regard. If the members of a legislature or members of 
the Senate shall meet for the purpose of determining who shall 
fill the offices, the majority on the one side or the other bavins 
determined to submit to the result can not in any wise affect the 
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obligations of a Senator under his oath of office. 
can not see the difference it is not because 
for I can readily see the difference. 
during all my 


If the Senator 
there is no difference, 
If the Senator had been in 
speech I think he would have clearly understood 
the difference that I sought to make between the two. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I was in, and I left the Cham- 
ber only once, and for less than four minutes, to receive a mes- 
sage from the hospital. 

| do perceive a difference; but it does not lie in the direction 
indicated by the Senator from Colorado. He impressed upon us 
i the course of his speech that men are more important than 
platforms. I accept that view. We are in the habit of de- 
scribing this as a Government of laws rather than a Govern- 
ment of men. In a sense that is happily true. This is a Goy- 
ernment where we are governed by fixed rules of law, rather 
than by the caprice of individuals; and yet it must not be for- 
en that the laws must first be made by men, and then must 
be executed by men. I am rather inclined to subscribe to the 
doctrine of the Senator from Colorado that the candidate is 
more important than the platform; but is that not an argument 
against binding men to abide by caucus action in electing a 
Senator and then refusing to be bound by a caucus decision in 
respect to a measure? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, whenever a question is 
put directly to me I feel that I have a right to answer; other- 

» | will not. 

The reason to my mind is perfectly plain. 
are respectable men; they 


got 


As a rule candi- 
are men of character; they 
I ig to the same political organization; and if they have a 
respectable amount of strength in their own party, it is fair 
to ia sume that they will attempt at least to perform the duties 
of their office faithfully. Under those circumstances, since in a 
certain sense a majority must always rule in this country in 
the selection of men for office, there is no conflict whatever 
between the duty of the man and his action. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that is simply a voluntary act. If the caucus or the con- 
vention shall nominate an unfit man, a dishonest man, a cor- 
rupt man, who will say that it is not the duty of the member of 
the caucus or the party to repudiate him without hesitation? 


d: 


} 


It is a matter that is wholly voluntary and is not determined 
by the obligations of an oath or the peculiar relations that 
mn mg of this body bear to the State that has sent them here. 


. BAILEY. Mr. President, without having had the time to 


examine the constitution of Colorado or the oath of office which 
thi . members of its legislature take, I imagine that they, as we 
do here, take an oath to support the constitution and to faith- 
f discharge their duties. Now, one duty of a member of 
the ia gislature of Colorado is to choose a United States Senator 
at certain intervals. Therefore the members of the Colorado 
legislature in choosing a Senator were bound by an oath to 


choose him according, as the Senator would argue, to their pref- 
erences and not to the decision of a caucus. 
'. President, I do not myself have much patience with the 


argument that lays particular stress upon an oath, because my 
sment is that a man who will violate his duty is; when the 
temptation becomes great enough, certain to violate his oath; 
| whether the members of the Colorado legislature take a spe- 
oath to faithfully perform their duty or not, it remains that 
had a duty to perform in the election of a Senator, and 
performed it according to the decision of a caucus when 
t elected the Senator to this body. 
(here is searcely a Senator in this Chamber, except those of 
trom Southern States, where the matter is determined by a 
lar vote at a primary election, who does not owe his seat in 
body to the binding action of a caucus; and repeating with 
hasis the statement of the Senator from Colorado, that the 
is more important than the measure, I take it that no more 
rtant function is performed by a member of the State leg- 
isiiture than the election of an United States Senator. Yet if 
i reasoning of the Senator from Colorado is to be accepted, 
Senator in this body who holds his place as the result of 
ucus decision is a beneficiary of conduct on the part of those 
hom he was chosen which can hardly be characterized in 
] imentary language. 
President, the Senator from Colorado did not correctly 
Btate the exceptions under which the Democratic caucus can 
Hind its members. Correctly he says it can not bind a Sena- 
9 vote against his oath to obey the Constitution; correctly 
‘ys it can not bind a Senator against the instructions of 
cople; but incorrectly he states the third exception to be 
‘e a Senator has committed himself before the public; and 
uistake of the Senator inevitabiy brings the whole argument 
ch he built upon it toppling to the ground. That third ex- 
ception is not that he has committed himself before the public, 


( 
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thy 
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and thus wo = be embarrassed by a question of pers l 
sistency. That third exception is where prior to | ele 
he has idan himself to his pant le, and that proceeds upon 
what to my mind is the sound theory that no caucus has a1 
to require any Senator to break his faith with | itu 
Saving the right of a Democratic Senator to 1 { ‘ 

stitution; saving the right of a Democratic Senator to keep the 
commandment of his people; saving the right of a Democratie 
Senator to preserve inviolate the pledge he made and upon which 
he secured his election, it is a small concession to the principle 
of party organization to then require that all shall perform 
their duty as a majority of two-thirds may define it. The 
Senator from Colorado has never been in a political assembly 
where that or a stricter rule did not prevail; and he can do in 
respect to a Democratic caucus as he does in respect to a 
national Democratic convention whenever it takes action which 
his judgment and his conscience can not approve. He can with 
draw from it; and his own experience disproves his assertion 
that it is a cruel outrage to compel him to do so and thus 
incur defeat, because in less than ten years after he walked 
out of a national Democratic convention he stood at that desk 
and took the oath of office as a Democratic Senator, represent- 


ing the same people in whose behalf he had defied the duly 
constituted authority of his party. 
Whenever 


a Senator’s conscience will not permit him to cast 
his vote according to the decision of a caucus, he must defy 


the caucus just as he must defy a national convention or just 
as he would defy a State convention, and leave the consequenc¢ 
to time and to his people. The Senator from Colorado pays a 
poor compliment to his associates on both sides of the Chamber 
when he insinuates that a Senator would weigh his duty again 
the danger of defeat. I do them all, the Senator from Colorad 
included, the honor to believe that no Senator here would vo 


te 


for any measure involving a serious injury to his country in 
order to insure his reelection to this Senate for a hundred years 
God sparing his life that long. 

The Senator from Colorado must know that the Democratic 


party is as much responsible for him as he is for it. The Sen- 


ator must know that when he proclaims a false doctrine or 
casts a wrong vote in the Senate the Democratic party is ar- 
raigned before the country. The Senator must know that when 
he fe rvently eulogizes a Republican President the Democratic 
party in the country is made to suffer—not to suffer from the 
eulogy, so far as that might be deserved, but to suffer from his 
imputation that we are assailing the President without suffi- 
cient reason and purely from partisan motives. 

I wonder that the Senator did not have something to say 
about the President’s oath of office when they wrote him that 
letter that a Methodist parson must hold a particular place. In 
the very oath to which he turned in the Constitution for an 
argument against us it is provided that no religious test shall 
ever be required as a qualification to any office or verge » trust 
under the United States, and yet the Senator says that the 
President answered his letter by saying that a particular place 
belonged to the Methodists and that no Pres! eaten could 
hope to secure it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 7 is yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was a little inaccurate in my statement. 


The answer did not come from the President. I was assuming 
too much familiarity with the President. 

Mr. BAILEY. It came from his secretary, did it? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It came from his secreta 
him. I trust there will be no assumption that 
the slightest particle of difference as to the meaning fh 
a thing of that kind. I simply state that so that I may be 
torically correct, and simple justice requires that that should be 
done. I would scorn to take advantage of that kind, 
but the truth ought to be stated as it is. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘The President ought to get him a r 
who would keep the oath against establishing religious di 
nations, because the Constitution provides th 


th it 


a quip of 


it there shall be 
no religious test. I knew they had established certain political 
discriminations at the White House, but I did not know that 
they had divided the places among the various religious de 
nations. [Laughter.] Perhaps that explains how it was that 
they had so many Christian votes at the last election for this 
strenuous and warlike President, whose gospel i yt the gospel 
of peace so much as it is the gospel of a strenuous life. He is 
the only President, living or dead, who ever proclaimed ft as his 
philosophy that “the only life is a life of strife,” and yet the 


Christians supported him! 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think it is only due to me to say that 
the President in apportioning chaplains—if that is done; I do 
not know—among the different regiments is attempting to be 
nonsectarian by selecting ministers of the different denomina- 
tions, and that in all probability he is doing just precisely what 
has been done in the White House since we have had Presidents 
and since we have had armies. I hardly think, although the 
Senator from Texas always puts matters in a very striking light, 
that his is a fair argument, and it does not meet either the situa- 
tion or the real logic of the case. 

Mr. BAILF*’ Mr. President, the alacrity with which the 
Senator from Colorado rushes to the defense of the President of 
the United States shows that he needs the saving grace of a 
caucus resolution to keep him within the Democratic lines. 
[Laughter on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the gal- 
leries that under the rules of the Senate the galleries are not 
permitted to engage in demonstrations. The Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, there is no Senator in this body, 
and I doubt if there is any citizen of this country, who is more 
tenacious of his own opinion than I am; and yet, without any 
compromise of my self-respect, and without any sacrifice of my 
independence, over and again I have submitted to the de- 
cision of a majority of my party as to what candidate I should 
support and what piatform he should stand upon. ‘I expect to 
do that to the end, or until my party nominates such a man or 
promulgates such a platform that my duty as a citizen will not 
permit me to submit, and then I shall withdraw from the party, 
but in withdrawing I shall not try to sow the seeds of disor- 
ganization there by denying their authority and jurisdiction to 
nominate a candidate and adopt a platform. 

I believe, as the Senator from Colorado appears not to be- 
lieve, in the right of the people to instruct a Senator. We are 
not here to represent ourselves; we are here to represent our 
States, and whenever I can not honestly and conscientiously 
voice the sentiments of the people whose commission I hold I 
will resign my seat in this body. I will not defy them; I will 
not keep their office and flaunt their convictions, but whenever 
i can not obey their will and preserve my self-respect I will 
take their commission back and lay it down unsullied at their 
feet and allow them to choose a Senator who can represent them 
without misrepresenting himself. 

[ believe, too, in the inviolability of the pledge which any 
candidate for an office makes to his people. While the Senator 
rejects one and describes the other as an abandoned doctrine, 
he has only the right to speak for himself in that regard. It is 
true that an illustrious Senator, representing the State in which 
I had the good fortune to be born, denied the right of the legis- 
lature to instruct him upon a great question. The Senator 
from Colorado, however, is as badly mistaken about his dates 
as he is about his principle. Senator Lamar did not disobey an 
instruction on the bill to repeal the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman law. He was at that time a justice upon the Supreme 
Bench, interpreting the laws, not making them. It was, as I 
recall, in 1878, when he disobeyed the instruction of the Missis- 
sippi legislature, and that episode affords another conspicuous 
and abundant proof that a brave and upright man may dare to 
do many things without being driven from the service of his 
country. 

There never was an hour in the history of Mississippi when 
her people agreed with Senator Lamar upon the silver question. 
As a boy I remember his magnificent and triumphant mareh 
through that State delivering a speech which had not been 
equaled since the days of Davis and Foote and Poindexter and 
their mighty comrades, and yet through that three hours of 
eloquent speech he did not once voice the sentiments of his 
people upon that particular question, nor did they accept his 
view upon the right of the people to instruct; but, though differ- 
ing from him beth upon the main and upon the incidental ques- 
tion, they returned him without opposition to the Senate. Not 
only so, but they sent as his successor here the knightly and 
splendid Walthall, who was his bosom friend, but who, exercis- 
ing the right of a friend, himself differed with the great Lamar 
upon the silver question. 

If my time and the patience of the Senate permitted, I could 
recall many instances where Senators have asserted their inde- 
pendence on a great occasion or with respect to a great question, 
and their people have only increased the esteem in which they 
held them. Let a Senator be right, let him be sure that it is 
a matter of his conscience, and he can absent himself from the 
caucus of any party, and, appealing to the free suffrages of his 





own people, he will find a vindication. But the trouble is thai 
Senators want the privilege of differing from the caucus upon 
questions and on occasions which they are not willing to submit 
to their people, and therein lies the cruel injustice against which 
the Senator from Colorado complains. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado has rather con- 
tracted the habit of eulogizing the President of the United 
States. He did so the other day and he does so again to-day. 
I want to read to the Senator what the President of the United 
States says about the Democratic party upon this very question 
of a lack of discipline. The Senator has read it before; he may 
have prayed over it. I did not. I had to pray to get forgive- 
ness for what I said about it after I first read it. [Laughter. | 
There never was in the history of the United States such a 
remarkable document as this penned by any man in a high posi- 
tion. He says, in effect, that if the Democrats believe what 
they say, they are fools; and if they do not believe it, they are 
liars. In the second paragraph of this remarkable letter of ac- 
ceptance the President taunts the Senator and our entire party 
with a charge of infirm and vacillating purpose. He says: 

It is difficult to find out from the utterances of our opponents what 
are the real issues upon which they propose to wage this campaign. |t 
is not unfair to say that, having abandoned most of the principles upon 
which they have insisted during the last eight years, they now seem at 
a loss, both as to what it is that they really believe and as to how 
firmly they shall assert their belief in anything. In fact, it is doubtful 
if they venture resolutely to press a single issue; as soon as they raise 
one they shrink from it and seek to explain it away. Such an attitude 
is the probably inevitable result of the effort to improvise convictions; 
for when thus improvised, it is natural that they should be held in a 
tentative manner. 

Two paragraphs from that the President admonishes tlie 
country that it can expect nothing from “a party whose mem- 
bers are radically at variance on most vital issues ;” and he 
reads us a lesson on the value of united action. These are his 
words: 

A party whose members are radically at variance on most vital is- 
sues, and if united at all are only united on issues where their atti- 
tude threatens widespread disaster to the whole country, can not be 
trusted to govern in any matter. 

A divided party very naturally receives, as I am more than 
half inclined to believe it deserves, the contempt of the Presi- 
dent. Again he says, speaking of our platform: 


The language of the platform indicated a radical change of policy; 





the later utterances indicated a continuance of the present policy. [ut 
this caused trouble in their own ranks; and in a still later, although 
less formal, utterance the eee promise was recanted, and 
independence at some future time was promised in its place. They 


have occupied three entirely different positions within fifty days. Which 
is the promise they really intend to keep? They do not know their own 


minds, and no one can tell how long they would keep of the same 
mind should they by any chance come to a working agreement among 
themselves. 


That is what the President of the United States thinks about 
the party of the Senator from Colorado; and yet the Senator 
from Colorado likens the present President of the United St:tes 
to a Democratic patron saint like Andrew Jackson. I dou) if 
the President considers it very much of a compliment to be ‘e- 
scribed as like Andrew Jackson. I want to read to the Senator 
from Colorado what the President thinks about Andrew Jack- 
son, and then let the President infer from it what the Senator 
from Colorado thinks about him. [Laughter.] 

Referring in his “ Life of Benton” to the election of Jackson 
in 1828, the President says: 

The change was a great one; it was not a change of the policy un- 
der which the Government was managed, as in Jefferson’s triump), but 


of the men who controlled it. The two great Democratic victories had 
little in common— 


He means the victory under Jefferson in 1800 and the victory 
under Jackson in 1828— 
almost as little as had the two great leaders— 

Jackson and Jefferson— 


under whose auspices they were respectively won, and few men were 
ever more unlike than the scholarly, timid, and shifty doctrina! 


That is the way he describes Thomas Jefferson— 


who supplanted the elder Adams, and the ignorant, headstrone, and 
straightforward soldier who was victor over the younger. 

The Senator from Colorado says that the President ©! the 
United States is like Andrew Jackson. The President of 
the United States says Andrew Jackson was ignor' - 
headstrong. [Laughter.] I leave him to settle with his frien 
at the White House whether he pays him a compliment oO. not. 
[Laughter.] But that is not all that the President « e 
United States said about the triumph of Andrew Jack)’. 
beg the Senator from Colorado to listen to this: 

That the change was the deliberate choice of the great mas ot = 
people, and that it was one for the worse, was then, and has aa 
since, the opinion of most thinking men. Certainly the pul: “ty; 
ice then took its first and greatest step in the downward « eked 


progressive debasement and deterioration, which has only been 
in our own days. 
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He means that it was checked by the election of a Republican 
President. This is the picture he draws of Andrew Jackson. 
Let the Senator from Colorado look on the picture which he 

iws of the President, in which he likens him to Jackson, and 

mn see how much it resembles the picture which the President 
uself has drawn of Andrew Jackson. 

Let us go one step further. Take the great policy which the 
itor from Colorado so highly eulogizes and likens so closely 
to the policy of Jackson—the President’s struggle against the 

ney power. What did the President think of Jackson’s 

truggle against the money power? But before I come to that 
i believe I will complete this comparison. The President says 
creat historian compared Wellington to Washington, but he 
the comparison ought to have been of Wellington with 
Jackson, and, remembering that other historians shal] come 
fter the President, I want to preserve the full portrait for 
ture ee 
\ eharming English historian of our 
Phat is Justin MeCarthy— 


compared Wellington with Washington; it would have been far 
* to have compared him with Andrew Jackson. Both were men of 
narrow minds and bitter prejudices, with few statesmanlike 


Ser 


vs 


day— 


The President of the United States says Jackson was head- 
ng and narrow-minded, with bitter prejudices and few states- 
like qualities. The Senator from Colorado says the Presi- 
d is like Andrew Jackson. [Laughter.] 


STro 


ion of Jackson’s struggle against the bank, and here it is: 


bank memorialized Congress at once, and the anti-Administra- 
majority in the Senate forthwith took up the quarrel. They first 
ed Jackson’s nominations for bank directors, and then refused 
firm Taney himself. Two years later Jackson made the latter 
' Justice of the Supreme Court, in which position he lived to do 
ore mischief than he had time or opportunity to accomplish as 
ry of the Treasury. 

Senator from Colorado is too well informed as to the 
y of his country to need me to remind him that Taney’s 
al service to Jackson as Secretary of the Treasury was to 
lete his triumph over that bank by removing the public 
s; and yet the President of the United States says that 
did all the mischief there that time and opportunity 
itted. 

President, if the sainted dead were permitted to view the 
f this world, and if the passions which they felt in life 
subdued and chastened in that better world, how the 


\ 


0 


y spirit of Jackson would rage against being described as | 


the man who describes him as a narrow and ignorant 
’, Without the qualifications of a statesman. From his place 
the seats of the mighty how he would scorn those who 
ss to be his disciples and who, claiming allegiance to the 
iples which he taught and for which he “struggled, yet con- 
‘ulogize and exalt the men who have defamed his mem- 
7 denounced his work. 
ll the long line of illustrious men who have occupied that 
tation, not one of them has ever been so generously 


\ 


by his political opponents as has the present President | 


' United States. Net only have his adversaries applauded 
when he was right, but they have gone out of their way to 
declare over and over again that he was right when one declara- 
! was sufficient. In his day Washington was assailed with a 
erness which no man in the Senate would employ against 
present President. He was denounced as the “ stepfather 
is country,” and assailed with such violence of speech that 
he anguish of his great soul he cried out that he would 
t be in his grave than in the Presidency. 
llowing him came Adams, who suffered even a bitterer 
ism; and Jefferson was aspersed and villified beyond de- 
on. The President’s description of him as a timid and 
- doctrins lire is not the worst epithet that the President 
ised with reference to Thomas. Jefferson; and it is gentle 
compared with some of the attacks upon him in that 
Even during the era of good feeling Monroe was attacked 
| more severity than the present President of the United 
es has yet encountered; and Jackson was so bitterly ma- 
ed and assailed that madmen met him at the entrance of 
Capitol and sought his life. And yet, Mr. President, no 
ident who has ever gone before him has given such prevyo- 
n for bitter speech against him as the present President of 
United States. If I were to stand here in my place and say 
iim what he has said not only of one, but of every predecessor 
is great office who was chosen by a Democratic majority, I 
ld be rebuked no less by my friends on this side than by 
opponents on the other side of this Senate Chamber. 
be President’s friends seem to think that an attack upon one 
cy is inspired by a secret animus against all his policies. I 
' hot hold the President responsible for all that is printed in 


e 


. . . . | 
ie President has also recorded in a most enduring form his 
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the newspapers; perhaps his sec 
but within the last month in 
morning paper there was a colun 
we attack the Presid fore 
are actuated by a desi 
We have no patent on that policy. 
friends to describe it his, I shall 
we can put it on the statute book, 
votes to put it there, or whi 
I am sure, however, that it would 
there were a Democratic President 
it. But I do not doubt that when 
improvement upon the present law, 
dent has favored it. 

I am free to say that if 
attitude with reference to this rate 
that we could get a debate upon it in the 
it would be in one of those perfunctory s} 
hears while it is being delivered and nobody re: t 
been printed. The President’s own party did not believe in 
I assume that they did not believe in it because they did 
declare in favor of it. We put it in our platform. They 
not put it in theirs. We went to the country, and instead of 
turing the country the country seems to have captured us; 
they strive to bind us prisoners to the Republican chariot whe 
throughout this whole Administration. 

I de not complain that the President adopts 
which we are entitled to the credit of its authors, 
compelled to give him the credit as its finisher 
right to comment upon the fact that it has sek 
in the political history of this country that one 
the country demanding a change, while another 
the country “standing pat”’—I do not know jus 
that expression means, but I am told that it is borrow 
game of chance, as is that other expression about w! 
so much—a “ square deal.” Iam told that both 
lar of the gaming table. Think of it! This 
party, which for so many years boasted of its 
now appealing to the people of this intry 
language of a gambling room! One party goes to 
standing pat against another party which deman 
the country decides in favor of the party that stoc od 
the President chosen by that stand-pat party propos 
once. A square deal, it is true, but the p in 
“We stand pat;” and I am informed by gentlemen 
familiar with the game that this expression ins 
is to be no further deal—square or otherwise. 

The President takes a well-considered and 
out of the platform of the opposition party, 
party to make it into a cars and they set the 
Colorado an example of party loyalty and party 
following his command. When it the H 
sentatives there will not be ten Republican votes 
it. and most of those who vote that way will 
the doxology on their public life. 

Here it will be somewhat different, I take it. I 
of an independence here which I will not say do: 
the other branch of Congress, because that ud 
mentary, however true it might be. I see evidenc 
tion, but let the Senator from Colorado reme1 I ii 
The big stick will be waved in such a fashion that « ma 
the Senators on the other will thi 
the President has borrowed from the Democt ae 
applaud the President for what he has sai 
rate question, but that is no reason why I 
for all else that he does and says. 

The Senator from Colorado tells the Senate of 
versation that he had with the President, and de 
his judgment the President had usurped the functio1 
gress to pass laws applying to certain forest res 
says he had a spirited debate with the Pre 
publican Senators understand what a “1 del 
President means, and most of us understand what a spi 
debate with the Senator from Colorado means. I wish I 
have heard it. I would like to hear the arguments that 
eonvince the Senator from Colorado that a President who 
the legislative powers of Congress is like Andrew Jackson. 
must have been a most persuasive argument. It had to be 
suasive. The Senator from Colorado is not susceptible 
knockdown kind, because that kind arouses hi 
ties. I have sometimes before this suspecte 
President could roar like a lion when he thou: 
he could also coo like a dove when that was 
the sweet tongue to us, while he waves th 
friends on the other side. [Laughter.] 


nt’s 


secre 





As 


se signature 
be 
in the 
it is 
and I 


it had not. been 


leg LLION, 
ne OI 


if 
h 


nate, 


‘hes 


we ak 
hi 


i 


whi 


ids aft 


a 
Lt 


Spec 


hot 
did 
‘ Cid 
and 


al 
even 
But I 
lom hi: 
party 
party goe 
t exactly wW 
ed fro 
ich we le 
the vern 

Repub! 
moral id 
the 
the co 
a 


ay 


Ty li 
if 
} 1] 
goes 


are 
Ca 


great 


cor in con 
mtr 
change; 
and the 
3 to deal at 
said, 


are 


l is 


pa 

pt ywer 
w hk 
that 


art A y 
ne there 
in 
and 


portant 


1! 
Cull 


Sena 


‘ 
i 
obedien 
passes use 
“AST ; 
1 prono 


ther 


Pe 
1m 


Ss 


a 
vv ¢ 


? 


sic e rt 


support 


7 


i 


shoul 


.yr 
sid 


spirit 


Lt 


CO 


a ‘ 


i 


cou 
WV usurp: 
ner 
lo a 


ighting qua 


while 


He ay 


stick over 


my 










































































































































2216 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





— 


fy 


FEBRUARY 





Mr. President, I have said more than I intended, because it 
did not require that much should be said, and I have said it in 
a desultory and disconnected way, because for three days I have 
stood by the bedside of a very sick child, and only that the great 
shadow passed away this morning am I able to be here at all 
this afternoon. I felt, however, that it was my duty to come, if 
come I could, because I had prepared and I kad introduced the 
resolution which the Senator from Colorado denounces as an 
invasion of his rights as a Senator. I hope that a discussion of 
this question will bring the country to understand—and if the 
country once addresses itself to a consideration of the question 
it will understand—that the power of a party caucus ends when 
it defines the duty of a party man; that no caucus can, that no 
caucus ought, that no caucus ever will, bind an American Sena- 
tor to cast a vote which he believes destructive to his country’s 
honor or his country’s glory or her people’s highest interests. 

When such questions arise, a man must be a patriot rather 
than a partisan. But on questions of lesser moment a party may 
not only advise but firmly may enforce its advice, and in either 
case it can do the country harm, whatever effect it may have 
upon the individual Senator. If the Senator is the right kind and 
his conscience revolts against the party command, he obeys his 
conscience and defies his party. If the Senator is not the right 
kind, it is a God’s blessing that we have somebody here to vote 
him, and the pity is that we can not vote him on all occasions 
rather than upon those rare ones when the party acts as a unit. 

I am a partisan myself, but I must be permitted to believe 
that my partisanship had its origin in my patriotism. Il ama 
partisan because I believe the glory and welfare of my country 
are bound up in the success of the principles of the Democratic 
party; and I freely declare my belief that the Senators on the 
other side are actuated by the same conviction. I have heard 
men say they are Democrats because they were born in that po- 
litical faith, and that other men are Republicans because they 
were so born. I have no doubt that this accurately describes a 
certain class of men, but it can never describe the kind of a man 
who is fit to sit in the Senate of the United States as the ambas- 
sador from a great American Commonwealth. Those who come 
here are and ought to be controlled by a devotion to certain 
principles, and they unite ourselves with a given party because 
they believe that party best calculated to promote the growth, 
the permanence, and the success of those principles. 

Let us once grant this, and what follows? As unerringly as 
night follows the day, it must follow that we recognize the 
right of the majority to prescribe the party conduct which is to 
perpetuate those principles. 
will take any position upon which every member of it will 
agree, but, agreeing in the main, they must consent to waive 
the immaterial or infrequent differences in order to promote 
the accomplishment of a common and important end. 

That applies not only to political parties; it applies to every 
kind of an organization. The right of the majority to rule is 
not a despotism. Jefferson declared it to be the vital principle 
of republics, from which there is no appeal but to force. The 
rule of the majority is not only the vital principle of republics, 
but it is the vital principle of every organization of every kind. 

Take your corporate institutions organized for profit. So 
long as they pursue the objects of their charter the majority 
must rule. When the majority depart from the charter pur- 
pose, the member is not put to the necessity of withdrawing be- 
cause he has an investment there. He simply resorts to the 
courts, and they restrain the majority from abandoning the 
purpose of the incorporation. 

Take the great religious denominations of the country. Does 
a man forfeit his right to worship God, to believe in Christ and 
read the Scriptures, simply because, belonging to the Methodist 
Church, he denies one of its tenets and is expelled? The church 
expels a man who does not agree with it upon important matters 
of doctrine, but he can still serve and worship God in his own 
way. I believe all churches expel the unorthodox except the 
hard-shell Baptist Church, and it simply withdraws from the 
erring brother. 

There is no kind of an organization under this flag to-day 
where the right of the majority to rule is not recognized and 
enforced. I subscribe to it; I submit to it cheerfully; and I 
only reserve the right, whenever I believe it departs so essen- 
tially from its fundamental principles that I can no longer co- 
operate with it, of doing as the Senator from Colorado has done 
more than once—I want the privilege of defying its decision. 

The Senator from Colorado says he bolted the Democratic 
national convention of 1892. I accord him that right. I honor 
him for doing so, if he thought his duty to his country required 
it. The Senator from Colorado, however, does not reserve the as- 
sertion of his independence for great occasions, because, unless I 





It will never happen that a party | 


am in error, within the last two years the Senator has denied the 
right of his party to bind him by a local municipal nomination, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Texas is entirely right : 
I did. The local Democratic organization of Denver is simply 
the tool. of the public-utility corporations of Denver, and at the 
election two years ago the head of the utility corporations 
organized a Democratic city convention and then organized 4 
Republican city convention. He then blended the Democratic and 
the Republican ticket, every one of the nominees pledged to vote 
to continue their masters in power and in control and ownership 
of the great franchises of Denver, which are about to expire. 
The Democratic organization of Denver was but the tool of 
these great municipal corporations; and everybody knows that 
the municipal corporations of the cities of the United States 
are the curse of their politics and robbers of the people. 

Without any hesitation, Mr. President, I bolted. I refused to 
support a ticket such as that, and I did my best to elect another 
ticket, and that other ticket was elected by five or six thousand 
majority. But the heads of these corporations organized their 
raids upon the ballot boxes, and they were the instrumentalities 
of those stupendous frauds committed upon the ballot boxes 
that made the city notorious. They committed them to place in 
power their tools, that when the time comes they may rob the 
city of Denver of these great franchises, worth, on a low esti- 
mate $50,000,000. I stood in opposition to it, and I expect to 
remain in opposition to all such schemes of plunder. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it may be that the majority of 
the Democrats in Denver are rascals, but I can not believe if. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I repudiate the insult to 
the Democrats of Denver. The majority, 90 per cent of the 
Democrats of Denver, are as conscientious and honest as ever 
gave honor to a city; but the money of these great corporations 
has secured control of the local committees, and the local com- 
mittees, obeying the behest of their master, packed primaries, 
packed conventions, and nominated his tools for the yenal pur- 
pose that he had in mind. 

Mr. BAILEY. From the Senator’s statement it appears that 
90 per cent of the Democrats of Denver are honest and 10 per 
cent of them are rascals. In view of the fact that the 10 per cent 
of rascals beat the 90 per cent of honest men, the 90 per cent inust 
be fools. For my part I would about as soon deal with a rascal 
as a fool. There is some hope of reforming a rascal by bringing 
him to believe it is best to be honest, but there is no remedy for 
a fool that I have ever been able to discover. [Laughter. | 

But the Senator from Colorado must not be offended when I 
say that as he has walked out of so many Democratic conyen- 
tions, he was following a habit rather than a principle of con- 
duct when he walked out of the Democratic caucus last Sat- 
urday. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President, I want to assure the 
Senator from Texas that I am not in the least offended; not in 
the least. I have received the ukase of the caucus, or whatever 
it may be termed, in a perfectly equable frame of mind. 

Mr. BAILEY. As indicated by these resolutions. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think those resolutions indicate a pretty 
clear conception of what the rights and duties of a Senator are, 
and those rights and duties can not be swept aside by likening 
them to the duties of members of a Democratic or Repu)lican 
political caucus, dealing either with platforms or nominee: 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it may be a defect in my edu- 
eation, but I have always believed that the humblest man in 
America had upon him the same obligations to do his duty at 
the general election that a Senator in the Congress of tlie 
United States has to do his duty here. There may be some 
thing that elevates a man above the great mass of humanity 
when he is elected to the Senate. Some of them seem to think 
so. I have read in a very excellent play by an immortal author 
of the man who climbs— . 


3ut when he once attains the upmost round 
He then unto the ladder turns his back, 
Looks in the clouds, scorning the base degrees 
By which he did ascend. 


But as for my part, the people who sent me to the Senate have 
exactly the same rights, duties, and responsibilities at home as I 
have here, and if the American citizen in the primary of |)'s ow? 


party and at the general election does not do his duty, ‘' is of 


small consequence how we do ours. Concede that we «re ae 
head—they are the heart and blood. Corupt and stifle tt vb 
e 


the Senate becomes a matter of no national consequence” * ° 
attempt to differentiate the duty of a Senator from the «u‘y ° 
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a constituent when it comes to deciding the great affairs of this | which you have recited and assailed. In other words, you 


Republic will not be accepted by the American people. 

I am tempted before I close to read one thing more that the 
Senator said when he was elected to the Senate, showing then 
that this new light had not broken ir upon his brain. 

When I take my place in the Senate I will unite my efforts with the 
Democratic members and enter their— 

Not conferences— 
their caucuses. 

The Senator says that a caucus is purely a voluntary matter; 
that it has no place in the Senate is his inference. 


legislature controlled by a caucus rule. 
good reading 
Mr. PATTERSON. 


That is not all the 





Mr. President 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas 
vield? 
' Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator let me finish this, and he 


can reply to both at once? 

Mr. PATTERSON. All right. 

Mr. BAILEY (reading) : 

| believe the fight for them can be most successfully made within the 
Democratic ranks. It must be made within the caucuses, in the pri- 
maries, and the conventions of the party. Those friends who are out- 
cide of them are outside of the fortifications built to defend these 
principles, and are but helpless lookers on while the struggle in which 
all Americans are so vitally interested may be irretrievably lost. 

Excellent doctrine. 

\ir. TILLMAN. Are those the words of the Senator from 
Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. Those are from the same account, for the accu- 
racy of which the Senator from Colorado has kindly vouched. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not know that I could use such 
forceful and excellent language. 

Mr. BAILEY. It may be that the reporter did it for you. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. PATTERSON. 





ige. I will not gainsay it, and I would not hesitate to re- 


tuency. 
publican, 


ite 
s I was elected by a combination of Populist, Silver 
Re and Democratic votes, under no false colors. 
j 
speech—I told them plainly where I was going, for I like to deal 
frankly with all who are dealing with me. I never aim or in- 
{ to sail under false celors. But, Mr. President 
Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt 
him, I will say that there is no Senator in this body who will 
tore heartily indorse that statement with reference to him 
than I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But, Mr. President, there are caucuses 

and caucuses. A caucus is but another name for a conference, 

| a conference may be but another name for a caucus. I 

\ what I had in mind, and I know what the people I was 
dressing had in mind; that I would enter the Democratic 
ciucus, among other things, for the organization of the Senate, 
consultation upon every question of importance, for the 
purpose of bringing a coordination of action, if it were possible, 
to do anything and everything that might properly and legiti- 
lutely be done for the purpose of securing unity of action on 
it party measures. 
\gain the Senator from Texas persists in ignoring what I 
upted to say in the remarks I made this morning—that 
en it comes to legislation, when it comes to the enactment 

‘reat laws that embrace the welfare of this country—and it 
be the welfare of other countries—each individual Senator 

ist vote according to his convictions; and when the caucus 

ertakes to control, forbid, punish, excommunicate, or other- 
any Senator for refusing to sink his own convictions and 

render them to others the caucus is overstepping its bounds 
its authority. 

\ir. BAILEY. Mr. President, I was misled into construing 
e declarations as I did rather than as the Senator from 
orado now explains them, because I remembered that the 
itor from Colorado was in the Democratic caucus when we 
pted this rule which provides for binding Senators upon a 

t thirds vote of the caucus. 

ir. PATTERSON. May I ask the Senator to what caucus 
efers? 

‘ir. BAILEY. You were present at the caucus about two 

's ago when it adopted as its rule of action the very reso- 

‘ion under which we acted when we adopted the resolution 





Yet he | 
thought it had when he accepted the election at the hands of a | 


Possibly ; but I did not know that I could | 
express myself in such strong and excellent and forceful lan- | 


rate the same thing to-morrow were I addressing my con- | 


‘efore the election—and it was before the election I made the | 


| were there when the caucus adopted the resolution providing 








| the eternal truth. 


| himself an injustice in the suggestion that 


that whenever two-thirds of the caucus should order all 
Senators should be bound, except in the three cases that you 
have enumerated. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, there some mistake 
about that, for I have always been opposed to attempting to 
coerce Senators into voting against their convictions of duty. 
I recall very well—and I did not suppose that the Senator would 
enter into the proceedings of caucuses 

Mr. BAILEY. You brought them here yourself. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not. 

Mr. BAILEY. You brought the resolution here. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I only brought that which was made pub- 
lic and which was given to the public by officers of the caucus. 


sO 


is 


| I never said one word about what transpired in the caucus, 


either what you said or what any other member said. I 


recol- 


| lect very well that when efforts were made to reach a unanimity 
| of opinion I recognized at all times the right of every Senator 


to the possession of his own judgment and the registering of 
that when the vote was taken. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I will not resort to the un- 
seemly procedure of calling witnesses to contradict a Senator, 
because I am sure the Senator states his recollection. But I am 
absolutely positive that he is mistaken. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the junior 
Texas yield to the senior Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield always to my colleague. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The statement made by my colleague is 
not only correct to the extent he has made it, but the records of 
the caucus show that the Senator from Colorado voted for the 
resolution. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 


Senator from 


Texas yield 


It seems that ample preparations have 


| been made to overwhelm me by reason of the stand I have taken. 


I will not gainsay the record, because I do not believe that any 
official of a Democratic caucus would make a wrong record. t 
is not impossible, Mr, President, that without due reflection I 
did vote for such a resolution. jut it is true that upon due 
reflection, when I was compelled by reason of my attitude upon 
the matter that is before the Senate to investigate what the 
rights and the duties of Senators are, I, in the line of my duty, 
have receded from that. 

I do not recall what the record recites. I do not pret to 
contradict it. If I thus voted, I can only say I regret that I 
thus voted, that such a vote is in conflict with my sense of jus 
tice and with the duties of Senators under their oaths in this 
Chamber. Whatever inconsistency may exist between that record 
and my conduct now, let it stand. I bear it cheerfully whatever 
censure or misunderstanding it may bring. It not change 
It does not change the obligations upon Sena- 
tors under the Constitution and under their oaths of offic 

Under those circumstances, Mr. President, I can only say 
if that was my vote it was an error, and that that error 1) 
never again be committed. In the future, as IT had horn 
past, I recognize the absolute right of every Sen 
question that is submitted, every act of Congress 
lutely without such coercion as such resolutions 
istence. 


Mr. BAILEY. 


I 


nt 
ba 


does 


d 
tor mpon every 
to vot l ) 


bring into ex- 


Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado does 


preparations were 
| made for his discomfiture. So far from having made any prepa 
ration myself, I did not know until after 11 o'clock to-day that 


the doctor would say I could leave the bedside of a sick boy. I 
have not for three days spoken to my colleague except to an 
swer his inquiry as to that sick child. I had no thought 
that my colleague had this record in his possession than I have 


more 


that the Senator from Colorado will now stand up before tlx 
Senate and confess his error. 
I might have known that whatever was to be had about 


my colleague would have [laughter], because, through an ac- 


quaintance with him extending over my entire public life in 
Texas, I have never known him to face a situation for which 
he was not prepared. I am led tv believe from the fact 


he had this record that if I had not made the poor reply I have 
made he would have made a better one to the Senator from 
Colorado; and I regret that I have occupied the attention of the 


Senate without preparation instead of having yielded it to hin 
who is always prepared. 

The Senator from Colorado ought not to leave it in the 
record that he supposes that his colleagues would conspire 


for the sake of his embarrassment. I will do him greater honor 
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than he does us. I will say that I believe he is above con- 


spiring for the discomfiture of a fellow-Senator. I believe he 

is an honest man. But I also believe that he is one of those 

emotional natures who, being wrong, persist in error and defend | 
it, whether he can successfully defend it or not. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. BAILEY. I am afraid the Senator will not accept my 
od opinion of him, but I will yield. 


or 
> 


Mr. PATTERSON. I do object to the term “ conspiracy.” 

Mr. BAILEY. But you stated that preparation had been 
made - 

Mr. PATTERSON. Preparation—oh, well! 


Mr. BAILEY. If that does not mean it I do not understand 
the English language any better than the Senator understands 
the rule of a Democratic caucus. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Texas had every reason 
to believe, as he says himself, that preparation would be made. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not. o 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Texas says he knew if 
there was anything that could be brought into the Senate of 
which his colleague had knowledge it would be here. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator himself—let me interrupt 
him—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; but that is neither here nor there. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator must let me interrupt him to say 
that I said it, and I stated that I said it, because I knew my col- 
league was always prepared for every situation, and not with 
reference to this particular one, 

Mr. PATTERSON. But, Mr. President, that is neither here 
nor there. The thing that causes me regret is that what has 
been read by the Senator from Texas will becloud the real issue; 
that instead of Senators taking into full consideration their 
real duty, imposed by the obligations of the office they fill and 
the oath they have taken, they may reach the conclusion that 
because inconsistency has been shown in the Senator who has 
stood for the right of independent voting in this body, therefore 
such caucuses should be continued and that they are fully justi- 
fied. Men, Mr. President, are frequently changing their views 
and changing their positions. 

Mr. BAILEY. And then they ought to change their parties. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, Mr. President, that belongs to each 
individual member of a party, and neither sneers nor innuendoes 
of that kind will have the slightest effect upon me in my rela- 
tions to my party. I have said nothing that calls for such a sug- 
gestion or remark from the Senator from Texas. I only wanted 
to emphasize the danger that a condition such as this will bring 
to the principle for which I am contending. And yet I fully 
realize, Mr. President, that there is nothing, or should be noth- 
ing, in the membership or the constitution of this body that 
will create any danger that considerable bodies of this mem- 
bership will permanently reduce themselves, in whatever num- 
bers they may meet, to the level of a ward caucus, 

If I can be satisfied that the matter will not be confused 
by reason of the efforts of the two Senators from Texas, then 
I have no feeling of regret for anything that has occurred, 
whether to-day or in the past. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
would doubtless like to modify that last statement. He would 
like to save for himself an expression of regret that he voted 
that way in the Democratic caucus. He must always regret 
that, because under his view, such a rule invades the sanctity 
of a Senator’s oath and denies him the right to represent his 
State. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, when I, in connection with 
any number of Senators, will pass a resolution that has for its 
pur] the coercion of a Senator into voting against his con- 
viction, or if he does not so vote that he shall stand before his 
constituency as a bolter from his party, either one way or the 
other, I have no question about what my attitude should be 
and what the real fact and the real truth of the question is. 
BAILEY. Mr. President, for the first time the Senator 


0Se 


Mr. 
from Colorado has almost stated the question as we understand 
it. The only effect of such a resolution as we have adopted and 
disobedience on the part of the Senator is upon his standing at 
home and not upon his vote in the Senate. The Senator is free 
to defy the caucus and to vote as his conscience directs. He 
only takes a responsibility at home between his Democratic con- 
stituents and his Democratic associates here. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON, 


from Texas 


The Senator from Texas has stated it 


correctly. The object of a caucus resolution is to have effect 
upon the status of the Senator at home. It is to make hin, 
realize that, unless he surrenders his convictions at the co1)- 
mand of two-thirds of his colleagues, he will be denounced as 
a bolter at home, and men know what that means, especially i), 
the States of the South. Men know that southern society for 
self-protection has gathered under the Democratic banner, anj 
within the Democratic fold; and to declare by resolution th. 
a Senator or Member bolts his party is to eliminate him in the 
South from future public life and to relegate him to the shades 
of privacy. 

It is to that, Mr. President, I object. We know human 
nature well enough to realize that too many men, for the sake 
of holding a position that is so honorable, for the purpose of 
remaining in the body with which they hope their career in life 
shall be pemanently connected, will, rather than be declared 
bolters, and thus retired to private life, submit their convictions 
to the command of other Senators. It is for that reason, Mr. 
President, that I say the caucus is cruel; that it is coercive; 
that it is indefensible. It seems to me as though it was the 
ghost of antebellum days rising in its perfect physical being to 
yet coerce and intimidate and drive Senators from their duty. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I waive as unworthy of notice 
that reference to the spirit of antebellum days. That must be 
intended as an appeal to the other side of the Chamber to adopt 
his resolution. 

The Senator from Colorado betrays in his last interruption 
that his interest is not in himself, but in some southern Den- 
ocrat who may be coerced. The Senator may possess his soul 
in patience. There is no southern Democrat here who will les- 
itate to defy a caucus when his conscience requires him to do it, 
and the Senator may be sure that such a southern Democrat 
can go among his people and defend his conduct, if he can sat- 
isfy them that he was right and that two-thirds of his Demo- 
cratie colleagues were wrong. 

Mr. President, the very purpose of this effort at party dis- 
cipline is this, and only this, that whenever a Senator defies 
the decision of the majority, he must take the consequences at 
home. Let me say to the Senator that he underestimates the 
courage and the integrity of Senators, if I know them, when 
he assumes that a Senator will hésitate what to do under those 
circumstances. Why will the Senator from Colorado assume 
that other Senators possess less courage than he? He defies 
the caucus, and appeals to his people to justify his course; 
then why assume that any other Senator lacks courage to pur- 
sue a similar course? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish. If no other Senator is lacking 
in courage, the caucus action exerts po influence upon the des- 
tiny of the Republic, nor will it produce the least effect upon 
the passage of a bill or the ratification of a treaty; and it is 
limited in consequence to the personal fortunes of the Senator. 
As I view it, the unity of a party is incomparably more important 
than the personal fortunes of any Senator. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, one of the mistakes tlie 
Senator from Texas is making is in supposing that the twenty 
Senators who comprised the two-thirds of this caucus are the 
Democratic party. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not suppose that, but I think they come 
nearer to being the Democratic party than does the Senator 
from Colorado. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
has never presumed to be anything else than his own keeper. 
The Senator from Colorado does not now at least undertake to 
coerce or drive any other Senator to vote against his will. 

Mr. President, my only reference to southern Senators was 
for the purpose of submitting it to the common sense, tle juds- 
ment, and the experience of the individual members 0! this 
body. No ad captandum appeal can change the frailties ot 
human nature; no language that any man can employ can 
make me or others, Mr. President, other than men wit! te 
weaknesses of men and the vanity of men, subject to the control 
of the agencies that will control most men. . 

Mr. President, one of the dangers of the caucus is that just 
such great men, such aggressive men, such preponderatins mel, 
such self-asserting men as the Senator from Texas wil! ove™ 
whelm the judgment of those who are weaker, who are not ‘° 
aggressive and so insistent. It places the weak at the mercy 
of the strong; and it will not meet the question by the * nator 
suggesting that I am again casting reflections upon Sen.' rs = 
this body, for there are in this body strong Senators and wea 
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Senators; there are in this body men who impress their per- 
sonality and their convictions upon almost all with whom they 
come into association. 

I have seen it here, in caucuses and elsewhere, where one 
strong, aggressive, preponderating, irresistible human force car- 
ries with him all the rest; and they have had only to wait a few 
days to realize that they had indeed been weak. The caucus is 
for just such purposes as that, to give the strong and the pow- 
erful superior influence and weight in party measures, to use 
undue influence in bringing others to their views of thinking; 
and I have no doubt in the world but that when I have listened 
io the Senator I have been infiuenced in the matter of votes 

ere and elsewhere; and it is only human nature that such 
-hould be the ease. Therefore I say, Mr. President, that when 
the caueus goes beyond the matter of consultation, of giving 
advice, of urging duty—when it goes beyond that and enters 
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Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it is true that he is representing his people 
in his refusal to obey the caucus, it neither injures the Senator 
nor changes the result in the Senate. Therefore the caucus has 
neither done him a harm nor has it changed the course of his- 
tory one particle. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if I had occupied this 
floor as long as I did to-day simply to air a personal grievance 
and to set myself right before my constituency, I would feel 
ashamed of myself. I have occupied the Senate to-day for the 
exposition of what I believe is a great principle in legislation. 
I have stood not that I required any defense at home, for it is 
my independence, if I may use that word without being accused 


from Colorado 





into the field of force, force, Mr. President, is the ruling power, 
and not justice and reason. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, for the third and for the last 
time I observe that this is merely a rule defining a Senator’s 
duty as a Democrat. That Senator is at perfect liberty, when- 
ever the importance of the question or the force of his convic- 
tions, or both, shall render it impossible to obey the caucus, to 
defy it, and to vote precisely as he would had no caucus action 
heen taken. If he does defy it, he then settles with the Demo- 
cratie people of his own State. If they agree with him, they 
return him; if they disagree with him, they may or not defeat 
him. Thus the only effect of a caucus action is that it involves 
the personal fortunes of a Senator. 

My own opinion is that it is taking an unfair advantage of the 
Democratie party to call upon its members in the various States 
to choose members of the legislature, who, in their turn, and un- 
der the operation of a caucus rule, choose a Senator, thus giving 
him the benefit of the party organization, the fruit of the party 
victory, and then, when elevated to the highest legislative assem- 
bly in the world, for him to despise the rule that brought him to 

exalted station and proclaim his independence of the party. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 
\lr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have detained the Senate too 
To conclude the whole matter, and not for the purpose of 
radicting the Senator from Colorado—because that 





, 
7 
t 


( 


Democratie caucus has proceeded with the consent of all 
Senators, except two on thet occasion, I ask to have those 
resolutions read in order that they may appear in the Recorp. 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
retary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Democratic caucus, Tuesday, December 15, 1903. 


me 


* a ™ * am + 
caucus then took up for consideration the resolution offered by 
tor BLACKBURN, which is as follows: 


olved, That hereafter all members of the Senate Democratic cau- 
all be bound to vote in accordance with its decisions, made by 
rds vote of all its members, on all questions except those involv- 
construction of the Constitution, or upon which a Senator has 
pledges to his constituents or received instructions from the 
lature of a State which he represents.” 
{ter full diseussion Senator MAtuory, of Florida, offered the fol- 
ng amendment to the resolution : 
ovided, This rule shall not apply to the action of Senators on the 
| ¢ Cuban reciprocity bill or the pending Panama Canal treaty.”’ 
\ ter oe the amendment to the resolution was rejected by 
olowing vote: 


t 


iry, MeEnery, Mallory, Simmons, Taliaferro. Total, 


Messrs. Bailey, Blackburn, Carmack, Daniel, Dubois, Gibson, | 


in, oe McLaurin, Martin, Morgan, Overman, Pettus, Stone, 
in. Total, 15. 

‘ question recurring on the original resolution offered by Senator 
urn, the same was adopted by the following vote: 

Messrs. Bacon, Bailey, Bate, Berry, Blackburn, Carmack, 
Daniel, Dubois, Foster of Louisiana, Gibson. Gorman, Latimer, Mc- 
y. McLaurin, Martin, Morgan, Overman, Patterson, Pettus, Sim- 
Stone, Tillman. Total, 2 


wes 


Messrs. Mallory, Taliaferro. 
lr. PATTERSON. 
nore time than is necessary to very briefly reply to the last 
rks made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Batrey] as to 
ttitude I have taken against control by his caucus in view 


Total, 2. 


he fact that I had been elected announcing myself a Demo- | 


and that I showed by this action that I despised those who 
ted me to the position. I wish to say that, on the contrary. 
ive assumed that attitude because I respect them, because 


now what they expect of me, and because I know what my | 


'y is to them, and that is not to surrender my individual yote 
ll ahy proposed law into the keeping of any Senator or any 
ber of Senators, and should I do that with the light I now 
e on the treaty, I feel, Mr. President, that I would be betray- 
the men through whose instrumentality I have been elected 
\l this great office. 





is un- | 
necessary—but in order that the country may know just how far | 


Messrs. Bacon. Bate, Berry, Clay, Cockrell, Foster of Louisiana, | 


Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy | 


of vanity, which commends me io every right-thinking Democrat 
in the State of Colorado. 

But, Mr. President, I do not want this rule of caucus to stand 
as a menace against me and others. The Senator from Texas 
ought to differentiate between the man seeking to defend him- 
self and the man advocating the establishment of the right 
principles for party conferences. If I wanted to defend myself 
I would go to my home; I would not stand before the people of 
this country, occupying their time and their attention, for I 
realize that I am of too little importance to do a thing like that; 
it would be but abnormal vanity. 

But, Mr. President, whether it is a law or a treaty, great 
principles are usually associated with them, and I take it that 
there is in this question of a party caucus, commanding or 
degrading members of this body into voting against their will, a 
great principle involved, and one upon which I believe the 
country will reflect, and I believe that when the country reflects 
aye, even the constituency of the Senator from Texas—he will 
realize that that constituency believes in maintaining to the 
utmost the constitutional prerogative of a Senator—if I may 
use that kingly word—and that they can not be misled or be 
clouded by an effort to dragoon Senators, even though when the 
effort is made it may be said it is only intended to affect the 
standing of a Senator at his home. 

Mr. President, to elevate a town primary or a county caucus 
to the dignity of Senators in this body is impossible. The peo- 
pie will believe that a member of this body, bound by oath to 
maintain the relations of a State to the and to the 
country, can not measure his duty either by what the Senator 
from Texas or other Senators would do in national or State 
or county conventions, but by the dignity of this body, the re- 
lation which it bears to the Government, the rights of the 
State to honest and independent representation, and the bounden 
duty of every Senator to act in accordance with his oath and 
solemn convictions of right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What disposition does the Senator 
from Colorado desire to have made of his resolution? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the resolution will continue to lie 
on the table subject to call at any time by any Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution wi.l! lie on the table 
What is the further pleasure of the Senate? 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


Congress 


SESSION. 


the Senate proceed to the 


| consideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes 
| spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 


morrow, Thursday, February 8, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 7, 1906. 
COLLECTOR OF 
Benjamin F. Keith, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
| eustoms for the district of Wilmington, in the State of North 
| Carolina. Reappointment. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


General officers. 


| 


CUSTOMS. 


trig. Gen. Frederick D. Grant to be major-general from Feb- 
ruary 6, 1906, vice Sumner, retired from active service. 

Lieut. Col. William FE. Birkhimer, Artillery to 
brigadier-general, vice Grant, to be appointed major-general 


Corps, be 


Lieut. Col. Palmer G. Wood, Eleventh Infantry, to be briga- 
dier-general, vice Birkhimer, to be retired from active service. 
Lieut. Col. Henry A. Reed, Artillery Corps, to be brigadier- 


general, vice Wood, to be retired from active service. 


| 
| 
| 
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POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 

Bela C. Ide to be postmaster at Arroyo Grande, in the county 
of San Luis Obispo and State of California, in place of Bela C. 
Ide. Incumbent’s commission expires February 10, 1906. 

William L. Leonard to be postmaster at Oroville, in the county 
of Butte and State of California, in place of John P. Leonard, 
removed. 

George E. Lund to be postmaster at Fruitvale, in the county of 
Alameda and State of California, in place of George E. Lund. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. 

GEORGIA. 

Walter Akerman to be postmaster at Cartersville, in the 
county of Bartow and State of Georgia, in place of Walter 
Akerman. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. 

Hervey D. Bush to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 
of Newton and State of Georgia, in place of Hervey D. Bush. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. 

Joseph 8. Garrett to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county 
of Muscogee and State of Georgia, in place of Joseph 8. Garrett. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1906. 

Jerome E. Poche to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Wilkes and State of Georgia, in place of Jerome E. 
Poche. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

ILLINOIS. 

Augustus Gibson to be postmaster at McLeansboro, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Illinois, in place of Augustus 
Gibson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1906. 

Harley R. Moberly to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Illinois, in place of Harley R. Moberly. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 13, 1906. 

James W. Prouty to be postmaster at Roseville, in the county 
of Warren and State of Lilinois, in place of James W. Prouty. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 14, 1906. 

Harry B. Ward to be postmaster at Duquoin, in the county of 
Perry and State of Illinois, in place of Harry B. Ward. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires February 20, 1906. 

INDIANA, 

Luther D. Branden to be postmaster at Greensburg, in the 
county of Decatur and State of Indiana, in place of Andrew M. 
Willoughby. Ineumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 

Robert L. Cox to be postmaster at Fowler, in the county of 
Benton and State of Indiana, in place of Duncan McA. Williams. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

Jnimes H. Jones to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county 
of Ilenry and State of Indiana, in place of James H. Jones. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 

Willis L. McCampbell to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Henry and State of Indiana, in place of Willis L. 
McCampbell. Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 

Albert V. Randall to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the county 
of Shelby and State of Indiana, in place of Oscar E. Lewis. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 

IOWA. 
Roger W. Hilleary to be postmaster at New London, in the 


county of Henry and State of Iowa, in place of James M. Craw- 
ford, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1906. 
- KENTUCKY. 

Jacob B. Coffman to be postmaster at Russellville, in the 
county of Logan and State of Kentucky, in place of Jacob B. 
Coffman. Inecumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 

LOUISIANA. 

Virginia H. Jordan to be postmaster at Rayville, in the parish 
of Richland and State of Louisiana. Office became Presidential 
J y 1, 1906. 

is R. Morse to be postmaster at New Iberia, in the | 
parish of Iberia and State of Louisiana, in place of Thomas R. 
Morse. Incumbent’s commission expired January 28, 1906. 
MICHIGAN. 

William F. Crane to be postmaster at Manistique, in the 
county of Schoolcraft and State of Michigan, in place of Charles 
B. Mersereau. Incumbent’s commission expires April 10, 1906. 

MINNESOTA, 

Alexander Fiddes to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 

of J ‘son and State of Minnesota, in place of Alexander Fiddes. 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. 
3 MISSISSIPPI. 

Edith G. Morrow to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of Clay and State of Mississippi, in place of Edith G. Morrow. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

Lee Van Sample to be postmaster at Summit, in the county 
of Pike and State of Mississippi, in place of Frederick W. Col- 
lins, jr. Ineumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 





MISSOURI, 

Clarence Conger to be postmaster at Unionville, in the county 
of Putnam and State of Missouri, in place of George H. Gardner. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1906. 

NEBRASKA. 

Griffith J. Thomas to be postmaster at Harvard, in the county 
of Clay and State of Nebraska, in place of Griffith J. Thomas. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 

NEW JERSEY. 

George W. Hope to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of New Jersey, in place of George W. Hoye. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

Harry L. Knight to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in place of Elmer i. 
Dyer. Incumbent’s commission expires February 13, 1906. 
of Passaic and State of New Jersey, in place of Dennis Wy. 
Mahony. Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 

Joseph Pierson to be postmaster at Phillipsburg, in the county 
of Warren and State of New Jersey, in place of Samuel! y, 
Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 30, 1906. 

Henry B. Rollinson to be postmaster at Rahway, in the county 
of Union and State of New Jersey, in place of Henry B. Rollin- 
son. Ineumbent’s commission expires February 20, 1906. 

August C. Stecher to be postmaster at Riverside, in the county 
of Burlington and State of New Jersey, in place of August (, 
Stecher. Incumbent’s commission expires February 13, 1906. 

NEW YORK. 

David W. Cornell to be postmaster at Chappaqua, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. Office became 
Presidential October 1, 1905. 

Frank A. McCoy to be postmaster at North Tonawanda, in the 
eounty of Niagara and State of New York, in place of Frank A. 
MeCoy. Incumbent’s commission expires February 10, 1906. 

James L. Moore to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the county of 
Oswego and State of New York, in place of Richard W. Box. 
Ineumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

MeMurray Furgerson to be postmaster at Littleton, in the 
county of Halifax and State of North Carolina, in place of Mc- 
Murray Furgerson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
27, 1906. 

OHIO. 

Otis Sykes to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of 

Huron and State of Ohio, in place of Daniel Myers. Incumbent’s 


| commission expires February 13, 1906. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 
Samuel S. Lewis to be postmaster at York, in the county of 
York and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Augustus Loucks. 


Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 

John F. Parrish to be postmaster at Cresson, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John W. Llall. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

John W. Stuart to be postmaster at State College, in the 
county of Center and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Jolin W. 
Stuart. Incumbent’s commission expires February 17, 1900. 

RHODE ISLAND, 

Elmer W. Robinson to be postmaster at East Providence, in 
the county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in place of 
Stephen J. Rich. 
1906. 


) 


Incumbent’s commission expired January |, 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
P. Brooks Connor to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county 


| of Greenwood and State of South Carolina, in place of Lewis M. 


Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1U0. 


Charles J. Purcell to be postmaster at Newberry, in the coutty 
of Newberry and State of South Carolina, in place of Charles J. 
Purcell. Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1:0. 

TENNESSEE. . 

Robert F. Haun to be postmaster at Milan, in the county 0 

Gibson and State of Tennessee, in place of Robert I. /i:un. 


Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Februar: 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Leopold G. Rothschild, of Indiana, to be surveyor of custonis 
for the port of Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 


Maj. Gen. John ©. Bates, United States Army, to be L‘cuten 
ant-General from February 1, 1906. 
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Brig. Gen. Adolphus W. Greely, Chief Signal Officer, to be 
\jor-general. 
Signal Corps. 
Col. James Allen, Signal Corps, to be Chief Signal Officer with 
the rank of brigadier-general for a period of four years. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Artillery Corps. 


First Lieut. Henry H. Sheen, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
m January 29, 1906. 
Second Lieut. Claude E. Brigham, Artillery Corps, to be first 
itenant from January 29, 1906. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 


I’. L. Bostwick to be postmaster at Laton, in the county of | 
Fresno and State of California. 


FLORIDA. 


George W. Bean to be postmaster at Tampa, in the county of 
lisboro and State of Florida. 


ILLINOIS. 


i 
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NORTH 
Leroy L. Brinkley to be postmaster at Edenton, in the county 
of Chowan and State of North Carolina. 


CAROLINA, 


Atheton B. Hill to be postmaster at Scotland Neck the 
county of Halifax and State of North Carolina. 

Ann Z. Pearce to be postmaster at Selma, in the county of 
Johnston and State of North Carolina. 

Stephen A. White to be postmaster at Mebane, in the county 
of Alamance and State of North Carolina. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

James M. Cubbison to be postmaster at Minnewaukon, in the 
county of Benson and State of North Dakota. 

Chester A. Revell to be postmaster at Harvey, in the county 


of Wells and State of North Dakota. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Richard L. Ashhurst to be postmaster at Philadelphia, in tl] 
county of Philadelphia and State of Pennsylvania. 
Samuel L. Lewis to be postmaster at York, in the county of 


| York and State of Pennsylvania. 


W. E. Puffer to be postmaster at Odell, in the county of Liv- | 


ingston and State of Lllinois. 
INDIANA. 


\. J. Kitt to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county of 
Newton and State of Indiana. 


John Owen to be postmaster at Noblesville, in the county of | 


Hamilton and State of Indiana. 
Nidgar A. Simmons to be postmaster at Kokomo, in the county 
of Howard and State of Indiana. 


ed Snyder to be postmaster at Angola, in the county of 
Steuben and State of Indiana. 


IOWA, 


Charles W. Gray to be postmaster at Corning, in the county | 


Adams and State of Iowa, 
Samuel D. Henry to be postmaster at Coon Rapids, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Iowa. 

Harry E. Hull to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the 
county of Iowa and State of Iowa. 
\Villiam F. Kopp to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, in the 

ty of Henry and State of lowa. 
N. ©. Nelson to be postmaster at Essex, in the county of Page 
and State of Iowa. 

Gerald L. Whinery to be postmaster at Iowa Falls, in the 
C y of Hardin and State of Iowa. 

KANSAS. 

William Chapman to be postmaster at Mound Valley, in the 


of 


Cc 


county of Labette and State of Kansas. 
Delmar E. Deputy to be postmaster at Manhattan, in the 
county of Riley and State of Kansas. 
homas D. Fitzpatrick to be postmaster at Salina, in the 
( ty of Saline and State of Kansas. 


ink Fuhr to be postmaster at Meade, in the county of 
Meade and State of Kansas. 
in O. Hanson to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county 


of Cloud and State of Kansas. 
‘rank Harlow to be postmaster at Kingman, in the county of 
Kingman and State of Kansas. 
William A, Hopkins to be postmaster at Solomon, in the 
‘ ty of Dickinson and State of Kansas. 
ion Skovgaard to be postmaster at Greenleaf, in the county 
of shington and State of Kansas. 
n M. Watson to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county 
ot rshall and State of Kansas. 
LOUISIANA, 
rge J. Hollister to be postmaster at Ponchatoula, in the 
I of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana. 
MARYLAND. 
es P. B. Veirs to be postmaster at Rockville, in the county 


01 ntgomery and State of Maryland. 
NEBRASKA 
iam W. Hopkins to be postmaster at Oakland, in the 
of Burt and State of Nebraska. 
NEW JERSEY. 
ias F, Austin to be postmaster at Millville, in the county 
ol Cumberland and State of New Jersey. 
uk Wanser to be postmaster at Vineland, in the county of 
erland and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
‘eorge R. Vail to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
ce and State of New York. 
ed M. Woolley to be postmaster at Boonville, in the county 
ol Oneida and State of New York. 


( 


it 





John F. Parrish to be postmaster at Cresson, in the county of 
Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 
TEXAS, 
Ferman Carpenter to be postmaster at Franklin, 
of Robertson and State of Texas. 
VERMONT. 
Frederick Chapman to be postmaster 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont. 
Ralph E. Jones to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county of 
Chittenden and State of Vermont. 
VIRGINIA, 
Hansford Anderson to be postmaster at West Point, 
county of King William and State of Virginia. 
Royal BE. Cabell to be postmaster at Richmond, in the county 
of Henrico and State of Virginia. 
WASHINGTON. 
Frank E. Pells to bé postmaster at Ballard, in the county 
of King and State of Washington. 
Charles A, Phillips to be postmaster at Wilbur, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Washington. 
Charles C. White to be postmaster at Waterville, 
county of Douglas and State of Washington. 


in the « 


unty 


at Woodst 


ock, in the 


in tl 


ie 


the 


in 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Henry E. Munday to be postmaster at Shepherdstown, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of West Virginia. 

WISCONSIN. 

Allan Beggs to be postmaster at Hudson, 
St. Croix and State of Wisconsin. 

George Graham to be postmaster at Tomah, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Wisconsin. 

Hugh McInnes to be postmaster at Edgerton, in the connty 
Rock and State of Wisconsin. 

Andrew Noll to be postmaster at Chilton, in the county « 
Calumet and State of Wisconsin. 


in the county of 


of 


yh 


Joseph J. Schultz to be postmaster at Kewaunee, in the county 
of Kewaunee and State of Wisconsin. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 7, 1906. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Ce x, D.D 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
MILITARY RESERVATION IN ALABAMA. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com 
on Military Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. 13 for 1 
of the military reservation in Alabama for the erectio f 
publie building, with the recommendation that the bill and 
companying report be referred to the Committe: n P 
Buildings and Gounds. 
The SPEAKER. Without obje 1, the bill will be ref 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and ¢ un 


There was no objection. 


RAILROAD BATE REGULATIO?D 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 1 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the stat 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 12957 
the railroad rate bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Com! 


ttee of the 
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Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. VREELAND in 
the chair. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentle- 
min from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, from the time when legis- 
latures and parliaments first began to legistate public highways 
have been held to be common ¢arriers. ‘The turnpikes and the 
ferryboats have been regulated by law, and the amount they can 
legally exact for their service is fixed by statute. The old mill 
on the creek, where I used to carry corn to be made into meal, 
was regulated by law, and one-eighth was the limit the miller 
could exact as toll. There is no difference in principle between 
a turnpike or plank road 1 mile long and a railroad 1,000 miles 
long. They both exist under a charter granted by the State; 
both are public highways; both are used by the people upon the 
payment of just and reasonable toll. It has always been deemed 
necessary for the protection of the public who use turnpikes and 
ferryboats to put them under the supervision of the law. Who 
can say, then, that the vast railroad systems of the country 
should not be made amenable to the law? It seems to be too 
plain for argument that all public highways and common car- 
riers are subject to regulation by law in the interest of the 
people who created them. 

The right to regulate railroads by law being conceded, the 
only remaining question is, How shall that right be exercised? 
The bill under consideration is an amendment to an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Therefore we have the 
whole question of railroad regulation before us, the principal ob- 
ject being to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and to give them authority to enforce their orders 
and decrees. The bill now being considered is a great improve- 
ment on the present law. It comes to us with the unanimous 
approval of the Interstate Commerce Committee, after a long 
and patient investigation. It is free from party bias, and 
bears evidence of an earnest effort to treat the railroads fairly 
and to protect the interests of the great body of shippers and 
consumers of the country. It may be that all the evils com- 
plained of will not be corrected by the enforcement of the pro- 
visions of this bill. Indeed, no reasonable man expects that; 
but it is a long step in that direction and deserves a fair and 
patient trial. It is true that some of the evils so justly com- 
plained of are not reached by this bill, and perhaps can not be. 
The great annoyance and loss to shippers which arise from the 
unreasonable delay in settling overcharges by the railroads, the 
impolite and ofttimes curt replies made to questions asked for 
information by shippers and passengers, and the failure of 
railroads to make proper and convenient connections and to 
stop their trains where the public interests demand that they 
should be stopped are very irritating and frequently grossly in- 
sulting. I presume, however, that these are matters falling 
within the province and jurisdiction of State commissions and 
must be dealt with by them, if at all. 

Mr. Chairman, no amount of public criticism could compel 
me to vote for a measure that to my mind was unjust and unfair 
to the railroads and that would prevent them from earning a 
fair rate of interest on their actual investment. 

Mr. Justice Harlan, in the Nebraska case, said in part: 

A railroad is a public highway, and none the less so because con- 
itructed and maintained through the agency of a corporation deriving 

existence and powers from the State. Such a corporation was 


created for public purposes. It performs a function of the State. Its | > 
| complaint. 


authority to exercise the right of eminent domain and to charge tolls 
was given primarily for the benefit of the public. It is under govern- 
mental control, though such control must be exercised with due regard 
to itional guaranties for the protection of its property. 
I therefore, admitted that a railroad corporation main- 
taining a public highway under the authority of the State may fix a 
} 
t 
t 
y 





‘ate with a view solely to its own interests and ignore the rights of 
he public. But the rights of the public would be ignored if rates for 
he transportation of persons or property on a railroad are exacted 
vithout reference to the fair value of the property used for the public 
. » fair value of the services rendered, but in order simply that the 
tion may meet operating expenses, pay the interest on its obli- 
gations, and declare a dividend to its stockholders. 








This, to my mind, is a temperate and well considered deliver- 
ance from one of the most distinguished jurists in the country. 

But, Mr. Chairman, transportation methods have been greatly 
revolutionized in this country since railroad construction began 
in earnest in the fifties. Then the railroad builder was a pio- 
neer. The country, as a rule, was sparsely settled, and large 
cities were unknown, as compared with the present time. So it 
was that railroads were encouraged and given a free hand, and 
were permitted to fix and collect such tolls as seemed to their 
promoters to be necessary to encourage their construction. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TOWNSEND], who opened 
the discussion for the committee on this bill, so well described 
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the conditions that existed in the early days of railroad trans- 


portation in this country that I quote from his speech, as fo)- 
lows: 

When the fathers established the Government of the United States 
and adopted the Constitution as its bill of rights, they wisely delegat: 
to Congress control over all commerce among the States. At that time 
there were but thirteen colonies from which States could be made, ani 
they occupied the little territory east of the Alleghenies and in Now 
England. Commerce then was limited, but the means for transport,- 
tion were so crude that its movements were more difficult than those 0 
to-day. As a legal basis of procedure in the exercise of government t}). 
common law was adopted, and that law treated common carriers :; 
public servants and subject to governmental control, and provided that 
all rates and regulations charged or imposed by them should be just 
and reasonable. 

From the time when man produced more than he consumed and de- 
sired other than what he produced, carriers became important. Seti 
ments were made in the New World on the seashores and on the banks 
of rivers where transportation by water was possible, but each man at 
first was his own carrier, and he exchanged his for his neighbor's 
products. With thrift and enterprise a surplus greater than the needs 
of immediate neighborhood exchanges was created, and the common e:r- 
rier became a necessity. At first the Government, recognizing the need, 
entered into the business of carrying products for the benefit of the peo- 
ple; highways were built, boat lines established, and canals dug. These 
were operated either without charge to the people or by imposing a 
charge upon the user of the means of transportation. In the early 
forties the railroad was born, and regions remote from navigable waters 
were opened up to settlement. Some wild dreamer of the Revolutionary 
times may have had a vision of the twentieth-century commerce, but 
such vision was never expressed, and certainly it never entered into the 
mind of the statesmen of early days what wonderful things were to 
come to pass. Then wants were simple and desire was modest. The 
luxuries of yesterday have become necessities of to-day. Inventive 
genius has revolutionized past ideals and ancient methods; ignorance, 
superstition, and religious fanaticism and bigotry, which once blocked 
the way of progress and blinded the eyes of genius, have been ruthlessly 
crushed to death beneath advancing civilization, which has strengthi- 
ened with contest and grown wise and audacious with experience, until 
to-day nothing is sacred but eternal right and nothing impossible to 
him who wills. 


Mr. Chairman, in the early fifties only a few miles of rail- 
road were built and in operation in this country, transporting 
a few thousand tons of freight and a very limited number of 
passengers. In fifty years we have considerably more than 
200,000 miles of railroad in operation, carrying annually many 
million tons of freight and 1,000,000,000 passengers. Trade sta- 
tistics for the year 1905 show 1 phenomenal degree of prosper- 
ity and increase of business conducted by the railroads. It is 
estimated that if the product of the farms, mines, and factories 
had been moved at one time it would have filled 33,184,857 
freight cars. These cars, if made up into one train, would ex- 
tend for a distance of 224,400 miles, or a distance equal to nine 
times around the earth. If this train, with the locomotives nec- 
essary to haul it, should be started out into space on a trip to 
the moon, the leading engine would ke pufiing through the val- 
leys of the earth’s satellite before the conductor’s caboose had 
rolled out of the freight yard at the starting point. To siore 
the engines and cars would require every mile of railroad in the 
United States. These vast and bewildering figures demon- 
strate the necessity for regulation and control. We all recog 
nize the fact that without railroads the country would be rele 
gated to the primitive methods of transportation and travel, and 
no man in his senses desires that. Railroads are the greatest 
agencies known to man when development and progress are con- 
sidered. That the capital invested in these great arteries of 
trade and commerce should yield a just return to the owners 
no fair-minded man will question; but when they insist that 
they should be permitted to earn large dividends on fictitious 
values, on bonds and stock several times the real value of the 
property, the people, who have been so liberal in the past in be- 
stowing benefits and franchises on railroads, have just cause for 








The enactment of legislation looking to the control and rest 
lation of these great aggregations of capital and to prevent ex 
tortion and discrimination has been the Democratic contention 


for many years. The first party declaration on this subject 
was made in 1896 by the Democratic convention at Chicago. | 


had the honor of representing in part the State of Alabama in 
that convention as a delegate at large. The delegation «i me 
the honor of electing me as their representative on the resolt- 
tions committee, and I was one of the subcommittee which 
framed the following plank in the platform adopted by t)c col 
vention, which reads as follows: 

{Declaration from Democratic platform, 1896.] 


The absorption of wealth by the few, the consolidation of ovr ! 
ing railroad systems, and the formation of trusts and pools a? 
strict control by the Federal Government of tnose arteries of © ae 
We demand the enlargement of the powers of the Interstate mer” 
Commission, and such restriction and guaranties in the contro! of ry 
roads as will protect the people from robbery and oppression. 


Again, in 1900, we declared: 
[Declarations from Democratic platform, 1900.] 


CORPORATE INTERFERENCE IN GOVERNMENT. + 
Corporations should be protected in all their rights and the" mga 
mate interests should be respected, but any attempt by corpora os 








1906. 





terfere with the public affairs of the people, or to control the sover- | or delivery of freights until the railroad renders complete 


aty which creates them, should be 
will make such attempts impossible. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


We favor such an enlargement of the scope of the interstate-com- 
meree law as will enable the Commission to protect individuals and 
( munities from discriminations and the public from unjust and 
unfair transportation rates. 


\nd again, in 1904, we said: 
[Declarations from Democratic platform, 1904.] 
TRUSTS AND UNLAWFUL COMBINES. 


Individual equality of opportunity and free competition are essen- 
to a healthy and permanent commercial prosperity, and any trust, 
bination, or monopoly tending to destroy these by controlling pro- 
ion, restricting competition, or fixing prices should be prohibited 
punished by law. We especially denounce rebates and discrimi- 

nations by transportation companies as the most potent agency in pro- 
ing and strengthening these unlawful conspiracies against trade. 
INTERSTATE COMMBRCE. 
demand an enlargement of the powers of the Interstate Com- 
» Commission to the end that the traveling public and shippers 
‘ s country may have prompt and adequate relief for the abuses 
{ hich they are subjected in the matter of transportation. We de- 
mand a strict enforcement of existing civil and criminal statutes 
nst all such trusts, combinations, and monopolies, and we demand 
enactment of such further legislation as may be necessary to 
tually suppress them. 
During all these years the Republican platforms were silent 
The credit for the initiative therefore be- 


orbidden under such penalties 


We 


upon this question. 

longs to the Democratic party, and your humble servant was a 
party to its inauguration. From that day to this I have voted 
for every measure that came before Congress looking to these 
needed reforms. 


\ir. Chairman, the meat in this bill is contained in sections 
15, 16, and 20. 
SECTION 15. 
It is this section that confers upon the Commission the power to 
blish or fix a rate or to declare what shall be a proper charge 
rtain instances. The section empowers the Interstate Com- 
Commission to determine and prescribe what, in its judg- 
will be a just and reasonable rate, and the amount fixed by 
the Commission is the maximum or highest rate that the railroad 
( ‘harge. The Commission is empowered by this section to 
make regulations in respect to transportation that are just, 
f and reasonable, and to make orders that the carrier shall 
‘ and desist from the violation of such regulations, and in- 
ts the Commission with power to enforce its orders and de- 
y severe fines and penalties. It would seem, Mr. Chair- 
hat the bill has conferred upon the Commission all the 
I r that Congress can give, and if it does not accomplish 
‘ at is expected it will be the fault of the courts and not 
the House of Representatives. 
tion 15 is as follows: 


15. That the Commission is authorized and empowered, and it 
ts duty, whenever, after full hearing upon a complaint made 
vided in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any common 
it shall be of the opinion that any of the rates, or charges 
er, demanded, charged, or collected by any common carrier or 
subject to the provisions of this act, for the transportation of 
or property as defined in the first section of this act, or that 
lations or practices whatsoever of such carrier or carriers af- 
such rates, are unjust or unreasonable, or unjustly discrimina- 
‘ unduly preferential or prejudicial, or otherwise in violation of 
the provisions of this act, to determine and prescribe what will, 
idgment, be the just and reasonable and fairly remunerative rate 
s, charge or charges, to be thereafter observed in such case as 
mum to be charged; and what regulation or practice in respect 
sportation is just, fair, and reasonable to be thereafter fol- 
to make an order that the carrier shall cease and desist 
violation, to the extent to which the Commission find the 
and shall not thereafter publish, demand, or collect any 
e for such transportation S excess of the maximum rate 
prescribed, and shall conform to the regulation or practice 
Such order shall go into effect thirty days. after notice 
l ‘r and shall remain in force and be observed by the carrier, 
the same shall be suspended or modified or set aside by the Com- 
be suspended or set aside by a court of competent jurisdic- 
enever the carrier or carriers, in obedience to such order of 
sion or otherwise, shall publish and file joint rates, fares, 
‘g and fail to agree among themselves upon the apportionment 
sion thereof, the Commission may after hearing make a supple- 
order prescribing the portion of such joint rate to be received 
h ao party thereto, which order shall take effect as a part of 
ginai order. 
® Commission may also, after hearing on a complaint, establish 
“4 routes and joint rates as the maximum to be charged, and pre- 
the division of snch rates as hereinbefore provided, and the terms 
onditions under which such through routes shall be operated, when 
may be necessary to give effect to any provision of this act, and 
carriers complained of have refused or neglected to voluntarily es- 
sh such through routes and joint rates, provided no reasonable or 
actory through route exists. 


3 , SECTION 16. 

Section 16 of the bill confers extraordinary powers upon the 
‘umission. If any transportation company fails or refuses 
obey the orders of the Commission, they may apply to any 
urt of competent jurisdiction for a writ of injunction, and by 
this process they may stop the running of trains or the receipt 
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obedience to the orders of the Commission. This seems to 
a very near approach to actual control and direction by 
Government. 

Section 16 is as follows: 


If any such common carrier shall neglect or refus 


be 
the 


e to file or publish 


its schedules or tariffs of rates, fares, and charges as yvided in this 
section or any part of the same, such common carrier shall, in addi- 
tion to other penalties herein prescribed, be subject to a writ of 
damus, to be issued by any circuit court of the United States the 
judicial district wherein the principal operating office of said « 10n 
carrier is situated or wherein such offense may be committed, and if 
such common carrier be a foreign corporation in the judicial ci: t 
wherein such common carrier accepts traffic and has an ent t 

form such service, to compel compliance with the aforesaid proy 

of this section; and such writ shall issue in the name of the people of 
the United States, at the relation of the Commission appointed under 
the provisions of this act; and the failure to comply with its req 
ments shall be punishable as and for a contempt; and the said < 
mission, as complainant, may also apply, in any such circuit court « 
the United States, for a writ of injunction against such common cat 

to restrain such common carrier from receiving or transporting property 
among the several States and Territories of the United States, .- 
tween the United States and adjacent foreign countries, or tween 
ports of transshipment and of entry and the several States and Terri- 
tories of the United States as mentioned in the first section of this 
act, until such common carrier shall have compiled with the aforesaid 


provisions of this section of this act. 
SECTION 20. 
Section 20 is far-reaching in its provisions and effect, and con- 
fers extraordinary power upon the Commission. 
The section reads as follows: 


Sec. 20. That the Commission is hereby authorized to require annu 


reports from all common carriers subject to the provisions of this a 
and from the owners of all railroads engaged in inte! e commerce as 
defined in this act, to prescribe the manner in which such reports shall 


be made, and to require from such ¢arriers specific at 
tions upon which the Commission may need information ‘ 
reports shall show in detail the amount of capital stock 
amounts paid therefor, and the manner of payment for t 
cividends paid, the surplus fund, if any, and the numb« 
ers; the funded and floating debts and the interest paid thereon; the 
cost and value of the carrier's property, franchises, and equip! ts ; 
the number of employees and the salaries paid each class; the accidents 
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t> passengers, employees, and other persons, and the causes tl 
the amounts expended for improvements each y expend i 
the character of such improvements; the earning I I i 
each branch of business and from all sources; the operating and ot! 
expenses; the balances of profit and loss; and a com} e exhibit of tl 
financial operations of the carrier each year, including an annual 
ance sheet. Such reports shall also contain such mation in 
tion to rates or regulations concerning fares or freig or agreer . 
arrangements, or contracts affecting the same as the Commission may 
require; and the Commission may, in its discretion, for the purpose of 
enabling it the better to carry out the purp of thi t, prescribe a 
period of time within which all common c: ers subject to the prov 
sions of this act shail have, as near as m be, a uniforn ystem of 
accounts, and the manner in which such accounts shall be 

The Commission may, in its discretion, prescribe the 3 in 
and all accounts, records, and memoranda to be kept by carriers 
to the provisions of this act, including the accounts, records, and 
randa of the movement of traffic as well as the receipts and expen 
tures of moneys. The Commission shall at all times have ac to 
accounts, records, and memoranda kept by carriers subjé to tl 
and it shall be unlawful for such carriers to keep any other ac 
records, or memoranda than those prescribed or approved by the ¢ 
mission, and it may employ special agents or examin«s who shali | 
authority, under the order of the Commission, to inspect and es 
any and all accounts, records, and memoranda kept by ich car 
This provision shall apply to receivers of carriers and « z tri 

In case of failure or refusal on the part of any su rrier, recé 
or trustee to keep such accounts, records, and memoranda on the 
and in the manner prescribed by the Commission, or to su 
accounts, records, and memoranda as are kept to the ‘ 
Commission or any of its authorized agents or exan , 
receiver, or trustee shall forfeit to the United States tl! i ) 
for each such offense and for each and every day of tl I ! f 
such offense, such forfeitures to be recoverable in the manne S 
other forfeitures provided for in this act. 

Any person who shall willfully make any false entry the ¢ 
of any book of accounts or in any record or memoranda kept by a 
rier, or who shall willfully destroy, mutilate, alter, or by ar ( 
means or device falsify the record of any such account, record, or m« 
randa, or who shall willfully neglect or fail to make full, true, and « 
rect entries in such accounts, records, or memoranda of all fa l 
transactions appertaining to the carrier’s business, « all keep 5 
other accounts, records, or memoranda than those pl iped ¢ 
proved by the Commission, shall be deemed guilty of a1 lemeat 
and shall be subject, upon conviction in any court of the United Stat 
of competent jurisdiction, to a fine of not less than $1,000 nor moré 
than $5,000, or imprisonment for a term not lk t 1 Or year nor 
more than three years, or both such fine and impriso ent 


Mr. Chairman, the sections of the bill I have referred to and 


will print in my remarks contain the essential features of tl 

bill. The other sections provide the machinery by which the 
Commission may put into operation and enforce these provisions 
It seems unnecessary to consume any more time in this discus 
sion. It is now up to the Commission and the courts. We have 
given the Commission all the power we can confer. Ve have 
endeavored to give them power to enforce their orders We be- 


lieve that good results will follow, and that our efforts to regu- 
late and control common carriers will be successful. 

The President, in his annual message at the openil 

Fifty-ninth Congress, dealt at length with the question 
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road rate legislation, and I beg to quote in part what he so 
forcibly says: 


In order to imsure a healthy social and industrial life every big cor- 


poration should be held responsible by and be accountable to some sov- 
ereign strong enough to control its conduct. I am in no sense hostile 
to corporations. ‘This is an age of combination, and any effort to pre- 
vent all combination will be not only useless, but in the end vicious, 


because of the contempt for law which the failure to enforce law inevi- 
tably produces. We should, moreover, recognize in cordial and ample 
fashion the immense good effected by corporate agencies in a country 
such as ours, and the wealth of intellect, energy, and fidelity devoted 
to their service, and therefore normally to the service of the public, by 
their officers and directors. The corporation has come to stay, just as 
the trade union has come to stay. Each can do and has done great 
good. Each should be favored so long as it does good. But each should 
be sharply checked where it acts against law and justice. 
~ * n * * a * 

The immediate and most pressing need, so far as legislation is con- 
cerned, is the enactment into law of some scheme to secure to the agents 
of the Government such supervision and regulation of the rates charged 
by the railroads of the country engayed in interstate traffic as shall 
summarily and effectively prevent the imposition of unjust or unrea- 
sonable rates. It must include putting a complete stop to rebates in 
every shape and form. This power to regulate rates, like all similar 
powers over the business world, should be exercised with moderation, 
caution, and self-restraint; but it should exist, so that it can be effect- 
ively exercised when the need arises. 

The first consideration to be kept in mind is that the power should 
be affirmative and should be given to some administrative body created 
by the Congress. If given to the present Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion or to a reorganized Interstate Commerce Commission, such Com- 
mission should be made unequivocally administrative. I do not believe 
in the Government interfering with private business more than is 
necessary. I do net believe in the Government undertaking any work 
which can with propriety be left in private hands. But neither do I 
believe in the Government flinching from overseeing any work when it 
becomes evident that abuses are sure to obtain therein unless there is 
governmental supervision. It is not my province to indicate the exact 
terms of the law which should be enacted; but I call the attention of 
the Congress to certain existing conditions with which it is desirable 
to de ul. 

In my judgment the most important provision which such law should 
contain is that conferring upon some competent administrative body the 
power to decide, upon the case being brought before it, whether a given 
rate prescribed by a railroad is reasonable and just, and if it is found to 
be unreasonable and unjust, then, after full investigation of the com- 
plaint, to prescribe the limit of rate beyond which it shall not be lawful 
to go—the maximum reasonable rate, as it is commonly called—this de- 
cision to go into effect within a reasonable time and to obtain from 
thence onward, subject to review by the courts. It sometimes happens 
at present, not that a rate is too high, but that a favored shipper is 
given too low a rate. In such case the Commission would have the 
right to fix this already established minimum rate as the maximum; 
and it would need only one or two such decisions by the Commission to 
ure railroad companies of the practice of giving improper minimum 
te I call your attention to the fact that my proposal is not to give 

Commission power to initiate or originate rates generally, but to regu- 
te a rate already fixed or’ originated by the roads, upon complaint 
and after investigation. A heavy penalty should be exacted from any 
corporation which fails to respect an order of the Commission. I re- 
gard this power to establish a maximum rate as being essential to any 
scheme of real reform in the matter of railway regulation. The first 
necessity is to secure it; and unless it is granted to the Commission 
there is little use in touching the subject at all. 

llegal transactions often occur under the forms of law. It has often 
ed that a shipper has been told by a traffic officer to buy a large 
quantity of some commodity and then after it has been bought an open 
reduction is made in the rate, to take effect immediately, the arrange- 
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ot be wise to confer on the Government the right of civil action against 
he beneficiary of a rebate for at least twice the value of the rebate. 
This would help stop what is really blackmail. Elevator allowances 


ment resulting to the profit of the one shipper and the one railroad and 
to the dar e of all their competitors; for it must not be forgotten 
that the big shippers are at least as much to blame as any railroad in 
the matter of rebates. The law should make it .clear, so that nobody 
can fail to understand, that any kind of commission paid on freight 
shipments, whether in this form or in the form of fictitious damages, or 
of a concession, a free pass, reduced passenger rate, or payment of 
brokerage, is illegal. It is worth while considering whether it would 
T 

t 






yuld be stopped, for they have now grown to such an extent that they 
are dem lizing and are used as rebates. 
All private car lines, industrial roads, refrigerator charges, and the 


like should be expressly put under the supervision of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission or some similar body so far as rates and agree- 
ments practically affecting rates, are concerned. The private car 
owners and the owners of industrial railroads are entitled to a fair 
and reasonable compensation on their investment, but neither private 
cars nor industrial railroads nor spur tracks should be utilized as de- 
vices for securing preferential rates. A rebate in icing charges, or in 
mileage, or in a division of the rate for refrigerating charges is just 


as pernicious as a rebate in any other way. No lower rate should 
apply on goods imported than actually obtains on domestic goods from 
the American seaboard to destination except in cases where water com- 
petition is the controlling influence. There should be publicity of the 
accounts of common carriers; no common carrier engaged in interstate 
business should keep any books or memoranda other than those re- 
ported pursuant to law or regulation, and these books or memoranda 
should be open to the inspection of the Government. Only in this way 
ean violations or evasions of the law be surely detected. 

A system of examination of railroad accounts should be provided 
similar to that now conducted into the national banks by the bank 
examiners; a few first-class railroad accountants, if they had proper 
direction and proper authority to inspect books and papers, could ac- 
complish much in preventing willful violations of the law. It would 
not be necessary for them to examine into the accounts of any railroad 
unless for good reasons they were directed to do so by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. It is greatly to be desired that some way 
might be found by which an agreement as to transportation within 
a State intended to operate as a fraud upon the Federal interstate-com- 
merce laws could be brought under the jurisdiction of the Federal 
authorities. At present it occurs that large shipments of interstate 
traffic are controlled Dy concessions on purely State business, which of 
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course amounts to an evasion of the law. The Commission shou| 
have power to enforce fair treatment by the great trunk lines of later 
and branch lines. 

The question of transportation lies at the root of all industrial sy 
cess, and the reyolution in transportation which has taken place duri 
the last half century has been the most important factor in the grow: 
of the new industrial conditions. Most emphatically we do not wish | 
see the man of great talents refused the.reward of his talents. S{i|! 
less do we wish to see him penalized ; but we do desire to see the syste: 
of railroad transportation so handled that the strong man shal! 
given no advantage over the weak man. We wish to insure as f,j 
treatment for the small town as for the big city, for the small shipper 
as for the big shipper. In the old days the highway of commer, 
whether by water or by a road on land, was open to all; it belonged {5 
the public and the traffic along it was free. At present the railway 
is this highway, and we must do our best to see that it is kept open t) 
all on equal terms. Unlike the old highway it is a very difficult and 
complex thing to manage, and it is far better that it should be managed 
by private individuals than by the Government. But it can only je 
so managed on condition that justice is done the a. It is because, 
in my judgment, public ownership of railroads is highly undesira})|< 
and would probably in this country entail far-reaching disaster, t),at 
I wish to see such supervision and regulation of them in the interest 
of the public as will make it evident that there is no need for public 
ownership. 

The opponents of Government regulation dwell upon the difficulties 
to be encountered and the intricate and involved nature of the 
problem. Their contention is true. It is a complicated and delicate 
problem, and all kinds of difficulties are sure to arise in connection wit) 
eny plan of solution, while no plan will bring all the benefits hoped 
for by its more optimistic adherents. Moreover, under any healthy 
plan, the benefits will develop cer and not rapidly. Finally, we 
must clearly understand that the public servants who are to do this 
peculiarly responsible and delicate work must themselves be of the hich. 
est type both as regards integrity and efficiency. They must be we!! 
paid, for otherwise able men can not in the long run be secured: and 
they must possess a lofty probity which will revolt as quickly at the 
thought of pandering to any gust of popular prejudice against rich men 
as at the thought of anything even remotely resembling subserviency 
to rich men. But while I fully admit the difficulties ts the way, I 
do not for a moment admit that these difficulties warrant us in stop- 
ping in our effort to secure a wise and just system. They should have 
no other effect than to spur us on to the exercise of the resolution, the 
even-handed justice, and the fertility of resource, which we like to think 
of as typically American, and which will in the end achieve good results 
in this as in other fields of activity. The task is a great one and un- 
derlies the task of dealing with the whole industrial problem. But the 
fact that it is a great problem does not warrant us in shrinking from 
the attempt to solve it. At present we face such utter lack of supervi- 
sion, such freedom from the restraints of law, that excellent men have 
often been literally forced into doing what they deplored because other- 
wise they were left at the mercy of unscrupulous competitors. To rail 
at and assail the men who have done as they best could under such 
conditions accomplishes little. What we need to do is to develop an 
orderly system; and such a system can only come through the gradually 
increased exercise of the right of efficient Government control. 


Mr. Chairman, while we are trying to find a just and fair 
way of regulating railroad freight charges, and to regulate their 
management, we should not forget that there is a powerful 
regulator, if properly invoked. There are highways upon which 
commerce can be carried independently of the railroads, and 
which can not be monopolized, for they belong to the people 
and are subject to their use. In my own State of Alabama there 
are almost as many miles of navigable rivers as there are miles 
of railroads. These rivers traverse almost every section of the 
State, and all of them empty into the Gulf at the port of Mobile, 
except the Tennessee River, which reaches the Gulf at New 
Orleans. Waterways are nature’s highways, and belong to thie 
people. They can not be monopolized nor controlled by cor- 
porations or private individuals. The navigable waterways 
entering the Gulf of Mexico exceed in length 35,000 miles, and 
the South has three-fourths, or 27,000 miles, of these navigable 
streams and coast line. The same States have 54,000 miles of 
railroad, showing one-half as many miles of navigable waters 
as railroads. If these rivers were improved and in active com- 
petition with the railroads, the question of rates would be 
settled forever, and the commercial world vastly benetited. 
One-half of the earnings of the railroads for one year would 
make all needed improvements on our rivers and harbors. 

In view of these facts, it seems to me that the Nationa! Gov- 
ernment should be generous in making appropriations for the 
improvement of our rivers and harbors. “That Government 's 
worthy of the confidence and support of the people which re 
fuses to govern their business, but opens and maintains tle wy 
for them to transact business on equal terms.” “To this end 
let the improvement of our inland waterways be carried on 
upon a broad and comprehensive plan, and under continuins 
appropriations.” If we were to spend one-half the amount © 
our rivers and harbors that we are spending on our forelga 
possessions, the rate question would be settled, and the cost *s 
nothing when compared with the results, alike bene! ial to 
every part of our common country. 

Mr. Chairman, while we are considering the question of the 
transportation of the products of the various industries of the 
country and the cost thereof, we should treat the subject on 
the broadest point of view. The condition of the wagon 1020, 
over which 85 per cent of all the commerce of fee county 
transported, presents a condition as serious as railroad rate 
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legislation. The tax imposed by the miserable condition of 
these roads on agricultural products between the starting point 
ind the railroad station or river landing is equal to the charge 
of the common earriers to their point of destination. Of all 
the civilized countries on earth, this country has the poorest 


roads. In all that is progressive, except good roads, it stands 
first. In material wealth, in varied commerce, in products of 


ogriculture—cotton, meat, corn, wheat, tobacco—and products 
of iron, steel, and timber, in the number of miles of railroad, 
in the oppulence of cities, in the per capita wealth of the peo- 
ple, it stands superior over every other nation. It feeds and 
clothes the largest part of mankind, and yet the prime pro- 
ducers of this wealth- and greatness have less done for them 
than has been done for the same class in any other country. 
The farmers have cheerfully done their full duty in bearing 
the burdens of Government. In time of war they have been 
its strongest supporters and defenders, and in times of peace 
they have been a never-failing source of wealth, and yet the 
Government has done nothing for them, when compared with 
the material benefits that have been bestowed upon other 
classes and interests. It is admitted that 85 per cent of all 
commerce is moved on the dirt roads. The statistics for 1903 
show conelusively that 500,000,000 tons were transported by 
horsepower, the average distance being 8 miles. The cost of 
moving this tonnage, at 25 cents per ton per mile, amounted 
to $100,000,000 in round figures, which is stated to be the cost 
of operating the wagon roads of the country for one year. 

The following table may be as interesting as it is surprising: 
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Cost of transportation per ton, horsepower, 5 $1. 25 
SA ee Se EE A a eee. 1. 25 
By steamship on the Lakes, 1,000 miles__._.<_-..----------. ~~ maa 


It will be seen that the same amount of money that it takes 
to haul a given amount of produce on the dirt roads for 5 miles 
will pay freight for 250 miles on the railroads or for 1,000 
miles by water on the Lakes. 

These figures prove conclusively the enormous tax that bad 
roads levy upon the farmers, and how much of legitimate profit 
is consumed in transportation from the farm to the railroad 
station or river landing. 

It seems to me that while we are considering the question 
of the cost of transportation and railroad rates, tolls, and 
taxes we should take a broad view of the question and also 
consider a remedy for the immense meed that is imposed by 
miserable system of dirt roads. That Congress has the 
same power to improve the post-roads as it has to appropriate 
money to improve rivers and harbors and irrigate land and aid 

the construction of railroads is admitted. Almost the first 
thing that Congress did after taking over Porto Rico was to 
appropriate a million dollars for the public highways of the 
sland. We have expended many millions for the same pur- 

in the Philippines, and from neither do we get any reve- 

, hor can we expect any material aid from them in case of 
war with a foreign nation. Mr. Chairman, I believe in help- 
ig our own people and developing our own counrty first, and 
if we have anything left for charity give that to our own peo- 
ple also. I am a firm believer in the policy of government aid 

improving the public highways of the country, over which, 
is IT have said, 85 per cent of the commerce of the country is 
moved. [Loud applause. ] 
. BIRDSALL. Mr. Chairman, during the second session of 
ifty-eighth Congress, and just about one year ago, we had 
e us for consideration House bill No. 18588, known as the 
-Townsend bill,” having for its object the amendment of 
t “act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887. 
ng the discussion upon that bill I took occasion to express 
iews upon the questions involved, and shall now draw to 
‘extent upon my remarks at that time as far as they may 
pplicable to the pending measure. 
hile the subject of further regulation of the great transpor- 
companies of the gountry had been more or less in the 
lic mind for several years, and while hearings had been 
ng from time to time before the committees of both the 
te and the House whose duty it is to hear and examine 
‘ questions, yet nevertheless an acute stage was not reached 
(he matter until about the time for the convening of the 
eighth Congress, when the public mind was again directed 
iedly to it by the President’s message. The fact is that 
evils complained of and sought to be remedied had existed 
had been growing for many years. Individuals directly 
‘ed by them were cognizant of their existence, but the av- 
© citizen was unconscious of them, and, having but recently 
overed them, fell into the error of supposing that they had 
ntl y come into existence. This tendency of the human mind 
often been noted. The public eye having been directed to- 


XL——140 


our 


5 


fr 
the ] 
7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


e) 225 


wWwa 


ward the subject with the view of discovering evils, disclosed to 
the public mind many forms thereof of which it was not there- 
tofore cognizant, and, “ growing by what it was fed on” and 
conceiving that evils were everywhere prevalent, the public mind 
became alarmed at both real and supposed grievances and loudly 
clamored for redress. More than a year has passed, and the 
hysteria, if any existed, has abated. Time has given opportu- 
nity to more thoroughly investigate conditions and more consid- 
erately determine upon remedial legislation. We find by an 
examination of the report of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce that it has had under consideration eighteen 
bills bearing upon the subject of increasing the power of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and out of these a bill em- 
bodying, as the committee believes, the best principles deducible 
from all of them has been evolved and is now recommended to 
the House for its approval or rejection. 
The bill so reported is as follows: 
A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 


proved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commission. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of an act entitled “An act to regu- 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, be amended so as to read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 1. That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common 
carrier or carriers engaged in the transportation of passengers or prop- 
erty wholly by railroad (or partly by railroad and partly by water 
when both are used under a common control, management, or arrange- 
ment for a continuous carriage or shipment), from one State or Ter 
ritory of the United States, or the District of Columbia, to any other 
State or Territory of the United States, or the District of Columbia, 
or from one place in a Territory to another place in the same Terri 
tory, or from any place in the United States to an adjacent foreign 
country, or from any place in the United States through a foreign 
country to any other place in the United States, and also to the trans 
portation in like manner of property shipped from any place in the 
United States to a foreign country and carried from such place to a 


- of transshipment, or shipped from a foreign country to any place 
n the United States and carried to such place from a port of entry 


either in the United States or an adjacent foreign country: Provided, 
however, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the trans 
portation of passengers or property, or to the receiving, delivering, 
storage, or handling of property wholly within one State and not 
shipped to or from a foreign country from or to any State or Territory 
as aforesaid. 

“The term ‘railroad,’ as used in this act, shall include all bridges 
and ferries used or operated in connection with any railroad, and also 
all the road in use by any corporation operating a railroad, whether 
owned or operated under a contract, agreement, or lease, and shall also 
include all switches, spurs, tracks, and terminal facilities of every kind 
used or necessary in the transportation of the persons or property des 
ignated herein, and also all freight depots, yards, and grounds used or 
necessary in the transportation or delivery of any of said property; 


and the term ‘transportation’ shall include cars and other vehicles 
and all instrumentalities and facilities of shipment or carriage, 
irrespective of ownership or of any contract, express or implied, 
for the use thereof and all services in connection with the receipt, 


delivery, elevation, and transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration 
or icing, storage, and handling of property transported; and it shall be 
the duty of every carrier subject to the provisions of this act to pro- 
vide and furnish such transportation upon reasonable request therefor, 
and to establish through routes and just and reasonable rates applicable 
thereto. 

“All charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the 
transportation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in connection 
therewith, shall be just and reasonable; and every unjust and unrea 
sonable charge for such service or any part thereof is prohibited and 
declared to be unlawful.” 

Sec. 2. That section 6 of said act, as amended March 2, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 6. That every common carrier subject to the provisions of 
this act shall print and keep open to public inspection schedules show 
ing the rates, fares, and charges for the transportation of passengers 
and property which any such common carrier established, and 
which are in force at the time upon its route. The schedules printed 
as aforesaid by any such common carrier shall plainly state the places 
between which property and passengers will be carried, and shall con- 
tain the classification of freight in force, and shall also state separately 
the terminal charges, icing charges, and all other charges which the 
Commission may require, and any rules or regulations which in any 
wise change, affect, or determine any part of the aggregate of 
aforesaid rates, fares, and charges. Such schedules shall be plainly 
printed in large type, and copies for the use of the public shall be posted 
n two public and conspicuous places in every depot, station, or office 
of such carrier where passengers or freight, respectively, are received 
for transportation, in such form that they shall be accessible to the 
public and can be conveniently inspected. 
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“Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act recetving 
freight in the United States to be carried through a foreign country 
to any place in the United States shall also in like manner print and 





keep open to public inspection, at every depot or office where such 
freight is received for shipment, schedules showing the through rates 
established and charged by such common carrier to all points in the 
United States beyond the foreign country to which it accepts freight 


for shipment; and any freight shipped from the United States throug 
a foreign country into the United States the through rate on whic! 
shall not have been made public, as required by this act, shall, before it 
is admitted into the United States from said foreign country, be su 
ject to customs duties as if said freight were of foreign production. | 
“No change shall be made in the rates, fares, and charges or j 
rates, fares, and charges which have been established and published 
any common carrier in compliance with the requirements of this 
tion, except after thirty days’ public notice, which shall plainly state 
the changes proposed to be made in the schedule then in force and the 
time when the changed rates, fares, or charges will go into efe t; and 
the proposed changes shall be shown by printing new s hedules, or shall 
be plainly indicated upon the schedules in force at the time and kept 
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open to publie inspection: Provided, That the Commission may, in its 
discretion and for good cause shown, allow changes upon less than the 


notice herein specitied, or modify the requirements of this section in 
respect to publishing, posting, and filing of tariffs, either in particular 
instances or by a general order applicable to special or peculiar cir- 
cumstanees or conditions. ‘ 


“And when any such common carrier shall have established and pub- 
lished its rates, fares, and charges in compliance with the provisions 
of this section, it shall be unlawful for such common carrier to charge, 
demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or 
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the maximum to be charged ; and what regulation or practice in resnect 
to such transportation is. just, fair, and reasonable to be thereafter 
followed ; and to make an order that the carrier shall cease and desis; 
from such violation, to the extent to which the Commission find the 
same to exist, and shall not thereafter publish, demand, or collect any 
rate or charge for such transportation In excess of the maximum rai: 


|, or charge so prescribed, and shall conform to the regulation or practic: 


less compensation for the transportation of passengers or property, or | 


for any services in connection therewith, than is specified in such 
published schedule of rates, fares, and charges as may at the time 
be in force. 


‘Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall 
file with the Commission hereinafter provided for copies of its sched- 
ules of rates, fares, and charges which have been established and pub- 
lished in compliance with the requirements of this section, and shall 
promptly notify said Commission of all changes made in the same. 
Every such common carrier shall also file with said Commission copies 
of all contracts, agreements, or arrangements with other common car- 
riers in relation to any traffic affected by the provisions of this act to 
which it may be a party. And in cases where passengers and freight 
pass over continuous lines or routes operated by more than one com- 
mon carrier, and the several common carriers operating such lines or 
routes establish joint tarlffs of rates, fares, or charges for such con- 
tinuous lines or routes, copies of such joint tariffs shall also in like 
manner be filed with said Commission. Such joint rates, fares, and 
charges on such continuous lines so filed as aforesaid shall be made 
public by such common carriers when directed by said Commission, in 
so far as may, in the judgment of the Commission, be deemed prac- 
ticable; and said Commission shall from time to time prescribe the 
measure of publicity which shall be given to such rates, fares, and 
charges, or to such part of them as it may deem it practicable for sueh 
oe earriers to publish, and the places in which they shall be pub- 
ished. 

“No change shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, shown 
upon joint tariffs, except after thirty days’ notice to the Commission, 
which shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made in the 
schedule then in force and the time when the changed rates, fares, or 
charges will go into effect. The Commission may make public or re- 
quire the carriers to make public such proposed changes in such manner 
us may, in its judgment, be deemed practicable and may prescribe from 
time to time the measure of publicity which common carriers shall give 
to advances or reductions in joint tariffs. 

“It shall be unlawful for any common carrier party to any joint 
tariff to charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons 
a greater or less compensation for the transportation of persons or 
property, or for any services in connection therewith, between any 
points as to which a joint rate, fare, or charge is named thereon, than 


is specified in the schedule filed with the Commission in force at the | . 

: | the principal operating office of the carrier, or through which the road 
* The Commission may determine and prescribe the form in which the | 
schedules required by this section te be kept open to public inspection | 


time 


shall be prepared and arranged and may change the form from time to 
time as shall be found expedient. 

‘If any such common earrier shall neglect or refuse to file or pub- 
lish its schedules or tariffs of rates, fares, and charges as provided in 
this section or any part of the same, such common carrier shall, in 
addition to other penalties herein prescribed, be subject to a writ of 
mandamus, to be issued by any circuit court of the United States in the 
judicial district wherein the principal operating office of said common 
carrier is situated or wherein such offense may be committed, and if 
such common carrier be a foreign corporation in the judicial circuit 
wherein such common carrier accepts traffic and has an agent to per- 
form such service, to compel compliance with the aforesaid provisions 
of this section; and such writ shall issue in the name of the people 
of the United States, at the relation of the Commission appointed under 
the provisions of this act; and the failure to comply with its require- 
ments shall be punishable as and for a contempt; 
mission, as complainant, may also apply, in any such circuit court of 
the United States, for a writ of injunction against such common carrier 
to restrain such common carrier from receiving or transporting prop- 
erty among the several States and Territories of the United States, or 
between the United States and adjacent foreign countries, or between 
ports of transshipment and of entry and the several States and Terri 
of the United States as mentioned in the first section of this 
until such common carrier shall have complied with the aforesaid 
provisions of this section of this act.” 
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That section 14 of said act, as amended March 

» as to read as follows: 

t. investigation shall be made by said 
n, it shall be its duty to make a report in writing in respect 
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t! to, ich shall state the conclusions of the Commission, together 
with its decision, order, or requirement in the premises; and in case 
damages are awarded such report shall include the findings of fact on 
which the award is made. 

“All reports of investigations made by the Commission shall be en- 


tered of record, and a copy thereof shall be furnished to the party who 
may have complained, and to any common carrier that may have been 
complained of. 

“The Commission may provide for the publication of its reports and 
decisions in such form and manner as may be best adapted for public 
information and use, and such authorized publications shall be com- 
petent evidence of the reports and decisions of the Commission therein 
cont: in all courts of the United States and of the several States 
without any further proof or authentication thereof. The Commission 
may also cause to be printed for early distribution its annual reports.” 

Sec. 4. That section 15 of said act be amended so as to read as 
fo}! 

“Sec. 15. That the Commission is authorized and empowered, and it 
shall be its duty, whenever, after full hearing upon a complaint made 
as provided in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any common 
earrier, it shall be of the opinion that any of the rates, or charges what- 
soever, demanded, charged, or coliected by any common carrier or car- 
riers, subject to the provisions of this act, for the transportation of 
persons or property as defined in the first section of this act, or that any 
regulations or practices whatsoever of such carrier or carriers affecting 
such rates, are unjust or unreasonable, or unjustly discriminatory, or 
unduly preferential or prejudicial, or otherwise in violation of any of 
the provisions of this act, to determine and prescribe what will, in its 
judgment, be the just and reasonable and fairly remunerative rate or 
rates, charge or charges, to be thereafter observed in such czse as 
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go prescribed. Such order shall go into effect thirty days after notice 
to the carrier and shall remain in force and be observed by the ca 

rier, unless the same shall be suspended or modified or set aside by the 
Commission or be suspended or set aside by a court of competent juris 
diction. Whenever the carrier or carriers, in obedience to such order of 
the Commission or otherwise, shall publish and file joint rates, fares, 
or charges, and fail to agree among themselves upon the apportion- 
ment or division thereof, the Commission a3 after hearing make a 
supplemental order prescribing the portion of such joint rate to je 
received by each carrier party thereto, which order shall take effect 
as part of the original order. 

“The Commission may also, after hearing on a complaint, establish 
through routes and joint rates as the maximum to be charged and pre 
seribe the division of such rates as hereinbefore provided, and the terns 
and conditions under which such through routes shall be operated, when 
that may be necessary to give effect to any provision of this act, and 
the carriers complained of have refused or neglected to voluntarily 
establish such through routes and joint rates, provided no reasonable 
or satisfactory through route exists. 

“If the owner of property transported under this act directly or in- 
directly renders any service connected with such transportation, or fur- 
nishes any instrumentality used therein, the charge and allowance 
therefor shall be no more than is just and reasonable, and the Commis- 
sion may, after hearing on a complaint, determine what is a reasonable 
charge as the maximum to be paid by the carrier or carriers for the 
service so rendered or for the use of the instrumentality so furnished, 
and fix the same by appropriate order, which order shall have the same 
force and effect and be enforced in like manner as the orders above pro- 
vided for in this section. 

“The foregoing enumeration of powers shall not exclude any power 
which the Commission would otherwise have in the making of an order 
under the provisions of this act.” 

Sec. 5. That section 16 of said act, as amended March 2, 1889, be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 16. If, after hearing on a epee made as provided in sec- 
tion 13 of this act, the Commission shall determine that any party com- 
plainant is entitled to an award of damages under the provisions of this 
act for a violation thereof, the Commission shall make an order direct- 
ing the carrier to pay to the complainant the sum to which he is enti- 
tled on or before a day named. 

“Tf a carrier does not comply with an order for the payment of money 
within the time limit in such order, the complainant, or any person for 
whose benefit such order was made, —_ file in the cireuit court of the 
United States for the district in which he resides or in which is located 


of the carrier runs, a petition settin 
which he claims damages, and the order of the Commission in the 
premises. Such suit shall proceed in all respects like other civil suits 
for damages, except that on the trial of such suit the findings and order 
of the Commission shall be prima facie evidence of the facts therein 
stated, and except that the petitioner shall not be liable for costs in 
the circuit court nor for costs at any subsequent stage of the proceed- 
ings unless they accrue upon his appeal. If the petitioner shal! finally 
prevail he shall be allowed a reasonable attorney’s fee, to be taxed and 
collected as a part of the costs of the suit. All complaints for the re- 
covery of damages shall be filed with the Commission within two years 
from the time the cause of action accrues, and not after, and a peti- 
tion for the enforcement of an order for the payment of money sha!! be 
filed - the circuit court within one year from the date of the order, and 
not after. 

“In such suits all parties in whose favor the Commission may have 
made an award for damages by a single order may be joined as plain- 
tiffs, and all of the carriers parties to such order awarding such m- 
ages may be joined as defendants, and such suit may be maintained by 
such joint plaintiffs and against such joint defendants in any district 
where any one of such joint plaintiffs could maintain such suit avainst 
any one of such joint defendants; and service of process against any 
one of such defendants as may not be found in the district where the 
suit is brought may be made in any district where such defendant 
carrier has its principal operating office. In case of such joint suit, 
the recovery, if any, may be by judgment in favor of any one of such 
plaintiffs against the defendant found to be liable to such plaintiff 
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“ Every order of the Commission shall be forthwith served by mailing 

| to any one of the principal officers or agents of the carrier at his usual 
place of business a copy thereof; and the registry mail receipt s! ”@ 
prima facie evidence of the receipt of such order by the carrier in due 


eourse of mail. 

“The Commission shall be authorized to suspend or modify its orders 
upon such notice and in such manner as it shall deem proper, and te 
orders of the Commission shall take effect at the end of thirty days 
after notice thereof to the carriers directed to ot the same, unless 
such orders shall have been suspended or modified by the Commission 
or suspended or set aside by the order or decree of a court of competent 
jurisdiction: Provided, however, That the Commission, for good caus 
shown, may extend the time in which such order shall take effect. 


“It shall be the duty of every common carrier, its agents and em- 
ployees, to observe and comply with such.orders so long as the same 


shall remain in effect. 


“Any carrier, any officer, representative, or agent of a carrier, or ay 






receiver, trustee, lessee, or agent of either of them, who knowing'y 
fails or neglects to obey any order made under the provisions of section 
15 of this act shall forfeit to the United States the sum of $5.0” i 
each offense. Every distinct violation shall be a separate offense, 2% 
in case of a continuing violation each day shall be deemed a separate 
offense. 

“The forfeiture provided for in this act shall be payable ‘»'0 = 
Treasury of the United States, and shall be recoverable in a ©" = 
in the name of the United States, brought in the district w ere ~ 
carrier has its principal operating office, or in any district throws 
which the road of the carrier runs. an 

“It shall be the duty of the various district attorneys, under © = 
rection of the Attorney-General of the United States, to prose. cman 
the recovery of forfeitures. The costs and é ses of such p ry 
tion shall paid out of the —— or the expenses oF at 
courts of the United States. The Commission may, with the amen fd 


the Attorney-General, employ special counsel in any proceed 
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his act, paying the expenses of such employment out of its own appro- 
yriation. 


“If any carrier fails or neglects to obey any order of the Commis- 
yn, other than for the payment of oney. while the same is in effect, 
ny party injured thereby, or the Commission in its own name, may 


apply to the circuit court in the district where such carrier has its 


rincipal operating office, or in which the violation or disobedience of 

h order shall happen, for an enforcement of such order. Such appli- 
ition shall be by petition, which shall state the substance of the order 
id the respect in which the carrier has failed of obedience, and shall be 
ryed upon the carrier in such manner as the court may direct, and 
e court shall prosecute such inquiries and make such investigations, 
rough such means as it shall deem needful in the ascertainment of 
e facts at issue or which may arise upon the hearing of such peti- 
mm. If upon such hearing as the court may determine to be neces- 

it appears that the order was regularly made and duly served, 
id that the carrier is in disobedience of the same, the court shall en- 
ree obedience to such order by a writ of injunction, or other proper 
-ocess, mandatory or otherwise, to restrain such carrier, its officers, 
cents, or representatives, from further disobedience of such order, or 
enjoin upon it, or them, obedience to the same; and in the en- 
ement of such process the court shall have those powers ordinarily 
cercised by it in compelling obedience to its writs of injunction and 
ndamus. 

From any action upon such petition an appeal shall lie by either 
rty to the Supreme Court of the United States, and in such court 
e case shall have priority in hearing and determination over all other 

s excep? criminal causes, but such appeal shall not vacate or 
pend the order appealed from. 

Che venue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the 
ited States to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or re- 
rement of the Commission shall be in the district where the carrier 


1zainst whom such order or requirement may have been made has its 





cipal operating office. The provisions of ‘An act to expedite the 
ing and determination of suits in equity, and so forth,’ approved 
ruary 11, 1903, shall be, and are hereby, made applicable to all 
h suits, and are also made applicable to any proceeding in equity to 
ree any order or requirement of the Commission, or any of the 
visions of the act to regulate commerce approved February 4, 1887, 
i all aets amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto. It shall be 
duty of the Attorney-General in every such case to file the certificate 
ovided for in said expediting act of February 11, 1903, as necessary 
the application of the provisions thereof, and upon appeal as therein 
orized to the Supreme Court of the United States, the case shall 
e in such court priority in hearing and determination over all other 
ises except criminal causes. 
“ The copies of schedules and tariffs of rates, fares, and charges, and 
all contracts, agreements, or arrangements between common carriers 
ed with the Commission as herein provided, and the statistics, tables, 
figures contained in the annual reports of carriers made to the 
mission, as required by the provisions of this act, shall be pre- 
ed as public records in the custody of the secretary of the Commis- 
and shall be received as prima facie evidence of what they pur- 
to be for the purpose of investigations by the Commission and in 
dicial proceedings; and copies of or extracts from any of said 
dules, tariffs, contracts, agreements, arrangements, or reports made 
c records as aforesaid, certified by the secretary under its seal, 
be received in evidence with like effect as the originals.” 
'.. 6. That a new section be added to said act immediately after 
mn 16, to be numbered as section 16a, as follows: 
Sec. 16a. That after a decision, order, or requirement has been 
de by the Commission in any proceeding any party thereto may at 
time make application for rehearing of the same, or any matter 
mined therein, and it shall be lawful for the Commission in its 
‘tion to grant such a rehearing if sufficient reason therefor be 
* to appear. Applications for rehearing shall be governed by such 
‘al rules as the Commission may establish. No such application 
! excuse any carrier from complying with or obeying any decision, 
r, or requirement of the Commission, or operate in any manner to 
or postpone the enforcement thereof, without the special order of 
Commission. In case a rehearing is granted the proceedings there- 
n shall conform as-nearly as may be to the proceedings in an origi- 
hearing, except as the Commission may otherwise direct; and if, 
ts judgment, after such rehearing and the consideration of all facts, 
iding those arising since the former hearing, it shall appear that 
e original decision, order, or requirement is in any respect unjust or 
warranted, the Commission may reverse, change, or modify the same 
rdingly. Any decision, order, or requirement made after such 
earing, reversing, changing, or modifying the original determination 
| be subject to the same provisions as an original order. Whenever 
order of the Commission made in pursuance of section 15 as 
ended, other than an order for the payment of money, shall have 
complied with for the period of three years such order shall not 
eafter be in force as against the carrier so complying therewith.” 
c. 7. That section 20 of said act be amended so as to read as 





ows: 


Sec. 20. That the Commission is hereby authorized to require an- 
| reports from all common carriers subject to the provisions of 
act, and from the owners of all railroads engaged in interstate 
merce as defined in this act, to prescribe the manner in which such 
orts shall be made, and to require from such carriers specific an- 
rs to all questions upon which the Commission may need informa- 
n. Such annual reports shall show in detail the amount of capital 
ck issued, the amounts paid therefor, and the manner of payment 
the same; the dividends paid, the surplus fund, if any, and the 
er of stockholders; the funded and floating debts and the interest 
| thereon; the cost and value of the carrier's property, franchises, 
i equipments; the number of employees and the salaries paid each 
ss; the accidents to passengers, employees, and other persons, and 
causes thereof; the amounts expended for improvements each 
. how expended, and the character of such improvements; the 
‘(ings and receipts from each branch of business and from all 
irces; the operating and other expenses; the balances of profit and 
; and a complete exhibit of the financial operations of the carrier 
year, including an annual balance sheet. Such reports shall also 
‘ain such information in relation to rates or regulations concerning 
es or freights, or agreements, arrangements, or contracts affecting 
same as the Commission may require; and the Commission may, in 
discretion, for the purpose of enabling it the better to carry out 
purposes of this act, prescribe a period of time within which all 
mmon carriers subject to the provisions of this act shall have, as 
‘ras may be, a uniform system of accounts, and the manner in which 
ch accounts shall be kept. 
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“Said detailed reports shall contain all the required statistics for 
the period of twelve months ending on the 30th day of June in each 
year, and shall be made out under oath and filed with the Commission, 
at its office in Washington, on or before the 30th day of September then 
next following, unless additional time be granted in any case by the 
Commission; and if any carrier, person, or corporation subject to the 
provisions of this act shall fail to make and file said annual reports 
within the time above specified, or within the time extended by the Com 
mission for making and filing the same, or shall fail to make specific an 
swer to any question authorized by the provisions of this section within 
thirty days from the time it is lawfully required so to do, such parties 
shall forfeit to the United States the sum of $100 for each and every 
day it shall continue to be in default with respect thereto. The Com 
mission shall also have authority to require said carriers to file monthly 
reports of earnings and expenses or special reports within a specified 
period, and if any such carrier shall fail to file such reports within 
time fixed by the Commission it shall be subject to the forfeitures last 
above provided. 5 

“ Said forfeitures shall be recovered in the manner provided for the 
recovery of forfeitures under the provisions of this act. 

“The oath required by this section may be taken before any person 
authorized to administer an oath by the laws of the State in which the 
same is taken. 

“The Commission may, in its discretion, prescribe the forms of any 
and all accounts, records, and memoranda to be kept by carriers subject 
to the provisions of this act, including the accounts, records, and 
memoranda of the movement of traffic as well as the receipts and ex- 
penditures of moneys. The Commission shall at all times have access to 
all accounts, records, and memoranda kept by carriers subject to this 
act, and it shall be unlawful for such carriers to keep any other ac 
counts, records, or memoranda than those prescribed or approved by the 
Commission, and it may employ special agents or examiners, who shall 
have authority under the order of the Commission to inspect and exam- 
ine any and all accounts, records, and memoranda kept by such carriers. 
This provision shall apply to receivers of carriers and operating trustees. 

“In case of failure or refusal on the part of any such carrier, re 
ceiver, or trustee to keep such accounts, records, and memoranda on the 





books and in the manner prescribed by the Commission, or to submit such 
accounts, records, and memoranda as are kept to the inspection of the 
Commission or any of its authorized agents or examiners, such carrier 


receiver, or trustee shall forfeit to the United States the sum of $500 
for each such offense and for each and every day of the conti 
such offense, such forfeitures to be recoverable in the same n 
other forfeitures provided for in this act. 

“Any person who stall willfully make any false entry In the account 
of any book of accounts or in any record or memoranda kept by a car 
rier, or who shall willfully destroy, mutilate, alter, or by a 
means or device falsify the record of any such account, r 
randa, or who shall willfully neglect or fail to make f 
rect entries in such accounts, records, or memoranda of al! facts and 
transactions appertaining to the carrier’s business, or shall keep any 
other accounts, records, or memoranda than those prescribed or a 
proved by the Commission, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and 
shall be subject, upon conviction in any court of the United States of 
competent jurisdiction, to a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than 
$5,000, or imprisonment for a term not less than one year nor more 
than three years, or both such fine and imprisonment. 

“Any examiner who divulges any fact or information which may 
come to his knowledge during the course of such examination, except 
in so far as he may be directed by the Commission or by a cou 
judge thereof, shall be subject, upon conviction in any court of the 
United States of competent jurisdiction, to a fine of not more than 
$5,000 or imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or both. 

“That the circuit and district courts of the United States shall have 
jurisdiction, upon the application of the Attorney-General o 
States at the request of the Commission, alleging a failure iply 
with or a violation of any of the provisions of said act to regulat 
commerce or of any act supplementary thereto or amendatory ther 
by any common carrier, to issue a writ or writs of m 
manding such common carrier to comply with the prov 
acts, or any of them. 

“And to carry out and give effect to the provisions of said acts, 
any of them, the Commission is hereby authorized to employ special 
agents or examiners who shall have power to administer oaths, ex 
amine witnesses, and receive evidence.” 

Sec. 8. That a new section be added to said act at the end there 
to be numbered as section 24, as follows: 

“Sec. 24. That the Interstate Commerce Commission 
larged so as to consist of seven members with ter 
and each shall receive $10,000 compensation annually. 
tions of the Commissioners and the manner of the payment of their 
salaries shall be as already provided by iaw. Such enl ‘ment of the 
Commission shall be accomplished through appointment by the Presi 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, of two addi 
tional Interstate Commerce Commissioners, one for a term expiring 
December 31, 1911, one for a term expiring December 31, 1912. The 
terms of the present Commissioners, or of any successor appointed to 
fill a vacancy caused by the death or resignation of any of the present 
Commissioners, shall expire as heretofore provided by law Their suc 
cessors and the successors of the additional Commissioners herein pro 
vided for shall be appointed for the full term of seven years, except 
that any person appointed to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for 
the unexpired term of the Commissioner whom he shall succeed. Not 
more than four Commissioners shall be appointed from the same politi 
cal party.” 

Sec. 9. That all existing laws relating to the attendance of witnesses 
and the production of evidence and the compelling of testimony under 
the act to regulate commerce and all acts amendatory thereof shall 
apply to any and all proceedings and hearings under this act. 

Buc. 10. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provi 
sions of this act are hereby repealed, but the amendments herein pro 
vided for shall not affect causes now pending in courts of the United 
States, but such causes shall be prosecuted to a conclusion in the 
ner heretofore provided by law. 

Sec. 11. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after 
its passage. 


The importance of the subject becomes apparent when we 
reflect upon the interests involved, and it is not strange that a 
diversity of opinion should honestly exist among our people, 
both as to the wisdom of the proposed legislation and the reme- 
dies provided for the grievances that exist. 
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By reference to the statistics furnished in the report of the | between the producer and the consumer. The evolution of our 


Interstate Commerce Commission for the year ending June 30, 
1904, we find the general balance sheet of the year’s report, 
covering 198,841.19 miles, or 93.69 per cent of the tetal mileage 
for which general operations are reported, to be as follows: 











ASSETS. 
CONE 0 TI cee ensitpetinnints beanpiibaastetae hatha tes ated ee aoe $10, 784, 449, 493 
CORE OE TIRE sss ceric ettnnienenaink cts 727, eee 638 
Stocks owned __ ie lita neue a Eee 1, 717, 878, 586 
Bonds owned _- a a ee = 248, 770 
’ and current 28eets.....W.. — —- ea erimiwin Ti 20, 615 
ial and supplies ; astirgoumtteubthiaiitiedeenninaaiahl ibs” 736. 068 
I y fu nds and sundries scammstinm snkijieciaa tae insta nn e 123, 536, SST 
BOO a ractehieit atheenentn sient ative nscale tat ass 1, 053, 155, 427 
PE senescence ‘icvetinme eed 15, 856, 403, 494 

LIABILITIES 
Capttal SO6CK cicccecci dination didnt ae 
Funded debt __.___-.__. a * ital a eae 7, 237, 547, 239 
Current Habilities — “i daraelaaeiehhious eentide elaine 877, 325, 977 
Accrued snterent on funded « ciheatbsinidseastotcnede eating 46, 683, 903 
Miscella ee ee tee. ee Ae ee 679, 081, 578 
Profit a aeen iota nadia ainsiisetiaiansiaclaietciseehusata dias odiniiiadeaiiiia ts adie ads ik hee 551, 478, 629 
TOUNE cs chinchinhtansttieiiedd Re 15, 856, 403, 494 


‘The commercial v aluati on of railway properties given by the 
Bureau of Census is $11,244.852,000. 

For the year ending June 30, 1904, taxes were paid by rail- 
ays upon portions assigned to operations as follows in the 
several States and Territories: 


Ww 


$785, 690 











613, 970 
1, $44, 904 
1, 334, 578 
1, 133, 544 
101, 445 
503, 366 
881, 216 
343, 266 
4, 830, 658 
3, 091, 936 
2, 048, 496 
2, 437, 443 
t 1, 052, 444 
Louisiana 742, 739 
NN ai atin te aectiementiedcs cbkisceccnsabis ete bibs ak ies T 426, S73 
Es Re a Se SELIG IAT So 500, 715 
M: ee stieinee theeeeiaktanmase tia aja Neth ae kg en Oe le 2,981, 157 
TCI cvatiesciiirenicceniniomantnsiiea ian iieeeieie adaaae ie 2, 605, 514 
Minne ‘sota iiiiecainaliet tr tanitisnentadlctcanten adits cise ieee Sn aE ae nee ee ae 1, 946, 325 
oe Re 615, 929 
PEERING a citi enicent cacscsesestbtcsilaetapic the nat cc esa ae a ea 1, 513, 964 
DE ORCBIE,  ceeccs metab acicendainded eee eee ae 680, 353 
ROC, eentictccecetinbeicicienenar adi iad De ae 1, 288, 953 
ee eT eM RR: I RL ae A 356, 805 
New aI hi 404, 839 
a I Re SB Ss 1, 742, 815 
WO TI nanan cities ees ics ee 4, 782, 371 
DRG * OI in esis eked hid a ee 686, 376 
Ee EU asia ec stn inte ct bie ig ee 683, 644 
CI i see certs cclghicediteee ethnics tp ic, ceed elt eee oe ee 683, 644 
CN ice trib ibincatines tite i ee ee 440, 499 
PO OINER, | no en cicsinn ted eid enn aed ee 5, O72, 723 
po ES eee eee ‘lien paige ala aera alma Ne A haga 198, 507 
I III aie hesiiss cst races ickneapeceena tee eae ieee 481, 491 
CR ee Ee EE 310, 231 
Tennessee 
III ceicecssereiieneinsi wees tenes inieetin aise dametigiieapsinivananineentinaiaggiaiaaanaaAiiadnieiatan 
TUE, Vecucclatepiansias 
PIE nes ereeccikien dha ertincangeen ecient tence tea inne 
VIP RIRID acceso cette ineseninshatenineipaeenee 
Wr OE aires cn cen cianitiennicnnrisnmaians annals 
West Virginia ~~ 


Wisconsin 25, 427 








OUT nicer tein eceeicwsinias cesses alta teense eaeeiaes 3, 562 
ASTBIOID, ci eterno denne pein anaaanaanasai , 627 
District of CORIO KK cin nieces etter enemies 537 
Indian Terrteery qn. k ns einen aainetes 833 
New BMerbto .....ncncenaccusce eden deine 103 
QRAGRGUR 2. ieee ies een padi eee 543 
Wte) ann i ee eee 61, 658, 373 
The aggregate earnings from the operation of railways in the 


United States for the year ending June 30, 1904, amounted to 
$1,975,174,091, of which amount $444,326,991 was received for 
the transportation of passengers and $1,379,002,693 for the trans- 


portation of freight. If to this be added the income of railways 
from other sources, amounting in the aggregate to $212,932,990, 
we have a grand total of earnings and income of $2,188,108,081. 


The mind scarcely conceives the immensity of the traffic car- 
ried on and over the railways of the country. For instance, the 
number of passengers carried is reported for the year ending 


June 30, 1904, at 716,419,682, and the number of passengers car- 
ried 1 mile 21,923,213,536, while the number of tons of freight 
carried 1 mile was 174,522,089,577. Dividends increased from 
$477 per mile of line in 1897 to $1,046 per mile of line in 1904. 


I have given these figures an index of the enormous interests 
we are now considering and the figure they must necessarily cut 
in the economics of the country. 

The question of transportation must ever remain an interest- 
ing problem in our industrial economics. It is one of the three 
great lines of human industry, constituting the connecting link 


as 





industrial system has necessitated greater and more rapid 
means of communication for the distribution of our products 
among the people from the farm and forest, mine and factory. 
The railroad has become the great vehicle of transportation, 
both of persons and property. Some time we may come to a 
proper realization of the necessity and advantages of improving 
eur inland waterways as an auxiliary means of transportation, 
but until we do so the railroad must and will continue unchal- 
lenged and unrivaled in the supreme control of our means of 
transportation and exchange. 

We are not slow to acknowledge the beneficent effect rail- 
roads have had in the settlement and development of the West, 
and fully realize now how much the prosperity of the couniry 
depends upon them. They have been the advance agents of 
civilization and have united with bands of steel the East, 
the West, the North, and the Seuth into an indissoluble union 
of social and commercial interest. I well remember when tlie 
lines of railway were being constructed across unsettled por- 
tions of my own State, and civilization and settlement was 
marked by a narrow border that followed its. trail. The 
prairies of Iowa, Nebraska, and the Dakotas would, sir, be 
virgin soil and trackless prairies but for the railways, whil 
over their broad and peaceful bosoms to-day are dotted the 
homes of millions of prosperous families and of men who form 
the stable, conservative element of our immense population, 
and who will some day constitute the balance wheel of this 
great Republic. To-day, sir, in the great State ef Iowa, you 
ean not, in its most secluded or remotest spot, get 15 miles 
beyond sight of a line of railway, and never beyond the sound 
of the whistle of some locomotive. 

Surely we appreciate the great advantages of railways, and 
recognize them as indispensable now to our social and com- 
mercial life. 

But while the railways have aided in the upbuilding of com- 
munities and States, they have grown with our growth «and 
builded with our upbuilding. In recognition of their value 
and importance we have aided them in their infancy by large 
grants of public lands, by liberal donations in the way of 
taxes voted directly to aid in their construction, and in addi- 
tion thereto have granted to them through our State legislatures 
the right of eminent domain, an incident of sovereignty not 
possessed or conferred upon the individual citizen. 

In the early days of the Republic the sovereign power sought 
to aid in transportation by the construction of great national 
highways, canals, and locks, but in the progress of our evolu- 
tion it was deemed wise to confer upon private corporations 
the power under the law to condemn the property of the indi- 
vidual for the common good whenever the necessities of trans- 
portations required or demanded it. But the people have at 
no time surrendered their sovereignty over the subject-matter 
and will as jealously and as zealously protect their rights in this 
respect as they will the right to free sunlight and fresh air. 
Hence, sir, for more than seventy years it has been an estal- 
lished principle in the jurisprudence of the country, affirmed by 
courts, both State and Federal, that railways were and 
public servants in the use of these utilities at their command 
This proposition is not only firmly established by the courts, 
but its active maintenance is imperatively necessary for tlic 
due preservation of our commerce. 

As has been well and repeatedly said by the President of the 
United States, “ Above all we must strive to keep the highways 
of commerce open to all upon equal terms.” 

It has been frequently stated by the opponents of this great 
legislation that the step we are about to take is a great and 
important one, marking a departure in our national policy 
toward industrial agencies. It may, indeed, be a great sie), 
but it is in the right direction. It is not, however, a depar 
from fundamental and inherent powers of government, !ut, 
fact, only an assertion of those inherent powers hitherto | 
half asserted and partially enforced, and it becomes a crea 
question because, and only because, great interests are | 
and affected by the exercise of those powers. 

Happily, sir, we can now approach the discussion of the ques 
tions involved unhampered by partisan lines or section nter- 
est, and alike with minds unhampered by prejudice and uniniv- 
enced by passion. 

The public mind, never hysterical on the subject, 
reason and conviction, and, in spite of all the efforts of ‘ve oly 
position to create alarm and doubt, has settled down to the cam 
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conviction that the legislation here proposed is not on» wat 
ranted by the Constitution but is demanded by justi. 

As public servants the railways are morally and legally bound 
to treat all individuals alike, so far as possible under giv! ©” 
ditions, and likewise to treat all communities fairly an‘ eu? 
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tably. For the service thus rendered the public they are en- 
titled to receive a reasonable compensation. 

For many years the question of compensation was left wholly 
to the railways themselves, and the only guide to the maximum 
charge was the question of “how much the traffie would bear,” 
and the reduction forced by competing lines was the only safe- 
cuard that lay between the avarice of railways and the neces- 
sities of the shipper. Competition, however, was eventually 
eliminated by a system of pooling, whereby the rate was main- 
tained by common consent and the proceeds of traffic itself 
divided between competing lines upon a basis mutually agreed 

on between them. This and other means resorted to for the 
purpose of stifling competition and to mafntain excessive rates 
finally led, in many States, to the exercise of the inherent power 
of control vested in them, and commissions were appointed to 
adjust, and regulate rates of transportation. Twenty- 

ir States have now such commissions in operation. 
power of the State commissions could not, however, be extended 
to interstate commerce, and Congress, on February 4, 1887, 
passed an act to regulate commerce between the States and for- 
eign nations, by which act an Interstate Commerce Commission 
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was appointed and invested with certain powers, and looking 
to the control of railway corporations and the subject of their 


For several years after the establishment of this Commission 
it assumed the right of substituting a rate it deemed reasonable 

place of one found upon complaint to be unreasonable, and 
the power thus assumed was acquiesced in for about ten years. 
The question, however, being finally raised, the Supreme Court 
the United States held that no such authority had been 
granted the Commission by the act creating it, and that under 
the act of February 4, 1887, it was limited to a finding that the 
rate complained of was unreasonable, and relegating the com- 
plaining party to his action for damages, or to the courts for 
relief if the rate was continued. 

The Supreme Court, however, did not decide that such power 
and authority could not be delegated by Congress to the Com- 
mission by an appropriate act. 

[It is contended by the opponents of this legislation that the 
act of rate making is legislative in its character and must be 
exercised by Congress itself; that such power can not be dele- 
gated to the Commission. It may be conceded that this precise 
question has not been determined by the Supreme Court of the 
United States so far as the power of Congress to delegate its 
authority is concerned. It has, however, been several times 
pissed upon by the State courts in cases involving a like dele- 
gation of authority by State legislatures to like commissions, 

il the power has been uniformly and, I think I am safe in say- 

universaHy upheld. There can be no distinction in prin- 
ciple between the limitations imposed upon the legislative power 
of a State and that imposed upon Congress. 

In fact, the exercise of the power of control over railway cor- 
porations of the States is usually, if not always, based upon 
grounds of public policy independent of express constitutional! 
ithority. Within the limits of the State the State legislatures 
ve assumed the power of regulation and control as existing 
ex necessita ” in the interest of sound public policy and in the 

lamental rights to prescribe what tolls shall be charged and 
collected upon the highways of commerce within its limits. No 
doubt the power exists also in the courts independent of legisla- 
tive action and consonant with principles of the common law to 
ifford redress. Resting upon these principles alone the State 

slatures, acting within their proper sphere, have been con- 
tly held to possess the power of regulation, and their courts 
likewise held that, having decided that rates upon rail 
must be reasonable, the power of determination and 
of prescribing reasonable rates might be properly delegated 
. commission to carry out the will of the legislature. 
‘he power of Congress to regulate commerce between the 
tes and Territories and foreign countries rests not upon the 
plied, but upon an express grant of power by the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Section 8 of Article I provides that “Congress shall have 

er to reguiate commerce with foreign nations and among the 
eral States and with the Indian tribes,” and after ennmerat- 

in addition the several other powers granted to Congress, 

cle I further provides: “ That it shall haye power to make 
laws which may be necessary and proper for carrying into 
cution the foregoing powers and all other powers vested by 

’ Constitution in the Government of the United States or in 
department or officer thereof.” Congress, therefore, by the 
ress grant of the Constitution, has full power and authority 

: ’ regulate railways as am incident and instrument of commerce 
“tween the States, and to this end it has express power under 
ihe Constitution to make all laws which may be necessary and 
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culation granted as 
aforesaid. 

The “power to regulate” is a general power, it is a broad 
power, and comprehends everything proper and necess to 
effectuate the purposes of the grant. It comprehends not only 
the power to make necessary regulations, but as well the power 
to provide for their proper execution and enforce t 

In Gibbons v. Ogden, reported in 9 Wheaton, 204, t Su 
Court defined commerce as foilows: 

Commerce, in its simplest signification, means an 7oo0ds 
but in the advancement of society, labor, transp ’ i 
care, and various mediums of exchange become commoditi ud « er 
into commerce; the subject, the ve . the agent, and thei: rious 
operations become the object of commercial regulation 

In the same ease it is said: 

The power to regulate commerce, here meant to be granted, wa 
power to regulate commerce which previously existed in t 
But what was that power? The States w 1 estion 
and each possessed that power over commerce w 1 is I dzed 
to reside in every sovereign State. T law of nations, regardi ! 
as a social animal, pronounces all commerce legitimate in a i 
peace until prohibited by pesitive law. Tl power of a sovereign 
State over commerce, therefore, amounts to nothing more than a power 
to limit and restrain it at pleasure. And since the power to prescr 
the limits to its freedom necessarly implies the power to determine 
what shall remain unrestrained, it follows that the power must be 
exclusive, it can reside in but one potentate, and nee the int : 


this power carries with it the whole subject, leaving nothing for 
State to act upon. 


Speaking of the Constitution upon this subject the court says: 


This instrument contains an enumeration of powers expressly granted 





by the people to their Government. It has been said that t! powers 
ought to be strictly construed, but why? Is there one senten 1 the 
Constitution which gives countenance to this rule? In the last of the 
enumerated pewers, that which grants expressly the means for carrying 
the others into execution, Congress is authorized “to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for the purposes.” But this 


tation on the means which may be used is not extended to the pow 
which are conferred; nor is there one sentence in the Constitution that 





prescribes this rule. The grant does not convey power which might 

beneficial to the grantee if retained by himself or which can inure 
solely to the benefit of the grantee, but is an investment of power f 

the general advantage, in the hands of agents selected for tha b 
which power can never be exercised by the people ther é but 1 t 
be placed in the hands of agents or lie dormant. We k no e 
for construing the extent of such powers other than is ¢ i 1e 
language of the instrument which confers them, taken in co yn 


with the purposes for which they were conferred. 

What is this power? 

It is the power to regulate—that is, to prescribe the rule by 
which commerce is to be governed. This power, like all others 
vested in Congress, is complete in itself, may be exercised to its 


utmost extent, and acknowledges no limitations other than are 
preseribed in the Constitution. 

The sovereign States, therefore, by adopting the constitutions 
containing this grant of power, each surrendered so much of its 


sovereignty as pertained to interstate commerce and conferred 
upon the common Government its sovereignty in beha 
which common Government, by a union of its individual unit 
became the possessor of supreme sovereignty over all relat 

to ecommerce between the States and foreign natio 


11s 


It is important to have this principle in mind, as s l 
' 
further consider hereafter over what the sovereignty of tl! 
State extended and what was conveyed by the gran 

Under the Federal Government, before the adoption of the 
Constitution, the feeble character of the Federal compact is 
nowhere so apparent as in its failure to extend its ope ion over 
interstate commerce. The States asserting their sovereignty 
insisted upon passing embargoes and laying duties upon the 
ecommerce coming to their ports, and at least in instance a 
serious rebellion arose in one State. 

In Brown v. Maryland (12 Wheat., 419, 446) the Si e 
Court of the United States took occasion to say: 

It may be doubted whether any of the evils pi ling f 
feebleness of the Federal! Government contributed to 
revolution which introduced the present : 1 than t leep a 
eral conviction that commerce wht to be g ed Con I 
is not, therefore, a matter of surprise that the int should be [ 
tensive as the mischief and should comprehend all reign comme l 
commerce between the States lo const f t , 
its efficiency would tend to defeat an object in t t 
the American public took, and thy 
arose from a full conviction of necessity 

Again, in the case of Robbins v. Shelby Taxing District (120 
U. 8S. 489, 494), in the matter of “ interstate mmeree 1 
court, speaking through Judge Bradley, declared : 

The United States are but one country and are and 1 f 


to one system of regulations and not a multitude of s 


Congress thus having the plenary power, subject to the 


tations imposed by the Constitution to prescribe rules by which 
ommerce among the several States is to be governed, the 
juestion naturally arises, What are the prin es that should 


eontrol the judiciary when determining whether a particular 
ret of Congress avowedly adopted in execution of that power 
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is consistent with the fundamental limitations of the Consti- 
tution? 

The general principles applicable to this subject were long 
ago announced in the great case of McCullough v. Maryland 
(4 Wheat., 316, 421, 423). 

The sound construction of the Constitution must allow to the Na- 
tional Legislature that discretion with respect to the means by which 
the powers it confers are to be carried into execution which will enable 
that body to perform the high duties assigned to it in the manner 
most beneficial to the people. Let the end be legitimate; let it be 
within the scope of the Constitution, and all means which are appro- 
priate, which are plainly adapted to that end, which are not pro- 
hibited but consistent with the letter and the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion are constitutional. 


Again: 

When the law is not prohibitive and is really calculated to effect any 
of the objects intrusted to the Government, to undertake here to in- 
quire into the degree of necessity would be to pass the line which cir- 
cumscribes its judicial department and to tread on legislative ground. 
The court disclaims all pretensions to such a power. 

Again, in 4 Wheaton, 3, 16-409, the court says: 

The Government, which has a right to do an act and has imposed 
on it the duty of performing this act, must, aecording to the dictates of 
reason, be allowed to select the means, and those who contend that it 
may not select any appropriate means, that one particular mode of 
effecting the object is excepted, take upon themselves the burden of 
establishing the exception. 

Let it be admitted that the Federal Government is one of 
delegated powers. We have seen that the States did delegate to 
Congress all their sovereignty over commerce between the 
States and foreign nations—gave it power to regulate the 
same and to make appropriate laws to carry this power into 
execution. So much of the inherent power or sovereignty of 
the States as pertained to this subject therefore passed by its 
grant to the Federal Government. 

Under the powers inherent in every sovereignty, a govern- 
ment may regulate the conduct of its citizens toward each other, 
and, when necessary for the public good, the manner in which 
each may use his property. 

It has, in the exercise of these powers, been customary in 
Nngland from time immemorial, and in this country from its 
first colonization, to regulate ferries, common carriers, hackmen, 
bakers, millers, wharfingers, innkeepers, etc., and in doing so to 
fix a maximum of charge to be made for services rendered, ac- 
commodations furnished, and articles sold. 

When the owner of property devotes it to a use in which the 
public have an interest, he impliedly grants to the public an in- 
terest in the use, and he must submit to control by the public 
for the common good as long as he maintains the use; he may 
withdraw his grant by discontinuing the use. These principles 
are declared forcibly in the case of Munn v. Illinois, 94 U. &., 
113. 

It is also declared that the limitation of charges establishes no 
new principle in the law, but gives only a new effect to an 
old one. 

Possessed, therefore, of all the inherent power of sovereignty 
originally held by the States, with full power delegated to it to 
make any laws necessary to carry its sovereignty into execution, 
by what rule, in reason, can the power of Congress in the se- 
lection of the agencies by which its power shall be executed, be 
judged by any other rule than is applicable to a State legisla- 
ture in the exercise of its sovereign power? I venture the as- 
sertion that in the absence of constitutional limitations the 
exercise of constitutional powers by the Federal Congress must 
proceed upon and be governed by the same rules that prescribe 
the exercise of power by State legislatures upon all subjects 
over which each has unlimited and unquestioned sovereignty. 

If, then, a State legislature may employ as its agent an ad- 
ministrative body called a ‘“ commission,” and authorize it to 
determine and prescribe rates and regulations for railways in 
the exercise of its inherent sovereignty within its proper juris- 
diction, upon what principle can it be denied that Congress 
possesses a like authority in the exercise of the same power 
and upon the subject clearly within its jurisdiction? I confess 
to an inability to comprehend why such power, if existing as a 
part of the State’s inherent sovereignty, was not delegated to the 
Federal Government as a part of the granted power. 

That the State had power to create a commission and give it 
authority to fix rates is clearly affirmed in the case of Reagan v. 
Farmers’ Loan and Trust Co. (154 U. S., 393). 

The Supreme Court says in that case: 

There can be no doubt of the general power of a State to regulate 
fares and freights which may be charged and received by railroads or 
other carriers and that this regulation can be carried on by a commis- 
sion; such a commission is merely an administrative board created by 
the State for carrying into effect the will of the State as expressed 
by its legislature. (Railroad Commission cases, 116 U. 8., 307.) 

No valid objections therefore can be made on account of the 
general features of this act, those by which the State has created 
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the railroad commission and intrusted it with the duty of 
prescribing rates of fares and freights as well as other regula- 
tions for the management of the railroads of the State. In 
Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, page 732, the learned au- 
thor says “that the United States has the power to go beyond 
the general regulations and descend to the minutest direction 
if it shall deem it advisable to do so,” and the principle laid 
down by him is quoted with approval in the case of the Ferry 
Company v. Pennsylvania (114 U. S., 196). 

But is it essential that Congress shall in itself descend into 
the minutie of regulation and prescribe each rate of fare and 
each charge of freight to be transported? Why may it not, like 
the State, act through an administrative body, enacted by it 
for that purpose, if such body be a necessary and proper in- 
strument for carrying out the will of the Government as ex- 
pressed in its legislation? 

I believe Congress has the same power to act in this behalf 
through its Commission as the States possess, and it has been 
so adjudged as to the power of regulation. 

The Commission is neither a Federal court under the Con- 
stitution, nor does it exercise judicial powers, nor do its con- 
clusions possess the efficacy of judicial proceedings. This Fed- 
eral Commission has assigned to it the duties and performs for 
the United States, in respect to that interstate commerce com- 
mitted by the Constitution to the exclusive care and jurisdiction 
of Congress, the same functions which State commissions ex- 
ercise in respect to local or purely internal commerce over which 
the States appointing them have exclusive control. Their valid- 
ity in their respective spheres of operation stands upon the same 
footing. What one sovereign may do in respect to matters with- 
in its exclusive control, the other may certainly do in respect to 
matters over which it has exclusive authority. (Kentucky 
Bridge Co. v. L. and N. Rwy. Co., 37 Fed. Rep., 613.) 

To deny the power as existing in the Federal Government and 
consider its existence in the State government is to make a 
distinction that is founded neither upon reason nor justice and is 
prescribing a limitation by intendment not warranted by the 
Constitution. Under the Constitution Congress has plenary 
power over the subject-matter of interstate commerce, and in 
the exercise of that power may appoint and use all proper and 
necessary instrumentalities to effectuate the legislative will, and 
as the courts have said, “ they will not interfere with the lezis- 
lative discretion if the means employed are not prohibited by 
the Constitution itself. 

The powers of government are divided into and repose in 
three branches—the legislative, judicial, and executive depart- 
ments. Each department must act within its own sphere of 
powers to preserve the true purpose of our Constitution and 
preserve our civil rights and personal liberty. Under the 
Constitution we can not invade the executive or judicial power, 
nor can either of those branches usurp our legislative functions. 
The primary control of railroads rests with Congress. We are 
to declare what they may or may not do, and impose such regu- 
lations for their conduct as seems to us best, subject to the 
one rule, that whatever we do must be done within the limita- 
tions of the Constitution, to which we owe obedience and from 
which our powers are derived. 

Whether we have acted within our constitutional powers is 
for the courts constituting the judicial branch of our sysicm to 
inquire. But the court will not invade the legislative discretion. 
Let the end be legitimate, let it be within the scope of the Con- 
stitution and all means which are appropriate, which are }lainly 
adopted to that end, which are not prohibited, but consistent 
with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, are constitutional. 

We have declared in virtue of our powers, “ That all charges 
for any service rendered or to be rendered in the transportation 
of persons or property or in connection therewith shall be just 
and reasonable.” We have the power to use any meals proper 
and necessary for the enforcement of this rule of conduct «1 tlie 
part of railways, and as a means to that end we have full » wer 
to invest in a commission as our administrative agent tle au 
thority to investigate and supervise the operation of railways 
that the legislative will may be properly carried into exe utlol. 
We are not delegating our legislative functions in any respect 


but are directing by a specific statute the manner in whi) our 
instrumentalities shall apply and carry into effect the luw we 
have enacted. Unless we can do this in our way, the girint ol 


power we have received is a barren right, incapable of execution, 
because it is beyond the power of Congress to act direct) 
the subject of prescribing rules, rates, and regulations | 
thousands of railways throughout the country. 

I believe it to be the law that Congress can confe’ 
commission the duty and power to make rules, rates, 10 
lations by which corporations engaged in interstate cou ier: 
shall be controlled. But the Commission, which might )°rl:)s 
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be aptly termed our legislative substitute, is bounded, as we | 
are, by the limitations of the Constitution, for its powers can 
rise no higher than their source. 

‘he Constitution provides that no person shall be deprived of 
his property without due process of law and that private prop- | 
erty shall not be taken for public use without adequate compen- 
n being made therefor. Congress has no power to deprive | 
me of my property without my day in court. Neither has it | 
the power to take any portion of my property for public use 

thout first making compensation therefor. Hence, what it | 

iay not do itself it can not authorize to be done by its Com- 

mission or any other agency. It has been repeatedly held, in 
eases where rules have been prescribed by a State legislature 
or its commission, that if the rate was confiscatory, then such act 
was uneonstitutional, because in principle it was the taking of 
private property for public use without just compensation 
therefor. It follows, therefore, that the power granted the 
Commission, and exercised by it, must be within the limita- 
tions prescribed by the Constitution, as construed by the highest 
court in the land, subject, however, to this limitation—I con- 
ceive that Congress has power to. create the Commission and 
confer upon it ample power. 

In the ease of Davidson v. City of New Orleans (96 U. S., 97) 
the court decided that the appointment of a board of assessors 
for assessing damages was not only due process of law, but the 
proper method for making assessments to distribute the burden 
a public work amongst those who are benefited by it. No 
one questions the constitutionality or propriety of boards for 
assessing property for taxation or for the improvement of 
streets, sewers, or the like, or for commissions to establish 
county seats, for assessing damages under proceedings for emi- 
nent domain, and for doing many things appertaining to the 
administrative management of public affairs. Due process of 
law does not require a court. It merely requires such tribunal 
and preceedings as are proper to the subject in hand. 

‘The legislature has power to fix rates. Were it to do so it 
would do it through the aid of committees appointed to investi- 
gate the subject, to acquire information, to cite parties, to get 

ll the facts before them, and, finally, to decide and report. 
No one can say this is not due process of law, and if the legisla- 
ture can do this, acting by its committee and proceeding accord- 
- to the usual forms adopted by such bodies, why can it not 
delegate the duty to a board of commissioners charged to reg- 
» and fix charges so as to be equal and reasonable? Such 
ard has at its command all the means of arriving at the 
truth and ascertaining the reasonableness of fare and freights, 
v h a legislative committee has. Its duties being of an ad- 
ministrative character, it would have the widest scope for exam- 

nm and inquiry, and such a body, though not a court, is a 


of 


rT 
heal 


proper tribunal for the duties imposed upon it. 

| will say, in conclusion, that no case can be found wherein the 
court of last resort has decided that such a commission can not 
exercise this power when it has been in express terms granted 


by the legislature, and will also predict that railways will not 

raise this question, for if decided in their favor it would rele- 

gate the rate-making function back to Congress when the un- 
bted power does exist, there to become the football of poli- 
and where the utmost of public resentment will be reflected 
nst them. 

\ir. Chairman, we can pass no law here which will confiscate 
railway property, as was said by the Supreme Court in the case 
of the Milwaukee Railway v. Minnesota (134 U. S., 418). 

ither the legislature nor such commission acting under the au- 

ity of the legislature can establish arbitrarily and without regard 

stice and right a tariff of rates for such transportation which is 
reasonable as to practically destroy the value of the property of 

ersons engaged in carrying business on the one hand, nor so ex- 
nt as to be in utter disregard of the rights of the public for the 
such transportation. 

in either of these classes of cases there is an ultimate remedy 

he parties agreed in the courts for the relief against oppres- 
legislation, and especially in the courts of the United States, 
i the tariff of rates established either by the legislature or 
tie commission is such as to deprive a party of his property 
1 ut due process of law. 
itil the judiciary is appealed to to declare the regulations 
e, whether by the legislature or by the conunission, void- 
. for the reasons mentioned, the tariff of rates so fixed is the 
of the land and must be submitted to by both the carrier 
the party with whom he deals. 
(mM quoting now from the opinion of Justice Samuel F. Mil- 
one of the greatest constitutional lawyers and ablest judges. 
‘r this concise statement of the law covering the case, he 
siders the matter of remedy and says that the proper, if not 

Only, mode of judicial relief against the tariff of rates estab- 

ed by the legislature, or by its commission, is by a bill in 
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character and its « 


chancery asserting its unreasonable 
with the Constitution of the United 


decree forbidding the corporation from exacting h fare a 


Sta 


| excessive or establishing its rights to collect the rates or 
within the limitations of a just compensation for the \ 
| rendered. 

This bill nowhere undertakes to abridge the rights of the 
court to intervene or to exercise all the powers they now enjoy 
under the Constitution of the United States. It preserves ever 
right that the railroads have and goes far to protect them against 


themselves. It preserves their right to a reasonal compens 
tion for any service rendered the public and provides 
ever rate shall be made by the Commission shall be fixed at the 
maximum of reasonable compensation and must be remuner 
tive. No private individual in his business has the power to 
fix absolutely a remunerative compensation for his services, but 
he must submit to the inexorable law of supply and demand. 
Under the present bill, no matter what the conditions of the 
country may be otherwise or the conditions of business, the rail- 
ways are to be protected in a fairly remunerative income for the 
property engaged in that enterprise. This provision or limita- 
tion is equally available to the railway companies, who can ap- 
peal to the courts against a rate that is not fairly remunerative. 
A great demand has gone up from the people for relief from 
the abuses practiced, and even the railways themselves are de- 
manding relief from the private cars and terminal-line abuses. 
I have time to present only one of the many complaints in m 
State touching the abuses of rates and special privileges granted: 
Iowa stock shippers are allowed no “feeding in transit rat 
as are Nebraska shippers—that is, Iowa feeders can not ship 
from Colorado or other western points to Iowa, hold for feeding 
for a time, and then ship to Chicago, as can the Nebraska s! 


i- 


that what- 


pers; again, the rates of the central Iowa feeder to Chicago are 
214 to 23 cents per hundred, while the Mississippi River r i 

15 cents. Again, the rate on dressed meat from Missouri Rivet 
points is 18 cents and on live stock 234 cents. 

Inquiry in several directions revealed the fact that 
stock shippers located in central Iowa make three « 3 
against present conditions, briefly outlined as follow 

First, there has been no direct advance in rat in recent 
years, but the service has been seriously modified and in such 
a way that the same is equivalent to a market advance in rates. 
For example, cattle shipped to Chicago from central lowa, until 
some eighteen months ago, were run in from eighteen to twenty- 
four hours; now it takes from twenty-four to thirty-six how 

Shippers say that after a run of twenty-four hours a carload 





of cattle will shrink at the rate of $3 per car per hour. Live 
stock men say that the slow and uncertain service rendered i 


or more. At the present time the rate on dressed 1 
packing-house products is only 18 cents per 100 pounds; | 


part of a well-thought-out plan to get on a tonnage basis his 
poorer service, however, works a further hardship to the tt] 
shipper. His stock often reaches Chicago too late for that 
market. He must hold them over until the next day at ! 
expense and face the possibility of a slump in prices. | 
case of prime cattle, for which grade the principal market is « 
Mondays and Wednesdays, the condition is g tly aggray 
Should the central Iowa shipper who starts his prime « 

| with the intention of reaching Monday’s market be d | 
until 11 a. m. or 12 noon, the chances are that he will h 
hold his cattle over until Wednesday. Of course tl 
heavy shrinkage and an enormous expense. 

Second, while the rate on stock shipments has not been ad- 
vanced in cents per hundred, the rate on other | lu has 
been lowered. To illustrate: A few years ago the 
stock from Missouri River points to Chicago was 234 cents and 

| the rate on dressed beef and packing-house products th 
! 


the meantime there has been no reduction of the rate on 
stock. As most of the dressed meats and packing-! 


ucts are shipped in private cars, for which the 
a rebate of 1 cent per mile, it amounts to a differe f 
$15 to $25 per carload, according to the kind of stock, and 
for substantially the same service. 

As the fruitage of railways is the rate that they cet 
carriage of persons and property, it is easy to understan 











| they refuse to yield the smallest fraction of their right 

| the rate and to contro! it as far as they may after 

| It is said that to confer upon the Commission the hority to 
fix rates is to confer upon that tribunal too great a | er and 
is an unwarranted invasion of the thts of private | 
When we examine into the ownership of the gr 
railways we find them centralized in compar l vl ! 

The Vanderbilt system embraces 19,500 miles; the Pet l- 

nania system, 18,000; the Morgan-Hill system own 3,000; the 

| Gould system, 16,000 ; the Harriman system, 21,000, or a total 
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of 114,000 miles. of railroad control by five systems, or, in other 
words, practically by five men, and consolidation and merger is 
going on every day. We have left at present the Atchison, San 
Francisco, 
the only important independent systems and aggregating, say, 
30,000 miles. 

There are, in round numbers, 200,000 miles of railway in the 
United States, but the remaining 60,000 miles are made up of 
short systems absolutely dependent upon the main lines for 
existence. From these statements we have the deduction that 
five men now have a monopoly of all the railway business of 
this country. Freight is a tax on everything that enters into 
the commerce of the nation; upon the clothes we wear; the 
things we eat; and it is a tremendous power to rest in the hands 
of any five men to dictate the tribute which shall be paid. 
Iixxperience has demonstrated that when you invest a man with 
power over the property of his fellow-men he will abuse that 
power if you do not restrain or control him. It is in accord- 
ance with the law of human nature that tends to impel us 
always to decide a question to our own advantage where our 
own interests are involved. I do not believe the railway prop- 
erty of this country should be permitted to say, without con- 
trol, what other property shall pay to it, because I believe 
it will abuse that power as it has done in times past. 

For like reasons I am not in favor of giving the Interstate 
Commerce Commission power to make rates in the first instance. 
If made by the railways, with knowledge on their part that their 
action will be subject to speedy review by.a tribunal having 
power to substitute rates, we can reasonably anticipate their 
action will be predicated upon a possible review by the Com- 
mission, and therefore founded upon a fair basis. 

The present movement is not of agrarian birth. It was not 
conceived in nor is it urged forward by any spirit of hostility 
to railways, but is born of a conviction among business men, 
the men who make and carry on the commerce of this country, 
that there are existing evils that should be remedied and that 
they and the people at large have rights which, as public 
servants, the great transportation companies are bound to re- 
spect, and that for the remedy of such wrongs and the enforce- 
ment of such rights they have no effective and speedy remedy 
under existing laws. 

What we need and what all are entitled to is as equal a dis- 
tribution of the benefits of transportation as conditions through- 
out the country will permit of. 

The legislatures of many States, including Iowa, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, South Dakota, Wis- 
consin, and Lilinois, have memoralized Congress within the past 
few years to enact legislation of this character. Up to January 
17, 1905, 62 national and sectional organizations, 400 State and 
local organizations, representing 45 States and Territories, and 
17 State granges have petitioned Congress to act, and since the 
last date hundreds more of petitions from commercial, mercan- 
tile, manufacturing, and agricultural associations have been re- 
ceived and filed by Members of this House. 

It is time, sir, to act. For seven years the people have been 
asking for relief, and if we do not heed their just demands they 
will rightly revoke our commissions and place their interests in 
more worthy hands. Pass the pending bill. If there are defects 
in it, time will demonstrate it, and the remedy can be applied 
by further legislation. 

To those who fear that this is a step toward socialism let me 
say that these commercial organizations are not inimical to rail- 
ways; they recognize that they are absolutely necessary to the 
prosperity of the country, but they do insist that such transpor- 
tation business shall be carried on upon lines compatible with 
justice to the individual and fairness to all communities. . If 
railways will not themselves conduct the rate-making power 
upon that basis then the only way we can correct such evils is 
to exercise in some form, in some proper form, supervision over 
the railroad rates. But one other alternative is presented, and 
that rests in government ownership, a principle we are not yet 
ready to consider, much less to adopt, but to which it might be 
wise for railway managers to inquire of themselves how much 
and how far their conduct has now a tendency to thrust public 
opinion. 

Capital and its allied interests are ever on the alert to pro- 
tect themselves. The people’s interests are often and too long 
neglected. There is yet time to approach a solution of the prob- 
lem upon the basis of mutual interest, which involves only a 
square deal for the railroads and a square deal for the people. 
The public mind is not hysterical, but is fully aroused to the im- 
portance of the question and guided by reason and desire to do 
justice only. The people will move firmly, without malice, to a 
proper and final assertion of their sovereignty and to a fair 
settlement of the problem. 


Milwaukee, and Great Western systems, constituting | 
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The people are and ought to be supreme.. In the words of the 


| immortal Lincoln, “ This is a Government of the people and b) 


the people and for the people.” Its chief corner stone is jus- 
tice founded on the law, and when any man or set of men can 
set at defiance the will of the majority, as expressed in the law, 
then will come anarchy and dissolution. Justice is the eternal, 
everlasting will of God to give each man his right, and oble- 
dience to law is the golden precept of civilization. It is calumny 
when men stand on this floor and charge the exponents of this 
legislation of holding out the torch to the socialist and anarc)- 
ist. Men who stand for the classes as against the masses, who 
preach. in the name of the sacred right of private property, that 
its owners are exempt from the law and privileged to disregard 
it are sowing the seed of the Commune; and men who uphold 
that commercial morality, which makes it legitimate to live by 
the sweat of another man’s brow, are planting the seed of ¢lass 
hatred and ultimate revolution. Sir, hundreds of thousands of 
lives and billions of treasure were expended in proving the sta- 
bility of a nation founded on mutual interest and in justifying 
the equality of man. We shall move onward and upward at 
whatever cost until every man, be he rich or poor, is equal be- 
fore the law. No government was ever destroyed. by the poy- 
erty of its citizens; its decay was always preceded by wealth 
and corruption founded on a disregard of the law and the sup- 
pression of human rights. 

Look at the picture which that great novelist, Dickens, draws 
of the French revolution in the Tale of Two Cities: 

Slowly the tumbrils roll along the street; six tumbrils carry the day's 
wine to La Guillotine. All the monsters imagined, since imagination 
could record itself, are realized in that one word—guillotine. \nd 
yet there is not in France, with all its rich variety of soil and climate 
a blade of grass, a sprig of pepper-corn that will grow to maturity ur der 
conditions more certain than those that have produced this horror. 
Crush humanity out of shape again under similar hammers and it ili 
writhe itself into the same tortured forms; sow the same seed of rapa- 
cious license ant si pression over again and it will as surely pring forth 
fruit accordin ts kind. Slowly but surely the tumbrils roll : 
turn these bac ie: thou powerful enchanter, Time, and they s 
found to “be “ae uipages of feudal lords, of flaring Jezebels, h uses 
that are not “ ather’s house” but dens of thieves, the huts of wmil- 
lions of otetving } peasants. 

Sanscullottism is not dead, but only sleeping, and wi!! be 
aroused, if at all, and again whirl in bloody maelstrom, not at 
the behest of men who would obey the law, but of those who 
would defy and set it at nought. 

God speed the day when the corridors of this great Capitol 
shall be free from the representatives of special interests, and 
when we shall legislate for the whole people, regardless of sec- 
tion, class, or interest; then, indeed, shall we have the fulfill- 
ment of a “ government of the people and by the people and for 
the people.” 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CocKraNn] one hour and fifteen minutes. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, while I am far from believ- 
ing that this bill if enacted into law will. prove a complete 
panacea for all the evils which it is intended to reach, | con- 
sider it, nevertheless, one of the most important measures con- 
sidered by the House since the reconstruction of the Southern 
States after the war of secession. Even though in actual ojera- 
tion it should fall far short of the results on which its fraimers 
and suporters count, yet it is a step—an important step, « 
sive step, because it is the first step—toward emancipatinz 
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deci- 


a} 
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| industrial life of this country from the domination of forces 


which, organized solely to promote the public welfare, have re- 
eently begun to oppress and retard it, and which by acquiring 
an overshadowing influence over the Government whicl has 
created them threaten a complete subversion of the institu- 
tions under which this nation has achieved the most marvelous 
progress in the history of the human race. [Applause. | 


Criticisms of this measure, sir, have been numerous and 
varied, but it seems to me they are all leveled agains! pro- 
visions which it does not contain. It is denounced o1 tlie 
ground that it will produce certain evils, and these are pre- 
cisely the evils which it is intended to cure or to ayoil. It 
has been described as a scheme to substitute government rate 
making for rate making by business interests. It has been 
described as a step toward public ownership, and this, it !s 
argued with much rhetorical fervor and some degree of jus 
tice, is a step—a long step—toward socialism. I supp ort '6 
sir, because I regard it as a barrier, and I hope an e(icctive 
one—as I certainly believe it is the only one we can «'ecl— 
against the very tendencies which gentlemen opposite attr 
bute to it. It has come to be styled generally as anti-r\i!road 
legislation, legislation designed to injure railroads e¢)' Tt by 
imperiling their property or reducing their earnings. »%''. I 
have always regarded railroads, honestly sdubatateres as the 
most effective agencies of progress and of civilizatio - 


belieyed that this bill would restrict their operations, 
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their earnings, or check their progress, I would be among its 
most active opponents. I support this measure, sir, not in hos- 
tility to the railroads, but in the interest of railroads, in the 
nterest not merely of their ultimate security, but of their im- 
mediate revenues and prosperity. [{Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen would only pause to realize the 
exact scope and purpose of this bill, they would see at once 
that many of the objections urged against it are both irrele- 

int and extravagant. The object of this measure is simply 

compel companies engaged in railroad transportation be- 
ween the different States to render the people whose fran- 
chises they operate efficient service—which means 
service—at reasonable rates. 


: authorized by this measure to complain before a board em- 
owered, after full inquiry, to decide whether the rate charged 
n is fair or unfair; and if unfair to substitute a rate which 

il be proper and just for the one found to have been oner- 
us und oppressive. That is the entire scope and purpose of 
measure which has been denounced with such brilliant 
rLetorie from the other side of this Chamber as a step to- 
urd the public operation of railroads, leading inevitably to 
socialism. 
the proposal now before us must be enough to satisfy any- 
not wholly captive to prejudice and passion that, 

om this being a measure tending to establish public owner- 
ship of railways, it is the only means by which public owner- 
p of them can be averted. [Applause.}] Far from its being 
socialistic demonstration, it is an effective barrier against 
rising tide of socialism which gentlemen seem to discern 
and to dread, because it takes from the socialist the most 
plausible argument that he can advance to impeach the exist- 
ig order of society and to support his own theory of govern- 
ent. [Applause.] Far from its being an attempt to reduce 
the earnings of railroads, it is a measure to increase them, and 
the same time provide that these steadily increasing reve- 
ies will reach owners of capital by which railways are oper- 
d, instead of being diverted largely to the pockets of faith- 
managers, who plunder stockholders and people 
cheerful but rigorous impartiality. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Mr. Chairman, the misapprehension of this bill which has so 
largely marked this discussion springs mainly, I think, from con- 


on of thought as to the precise relations between companies; | 
I should explain that | 


‘ or 


caged in transportation and the state. 
I use the word “state” in its broadest sense to designate the 
(covernment—the total sovereignty of the nation however it 
iaiy be distributed and by whatever agencies it may be exer- 


} 
ed 


t affected private property. 


s plenary powers to deal 


as if they were public property. 
either assumption were 


sound, the argument based upon 
ould be unanswerable. If corporations engaged in trans- 
tion are purely private enterprises, like those engaged 
inaking tables, cloth, or shoes, an attempt to exercise over 
n such a control as this bill proposes to establish over rail- 
Ss would be a projection of government far into the domain 
private business, and would be a long step indeed toward 
lism. If, on the other hand, railways are in any sense 
blic functions, and therefore subject to control and regulation 
covernment, the supervision of rates created by this measure 
robably the very mildest form in which that authority can 
exercised. To describe as oppressive such a measure as this 
'o argue that government has no right whatever to regulate 
Ways or even to serutinize them. Since, then, the right of 


ernment to regulate or control in any way the operations | 
ilways depends upon whether they are private or public | 


perty, the first step in profitable discussion is to ascertain 
| define their precise character. 
‘entlemen who regard railways as public property are not 


lly right; neither are those who consider them private prop- | 


wholly wrong. 
exclusively 
racters, 
nder our industrial and political system there are two ele- 
its entering into a railway service. One is the right to oper- 
it—the right sometimes to use public property; the right 
‘ays to take private property for corporate purposes—what 
‘hown as the franchise. The other is the capital, in the form 
lands, rails, locomotives, buildings, and other property 
which the franchise is placed.in operation. The franchise, 
power to take anything I possess which may be neces- 


Railroads are neither exclusively public 
private enterprises. They partake of both 
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| agency. 
impartial | 
To accomplish that result, any | 
tizen who considers himself aggrieved by excessive charges | 


Sir, this plain statement of the object and purpose | 


far | 


with | 


Some gentlemen speak of railways as if they were private en- | 
‘prises, and every measure for their regulation is discussed as | 
Other gentlemen seem to con- | 
ler railways purely public enterprises, with which the state | 


2233 


sary or useful to the operation of a great enterprise—the power 
to drive me from the house in which I was born, from the 
hearthstone near which I have lived, from the place where I 
had hoped to die—that power is an attribute to sovereignty. 
The right to control it must, therefore, always remain with the 
sovereign, that is to say, with the state—the Government. On 


| the other hand, the capital by which the franchise is operated is 
| the property of individuals who contribute it. 
| erty dedicated to a publie service. 
| 


It is private prop 
A railway, then, is a public 
function, the administration of which is intrusted to a private 
But whether it be administered by a private agency or 
by government directly through its own officers, a railway never 
ceases to be a public function. [ Applause. | 

Now, from this what follows? What are the reciprocal 
rights and duties of the capital by which railways are operated, 
and of the people whom the railways are chartered to serve 
of the sovereign whose franchise is the basis of the enterprise 
and the individuals who own the property by which it is made 
effective? Clearly, the railway in return for the special oppor- 


tunities of profit which it enjoys, owes to the sovereign 
| efficient service; and the sovereign—that is to say, the peo- 
ple—are bound in return by every principle of justice, of 


prudence, of self-interest, to protect, preserve, and maintain in 
absolute security, the capital—the private property—dedicated 
| to this public service. Stated in the narrowest compass, the 
| railway owes the people the most efficient service within the 
| reach of human endeavor, consistent with the security of the 
capital—the private property—embarked in it. 

Now, what is meant by security of property? What does 
involve? What are its essential features? What rights does 
it embrace? While it appears to be conceded on all sides that a 
rate which compelled a railway company to do business at a loss 
would impair the value of the capital embarked in it and there- 
fore would be a taking of property without due process of law, 
which the courts must condemn as confiscatory, some gentlemen 
opposite appear to think that a rate which did not entail actual 
loss in operation, but which nevertheless was so low as to pre- 
vent any possibility of earning profits on the capital by which 
the railway is operated would be within the Constitutional pow- 
| ers of Congress (acting directly or through a to 
| impose, and therefore beyond the power of the courts to correct. 
A little reflection will show these gentlemen that they miscon- 
ceive radically and underrate grieviously the nature and extent 
of the security guaranteed by our Constitution to owners of 
property. Security of property means not merely the safety of 
its body—the right to hold its corpus intact—it means the right 
of the owner to employ it for a profit, or what he conceives to be 
a profit, provided the specific purpose be not in itself illegal. 
Unless property can be employed at a profit it won’t be employed 
at all, and unless it can be employed it is not worth holding. A 
right of property which did not embrace the right to employ it 
for the profit of the owner would be a mere right of custody, 


it 


commission ) 


utterly valueless, a burden rather than a benefit, a penalty 
rather than a privilege, a hollow mockery, a trap for the un- 
wary baited by delusive and misleading words. Such a con- 


ception of property is at utter variance with all our jurispru- 
dence, and any law based on it that we might pass would most 
assuredly be set aside by judicial decree. [{ Applause. ] 


| A rate which even though it did not entail a loss in opera- 
| tion—that is to say, an actual impairment of the property 


invested in railways, yet was so low as to prohibit profit, would 
be confiscatory—confiscatory of an essential element—the most 
important element in the right of property. The idea that such 
a rate would be tolerated by the same courts which, uniformly 
and without exception, have set aside confiscatory rates, is not a 
i conclusion reached by logical processes, but a figment the 
mind, a delusion of ardent imaginations, of fervent patriotism, 
and other excellent qualities stimulated by 
| improvident use of sonorous but misleading and somet 

| sensical phrases. [Laughter and applause. } 

A more serious criticism, Mr. Chairman, is that advanced by 
! 

} 

| 

} 





of 
to extravagance 


non 


gentlemen who, conceding the right of the Gover 
from railways efficient service at reasonable rate 
the power—the intellectual capacity—of an administrative board 
or of any body not composed of railway experts to deter 

intelligently what constitutes a just and reasonable rate. T! 
of course, is equivalent to. recognizing the existence of a right in 
government which it is powerless to assert and of a duty it 
posed on it which it is powerless to discharge. Mr. Chair 
I have neyer yet found myself compelled to admit 


Mmnent to « ict 


Ss, vet quesi mn 


Incapacity or 


imbecility in government—at least, in this Government Ap 
plause. | 

To ascertain and determine what is a just rate in every in- 
stance we have only to bear in mind the essential nature of the 
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ions between these agencies and -the public whom they 


ent owes to the corporation. 


e corporation, as we have seen, is bound to render the best 


eri 
mi 
ser ire C 
security of capital includes the right to employ it at a profit. 
If the community is entitled to the best service consistent with 
the 
the actual cost of the service rendered to him plus a reasonable 
profit to the company. There can be no other rate consistent 
with justice, as a moment’s reflection will show. If one man’s 
must be charged more than the service rendered to him is worth. 
It can not be otherwise. All who use a railroad can not have 
their goods transportated for less than the actual cost. If they 
did, in a very short space of time the railway would be bank- 
rupt and could not transport any goods at all, because it has no 
of revenue except the rates which it charges to the 
le who use its facilities. 

If, therefore, it serve one man with favoritism, it must serve 
others with oppression. Justice and reason require that each 
man should get that for which he pays, and that no man shall 


sour 


to another. There can, therefore, be but one measure of what 
constitutes a just and reasonable rate. It is the actual cost in 


profit to the capital actually employed in making that service 
effective. 
can be done to all. By this rule alone can the question what 
constitutes a reasonable rate be determined finally and peaceé- 
ably, for justice, the experience of this country shows, is the only 
ure foundation for domestic peace as it is the one exhaustless 
fountain of industrial prosperity. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, it is objected by critics of this, as of every at- 
tempt to establish by law the right of all men to service by rail- 
ways on equal terms that to fix an arbitrary rate of transporta- 
tion per ton, or per head of cattle per mile, would at times work 
great injustice. The objection is not without force, but the rule 
which I have suggested would obviate it. Take, for instance, 
the case of two farmers living~on opposite sides of a highway, 
one offering two hogs and the other offering thirty hogs—or 
whatever may be the number that would constitute a carload— 
to a railroad for transportation to the same market place. It is 
perfectly plain that if the same rate per hog per mile were 
‘harged in each instance the results would be very unequal. 


& ¢ 
: 


Hogs can not be placed in the same ear with merchandise or 
other live stock. The transportation of two hogs would necessi- 
tate the use of a separate car—that is to say, it would cost the 
railway practically just as much to carry them a given distance 
as to transport an entire carload. To charge for this service the 


same rate per head as it cost the railway per head to transport 
the larger number would cause the two hogs to be carried for 
less than the actual cost of the service to the railroad, and the 
deficit must be made up by charging other men more than the 
value of the services rendered to them. On the other hand, if the 
yvner of the larger number were compelled to pay the same rate 
x head f transportation that it actually cost the company 

‘arry the two hogs per head, the result would be an excessive 
irporation and a correspondingly unjust imposition 


» shipper 


the cr 


At he = 


‘7o men each offered two hogs, or if each offered a 
1 for shipment at the same place to the same destina- 
ind one obtained a rate lower than the other then grave 
! ‘rpetrated. The man favored by the low 


uld be 





be enriched at the expense of his neighbor—one 
I laced ut ‘ tribute to another, and that through 
tl ve abuse of a Government agency organized 
oul to serve both with equal efficiency on absolutely 
condit : { Applause. ] 
St t application of this simple rule will solve every diffi- 
‘ crowing out of what is called “long hauls” and “short 
] s if st of transporting a carload of hay from 
I 1 Gi to New York, be 3 cents a ton, and the 
aK . Spo! ¢ a earload from Maine, 400 miles, 
| cents, the rates charged from both places should be in 
li portion—in the proportion of 2 to 3, which is that of the 
CC not 1 to 4, wh s that of distance. Not the distance, 
but il cost to the railway—in which distance is, of course, 
an rtant element hould determine the rate charged by it 
for transportation. If, however, two men, either in Maine 
or in Iowa, offered each a carload of hay for transportation 
to New York, and one is charged more than the other, that 
would be favoritism to one and therefore oppression to the 
other. Or if a railway undertook arbitrarily to fix charges 
so that a shipper in Maine or in Iowa, as the case may be, was 


what the corporation owes to the people and what gov- | 


nsistent with security of the capital embarked in it, and | 


ifety of capital, the just rate to each individual must be | 


goods be transported for less than they cost, some other man | 


be forced to pay the cost in whole or in part of service rendered | 


each instance of the service to the company plus a reasonable | 


Here, sir, is a simple rule by which absolute justice | 
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| placed on a footing different from that assigned to him by t! 

| actual conditions of transportation, then the railway would }o 
| usurping powers of sovereignty, or rather abusing powers 0: 
sovereignty to enrich men dwelling in one place at the ex- 
pense of men dwelling elsewhere—a course at once mutino) 
dishonest, disloyal, and demoralizing. [Applause.] The 
flexible rule which justice prescribes and which, therefore, i 
law should enforce, is that men using the same service 
entitled to absolutely identical treatment. Where the charac; 
of the service differs, then the rate to be charged for it should 
differ in corresponding degree. But it should always be the 
actual cost of the service to the railway plus a reasonable protit. 

The rate which insures to every man the service for which 
he pays at the minimum cost consistent with safety of the 
property employed in rendering it—the rate which allows no 
man to enjoy any service at the expense of another—that is 
the rate which must ultimately be held the fair and the rea- 
sonable one. No other is consistent with justice, and therefore 
no other can be permanent in this country. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, in the light of these principles, I ask the com- 
mittee to examine the actual operation of these corporations 
and measure the difference between the service to which the 
people are entitled and the service which they have actually 
received. 

It is a matter of universal knowledge, not questioned here 
er elsewhere, that this service which should be impartial, has 
been governed by favoritism and discrimination. I do not think 
there is a single locality in the country where rates have been 
excessive to everyone. Wherever charges for transportation 
have been unreasonably high to the general public, they have al- 
ways been unreasonably low to some favorite of the railway. 
And this, sir, is not to benefit the corporation, but to benefit some 
dishonest manager at the expense both of the railway and of the 
public. I have more than once pointed out that between a rail- 
way honestly administered and the people there never can be a 
| conflict of interest. A railway can not prosper except as the 
country through which it passes prospers. Its revenues and 
earnings depend on the volume of business in the community 
that it serves. Anything that restricts the volume of busin 

restricts the revenues of the company and impairs the value of 
its capital. But the interest of the company is not necessarily 
the interest of the manager, who often profits by betraying it, 
and at the same time oppressing the community. The means 
most usually employed for this plunder of the stockholders and 

) 
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the public-is the fixing of high charges for transportation t 
the community and then secretly giving lower rates to favore 
individuals. The business of the favorite is increased enor- 
mously, but the whole volume of transportation is diminished. 
The railway would reap larger profits from serving a hundred 
men, each doing a business of $1,000 a week, than in serving one 
man doing a business of $50,000 a week. But if the rates are 
made high to the general public, and, at the same time, one man 
be afforded transportation under such favorable conditions that 
all his rivals will be crushed, his business will, of course, 
be multiplied several times in volume, but, at the same time, 
the general business of the road would necessarily be dimin- 
ished. His profits would be swelled enormously, while tle 
revenues of the company available for dividends would be 
| reduced. The railway manager who shared the profits of tle 
| favorite would be enriched, while the railway would be 
jured, and the stockholders who trusted their property to ) 
would be plundered. And this, sir, explains why this spe 
favoritism has been so widely prevalent. It is safe to say 
that no rebate has ever been enjoyed by one man at the 

of competitors where the fruits of the plunder have ! en 
shared by the railway officials through whose corrupti the 
favors have been obtained. [Applause.] 

Do gentleman realize the moral enormity of these d 
nations, the excessive injustice that they perpetrate, tl 
spread demoralization which they breed? Do they realize thac 
they are more grievous burdens to trade, grosser outr 3 


justice than any oppression which could be perpetrated der 
our system by government itself, as these great functio! 
the daily lives of the people much more closely and more 
frequently than any department of government—Federa. © 


or municipal? The cost of transportation is a tax upon trace. 
every principle of justice and sound policy it should be « 
all men. Unequal taxation deliberately imposed by gov: 
would shock our moral sensibilities so deeply that | 
believe it could be enforced, no matter what authority u i 
to impose it. The sense of justice throughout the co! J 
would defeat its collection by some means or other. 5 ea 
man’s property at one corner of Seventh street and Penn 
avenue were taxed 5 per cent of its value and the pr 
another man engaged in the same business at the other ner 
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was taxed but 1 per cent, would not the injustice be so grievous 
and so palpable that an indignant public opinion would make per- 
<istence in the wrong impossible? But discrimination in rates 
exacted by a railway is vastly more oppressive than any inequal- 
ty of taxation which government could impose. The government 
ix collector appears but once a year. The property on which 
the tax is levied forms but one feature of your industry— 
ne element of your capital. The railroad taxes not merely all 
your property, but all your actions; every element of your 
ssessions, every feature of your activities. If you are en- 
vaged in manufacture, its charges are a tax not merely on the 
ods which you send to the market, but on the raw materials 
om whieh they are produced. It taxes every morsel of food 
nsumed by your laborers, and is, therefore, a determining 
feature in the wages you must pay them. It fixes condi- 
ns of access to every person who visits your factory or 
your warehouse. Where railway rates are unfair and op- 
pressive, it is as though respiration were taxed—a toll levied 
every breath the citizen drew, and a higher rate imposed 
on the vast majority than on a few favorites—as if every 
exercise of muscular energy were taxed and the rate was 
unequal between individuals. It is superfluous to say that the 

n in whose favor such agencies were employed would have 
eyery competitor at his mercy. Against such discrimination by 
government no genius, no industry, no capacity could avail. Yet 
that is precisely the advantage which rebates and discriminating 
rates have been giving to some men at the expense of others all 
over the country for many years past. [Applause.] 

Efficiency, capacity, honesty, sobriety, diligence, the posses- 
sion of every virtue, have become less valuable to their possess- 
ors in the competitions of business than the favor of some rail- 
way manager. And these favors, I repeat, sir, without fear of 
contradiction from anyone, are always granted corruptly [ap- 
plause}], not for the benefit of the railway, but to the injury of 
the railway; not for the profit of the stockholders, but for the 
profit of thieves among the managers, who plunder their own 
stockholders and the people with relentless appetite. [Ap- 
plause. J 

Sir, the history of railway management in this country is a 
history of favoritism, of corruption, of wrong made enormously 

fitable, and crime made respectable by the great fortunes of 
which it has been the source. I do not deny that in spite of this 
favoritism the railways have rendered enormous service to the 
country; that they have been among the most powerful agen- 

es of progress. But, sir, they have not been as loyal as 

they should have been in serving the whole community on equal 

terms, and where they have deviated from impartial service 

tley have been made the means of perpetrating the very gravest 
ises against morals and property. [Applause.] 

ie men who control transportation facilities and abuse their 

iority have established a power greater than the Govern- 

ut. The favor of a railway manager is more important to a 

n engaged in commerce than the favor of the President, of 
both Houses of Congress, of the judiciary, of the Army, of the 
Navy, and of all combined. Government, exercising all the power 
f all its departments, can only protect a man; a corrupt railway 

ger can enrich him. Larger fortunes have been established 


| 
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legitimate industry ever possessed by any man in the world. As 
ill these favors are granted to favorites at the expense of vic- 
tims, as they are tributes levied on the industry of many for the 
it of a few, this railway corruption has resulted in the de- 
inoralizing spectacle of plunder made more profitable than indus- 
Where discrimination has been grossest, corruption the 
t depraved, the most cynical, the most unblushing, there the 
s of the criminal have been most extensive. And the 
s have signally failed to prevent this corruption, while 
have been singularly effective in protecting fortunes which 
been the fruits of these crimes. 
kefeller, at once the richest and the most despised of the 
population, has long been the chief beneficiary of this 
ition, and his fortune is the chief monument of its 
[Applause.] Unfortunately he stands not alone; he 
it the type of a band growing ever more numerous and 
dangerous. These men have established themselves as 
vileged class. They are so far above and beyond the law 
they plead the magnitude of their crimes as a reason for 
ting the pursuit of justice. Have we not seen within a 
days the adoption of a resolution by this very House 
unding an inquiry concerning the relations between two 
railway systems, which it was our duty to formulate, 
© a disturbance in the market which almost amounted to 
iic? Do we not hear it urged as a reason against pressing 
uquiry, which the law enjoins upon us, that to persist in 
vill uncover extensive violations of the law which can result 


‘ 
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only in a profitless scandal, since the community would prefer 
submission to these crimes rather than pay the frightful cost of 
redressing them? Is not this a cynical admission that this Gov- 
ernment, organized to establish justice, can not afford to do 
justice, even when injustice is palpable—that under the protec- 
tion of laws intended to foster industry criminals have grown so 
powerful that instead of submitting to the law they can treat 


with the law—nay, defy and command it. Their power to enrich 


is so extensive and their readiness to use it for their personal 
aggrandizement is so notorious that the weak and the unscrupu- 
lous and the base in business and in politics have become their 


courtiers, hoping, and with reason, for a shorter pathway to 
wealth through their favor than through industry, however cap 
ble, meritorious, or diligent. Through the cupidity of political 
leaders they have succeeded in dominating both political parties 
in all the larger States of the Union. In the smaller 
where the people are still largely engaged in agriculture, where 
they still meet at villages and crossroads for personal discus- 
sion of political issues, political parties are still controlled by 
the opinion of the neighborhood, but in the larger States, those 
embracing great cities, both parties are dominated by railway 
infiuences. 

It is no exaggeration to say that in all those great States the 
debates and contentions which on the surface appear to be the 
competition of politicians for leadership are usually but screens 
behind which different financiers contend for the control of 
some political machine which they consider a useful instrument 
in the prosecution of their enterprises. No man be con- 
sidered an eminent financier nowadays unless he counts the 
leader of a political machine among his followers, his «cents 
his retainers, his dependents. {Applause. | 

Have we not seen within a few months two gentlemen promi 
nent in railway management engage in a struggle for the pos 
session of some $425,000,000, to which neither of them had the 
slightest claim of ownership, and when they met to discuss 
whether the control of this vast fund, which one of them had 
managed to acquire, should be held by him exclusively or be 
divided between both of them, the weapon with which one 
threatened the other was the government of the State to which 
both men are supposed to be subject, but which one of them 
controlled absolutely, because the boss of the dominant political 
party was as completely his property as the watch in his pocket. 
But the other was by no means alarmed, formidable as this 
threat may sound. He, too, was a financier, and therefore too 
wise and too wary to be found without a political bludgeon of 
his own within easy reach. The gentleman who accompanied 


states, 


can 


| him to that interview as his friend, his adviser, his bottle holder 


in this duel of financial giants, had been a conspicuous member 
of the present National Administration, and has since returned 
to the President’s Cabinet as its chief. The financier who 
owned the State government ought to have understood that an 


opponent so accompanied was not one to be attacked with a 


mere State 

even though it were the Empire State of the Union. But he 
| did not. He instigated a legislative investigation as an act 
of war. The result proved his folly in underestimating the 
force which he antagonized. To-day he is wiser, though s 

what damaged. The political retainer upon whom he relied 
is unhorsed, his machine is badly jarred and dislocated, if 
not wholly crushed, while his rival holds with a tighter and 


firmer grasp than ever the undivided control of the $425,000,000 
which had been the subject of their discussion 

Sir, do I exaggerate the influence, the 
men wield? Am I extravagant when I describe them as 
privileged class enjoying immunities unknown to the law 
exercising powers above the law and in spite of it? Must we 
submit to the domination of this class, or should we make an 
effort at least to bring it within subjection to the laws? 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirrLerreLp] says the court 
ean afford redress for all these evils by simply enforcing ex 
ing law. If the courts had held uniformly that all 


powers which these 


were 


nen 


entitled to service by railways on equal terms and if they had 
used their processes and all their powers to facilitate : 
| covery so that any man who had reason to believe himself 
aggrieved could ascertain the terms on which all other men were 
served—the rates they were charged—thesre abuses would never 
have arisen and the demand for this legislation uld neve 
have been heard. But, as a matter of fact, the courts have not 
prevented these abuses. When have the courts undertaken to 
prevent, much less to punish, any financial exploit by which ra 
Way managers have enriched themselves enormously at the 
pense of the stockholders who intrusted them with their proj 
erty and of the community who depended upon their capacity 
and fidelity? What feat of spoliation by syndicates or finan 


ciers has been interrupted by judicial process’? 
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Doubtless the ease of the Northern Securities Company occurs 
to some gentlemen, though they have shown me the courtesy of 
refraining from interruption. Doubtless they are asking them- 
selves now if the judgment declaring the organization of that 
company to be a conspiraey did not constitute a judicial inter- 
ference with the consummation of an illegal financial operation. 
, there can be no stronger proof that a privileged class exists 
cunongst us, no more striking illustration of the extent to which 
these privileges are tacitly recognized by the courts themselves, 
than this very case, so often quoted as an evidence that the law 
is still capable of regulating and governing the conduct of all 
citizens, even of men mighty in finance. 

It is true that-the organization of the Northern Securities Com- 
pany was adjudged a conspiracy, but let us see for a moment 
the effect of that decision upon the object for which the con- 
spiracy was formed and on the men who were adjudged to be 
conspirators. Contrast the immunity which they have enjoyed, 
aye, the rewards which they have reaped, from the very act pro- 
nounced to be criminal, with the severe punishments inflicted on 
other violators of statutory prohibitions or the fate which over- 
took a man who was found guilty merely of violating an injunc- 
tion order. 

You will remember that the Northern Securities Company 
was organized avowedly for the purpose of placing control of 
several railroads in the hands of two groups of financiers. The 
Attorney-General of the United States, by direction of the Presi- 
dent, instituted proceedings in the courts praying that this at- 
tempt to reduce control of several railways to such a narrow 
compass that it could be held by two groups of financiers be 
adjudged a conspiracy in restraint of trade under the Sherman 
antitrust law. 

Sections 2 and 3 of this law are so clear in their denuncia- 
tions of certain acts as conspiracies and so specific in the pen- 
alties denounced against them that I shall read them to the 
committee : 

Sec. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempts to monopo- 
lize, or combine or conspire with any other person or persons to mo- 
nopolize any part of the trade or commerce among the several States, 
or with foreign nations, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, 
on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000, 


or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. 


> 


Sree. 3. Every contract, combination in form of trust or otherwise, 
or conspiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any Territory of 
the United States or of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of 
trade or commerce between any such Territory and another, or be- 
tween any such Territory or Territories and any State or States or the 
District of Columbia, or with any foreign nations, or between the 
District of Columbia and any State or States or foreign nations, is 
hereby declared illegal. Every person who shall make any such con- 
tract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be pun- 
ished by fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding 
one year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

In rendering judgment on this suit the Supreme Court 
declared: 

In our judgment the evidence fully sustains the material allegations 
of the bill and shows a violation of the act of Congress, in so far as it 
declares illegal every combination or conspiracy in restraint of com- 
merce among the several States and with foreign nations and forbids 
attempts to monopolize such commerce or any part of it. 

And again: 

This combination is within the meaning of the act a “trust;” but if 
not it is a combination in restraint of interstate and international com- 
merce, and that is enough to bring it under the condemnation of- the 
act. 

Here, then, we find the organization of the Northern Securi- 
ties Company declared a conspiracy by solemn judgment of the 
eourt, and the persons who promoted it were therefore con- 
spirators—criminals—specifically denounced as such by the law. 
No description could have been more comprehensive; no words 
could have been bolder; no judgment would seem to be freer 
from anything like consideration of persons or results. Yet, 
what was the actual outcome of this decision? 

The object of the conspiracy, as we have seen, was to place 
several railways within the control of two groups known as 
the “Morgan group” and the “Harriman group,” and that 
object was declared a conspiracy, a crime. The court directed 
that the stock held by the Northern Securities Company be 
distributed; but the method of distribution was so ordered 
that when the judgment was put in actual force the Harri- 
man group was found to have been eliminated and the Morgan 
group was left in supreme control. The attempt to reduce 
control of these companies to two groups was pronounced a 
conspiracy, and the actual result of the decision was to 
reduce the control of them to one group. The object of 
the conspiracy instead of being defeated was more effectually 
accomplished. And that was not all. The stock of the 
company, which was selling at about 100 when the suit began, 
sold at 160 when the adverse decision was rendered. Its 


Sir 
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eapital stock was $400,000,000, and therefore this deci- 
sion, that is generally supposed to have destroyed the corpors- 
tion, enriched its promoters by $240,000,000. Conspiracy was 
found by the court; the conspirators were identified by name 
in its decision; but the object of the conspiracy, instead of bx ing 
defeated, is more completely effected by the decision itsels, 
and the authors of the scheme, instead of being punished or eye) 
questioned, walked out of court, not weighed down by its fetiers, 
nor staggering under its sentence, but joyfully bearing a golden 
burden of $240,000,000, perfectly satisfied that the court which 
pronounced their conduct to be a conspiracy would use al! its 
powers to protect them in holding and enjoying the fruits of 
their crime. [Applause.] 

Am I exaggerating here? Am I straining terms when I say 
that these men were specifically adjudged criminals by the high. 
est court in the land, and that they are nevertheless absolutely 
secure from the pursuit of justice? I am quite willing that the 
merit of this assertion be examined in the light of a luminous 
contribution to this branch of the subject by a member of the 
court itself. Mr. Justice Holmes, writing a dissenting opinion, 
uses this language as his final argument against the judgment 
of the majority: 





What I now ask is, under which of the foregoing classes this case js 
supposed to come, and that question must be answered as definitely and 
precisely as if we were dealing with the indictments which logically 
ought to follow this decision. : 

Observe here, sir, the recognition, quite unconscious, I he- 
lieve, but for that reason all the more significant, of a privileged 
class by a judge of the Supreme Court, and mark the unqgues- 
tioned immunity from the pursuit of justice which he realizes 
members of that class enjoy. “The indictment,” he says, 
“which logically ought to follow this decision,” not the indict- 
ment which necessarily must follow it, as would have been the 
ease with any ordinary citizen adjudged guilty by the Supreme 
Court of having violated a penal statute, “ Logically,” he says, 
that is to say, for purposes of discussion—academically—so to 
speak—these men might be considered criminals, but the possi- 
bility that they could be indicted is so extravagantly improbable 
that he—a member of the court—mentions it to illustrate most 
strikingly what he believed to be the extravagance of the con- 
clusion reached by the majority. 

Now contrast this enrichment of men found guilty under the 
Sherman law with the treatment of Eugene V. Debs, who was not 
even accused of transgressing a criminal statute or at least who 
having been accused demanded a trial and could not get it. The 
violation of an injunction order was the head and front of his of- 
fending. At most, he committed a civil offense. Although 
when we contrast the penalty which followed it, with the re 
wards heaped on these men whom the decision of the Supreme 
Court adjudged to be criminals, we must conclude that if 
his offense was civil his treatment was decidedly uncivil. 
[Laughter and applause.] There is no doubt about what hap- 
pened to him. He was not punished by mere animadversion 
or jadicial denunciation. He was committed to jail. [His body 
was taken into custody. He was confined in a cell; the bolts 
were turned on him. He ate the prison fare. Prison wardens 
controlled his movements. He expiated to the last moment by 
eonfinement and discredit—so far as imprisonment can inflict 
discredit—the violation of an injunction order. Tel! me that 
Debs stands equal before the law with Messrs. Morgan, Harr- 
man, Hill, et al., and you say that which mocks common expe- 
rience and common sense. [Applause.] 

But it may be said that the act of Mr. Debs involved, i 
way, dangers to society so grave that it became necessary (0 
take exceptional measures against its recurrence. [I shiall not 
pause to consider the merits of such a suggestion, because 
even if well founded it certainly would not apply in the case ol 
two Senators recently condemned to imprisonment, not for any 
act in itself heinous, but for mere violation of a statutory pro 
hibition. One of these men after thirty-three years of merit 
rious service in the most illustrious legislative body in te 
world, had earned the respect and regard of all his fellows, 
without distinction of party. I speak of him solely from lis 
public character. I knew nothing of him personally. | never 


1 some 


saw him to my knowledge. But he was found to have asked 
some officers of the Government to do a favor for one of bis 
clients, and because a member of Congress is forbidden by > 

prompt} 


to practice before any of the Departments, he was 
haled before a criminal court; he was tried; he was se! 
he died—died under the shameful cloud of a criminal! 
And there is another Senator living now against wl), for 7 
kindred act, the same grave penalty has been denoun«, os 
whose head hangs the same sinister, blighting, shame'! cloud. 


tenced; 


viction. 


His liberty hangs on the slight chance that a judgment ¢ 


conviction against him may be reversed by the Suprec 











1906. 





which has already decided that the act charged against him 
constitutes a crime. Does anybody doubt that if his conviction 
bo affirmed he will be compelled to expiate in a prison the act 
which was forbidden by law? Does anybody question that if 
Heaven itself had not interposed and called Senator Mitchell to 
iudgment at a higher tribunal his body would have shared the 
ignominy which had already overtaken his name? These men 
certainly were not conspirators against the public peace. They 
were not dangerous or vicious men; they were among the most 
conspicuous in the land. They had been chosen ambassadors of 
their respective States to the highest legislative council, not 
merely of this nation, but in all the world. Yet for an act which 


iounted at the most to an impropriety the law drew its 
ord and smote them. And with what fearful vengeance! 


ey were dragged from the places of honor which they had 
reached and sentenced to confinement in those gloomy pre- 
cincts, where the darkest miseries of life are concentrated and 
by close association aggravated ; where the law, instead of pro- 


tecting men in the enjoyment of liberty, deprives them of lib- | 


erty; where men of sensitive nerves and decent associations, 
reed into contact with the blighting fruits of vice and crime, 


every vengeance inflicted by outraged society on its outcasts, 
eyen the last dreadful one, where the State immolates the 


human victim whose sacrifice it deems necessary to its own | by flagrantly exceeding them might provoke a public opinion 


| that would endanger them. 


safety—those hideous precincts so vividly painted by one 
whose perverted morals had brought him within their limits, 
but whose genius was able to describe fittingly the horrors they 
€ 


‘i lose. 
And as one sees most fearful things 
In the crystal of a dream, 
We saw the greasy, hempen rope, 
Hooked to the blackened beam, 
And heard the prayer the hangman’s snare 
Strangled into a scream. 


From that abode of horror and ignominy to which the law had 
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tion—of which this Government is the highest type and the no- 
blest fruit—that the courts which have shown such vigilance, 
such vigor, such ingenuity in devising and enforcing methods of 
preventing injury to the property of corporations, through vio- 
lence on the part of striking employees, have been so utterly in- 
eapable of preventing graver, more extensive, more demoralizing 
injury to the property of corporations and to civic morals 
through the fraud and corruption of dishonest officers. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Sir, if we must have amongst us men who actually possess and 


enjoy exclusive privileges, would it not be better by far that 
these privileges were acknowledged and recognized by the 
law than that they should be enjoyed in defiance of the law? 


For to acknowledge their privileges it would be necessary to de- 
fine them, and to define them would not be to enlarge but to limit 
While the privileges of this class are unrecognized, they 
are unlimited. If it be true that while the letter of the law de- 
clares all men to be equal, yet the machinery the law is 
incapable of controlling men worth many millions of dollars, 
better by far acknowledge that fact formally and provide that 


of 


|} men so rich be tried by their peers, and define as their peers 
are made familiar with every step in the consummation of | 


men of equal possessions. If these privileges were recognized 
and defined, the possessors of them, in order to preserve them, 
would very probably unite to punish any of their number who 


[Applause.] Now, every attempt 


| to pursue a rich man for any crime is at once proclaimed an 


condemned him Senator Mitchell was delivered only by the hand | 


of death. 
Se} 


To it the sentence of the law has already assigned 
ator Burton. [Applause.] 

Sir, is this equality before the law? Is this democratic gov- 
ermnent? Have Messrs. Mitchell and Burton enjoyed equal 
privileges and equal immunities with Messrs. Morgan and Hill 
and Harriman and the others? Justice, which has stood su- 
pine, motionless, inert, incapable, which has never been able 
even to get in motion against Messrs. Morgan and Hill, has been 
active, vigilant, relentless, inexorable, almost ferocious, in pur- 
suit of Messrs. Mitchell and Burton. Surely the acts of Messrs. 
Morgan and others, pronounced crimes by the Supreme Court, 
were at least as injurious to the community as those charged 
against the two Senators. Yet Messrs. Morgan and Hill are 
enriched by the decision which condemns them, and free to 
enjoy the wealth which is showered on them. Messrs. Mitchell 
amt Burton were consigned to infamy, to absolute and irre- 
evable ruin of fortune and of honor. 

Sir, this is not an isolated case. On all sides we find the law 
prompt and vigilant to overtake small offenders, slow and in- 


capable in pursuit of great offenders; quick to punish the thief | 


who steals a few dollars; incapable of even questioning the 
plunderer of millions. [Applause.] 
lor many years the members of this privileged ciass have 
held the law in contempt; but the contempt which they have 
always felt they have lately begun to show. Have we not quite 
recently seen a man who dominates many systems of trans- 
portation snap his fingers at a mandate issued by the Supreme 
Court of a sovereign State? Have we not heard him exercise 
atulent wit in deriding officers holding its commission, 
e he refused contemptuously to answer its interrogatories? 
\nd have we not seen a court of the State in which this con- 
tcnipt was displayed hold that while this recalcitrant and tru- 
atly insubordinate witness might be compelled to answer 
‘ time before the Day of Judgment, between that import- 
event and the present time, there was no immediate pressing 
‘sity for his yielding obedience to the command of the law. 
ighter and applause. | 
| is it not a fact that at the very time when this flagrant 
He was permitted to go unrebuked the very same court 
netion against some striking printers so sweeping and se 
suc that it was hailed as decisive of the contest by cone 
of labor controversy. Sir, 1 am not criticising this court 
any court. I know it is claimed that all these decisions 
(. proceedings which I have mentioned were incumbent upon 
' judges—the only course open to them under the law. That 
y or May not be so. I express no opinion on that subject one 
y or the other. But I do say it is unfortunate—a calamity— 
reproach—not merely to our Government, but to our civiliza- 


| had refused to punish or even rebuke it issued an | 


a 


assault upon wealth, and all the possessors of wealth com- 
bine to shield him so effectively that no man worth $5,000,000 
has ever been prosecuted to conviction, though as we have 
the guilt of many is not doubted or even denied. Nothing is ever 
gained by ignoring facts. Since a privileged class actually ex- 
ists, there is but one of two courses open to us—we should either 
make the law conform to actual conditions, acknowledge the 
privileges, define them, and by defining confine them within 
definite limits, or else we should abolish the conditions which 
have allowed them to grow up in defiance of law. [Applause.] 

The power to control the competitions of trade, to enrich 
some men by granting them low rates of transportation while 
high rates are exacted from others, is the main source of these 


seen 


dangerous privileges. This bill, which seexs to abolish rebates 
and favoritism, is at least a step in the direction of reestab- 
lishing equal rights and equal privileges for all citizens. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Now, what objections have been offered to this bill aside 


from the suggestion that the courts can of themselves accom- 
plish the object at which it aims without any further legisla- 
tion? I think it advisable to show, if I can, that these objections 
are unfounded and extravagant, because, judging from the gen- 
erous applause which has greeted them, it is reasonable to 
assume that some gentlemen who are going to vote for the bill 
are opposed to it in their inmost souls. Of they have 
all with a single exception swallowed their convictions in 
silence. It has been reserved for one to swallow his convictions 
vociferously. [Laughter.}] And here I congratulate gentlemen 
opposite who have had the courage to take the floor and frankly 
express views in opposition to the whole scope of the measure 
views which are certainly unpopular, and which, therefore, could 
have been voiced for no other reason than loyalty to conscience. 
These gentlemen have given a splendid exhibition of political 
courage. They have done more; they have rendered a very 
great service to the country and to the House, for they have 
simplified decisively the issue in debate. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCati] and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sistey] both oppose the bill 
upon the ground, briefly stated, that it tends to Government 
rate making, and therefore to what is called public ownership. I 


course, 


believe both distinguished gentlemen will agree that I have 
stated correctly the main ground of their opposition. If I 


shared their views of this measure, I should certainly 
in opposing it. But this bill does not provide for Government 
rate making. If it becomes a law, there are but two conditions 
under which by any possibility Government rate making could 
be substituted for business rate making. Either all the rates 
exacted by all the railways in the country must be unjust (in 
which case the necessity for some scheme of regulation be- 
comes not only pressing but imperative) or else every shipper 


join them 


in the country must be so dishonest that whether a rate be 
fair or unfair he would complain of it, and the commission 
must be so corrupt and so extravagant that it would sustain 
every complaint, whether well founded or ill founded. 

There is nothing about a commission which makes it pe- 


culiarly liable to corruption. Whatever influences might affect 
it injuriously would be just as likely to affect any other depart- 
ment of Government, To argue that powers must not be coi- 
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ferred upon a body or officer because they may be used cor- 
ruptly would be to argue against the establishment of any 
Government agency whatever. 

The force of this is clearly recognized by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LarrLerrerp] who has gone much further, and 
boldly plants his objection on grounds suggested rather than 
taken by the gentleman from Massachusetts and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Maine tells us that 
he is opposed to this measure because the Interstate Commerce 
Commission might become dominated by populists, by socialists, 
by enemies of property, who, incapable of appreciating the 
rather delicately balanced rights of the community and the 
stockholders in railway enterprises, would pervert the powers 
conferred upon them to the oppression of all right and the 
injury of all property. But, surely, sir, if that objection haye 
any weight, it is an argument against all government. Goy- 
ernment must be administered by human agencies, and men 
always are liable to corruption. Courts have not been always 
upright. Courts have been guilty of corruption, of which this 
Interstate Commerce Commission has never even been suspected, 
according to the gentleman himself. Are we to abolish courts 
because judicial decisions have been sometimes bought and 
sold, and that by the most learned and accomplished judges? 
The President in the nature of things must be a man. Are we 
to abolish the Presidency because its powers may be perverted 
by some incumbent to an ignoble purpose? If the gentleman’s 
argument be sound against the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
ison, it is sound against every agency of Government. 

Why, sir, it is the argument of anarchy itself. It is based 
upon precisely the same premises and is marked by the same 
nonsequitur. The anarchist argues that because all govern- 
mental powers may be abused, therefore they will be abused— 
because Government is a potential source, therefore it is an 
inevitable source of tyranny and demoralization. Sir, this argu- 
ment of anarchy as we have heard it here is new in nothing 
except in the theater of its delivery. When we consider the 
place in which it has been put forth with such dialetical skill 
and rhetorical brilliancy, we can not help feeling that from this 
moment it must assume a new weight and force in the estima- 
tion of mankind. It has acquired the enormous advantage of 
having been delivered, not to a motley throng of long-haired 
enthusiasts by some nameless, hair-brained rhetorician in the 
back room of some obscure cafe, but by a conspicuous ornament 
of American citizenship on the floor of the American Congress 
to the sanest and most conservative legislative body in all 
Christendom. [Applause.] 

While I do not think this argument of anarchy needs any 


SS 


| 


refutation here, the fact remains that its author, as well as the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Massa- | 
chusetts have made a contribution of great value to this dis- | 
cussion. They have made it clear beyond all doubt that in the | 


administration of railways throughout this country grave evils 
have arisen. This much they alladmit. But while they all admit 
and deplore the existence of these evils they seem to think there 
is no remedy for them. The gentleman from Massachusetts tells 
us he will go as far as anyone in attempting to punish rebates. 
But while his disposition and his capacity are inspiring, while 
he is willing of purpose, sound of wind, and vigorous of muscle, 
eager to go any distance in pursuit of this wrong, there is an 
insuperable difficulty in the way of utilizing for the public weal 
his eminent capacity and excellent disposition—we can not get 
him to start. [Laughter.] 

Sir, if his contentions were sound; if it be true that, under our 
present system of transportation, Government is incapable of 
affording a remedy for oppressive exactions or unequal rates, 
then we must change the system. There is no other alternative. 
For the American people to remain helpless and submissive 
under injustice would be intolerable and inconceivable. [Ap- 
lause. ] 

I know it has already occurred to some on this floor and to 
many throughout the country that public ownership, or rather 
public operation of railways, is the only adejuate remedy 
against this form of oppression. And, here, sir, I deem it proper 
to say that I am not one of those who believe the operation of 
publie utilities by Government is always and necessarily social- 
ism. I entreat gentlemen to mark that word “necessarily.” I 
say it is not necessarily socialism, because while the direct oper- 
ation by Government of any enterprise essentially public is not 
necessarily socialistic, the grounds on which this policy is 
urged are nearly always distinctly socialistic. Bearing in mind 
that a railway is always a public function, whether it be ad- 
ministered by Government through its own officers, or by a 
private agency empowered and employed by Government for 
that purpose, it must be perfectly clear that what Government 
can empower an agent or corporation to do, Government can do 


itself. Nay more, Government would be bound to perform the 
publie service itself if a private agency could not be found to 
perform it. The only ground on which the employment of 4 
private agency to administer a function essentially public cay 
be justified at all is that the private agency can administer it 
better, that is to say, it can give better, cheaper, and more 
efficient service than the Government through its own officers. 

I am opposed to public operation of railways for the very 
simple reason that in the nature of things it is not possible foy 
governments to administer them as efficiently as they are ai- 
ministered now by private agencies—even though the seryicr 
actually rendered to the people is far below the standard of 
efficiency to which they are entitled. The reasons for this 
belief are, in my judgment, conclusive, but the time now at iny 
disposal will not permit a full statement of them. At this 
moment I can do no more than point out that there is not oy 
record a single instance in which a public utility administerey 
by Government has resulted in as good service as where it has 
been administered by private agencies. The post-office is often 
cited as a striking instance of efficient service by Government. 
What improvement in transportation or business methods has 
ever been developed by a post-office through its own operations? 
Where has a single invention or discovery been added to the 
resources of civilization by the administration of a postal system? 
The telegraph would seem to be a natural outcome of post,| 
operations. It is a device for the transmission of intelligence, 
and as such it is considered in many countries to be «» 
essentially a function of the mail that it is included in the 
postal service. Yet, was the telegraph a development of postal 
administration? Was it invented by anyone connected with 
some postal system? Was it not the invention of a man in 
private life, adopted by the post-office long after its value had 
been established by private enterprise? So true is this that g 
good postal service is distinguished from a bad one, not by the 
development of improvements in its own administration, but py 
greater promptness in accepting improvements developed under 
some private agency. 

In many countries the railways are a feature of the public 
service administered by public officers. 

When has any important device for improvement in travel heen 
developed in the administration of a railway by government ’ 

All improvements in travel, in transportation, in the trans- 
mission of intelligence, have been developed by private agencies 
authorized to operate public franchises by some government— 
most of them by this Government. The only reason, I repeat, 
why the operation of these public functions should be intrusted 
to private agencies is because they can operate them better, give 
cheaper, more efficient service than the Government through 
its own officers. If the control of transportation were trans- 
ferred now from private agencies to public officers, the effect 
would be to impair its efficiency, and at the same time increase 
the cost of it. If this were understood by the people, proposals , 
for public operation of railways would be robbed of all popular- 
ity. Nobody would be found advocating a policy of poorer serv- 
ice at higher rates. Why, then, are these proposals popular, or 
supposed to be? Because they are always accompanied by a 
promise or suggestion—a covert hint—that if the railways of 
the country be operated by Government the rates charge for 
transportation will be reduced, no matter what the service may 
actually cost. Now, if anybody be given a service for less than 
it cost, as we have already seen, the deficiency must be made up 
by excessive charges in other directions. Some men must be 
compelled to contribute from the fruits of their industry to the 
expenses of others, and that is socialistic, it is undemocratic, it |s 
un-American, unjust, intolerable, among a people where e14!'ty 
is the universal aspiration and justice the universal |) \ssiou. 
[Applause.] Thus it is that public ownership, while not esse. 
tially or necessarily socialistic, is always conveyed with ® sus 
gestion of socialism, and that suggestion is the sole sourc: of its 
popularity. [Applause.] _ 

If public operation of railways far from redressing the ev!'s 
of which we complain would aggravate them, is there no remedy: 
Are we helpless before these wrongs—their perpetrators and 
beneficiaries? Must we submit to these discriminations «nd - 
equalities which have created a privileged class—whi _have 
corrupted our whole industrial system, so that finance, as [ said 
here some weeks ago, has become synonymous with piracy '0 the 
minds of the people? [Applause.}] No, Mr. Chairm ". we 
are not helpless or even feeble. Redress—ample and «plete 
redress—is within our power. This bill, in my judgmen' ffords 
an important measure of it. The gentleman from \: ssachu- 
chusetts assigns as one of his reasons for opposing it ‘ft Bot 
one line of it specifically prohibits rebates. But, sir, a") — 
reflection must satisfy the gentleman that if no sing!’ -0¢ ° 
it expressly prohibits rebates, every line of it tends io make 











1906. 


| 
bates impossible. The most effective feature of the bill is 
the popular determination it embodies ; the overwhelming—prac- | 
tically unanimous—popular determination that this evil shall 
, now that its magnitude is understood. [Applause.] 
In practical operation I think its best feature is the publicity | 
provides. Where there is publicity there can not be crime or | 
ustice. That is the distinctive feature of our Christian civi- 
lization. All other civilizations have more or less sanctioned | 
crime, haye been built more or less upon injustice. Christian | 
civilization is based on absolute justice, and justice to be tri- 
umphant only needs the light of heaven. Under the benign | 
influence of Christianity justice has become so universally the 
passion of civilized men that no open violation of it will be | 
Turn the light upon every 


raising 


sto 


trative 


tolerated by the public conscience. 
transaction of government and no wrong will be suffered to 
‘ and therefore none will be attempted. It must always 
be remembered that the publicity which should be exacted from 
railways and corporations exercising public functions is very dif- 
ferent from the publicity which should be exacted from corpora- 
tions engaged in private industry. A corporation engaged, for 
instance, in making desks or cloth gets no privilege from the 
Government except the mere right to organize, and that right 
is a mere evolution, a growth, a development of the ordinary 
partnership. 

The only publicity that such a corporation owes to the public 
is an honest statement of the property represented by the shares 
which it offers in the market. In other words, it should not 
be allowed to plunder the community through fraud or mis- 
representation as to the nature of the enterprise in which 
of capital are invited to embark. In every other 
respect the corporation engaged in private business has a right 
to exclusive information about its own affairs. It should 
not be compelled to disclose any of the elements on which its 
prosperity has been built up, because to disclose them would be 
to imperil if not to lose them. The conditions under which it 
obtains its raw material or whence they come, the manner in 
which its industry is conducted, even the rates of wages paid 
to its employees—all these are subjects to knowledge of which 
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agencies. 


| cost of telegrams to the community. 
creased its capital and attempted to e: 
for 
capitalize plunder, which should be res 
which the people can exercise through legislative and adminis 


telegrams, 


[ Applause. } 


This illustration, sir, I hope will make clear what I concei 
to be the true principle governing in this respect the 
between corporations administering public franchises 
Government which charters them. : 
the attitude of those who stand with me in support of this bill. ~~ 

We stand here, sir, not plotting against the prosperity 
great industrial enterprises, but eagerly striving to stin 
their productive capacity by wise regulation. 
tile to railways, but anxious to develop all their 
elements for the good of this people and the growth of civiliz 
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Sir, whoever would oppose the growth of railways would con- 
fess himself opposed to progress, to prosperity, 
portant and salutary fruits of Christian civilizati 

I have never ridden on a railway train and re 
sands and tens of thousands of human hands that must contrib- 
ute to its efficiency without a new appreciation of the splendid 
civilization which makes possible the voluntary cooperation of 
such vast numbers in mutual service. 
based on servitude railways would be impossible. 
engines so powerful in useful production when directed by 
loyal hands of freemen would be capable of such devastation 
the hands of discontented men that they could not be instrusted 
to slaves inflamed against masters who fettgred their li 
robbed them of the things prodtced by their labor. 

Who that has rolled from a railway station in a comfortabl 
and cast a thought on the man keeping lonely vigil 
tower, on the watchful eyes inspecting every inch of 
thousands of hands ready to repair the slightest defect whic! 
might imperil the safety of life or limb, the vigilance with which 
the roadway is kept clear, the honesty with which every mar 
baggage is guarded, the promptness with which it is surren 


to the most inm- 
nm. 
lized the thou- 


In an industrial system 
The mighty 
the 


nbs and 


in the switch 


track, the 


it has an exclusive right. But a railway being a public function | dered to him at the end of the journey, the ! is of men 
should have no secrets whatever. All its operations are for the | everywhere moved to useful activity by kno ize that the 
public. Everyone should be informed of them that he may | things which they create will be transported by other men to tl 
judge for himself whether the service afforded him is the best | market place, and the things which they need ll be brought 
to which justice and reason entitle him. back to their very doors—who that has thought of all these can 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. fail to realize that railways in successful, honest operation are 

Mr. ADAMSON. All of the time, Mr. Chairman, has been | the chorus—the full chorus—of that splendid hymn wh e 

tted by agreement, but I would ask the gentleman from Iowa | lude was intoned at Bethlehem when the sheperds he l els 
| Mr. Hepsurn] if he can not grant to the gentleman some of | singing 
On earth peace, good will toward men. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield the gentleman five minutes. How can the growth of good will on earth be shown 1 


Mr. ADAMSON. And I will yield the gentleman five minutes 
making ten in all. [Applause.] 

f Mr. COCKRAN. I thank the gentlemen. I say that a railway, 
or any corporation exercising a public function, is not entitled | 


‘ =o 
tO any 


ainsv, 


the time at his dispesal. | 


secrets whatever. No good purpose can be served by | 


or on platform of passenger ca 


strikingly than in the perfect confidence with which every oi 
of us trusts his property, his life, the 
the loyalty of men whose faces he has never seen 
he will never hear, but who he 


lives of his childre 

i whose D 

knows stand at throttle of « 
r ever ready to give th 


| 
secrecy in the administration of any public function, and | to save your life or mine? [Applause.] 
secrecy is never desired except to conceal some scheme of | A few years ago while on a journey to Scotland I wol : 
‘ iption. [Applause.] If shippers can secure equal terms, daybreak in the limits of Carlisle—that “ merrie Carlisle” so 
I ve no fear that the rates charged for service will be | often sung in medieval balladry—Carlisle whit! Cay 3 i 
excessive. To secure equal terms for all it is only necessary | foray and border warfare were brought in triumph to be hung 
that the rates charged to everyone shall be made public. With on the gallows tree while all the country side made f l 





tely equal rates nothing but benefit can ensue from the | holiday—and as I looked from the window of n 
tion of railways. Let publicity be complete and injury | the train having stopped for a moment, I saw : 1 who e 
' be impossible while benefits will be innumerable. Even | bodied to me the whole march ogress for eig 
( jitalization, that bugbear of modern discussion, will cease | He could not be called an imposing figure, according to the can 
t dangerous if everybody knows just on what capitalization | ons of literary description; his face was g1 hands ws 
sed. Conditions are conceivable where an increase of | black, as he stood by a switch, his eyes fastens m the 
. by a railway without any increase of tangible property | and the rails before him. Yet to me that man with bl 


| be a benefit rather than an injury to the public. Un- 
itely, under actual conditions wherever such an increase 


face was a sublime figure, the l th 
seape, for I knew he was not an enemy dogging my f 


most imposing 


ccurred it represented spoliation of the people. | to rob me, to beat me, capture me, or kill me, | he 
a corporation by cheapening transportation largely in-| brother serving me faithfully, watching vigilantly over 
‘d its revenues everybody would rejoice that such a | safety while I slept [applause], and I felt that he typified 


e had proved a source of profit, and nobody would object | 
ncrease of capital based on it. 
the Western Union Telegraph Company to-morrow should 


difference between the Carlis ag 
| Carlisle of to-day—the difference between the civilizat 
we enjoy and that lower civilization from which hum 


le of 


three centuries 


» its charges for telegrams to 10 cents a message of 15/ risen through the wider operation of Christian influences 
’, and by that reduction its revenues were largely increased, [Applause. } 
usly the value of its stock would be increased in like | There is one element which Is the vital principle of Christ 
' There could be no objection to a corresponding in-| ity and which must dominate every enterprise throug! 
; e of capitalization. It would be capitalizing a service, and | our civilization can be advanced or served, and it is justice 


uld rejoice if such a great public service increased the value | 
e capital one hundred millions of dollars. I would rejoice | 
‘nore if the increase were two hundred millions of dollars. 
‘arger the reward such a service reaped the greater en- 
“curagement there would be to still further reduction in the 


that justice which our Constitution was organized to . 
that justice which is always the aspiration of the American 
heart, and which if we are to have peace must alw: : 
possession of every American citizen. 
This bill, sir, aims at nothing but justice, to esta 


[ Applause. ] 
lish justice be- 
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tween a great public function and the people whom it is organized 
to serve. Its provisions can only become operative where injus- 
tice is attempted. It will remain a dead letter while justice is 
respected and obeyed. Those who are likely to be affected by 
its operation, and who doubt its policy, who distrust its provi- 
sions, who fear that the making of rates by any public body may 
lead to confusion—contention—and possibly to socialism, can 
obviate all the possibilities which they apprehend by simply 
doing justice. For my part I regard the practically unanimous 
passage of this bill as the most inspiring event since the war of 
secession, because it registers the inflexible determination of the 
American people that whether by the voluntary action of the rail- 
roads or by the intervention of Government, justice shall be 
enthroned in our railway system and in our whole industrial 
system as it is supposed to be enthroned in our political system ; 
for it is only by extending and maintaining the dominion of 
justice wherever any function of Government is exercised that 
peace can be permanent in this land and prosperity general 
among its people. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if it would not interrupt 
the gentleman from. Illinois [Mr. MANN], I yield to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WiLey]. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, a year ago, when 
the Esch-Townsend bill (H. R. 18588), designed to confer en- 
larged pow*rs upon the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix 
railroad rates and regulate trusts, was under consideration in 
this Chamber, I made a speech in favor of that measure, and 
voted for it on its passage. Quoting from that speech, I now 
find I used this language: 





Sir William Wallace, of Scotland, declared: 

“Hle strikes home when right points his sword.” 

The contest in which we are now engaged is the people's fight against 
monopolistic greed. Faith in a just cause and unceasing labor to at- 
tain a righteous end have never failed, in the long run, to accomplish 
desired results. 

I tried at that time to make plain how a Republican oligar- 
chy, so long intrusted with the control of Governmental affairs, 
have made themselves veritable Egyptian taskmasters and piled 
upon the bowed shoulders of the common people burdens too 
grievous to be borne. I endeavored to demonstrate how this 
long lease of power had been systematically abused and prosti- 
tuted to baneful ends, enabling the few to amass fabulous riches 
at the expense of the many. I warned the country then, and I 
“sound the alarum” now, that this shameless orgy of spolia- 


tion, if unchecked, will result in national disaster and ruin. I 
cited instance after instance in both ancient and modern history 
to confirm this contention and to prove impending peril to any 


land “where wealth accumulates and men decay.” I showed, 
certainly to my own satisfaction, the ominous conditions conse- 
quent upon the concentration of gigantic capital in certain of 
the great corporations of the country, wherever managed for 
their own selfish aggrandizement by a limited number of un- 
scrupulous men holding the dangerous power conferred by ill- 
gotten riches. 

I did not then, and do not now, condemn legitimate wealth, 
but rather, instead, the existence of those oppressive and iniqui- 
tous laws which have enabled favored classes to gather to- 
gether in a few years fortunes of such unprecedented and men- 
acing magnitude. In its Democracy, as taught by the fathers, 
that speech, I know, was sound to the core. I stand by it un- 
waveringly to this good hour, and abate nothing from the force 
and truth of the position then taken. 

The bill we are now considering is in entire harmony with the 
provisions of the former bill. It is wiser and better. In the 
summing up of the situation it is more comprehensive. In its 
grasp of a vital issue, in which the masses, in contradistinction 
to the classes, are interested, it is more masterly and unassail- 
able; and, verily, it is as manifest as the golden rays of the mid- 
day sun that the distressing cry of the people for deliverance 
from extortion, discrimination, and monopolistic greed has 
frightened the Republican leaders upon the floor of this House 
into the advocacy of a measure which only two years ago they 
were denouncing with bitterest invective as communistie and 
revolutionary. 

A year ago I said then, and repeat now, in this Chamber: 


The State, or county, or city, or community which secures the largest 
number of railroads will enjoy the fullest measure of the substantial 
blessings of life—a condition of well-being, commercial consequence, 


abundance, affluence, and earthly happiness; the tranquillity and con- 
~ tentment which peace and comfort bring. 

Notwithstanding the many advantages which come to the people 
from well-conducted railway lines, some thoughtless persons have the 
idea that the description of the beast in the Bible is a peculiarly accu- 
rate definition of every railroad corporation: “ Dreadful and terrible, 
and strong exceedingly; and it had great iron teeth: it devoured and 
brake in pieces, and stamped the residue with the feet of it.’ 

James Mill, in his Essay on Government, says: 

“The end of government is to increase to the utmost the pleasures 





-_ to diminish to the utmost the pain which men derive from ea: |; 
other. 

While this is true, the Justinian rule of conduct, * So use thine ov, 
as not to injure another,” applies to artificial as well as natural pe; 
sons. 

Of railroads, Mr. Justice Caruthers said: 

“The Posy of our decisions has been, so far as consistent with {)o 
safety of life and property, to encourage and protect this most grand 
and useful improvement of the age. Every reasonable precaution 
must be used to avoid injury to others, at the peril of strict and 
ample accountability. They enjoy almost a monopoly in the business 
of common carriers, wherever they exist, both as to persons and prop- 
erty. <A necessity to patronize them is im upon all by the cir. 
cumstances of the time; all other modes of travel and transportation 
having been superseded by this, on account of its greater ease anq 
astonishing speed. While, on one hand, the courts should protect them 
with a strong arm against unjust demands and injuries to their prop- 
erty rights, which popular prejudice may favor or afflict; on the other 
the security of life and property requires that they should be held ty g 
we and skillful performance of all the duties imposed on them by 
aw.” : 

But all right-thinking men, I take it, will agree that the duty and 
obligation above outlined, like all other human duties, -have correlative 


rights and immunities. 

A railroad has a dual existence. It is both a private and public cor- 
poration. It enjoys some of the attributes of sovereignty. It possesses 
the right of eminent domain. Upon the payment of just compensation 
to the owner it can take any man’s eee for its own uses and pur- 
poses, without his consent and against his protest. The law, therefore, 
wisely imposes, and ought to impose, upon common earriers of passen- 
gers and freights for “ hire and reward ’—an instrumentality so power- 
ful for mischief as well as good—a large measure of responsibility in 
the performance of the important duties they have contracted to dis- 
charge to the general public by virtue of their corporate franchises; 
and I do not hesitate to declare that rebates, in all tea shapes 
and forms, whatever the guise they wear, must cease. m this subject 
the public have ‘a fixed opinion.” ; 

The people will no longer tolerate the evil. Whenever a railroad 
company, no matter where it does business, is proven to be guilty of 
the pernicious habit of granting rebates, by which one customer or 
patron is given special rates and better facilities in his business trans- 
actions than some other customer or patron—an unjust, unlawful, and 
offensive discrimination, by which the one enjoys an advantage or ob- 
tains a profit at the expense or to the pecuniary injury of the other— 
it is my deliberate conviction that the franchise of that corporation 
ought to be forfeited, its privileges withdrawn, its corporate life de- 
stroyed, its tracks pulled up, and its properties sold at public outcry. 
It deserves and should receive the death —_—, It is an evil that 
once existed to an alarming extent in certain sections of the country— 
one of which the public complained grievously and where they had just 
cause to complain. It is “a thorn in the flesh.” 

The railroads themselves admit the wrong and are really anxious to 
have the nuisance abated; but while condemning in unmeasured terms 
this baneful practice, it is also true, and but fair to state, that many 
railway lines have ceased to give rebates in any form; but the bil! under 
consideration, in. my humble judgment, is inadequate to eradicate an- 
other and peculiar type of the rebate vice, the one more hurtful than 
all others to shipper, buyer, and consumer. The remedies proposed are 
merely partial. The overshadowing evil is the special terminals owned 
by individuals and the private car system. .The measure we are now 
considering lacks the power to prevent the rebates afforded by these 
private facilities or to stop cut rates, or to — private cars and 
private car lines, or private terminals. When the Republican majority 
passed the Elkins bill, known as the “antirebate law,” they express 
»rovided it should not apply to private cars or terminals, and it is 
fest that the Interstate Commerce Commission will have no aut 
to prevent these private car owners from getting rebates unles 2 
enact legislation here extending the jurisdiction of the Commission over 
them. 

On this subject the President speaks in resounding tones. 
message he uses this language : 

“Above all else we must strive to keep the highways of commerce open 
to all on equal terms, and to do this it is necessary to put a complete 
stop to all rebates. Whether the oo or the railroad is to blame 
makes no difference; the rebate must — d, the abuse of the pri- 
vate car and private terminal-track and side-track systems must be 
stopped, and the legislation which declares it to be unlawful for 
person or corporation to offer, grant, give, solicit, accept, or | ve 
any rebate, concession, or discrimination in respect of the transporta- 
tion of any property in interstate or foreign commerce where) 
property shall by any device whatever be transported at a les 
than that named in the tariffs published by the carrier, must be el- 
forced.” 

The owners of these private cars sess an iniquitous advantage 
over all competitors. The evidence taken down in the hearings before 
the committee discloses that practically all private refrigerator car 
lines have been absorbed by the Armour Car Line Company. They 
charge the railways a fixed mileage under exclusive contracts—az 
ments not to use any other cars than the Armour brand. !¢ is 
wonder, then, that they enjoy a a: not only in the ship 
dressed meats and packing-house products, but also in the tra 
tion of fruits and vegetables and in handling poultry and eggs «1 
output of the dairy business. These private car companies i 
mous profits, “‘ without rhyme or reason,” by moving their ca! 
the demands of trade and as business exigencies require from | 
place—from the cold latitude, where apples, potatoes, and cel 
in Michigan, southward, where the red cherries and berries | 
Virginia; thence to Georgia, where the peach and melon are 
in luxuriant profusion; thence to the truck-growing region: 
bama, Florida, and Mississippi; thence westward to California 
golden shores of the Pacific, hauling every year fruits and \ 
from all these States, as well as large quantities of the bes 
on the round globe from Florida and California. 
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The evidences further show that these private car lines have © ‘v®0' ed 
their charges thrice over within the past six years, say, from *-) P& 
car for a given distance to $55 per car for the same distance.  —s._—_, 

There can be no doubt that this car trust is a great and grow "5 yi. 
and some legislation should be speedily enacted to break down ™ 
monopoly. te cat 


The shipper has no alternative except to patronize the pri! He 
system. He is like the young Irishman who enlisted in the a'™) 4 not 
said he was forced to volunteer. For instance, it is claimed, © ities 
denied, that the beef trust shippers in Chicago and other gtest © 
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a much lower rate than the ordinary shipper who has to rely on 
oad companies for the transportation of his goods. 
It is an open secret that men like Rockefeller and Carnegie, by means 
their side tracks and private terminal facilities, have been able to 
‘re such low rates for the carriage of their stupendous volume of 
ichts as not only to undersell all competitors, but to destroy all com- 
tition as well. As a consequence, they are ranked to-day amongst the 
est men in the world. 
The bill under consideration, I, respectfully insist, does not even 
h upon these gigantie evils, these twin monsters of vice, which fig- 
» so conspicuously in the ageporta tion roblem. Permit. me, right 
e, to state that the Hearst bill contain provisions which did seek 
estrain and regulate these mischievous violations of justice and 
t. but that measure, so far as it related to these propositions, does 
appear to have received favorable consideration by the Committee 
interstate and Foreign Commerce. My criticism, therefore, is that 
ire now playing Hamlet with Hamlet left out of the play. 
owners of these private cars contend that they do not come 
in the provisions of the interstate-commerce act as it now exists. 
\yy measure, I care not from what quarter it may emanate, which does 


extend the authority of the Commission over these lines, as 
ims of interstate commerce, so as to regulate their charges is 


ntably inadequate. 

.re are numerous business concerns in all sections of the country, 

ng several miles of private side tracks, switching privileges, and 

ial facilities. I have not time to enumerate them. These accom 
tions, by whatever name called, enable the owners to secure special 

._ which are but a subterfuge, device, or scheme to cover up and 

from the eyes of the public unjust rebates. They obtain a division 

reight on all cars delivered to connecting roads by means of their 
I ite terminals, and receive compensation for services rendered which 
i nfair and excessive. These abuses can not be rectified until these 
t inal companies are placed under the control of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. In their iast report the Commission say : 

The terminal road is, in our judgment, one of the most dangerous 
means for the preferring of favored shippers at the present time, and 
we nestly call the attention of Congress to this situation. * * * 
I important thing to which we call attention is the growth of these 
Until recently it is our impression that they have been 
f confiend to a few instances. To-day they are extending in all 
d tions, and unless checked must soon become general.”’ 

risis evidently is at hand. Great economic problems confront us. 

rhe Democratie party is the party of the masses, the Republican 
I s the party of the classes, 

k to me, if you please, of a third party—of a people's party. 
rhe Democratic party is the people’s party, and there can never be any 
ther people’s pare so long as the people themselves love liberty and 
respect popular rights. 

» Democratic party has not yet accomplished its mission, nor lost 
power to do good. 


e bill now under consideration does embrace within its 
provisions, and seeks to regulate them, the private-car and 
side-track evils, and in that respect, if in none other, it is a far 
better measure, more remedial and beneficial, than the Esch- 
Townsend bill, which passed the House twelve months ago, 
just in time to receive its deathblow in the Senate. 
but the people are concerned about other matters beside the 
railroad-rate question and the regulation of commerce between 
» States and Territories. Their solicitude takes a wider range. 
It goes out to the family altar, the rooftree, the fireside. It is 
domestic hearthstone that throws around us its benign, 
Christian, and cheering influence. However humble, it is alike 
i shrine of our affections—a school of our hearts. 
lt is the duty of Congress, therefore, to safeguard that most 
hallowed of all earthly habitudes—the. American home—which 
should be a place of peace, a shelter from doubt, an abode of 
love, watched over by household gods upon whose altars burn 
the incense of heaven; a hive “ where all beautiful - feelings 
( er like bees and their honey dew bring;” a temple of holy 
\lings; not merely four square walls, “though hung with 
pictures and gilded,” but a domicile in which our attachments 
‘ sway and “where the heart has builded.” The hand of 
powerful Government ought not to lift the door latch to 
( within the sacred precincts of the home, where wife, 
1 er, and loved ones abide, the distilled damnation poured 
out trom the dramshops of contraband liquor traders. I take 
tage of this occasion, while this body is in Committee of 
\Vhole House on the state of the Union, to invite attention 
‘lamentable fact that, for the sake of filthy lucre alone, un- 
ied by a single palliating circumstance, Congress has be- 
the aider and abettor of crime by authorizing the Treasury 
tment of the Government to grant legal permits to persons 
ce in the liquor traffic in communities where such busi- 
s prohibited by local laws. 
cure this evil, I introduced at this session the following 


ces. 


its 


my 


> prevent the United States from issuing a license to any person 
spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors or other intoxicating bev- 


: 7. any community where the sale thereof is prohibited by State 
a! jaws. 


' cnacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act it shall be 
il for any official or governmental employee in the Revenue Service 
\nited States or in any other department of the Government to 

icense, give a tax receipt, or grant a legal permit to any per- 
rm, or corporation authorizing the sale or other disposition of 

‘tous, vinous, or malt liquors or other intoxicating beverages 
_ommunpity under the jurisdiction of the United States when- 
‘a wherever the sale or other disposition thereof is probibited 


XL—141 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





| 
| 


er 


2241 


by State or local laws, and any such license, if issued, shall a nullity 


and afford no shield or protection to the holder thereof 

Sec. 2. That any person violating the provisions of this law shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction shall be in 
double the amount of the license so issued. 

Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict h 
the same are hereby, repealed. 

Some other bills have been offered having the sar 
cent aim in view. 

Now, indulge me, please, for a little while to say a few words 
in advocacy of this bill. I am not wedded to any special meas 
ure, but unquestionably some legislation to suppress the evil 
herein complained of is imperatively demanded. 

The newspaper editorials, memorials from temperance or- 
ganizations, resolutions from religious bodies, letters from prom- 
inent and infiuential gentlemen, now on file with the Committee 
on Ways and Means, earnestly indorsing this bill, which I had 
the honor to introduce at an early day of the present session, 
speak more eloquently than I am able to do in favor of the pro- 
posed legislation, and give better reasons than 1 can assign why 
this much-needed relief should not be withheld. 

The granting of a legal permit to sell intoxicating liquors 
either by Federal or State government is not a vested or con- 
tract right, but a mere privilege, which can be taken away or 
revoked by the sovereign power at its own pleasure or discre- 
tion at any time, even after a license has been issued to the 
vendor; and that, too, when a cash consideration has been paid 
by him under a valid legislative enactment expressly authoriz- 
ing a sale thereof by him upon his paying for and taking out a 
license to carry on such business. 

The supreme court of my State—Alabama—in the case of 
Powell v.. The State (69 Ala.,-p. 10), held several years ago 
that when the defendant had paid a price and obtained a license 
to sell spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors and other intoxicat- 
ing beverages-in the county of Lowndes under a statute then 
in force authorizing such sale, and subsequently the legisla- 
ture repealed the law without providing for any refund of the 
tax, he was not entitled to recover back the license money so 
paid by him; nor was he any longer legally warranted in car- 
rying on the business of a retail liquor dealer under such 
statute or license. Under these circumstances, and upon this 
state of facts, our highest judicial tribunal affirmed a judg- 
ment of conviction rendered against the defendant in the lower 
court. 

In reaching this conclusion the State supreme court decided, 
of course, that there was no such contractual relations existing 
between the defendant Powell and the State of Alabama 
would make that provision of our Constitution against impair 
ing the obligations of a contract operative or applicable, and 
that the State in granting authority to Powell to sell liquors in 
Lowndes County had not entered into a binding contract with 
him nor conferred any vested right upon him, but had merely 
issued to him a permit or license, revocable at the option of the 
legislative department of the Commonwealth. But as I have 
the volume before me containing this decision just referred to 
supra, it is, perhaps, better that I take the facts and read the 
text of the court’s opinion directly from the book itself. 

Briefly stated, the facts of that case were substantially as 
follows: 


be 
fined a sum 
rewith be, and 


ne benefi- 


us 


At.the spring term, 1881, of the circuit court of 
Lowndes County, in the State of Alabama, the grand jury re 
turned an indictment against the defendant, charging in one 


count that he “did sell vinous or spirituous liquors without a 
license and contrary to law,” and, in another count, that he 
“did sell, give. away, or otherwise dispose of vinous, spiritu- 
ous or malt liquors or intoxicating bitters or beverages within 
5 miles of Rehoboth Church, in Crenshaw County.” The evi 
dence introduced on the trial showed that Powell, shortly 
before the indictment was preferred, had sold a pint of whisky 
at his store, to a certain purchaser within 3 of 
church, which was located, not in Lowndes County, where the 
defendant lived, but in the adjoining county of Crenshaw ; that 
he had previously duly applied for and obtained a license as a 
retailer under the general law, which at that time was in 
full force, and that the amount he paid therefor had ne 
refunded to him. 


miles Ss ad 


ver been 


This being all the evidence, the trial court refused, at de 
fendant’s written request, to charge the jury that if they be 
lieved the evidence they must find him not gui but, on 1 


contrary, the presiding judge instructed them to find him guilty 
Thereupon the jury returned a verdict of guilty, and from 
judgment of conviction the defendant appealed to the 8 


Court. The judgment of the circuit court was rime 

It will be observed that the indictment charged the dc lant 
with the violation of a local law, within 5 miles of a desig ed 
church, in a county other than that in which he then resided, 
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and as being contrary to the provisiot 
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recently enacted, prohibiting the sale 
within a radius of 5 miles of said church. 
On appeal the constitutionality of the act was assailed, but 


of spirituous liquors 








upheld. The language employed by the court is, in part, as 
follows: 

it is immaterial that the defendant had obtained a license to en- 
gage in the li r traffic, and was doing business under it at the time 
of the passage of the act under consideration. Such a license was a 
mere permit, revocable at the option of the State. It was in no 
s e a contract between the licensee and the State within the meaning 
of the Federal Constitution, which prohibits the States from passing 
any law impairing the obligations of contracts, or within the meaning 
of similar clause in our own constitution. It is settled by the vast 
weight of authority that such licenses can be revoked by the legislative 
dey tment at pleasure. (Citing Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, 
282-283; Fell vw. The State, 20 American Reports, 83; Boyd v. Ala- 
ba , 94 U. 8. Reports, 645, and authorities there cited.) 

I did not intend to address the House along this line,.and 
would not have thought to do so now but for the suggestion, 
which I understand was made before the Ways and Means 


Committee, to the effect that if the United States Government 
should refuse, even under an inhibitory law of Congress, to 
give a permit to a particular person to sell liquors in a com- 
munity in which such sale is prohibited by law, then, in that 
event, such person could not be convicted whenever tried in a 
Federal court, for the reason that he, having applied to the 
proper department of the Government for a license and not 
having obtained it, would be authorized by natural right to 
proceed to do business without it—or words in substance to 
that effect—and that, under this condition of affairs, publicity 
was the only avenue of hope left open to us. Surely this posi- 
tion, in my judgment, is untenable—an entire misconception of 
the law as applicable to this class of cases—certainly so far as 
I understand it. 

Now, I desire to emphasize the declaration that upon no prin- 
ciple of justice, equity, or fair dealing can this great Republic 
be justified in granting a legal permit, for a moneyed considera- 
tion, to any person, no matter who he may be, whether of high 
or low degree, to violate a State law in any community through- 
out the broad limits of this country, I care not where that local- 
ity may be, in which prohibition prevails. It is an invasion of 
the domain of State sovereignty ; and to do so, in plain English, 
is to encourage and sanction ab initio the infraction of State 
statutes by vicious men, whose brazen-faced effrontery stalks 
forth for public imitation in defiance of law—men who are 


afraid to face the constituted power of the Federal Government 
as displayed by Federal courts, because, forsooth, they feel sure 
of conviction by Federal juries drawn outside the vicinage 


where the offense was committed, selected from neighborhoods 
far away from corrupting local influences and environments. 
These “ dead falls” and “ blind tigers,” operated as they are in 
violation of State laws, crrried on clandestinely in places where 
police protection can not be afforded, patronized and supported 
by ignorant and venal men, for the most part by the worst ele- 
ment of a negro population, so far as my State is concerned, 
are utterly demoralizing as well as destructive of the repose 
and well-being of society and are productive of numerous and 
heinous crimes. 


These dens of iniquity are veritable hotbeds of vice and all 


licentiousness. They lead to untold evils, such as murder, 
arson, rapine, and robbery, and entail upon rural communities 
every earthly ill and human woe. The people will not be slow 
to condemn any political party that forms a league with crimi- 


: that enters into a partnership with lawbreakers. 
In this connection I ask the reading of an article from the 








Alabama Christian Advocate, which I now send to the Clerk’s 
a It reflects the sentiments of the law-abiding citizenship 
of the country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From Alabama Christian Advocate.] 
SOME NEEDED LEGISLATION. 

Tion. A. A. WiLrey, Representative from the Second district of Ala- 
1 has introduced a bill in Congress that should speedily become 
a . The purpose of the bill is to prevent the issuance of Federal 
lig li in territory where the State law prohibits the sale of 
liq § law will go far toward destroying the blind-tiger evil, 
and f1 the standpoint of justice alone our people should have the | 
re f nd protection which this law will give. The United States 
Governm ent, through its internal-revenue department, will issue a 
Lic license in any territory without regard to State or county pro- 
hibition laws More than that, the State law making the holding of 
a Government iicense for the sale of intoxicating liquors prima facie 
evidence that the person was engaged in the sale thereof, has been 


practically nulli by a ruling of the Treasury Department that a 
State court had no power to compel a collector of internal revenue to 





come into court and bring his books and give evidence as to the 
license issued by him. Is it not time that our General Government 
cease this business of licensing crime? We have been very zealous for 
our State’s rights, and justly so, we think; and yet we have long sub- 


mitted to this injustice. 

It is true our county officials should be more vigilant and do more 
toward destroying blind tigers, but in some instances they are indif- 
ferent, and again when they would make the attempt to bring the 


criminals to justice there are influences that make their efforts fru 
less in many instances. 

No fair-minded man can object to Mr. WitEy’s bill. Every man j 
terested, not merely in prohibition, but in the enforcement of law, m 
indorse it as fair and just. 


Mr. WILEY of Alabama. I have not exaggerated any of the 
facts, but have stated the naked truth. For these reasons, theve 
is an overwhelming sentiment amongst the people I have tho 
honor to represent in Congress behind this or any other simi! 
bill which will have even a remote tendency to bring them fr 
dom from the baneful consequences flowing from conditions . 
isting in several localities, not only in my Congressional distr 
but throughout the entire land. “ Every inordinate cup is 
blessed, and the ingredient is a devil.” 

Let us do our duty fearlessly and honestly. Obligations con- 
front us. If we fail to meet them bravely and patriotically, 
misfortune will overwhelm us and calamity will follow in ou; 
train. 

In the words of the immortal Shakespeare— 

Oh, that men should put an enemy into their mouths to steal a 


their brains, and that we should with joy, revel, pleasure, and app 
transform ourselves into beasts. 


[ Applause. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I can not hope to equal in elo- 
quence the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran] who has 
just preceded me or the leader of the minority in the House, 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi11ams] who will fol- 
low me, but I beg your indulgence while calling attention to the 
magnitude of the interests which we seek to interfere with, the 
evils which the country now suffers from, and the method of 
relief offered by the pending measure introduced by the dis- 
tinguished statesman and patriot, the gentleman from Iowa 
{[Mr. HEpBurN], whose courage and whose persistence have suc- 
ceeded in bringing the bill before the House with the unanimous 
support of our committee. In future history it will be noted as 
a remarkable occurrence, that in giving consideration to this 
great political and economic question the twelve Republicans 
and six Democrats of that committee have put aside the spirit 
of partisanship, have kept down mere individual judgment, and 
in the effort to accomplish a great result have unanimously 
directed their attack to the main point in controversy and have 
presented to this House a bill which includes the individua 
opinion of no member, but the best judgment of all the member- 
ship of that great committee. 


THE RAILWAY INTERESTS. 


The railroads can not be crippled without directly injuring 
the transportation service which they render. They can not be 
injured without affecting the financial condition of the country, 
and an injury to the general financial condition is felt by all 
branches of industry. The railway interests are so enormous 
and have so many persons employed that they are entitled to 
receive the most careful consideration before any legislative 
action is taken which might prove detrimental to them. Tlie 
216,000 miles of direct line of road, the 300,000 miles of track- 
age, the 1,300,000 employees, the gross earnings of $2,100,000,000, 
the freight-service charges of $1,500,000,000, the operating ex- 
penses of nearly $1,400,000,000 represent an industry of such 
vast proportions and so interwoven and connected with the suc 
cess or failure of every other industry and so interdependent 
upon the growth and prosperity of each and every locality that 
it is not to be lightly dealt with or treated with malice or 
handled with hysterics. 

Over 70 per cent of the railway stocks of this country paid no 
dividends in the year 1897, which was an ordinary year. i 
2 per cent, or $2,696,000,000, of railway stocks paid no div 
dends in 1904, which was a fat year. A business which 10- 
creased its gross earnings from a little over $1,200,000,000 In 
1898 to nearly $2,000,000,000 in 1904 and $2,100,000,000 in 1%», 
which increased the amount paid to railway employees {iT 
$495,000,000 in 1898 to $817,000,000 in 1904, which increas 
the average cost of running a train 1 mile from 95 cent Is 
to $1.31 in 1904, while the average revenue for 1 ton of ire 
carried 1 mile only increased from 0.754 of 1 cent in 155 
0.780 of 1 cent in 1904, which carried, in 1904, 1,809,000,00 
tons of freight, including that received from other ‘Tl 
and received therefor $1,379,000,000, or about $1 a ton, 's hol 
to be treated as a public enemy. ree 
It is easy to see that the fixing of railway traffic ro‘cs 
work involving tremendous difficulties, which can on! ui 
trated and which can not be defined or comprehen: 
me give you an illustration: Persons employed ‘by 
roads may be engaged in connection with the actual 
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| tation of freight or passengers, or the maintenance — 

of way and structures, or the maintenance of equ! hy ~d 
in general administration. The final object of the ro. © a 
actual transportation, so that everything in the w®) of ¢ 
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ises, except actual transportation, is in its nature prepara- 
tory for actual transportation itself. The cost of actual trans- 
nortation on two roads might be about the same, but the cost 
of preparation might be very different. For instance: In the 
Now England States there are two railroad employees engaged 
actual transportation for every one employee engaged in 
maintenance of right of way and equipment, while on the Pacific 
st two persons are engaged in maintenance for every one 
rson engaged in actual transportation. It is often necessary 
for a road to earry freight at rates which but little more than 
pay the cost of the actual transportation, for without such car- 
ringe the actual cost of other freight transported might be con- 
siderably inereased. It is often necessary for roads to carry 
freight at rates which in addition to paying the actual cost 
transportation contribute something more than the cost of 
mere wear and tear of equipment and right of way, but which 
iot contribute anything toward fixed charges or dividends. 
rhe successful railway manager must in some way secure 
ness enough for his road at such rates as in their totality 
pay not only the cost of actual transportation, but will 
also pay the cost of maintenance of way and structures, cost of 
im2intenance of equipment, cost of general administration, 
ves, interest on bonds, and other fixed charges, and still show 
sone profit on the balance sheet, or else his road goes into 
bankruptey and he goes into oblivion. That all freight can 
be charged for on the same basis is self-evident to every 
one. White diamonds and black diamonds must have different 
rates. Rates must be adjusted in such a way as to be fair to 
the capital invested in the road and also fair to the persons 
using the road for the accommodation of their business. This 
is not easy to do. 
the group of States including New York, Pennsylvania, 
Now Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland there is a railroad stock 
issue of $1,364,000,000, and the railways reported for the. fiscal 
year 1904 (the last report published) the carriage of 414,000,000 
tous of freight; while on the Pacific coast there was a stock 
ue of $759,000,000 and only 42,000,000 tons of freight carried. 
In this same group of New York and Pennsylvania the mileage 
of loaded freight cars going north and east was 985,000,000; 


going south or west, 572,000,000; while the mileage of empty 
freight cars going north and east was 221,000,000 and going 
south and west 627,000,000; and of the total mileage of freight 
cars in the last reported year, out of a total of 14,353,000,000 


miles traveled by the cars, 31 per cent, or four and a half 
b ns, was mileage of empty freight cars. The difficulty 
he way of fixing rates includes the consideration of the 
d car, the movement of the loaded train, and the movement 
of the empty train, the trend of the loaded cars, and the trend 
( ic empty cars. If the cars are moved loaded to a point, 
iust either be returned loaded or empty eventually to the 


starting point or to some other starting point. And the difli- 
( 1 the way of understanding rate making is largely com- | 
ded in the fact that the railway manager must at all 


consider that having moved a car with a load in it he 
either move the car back empty or find another load at 
solne rate which will more than pay the expenses added to it by 
‘ ig its lead. 
uk it might be proper to give a few of the figures with 
ice to the railways. The railway stocks amount to 
(00,000, the funded debt to $6,873,000,000, making an 
te capitalization of $13,231,000,000. About 20 per cent 
ed by the railways themselves. The average capitaliza- 
S64,000 per mile, to which should be added $4,200 per 
account of current liabilities. The railway capitaliza- 
this country, with 216,000 miles, is a little over $13,000,- 
The railway capitalization in Great Britain and the 
in continent, with 149,000 miles, is over $18,000,000,000. 
the total capitalization of our roads is not excessive ; 
cught to understand, also, that the amount of stock and 
s hot, after all, a fair criterion of the amount of value of 
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tal number of persons employed on the roads for the 
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| in the maintenance of equipment, 261,000; engaged in 
iitenance of way and structures, 415,000; in general ad- 
ition, 48,000, 
total number of freight cars in the country, excluding 
vate cars, for which no report is received, was 1,692,000, 
these there were 310,000 20-ton cars. The 20-ton car 
© car a few years ago. Now the 30-ton car is the prin- 
‘ ir, and of these there are 707,000. But there are 260,000 
cars, 107,000 50-ton cars; then there are some cars up 
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was 1,296,000, or 611 to each 100 miles, and of these | 
ere engaged in actual transportation 566,000 persons; | 


cars have been increasing in capacity, the locomo- | court of review. 
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tives have likewise; and if it were not for the fact 
have been increased economies in railway transportation the 
rates could not be so low as they now are. One of the needs 
of the future will be to increase still further the economies in 
transportation. 

These figures show that in dealing with this subject it is nee- 
essary for Congress not to deal unjustly with the railroads. 
We can not afford to take the position that we will deprive the 
investors in the capital of the railways of a fair return upon 
their investment. 

In the year 1904 there were $2,696,000,000 of stocks which 
paid no dividends; there were $78,000,000 more which paid not 
to exceed 2 per cent; there were $112,000,000 more which paid 
not to exceed 3 per cent; there were $178,000,000 more which 
paid not to exceed 4 per cent; there were $928,000,000 more 
which paid not to exceed 5 per cent. So that the total pay- 
ment of dividends on the aggregate capitalization of the rail- 
roads was about 3 per cent, and of the total $2,000,000,000 of 
gross receipts less than 10 per cent of it, or $183,754,236, found 
its way eventually into the pockets of the owners of the stock. 

Another illustration of the difficulties between different locali- 
ties of the country in the fixing of the rate may be seen in the 
case of the group of roads lying east of Illinois and west of 
Pennsylvania, as compared with the group of States lying west 
of Indiana and east of the Missouri River. 

In the Indiana and Ohio group the railways paid $124,000,000 
to the employees and carried 292,000,000 tons of freight, while 
in the Illinois and Iowa group there was an expenditure of 
$152,000,000 to employees and they carried only 225,000,000 tons 
of freight. The expenditure to employees in the Indiana and 
Ohio group was $28,000,000 less than in the Illinois and Iowa 
group and the number of tons.of freight carried was over 60,- 
000,000 more. 

These facts illustrate how difficult it is to make comparisons 
of freight rates, how difficult it is to determine what shall be 
the rate at this point and what shall be the rate in that locality, 
and yet, Mr. Chairman, I am as firmly convinced as one can be 
of the necessity of the passage of a bill like this. It is with me 
a belief that it is absolutely necessary, both for the interests 
of the shippers and the interests of the railway, that there 
shall be placed between them a disinterested body whicl 
decide conflicting questions which may arise. [Applause. | 

Mr. STERLING rose. 

Mr. MANN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. STERLING. The gentleman gave the per cent of divi- 
dends on the stock; has he the figures of the percentage orf divi- 
dends on the actual value of the railroad property? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, nobody knows what the actual 
value of the railroad property is. As I said, the amount of 
capital stock is no fair criterion. Much of the capital stock of 
the read is not intended to ever pay dividends; much of the 


that there 


shall 


| capital stock of the road was issued and is held solely to control 


the ownership of the road and for use in stock gambling. 
of the stock of the roads is far less than the actual 
the read. 


\luch 
value of 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman mentioned that 
about 20 per cent of the capitalization of the railroads was 
ownel by the railroads themselves. I desire to know whether 


he means that it is owned by the roads in their corporate capac- 
ity or by the managers and directors individually? 

Mr. MANN. Owned by the railroads in their corporate ca- 
pacity. The railroads own in their corporate capacity $1,942,- 
000,000 of stock of other railroads, and they also own $558,000,- 
000 of bonds of other railroads. 


RATE REGULATION NEEDED. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, without any intention to in any way deal 
with this question from the standpoint of passion or hysterics, 
with no idea on the part of this Congress or any desire on the 
part of the people to interfere in the slightest degree with all 
the labor and action necessary for the proper equipment and 
management of railways, let us see what it is that we propose to 
do in this case. And, first, I will trespass upon your time to the 
extent of calling attention to what the President stated in his 
message, not merely because the President stated it, but be- 
eause his statement is as good a statement of the case in a few 
words as has ever been made. In his message of a year ago the 
President said : 

While I am of*the opinion that at present it would be 
it were not impracticable, finally to clothe the 


era! authority to fix railroad rates, I do believe th: I y 
to shippers, the Commission should be vested with the power, where a 


undesira 
Commission wit! 
hat fair 


given rate has been challenged and after full hearing found to be un 

reasonable, to decide, subject to judicial review, what s I 
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sonable rate to take its place; the ruling of the © lissior tak 


effect immediately, and to obtain unless and until it Is reversed by 
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And in his recent message he said: 





In my judgment the most important provision which such law should 
contain is that conferring upon some competent administrative body 
the power to decide, upon the case being brought before it, whether a 
given rate prescribed by a railroad is reasonable and just, and if it is 
found to be unreasonable ard unjust, then, after full investigation of 
the complaint, to prescribe the limit of rate beyond which it shall not 
be lawful to go—the maximum reasonable rate, as it is commonly 
called—this decision to go into effect within a reasonable time and to 
obtain from thence onward, subject to review by the courts. 


It is net improper for me to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that in the first report which I submitted to this 
House from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
which was a minority report filed in the House January 24, 
1898, I stated that in my opinion Congress “is also called upen 
to enact legislation which will authorize the Interstate Cor- 
merce Commission or some other national authority to prevent 
excessive or unreasonable rates and to decide what are reason- 
able, fair, and compensatory rates, both as to passenger and 


freight traffic.” I have remained of that opinion ever since. 
It will be noticed that in the Presiednt’s first message he 


recommended that power be given the Commission to fix abso- 
lute rates, although he did not use the term “ absolute rates.” 
In his second message he suggested the power to fix maximum 
rates. 

PROVISIONS OF THE BILL. 

Now, you wish to know what we have attempted to do through 
the Hepburn bill. Let me briefly enumerate the main propo- 
sitions of this measure. What does the bill do? 

(a) Enlarges definition of the common carriers covered by 
putting under the provisions of the act all railroads transport- 
ing passengers or property from one State to another, without 
regurd to whether they are used for such transportation under 
a common control or arrangement or for continuous shipment, 
thus permitting the establishment by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission of compulsory through routes for shipment where 
the companies have failed to establish such through routes, 
and the authority to do this is expressly conferred upon the 
Comuinission. 

(>) Enlarges the definitions of the terms “ railroac and 
“transportation ”’ by expressly including under the one all ter- 
minal facilities and under the other services in connection with 
the receipt, delivery, elevation, and transfer in transit, ventila- 
tion, refrigeration or icing, storage, and handling of property 
transported when such services are not exempt from the provi- 
sions of the act as stated therein. 

(c) Provides that the schedules of tariffs shall state sepa- 
rately icing charges and other charges which the Commission 
may require. 

(d) Provides for thirty days’ public notice before change of 
tariff schedules can be made, instead of ten days for increase 
and three days for reduction now required. 

(ec) Empowers the Commission, when finding any existing 
ates unreasonable, ete., to prescribe the ieasonable maximum 
rates for the future: which rates shall go into effect after 
thirty days’ notice, and remain in effect during the term of three 
years’ observance. 

(f) Empowers the Commission to prescribe what regulations 
or practices in respect to transportation are just, fair, and rea- 
sonable, and requires their observance. 

(g) Authorizes the Commission to apportion the division of 
through rates and the terms and conditions under which through 
routes shall be operated. 

(hk) Provides that the allowance made by the carrier to the 
owner of the property transported for service, private cars, etc., 
furnished by him, shall be no more than is just and reasonable, 
and the Commission may determine the maximum charge to be 
allowed. 

(i) Provides a forfeiture of $5,000 against any carrier, or offi- 
cer or agent thereof, failing to obey an order prescribing the 
maximum rates or prescribing regulations or practices observed, 
and makes every distinct violation a separate offense. 

(j) Requires the United States courts to enforce the orders 
of the Commission, when it appears that the order was regularly 
made and served, by injunction or other mandatory process. 

(i) Provides for the keeping of uniform books of account and 
meioranda, partly to aid in the gathering and compilation of 
statistical information and partly to prevent the payment of 
secret rebates or other preferences. 


ta ” 


THROUGH ROUTES. 
You may ask what is the purpose of enlarging the definition 
of common carriers in such a manner as to permit the Interstate 
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They have their influential men upon the boards of directors 
of many railroad companies. They own pipe tines of their own, 
These pipe lines are not common carriers. The oil which they 
transport is transported through their pipe lines. Competitors 
of the Standard Oil Company usually do not own a pipe line. 


| Take, for instance, a ease where oil is to be transported from 


eee ttt ett LLL 


Commerce Commission to establish through routes and through | 


rates. Let me give just one illustration. The Standard Oil 
crowd are great owners of railroad stocks. They are interested 
not only in the stock of the Standard Oil Company, but they 
are interested in and owners of great masses of railroad stocks. 


the interior to the Atlantic seaboard. The Standard Oil Com- 
pany owns a pipe line. Their competitors do not own pipe 
lines. The Standard Oil Company hence does not care for the 
establishment of through routes and through rates on the ship- 
ment of oil. Their competitors have frequently found that 
they could not obtain a through rate, but were compelled to pay 
the sum of the local rates of the different roads over which the 
oil must be shipped in order to pass from the interior point to 
the seaboard. 

By this bill we propose that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission shall have the power, if no through rate now exists on 
oil from Cleveland to Boston, to establish a through route, and 
to fix the through rate, and to divide that rate among the roads 
which constitute the through route. Under the terms of the 
present interstate-commerce law, the two roads connecting with 
each other are not covered under the act for the purpose of a 
through route, unless they make a through bill of lading; but 
under the terms of the pending bill, if two carriers are other- 
wise engaged in interstate commerce, and hence come under the 
terms of the law, they can not lawfully refuse to give a through 
bill of lading and make a through rate and a through route, 
and, if they do, the shipper who is injured may appeal to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and secure relief. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. MURDOCK. In the proviso at the end of that section 
providing for the establishment of a through route, taking the 
language “if no satisfactory route exists,” does the word “ satis- 
factory ” there go to the rate—satisfactory and reasonable? 

Mr. MANN. If a satisfactory route exists, there is no occa- 
sion to require the establishment of the new route. It does not 
go to the question of the rate, because the Commission already 
has the power under other provisions of the bill to make that 
rate on the already established route reasonable if it be not 
reasonable. In addition to the power to establish through 
routes we enlarge the term “railroad” and the term “ trans- 
portation ” for the purpose of including all of the facilities of 
transportation. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. The gentleman has studied this question so 
very carefully and is so able a lawyer that I will ask him 
whether or not the bill will permit companies to grant free 
passage or transportation to passengers. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the original interstate-commerce 
law, and in that respect this bill does not interfere with it, 
probably prohibits the granting of free transportation. 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Will this permit cut rates or half-price 
tickets, according to the judgment of the gentleman? 
Mr. MANN. This bill does not interfere in any way with 


that question. There is a section in the law as it now exists 
upon the statute books authorizing the granting of excursion 
rates, authorizing the granting of mileage tickets and such 
things as that, but not providing for “ cut rates,” so called, ex- 
cept in that way. That is not interfered with by this bill. 


REASONABLE MAXIMUM RATES. 


The principal provision in this bill is giving the Commission 
power to prescribe reasonable maximum rates for the future. 
The distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. Russeit], who 
so ably instructed and entertained the House a few niclits - 

} nnius 


criticised the President and marred his speech by lis 
criticism that the President had used the term “r 
maximum rates” with an innuendo—with the intent to ac- 
complish something besides the fixing of a reaso! . 
which should be the maximum. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the term “ reasonable maximu: 





which seems new to my Democratic friends in the Iouse, ¥ . 
in the first law passed on the subject. Illinois was oa 
in this legislation, and in the original act in that =e 
power was given to the railroad and warehouse comm !ss'0! = 
fix “reasonable maximum rates,” and that was ¢' . 
Iowa law and by the laws of other States. It is a term a5 ¥ 
known as any ordinary term in legislative aets, but wen 
distinguished Members of the minority side of the - od 


familiar with these acts of some of the Northern 5‘ ae 
the question we promptly changed the wording; but ‘ec Presi 
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dent of the United States used the language with fair intent to 
omplish the purpose which we seek to accomplish in this bill. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. RUSSELL], who is a new 
| valued addition to our committee, stated in his speech that 

. of the bills introduced in Congress provided for a maxi- 

im rate. Mr. Chairman, in the bill which I introduced on the 
ith or last February it was provided that the rate of freight, 
. “found by the Commission to be reasonable and just shali 
the maximum charge or rate of freight demanded,” ete. The 
tinction between the power to fix an absolute rate and the 
wer to fix a maximum rate is one of vital interest and im- 
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‘tance. The power to fix generally absolute rates is the | 
ver to destroy competitive forces, to paralyze industries, to 
injure railroads, to interfere with all of the principles and 


thods of modern business life; while the power to fix a 
simum rate is a power which has been exercised and con- 
ied in many of the States and which does not prevent the 
nuance of those competitive forces so essential to the 
eservation of a proper distribution of railway traffic and so 

1] to the prosperity both of railroads and to shippers. 
\ir. Chairman, the language of section 15 of the interstate- 
( 1erce act, aS proposed to be amended by this bill, is care- 
prepared. Under the interstate-commerce act it was con- 
strued by the Interstate Commerce Commission they had the 
ver to-fix a great many rates in one case. The Maximum 
Kate case has been referred to here, where the Commission at- 
tempted to fix all rates of the six classes of freight for the en- 
» country south of the Ohio and east of the Mississippi River 


in one order. 
What do we propose to do here? We do not give to the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission the power to fix rates. We say 


by legislative act what the rate shail be. 
fines what the rate shall be. The rate shall be just, reasonable, 
| fairly remunerative. That is a legislative declaration as 

e rate just as much as though we said the rate shall be 50 

s a hundred pounds. We make the declaration ourselves, 

we do not confer upon the Interstate Commerce Commission any 
legislative autherity or any judicial authority. We say as a 
er of legislative act that the rate shall be just, that the rate 
shall be reasonable, that the rate shall be fairly remunerative, 
then we leave to the Commission the administrative power 


The Legislature de- 


to determine what in each particular case is the just, reasonable, 

| fairly remunerative rate. We do not confer upon the Com- 
I n the power to put these rates into force in the future. 
That is a legislative act. We authorize the Commission to find 
What the reasonable, just, and fairly remunerative rates are 


then we say by the act that this order of theirs shall go into 


é t; so that the Legislature finds what the rates shall be and | 


puts those rates into force; and all the Commission is given 


er to do is the administrative act of making the computation, | 


t 


as it were, ascertaining the facts in a particular case as to 
er the rates are complying with the provisions of law 
we make, and if they are not, then we put new rates into 
by our act. 
r. MACON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
qu Lion ? 
. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 
MACON. I am very sincere in the belief that there is 
more conscientious legislator in this body than the gen- 
num reasonable and an extortionate rate is so very dim or 
| from Illinois [applause], and for that reason I ask him 
lirect question if he does not think that the line between a 
together he can hardly tell where one begins and the 
r ends? Now, I understand that a maximum reasonable 
s right up to the top of reasonable rates, and the moment 
0 beyond that in the very slightest degree you then strike 
tortionate rate. Now, if the Commission was only allowed 
stitute a maximum reasonable for an unreasonable rate, 
it be allowed to substitute a rate that would be fairly re- 
tive to the shippers, producers, and consumers as well 
he railroads? 
MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am always delighted to have a 
tion with my very distinguished and able friend from 
s, and I would be very glad to answer the question if 
involved in the case. I « ly referred to it before be- 
| thought the gentleman from Texas had done a grave 
e to the President. It is not involved in the bill which 
v have before us and the question could not be answered 
ntence or two, 
MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
MANN. I yield. 
MURDOCK. Can you conceive of a rate that would be 
und reasonable and at the same time not fairly remunera- 


; 


2245 


Mr. MANN. I do not think they mean the same. “ Unjust” 


applies to discriminations, “ unreasonable” to value of service 
or amount. “ Fairly remunerative” means that there shall be 
remuneration for the service rendered which shall be fair to 
the railroad and to the shipper in that particular ea What 
may be fairly remunerative in one case might be confiscatory 
if applied to another case, and what may be fairly remunera- 
tive for one commodity under particular circumstances Ly 
mean ruin to the company or the shipper if applied in t ne 
| ratio to all of the business. A large share of the freight c! $ 
| to-day are so low they contribute little or nothing t 1 the 
fixed charges of the road, and yet it is profitable for tl iil- 
roads to carry such freight at these fairly remunerative rates. 
Any scheme of rate making which did not authorize the Com- 
mission in making the rates to take into consideration all of 
the circumstances and conditions surrounding the movements 
and character of the traffic would be a definite injury to busi- 
ness instead of a benefit. It may be that the term “ reason- 
able” would meet the case, though that has a defined, common- 
law meaning, which ought to be avoided. If the common-law 
meaning of the term “reasonable” were applied to all the 


SS 
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freight rates now in the United States it might perhaps raise 
half of them. 

The Commission, in fixing a freight rate, must take into con- 
sideration not merely the rate upon the particular commodity 
involved between the points named, but must also take 


into 
consideration the general character of business upon the road 
and what other commodities pay between other points. If the 
Commission, in fixing a maximum rate, is required to fix a rate 


which, in addition to paying the cost of the actual transporta- 
tion, pays its share of the cost of maintenance of right « 


Zz t Way, 
structures, and equipment and also its proportion of the cost of 
fixed charges, and leaves something for dividends, it is ly 
manifest that the Commission must proceed upon different 
lines in fixing rates from the lines now followed by railway 
officials. It is not the purpose of the pending measure to lay 
down new principles for rate making. It is the desire, I take 
it, to leave the Commission to decide, as the railroads now de- 
cide, upon the particular circumstances in each é 

FULL HEARING REQUIRED 


We do not propose to give the Commission authority to make 
rates ad libitum without full consideration. We 
authority of the Commission to act after a full he 
hearing is a jurisdictional question with the Commission. If 
the Commission shall entertain a complaint and make an order 
covering a thousand rates without a full hearing upon the differ- 
ent rates that order is ineffective. The present law mal no 
such requirement. The present statute gives to the Comm n 

i 


cont the 
iring. A full 


when complaint is made the power to make an invest 


and make an order. We confine in this bill the power of the 
Commission to make the finding after a full hearing of the 
case. What is the theory of that? The same that goes 
through our judicial procedure. 

The Commission can not act without the hearing. It is not the 


purpose of the bill to give the Commission the authority to 


ate rates throughout the country. When a co! int is pres¢ 

and a hearing is had; then we say that the Commission is the 
best qualified to pass upon the case. Here is the situation. Here 
are the railroad companies, absolutely necessary to t shipper. 
The railroads can not continue in business without them. he 
railroads would go into bankruptcy at once without the shippers 
The shippers can not continue in business without the railroad 
company. The two are essential to each other Che t ‘ 
grown up so that the railroads and the shippers are inter- 
twined and interdependent on each other. Ne ean exist 
vithout the other. The railroad depends for its life upon : 
power of the State; it comes within the control of t Gov- 
ernment. It can continue in business only upon terms which 
Government grants to it. What do we do? We say that the 
railroads must have freight from the shippers and tl a 
shippers must have the freight facilities offered by the 1 

roads. Who shall decide in case of a conflict between t : 
as to what is the proper rate? Shall the railroads permit e 


shippers to determine the rate to be paid? Shall the shipp 


permit the railroads to determine the rates to be p 
either one to have the power to control the other? 
method is to do as we do with all trials of prop 
right of shipment is as much a right of proj y to-d 
our system as the right to hold a piece of land or to i 
dollar bill. We submit the right of trial of I 
to a disinterested commission, which, after ! bh > 
shall reach a conclusion. 

Now, I have often seen courts for wh I tag 
deal of respect so far as the capacity or abil of the judge 
was concerned. There are thousands of lawyers in this laud 
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just as capable of rendering justice and deciding great ques- 
tions as the nine eminent gentlemen who sit in this Capitol 
as the last resort in the determination of justice. But we have 
learned that an able judge, or one who is not so able, after he 
has listened to the testimony and after he has been instructed 
by the counsel, renders a fairer decision than the ablest lawyer 
does in his own chamber, retained by one side of the case. 
{ Applause. ] 

Some of the distinguished gentlemen opposing this bill have 


said that it is the beginning of conferring the rate ponsver. 
Not at all. We commenced controlling the rate power when 


the first bill was passed upon this subject. The distinguished 


gentlemen from Massachusetts [Mr. McCati] and Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Srpiey] say: “Stop rebates. We are with you 
upon stopping rebates.” Why, Mr. Chairman, the power to 


stop rebates is the power to control rates. When railroad com- 
panies were first organized the railroad owners believed that 
they had the same right to sell the commodity which they had 
to sell that any merchant had to sell his commodity, and there 
was no pretense of giving the same rate to everybody. The 
railroad would give to this man this rate and to another man, 
who would bring it large quantities of freight, another rate. 
It was considered legitimate. It was the same process which 
we follow in many kinds of business. It was the old idea, now 
generally exploded, even so far as merchandise selling is con- 
cerned, that you sell to the person who wants to buy after 
bartering and dickering over fixing the price. And when 
Congress stepped in and said that the railroads could not make 
rates they pleased, they could not discriminate between 
individuals, we then and there took control of the fixing of 
railroad rates. Would anybody take away that power which 
we have exercised? Would anybody let the railroads now fix 
rates as they pleased and discriminate between individuals as 
they piease? And yet it is but a step further to say that, having 
forbidden them to discriminate between individuals, we shall 
forbid them to unjustly discriminate between commodities and 
between localities, and we shall forbid them to charge extor- 
tionate rates. This is the exercise of a power which no one 
questions. 

But they say that the power may be wrongly used. Ah, 
Mr. Chairman, the power of government may always be wrongly 
used. The judge on the bench may be corrupt, the executive 
may be bought, the legislature may be bought, every official 
may become corrupt, but when we fear power because we fear 
we can not elect honest officials, then we fear self-government, 
and we abandon republican principles. [Applause.] 

I am no more afraid of conferring upon the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission the power, after full hearing, to determine 
justice between the shipper and the railway company, than I 
am afraid of conferring upon the Supreme Court of the United 
States the power which it is now exercising of determining the 
rights between the State of Illinois and the State of Missouri 
in a case out there. [Applause.] 

“ FAIRLY REMUNERATIVE ” CONSIDERED. 

Mr. MACON. Does not the gentleman believe that if we 
eliminated the words “ fairly remunerative ” we would eliminate 
a somewhat dangerous proposition? 

Mr. MANN. Section 15, as we propose to amend it, provides 
that if the Interstate Commerce Commission, upon complaint 
and after full hearing, shall be of opinion that any rates charged 
by the railroads are unjust or unreasonable, etc., the Commis- 
sion shall prescribe what will, in its judgment, “be the just 
and reasonable and fairly remunerative rate or rates, charge 
or charges, to be thereafter observed in such case as the maxi- 
mum to be charged.” I have already endeavored to explain 
to the House the necessity of inserting the words “fairly re- 
munerative,” or words of similar meaning, such as “ compensa- 
tory,” but perhaps I ought to be more explicit. 

In the last fiscal year for which full reports have been com- 


as 


piled, the year 1904, we find that there were 641,000,000 tons 
of freight originating on the lines of railroads making the 
returns. That of this, over 51 per cent, or 330,000,000 tons, 


were the products of mines, bituminous coal leading with a 
tonnage of 174,000,000 tons. The products of the forest aggre- 
gated 12 per cent, or 80,000,000 tons, including Jumber to the 
amount of 67,000,000 tons. Grain amounted to 30,000,000 tons; 
cotton to 3,000,000 tons; live stock to 10,000,000 tons; dressed 
meats to 1,730,000 tons. Merchandise amounted to less than 
5 per cent of the total, or 30,986,689 tons. It is self-evident that 
merchandise and coal can not be charged the same rate. If 
bituminous coal were charged the same freight rate that is 
charged the average product of freight, the cost of coal in 
many parts of the country would be so great as to compel a 
change in our method of living. 


On every railroad, nearly, you will find that there is an 


—— 


excess of loaded cars going in one direction and an excess of 
empty cars going in the opposite direction. Less than half the 
railroad employees are engaged in the actual transportation 0; 
freight. More than half of the employees are engaged in main. 
tenance and administration. 

Of the $2,000,000,000 collected in the year 1904 as gross roe- 
ceipts by the railroads, less than 25 per cent, or $465,872,674. 
were paid out by the railroads as net interest on the funded 
debt and net dividends on stock. A very large proportion of t!). 
freight which was carried, known as coarse and bulk freig!;:, 
probably contributed nothing toward the payment of this inter- 
est or dividends. If the freight charge will pay more than the 
cost of actual transportation and its share of wear and tear of 
equipment, way, and structures, it brings a profit instead of a 
loss, provided it would not otherwise be secured; nay, more, it 
may bring a profit, although not paying so much as the actual 
cost of transportation if carried in cars which would have to be 
moved in the same direction anyway, and which otherwise 
would be moved empty. A freight train may contribute nothing 
toward the payment of dividends or interest. It may con- 
tribute nothing toward the payment of taxes or other fixed 
charges. It may contribute nothing toward the payment of 
maintenance of right of way. It may contribute nothing toward 
the payment of maintenance of equipment; and yet, if it will 
pay operating expenses, it may be profitable to the road to 
earry the freight, because it may be in the movement of cars 
which otherwise would be empty and the cost of movement the 
same. 

“ Fairly remunerative ” means it may be a rate which, whether 
it contributes anything toward the payment of fixed charges or 
not, is, for the service which is rendered in the particular case, 
fair to the railroad and to the shipper. We propose to give to 
the Commission the power to say in each case what is a fairly 
remunerative rate for the service rendered. Each case wiil 
depend upon its own facts. 

THINGS NOT PROVIDED IN THE BILL. 

Mr. Chairman, having discussed somewhat hastily some of the 
things which the pending bill proposes to do, I beg to cal! the 
attention of the House to some things which it does not pro- 
pose to do. 

The bill does not provide for absolute rates. 

It does not provide for the compulsory raising of rates. 

It does not provide for maximum rates. 

It does not provide for differential rates. 

It does not provide for arbitrary classification. 

It does not provide for permanent rates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Georgia is recognized. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad if the geutle- 
man is given time to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield such further time as the gentleman 
may desire to consume. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SIMS. If it will not interrupt the gentleman too much, I 
want to ask him a question. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SIMS. I have received several letters, and among others, 
petitions from railway employees asking me to oppose this bil! 


upon the ground that if it passed they will lose from their 
wages. As I have a great respect for the opinion of the gentle 
man from Illinois, who is a member of the committee, | would 


like to hear him on that idea. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think it is ‘very natura! that 
the railway employees may have such fears. When we remem 
ber that the wages which are paid to the railroad emy)loyees 
have increased from $495,000,000 six years ago to considerably 
over $800,000,000 now, an increase of over 65 per cent, if is! 
to be wondered at that the railroad employees, aided by the ar 
guments and instructions of their distinguished 
should be besieging Congress with a threat and fear 
not really wish to make, or to believe, that their wages 
reduced. 3 

Mr. Chairman, if I believed that this bill would interfvre wi 


e] vers. 


the railway business of the country, I would not [be in |S 
favor. We depend upon the railroads of the land. We «a2 1 
strike them down. We can not injure the railways « le 

ployees without greatly injuring the shipping interes\s ot ™ 


country. 


Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman yield for a que-'ion’ 


Mr. MANN. Certainly. ‘ abit 
Mr. HINSHAW. Has not the same argument alwys 
used by the railway managers and others against ey a 
tion for safety appliance that has been introduced °1 ev 
single item of pregress in railway management? i 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, after all, in determifin: © ao 


question like this, we have reached that point where we 
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to the parting of the ways. The issue has been presented, and ored to be enforced I think the court must hold it unconstitu- 


it must be met. Shall Government, when the issue is presented, 
that the railways may do as they please—may resort to 
extortion if they choose, without regard to the rights of the 
Government—or shall we say that properly safeguarded Gov- 
ernment shall exercise its right of control to prevent extortion 
and prevent unjust discrimination? 

Now, as I was saying, Mr. Chairman, we do not provide for 
absolute rates. We do not provide for differential rates. We 
do not interfere with the construction of the long and short 

.ul clause as it has been made. We do not give to the Com- 

ssion the power to make arbitrary cWssifications. It is true 

it in making a review of rates, if the rate be changed, it may 
volve a change of the class or it may. involve an exception 

m a Class, or it may involve a fixing of a commodity route. 
Lut we do not authorize the Commission of its own sweet will 

change this article or that, to readjust the classifications of 

» country, or readjust the freight rates in this arbitrary or 

iatory manner. We confine the action of the Commission to 

» case which is presented and prevent them from arbitrarily 

uring any particular locality. We do not give them the 

er to say which port shall be built up, which city shall be 

ferred: we leave open the competitive forces of the rail- 

ys. The old bills which we had sought to stifle competition ; 
we leave competition in force. The railroads running south, 
west of the Mississippi, and the railroads running east, north of 
the Ohio, will have to fight out the question as to which road 
shall carry the grain for export abroad. 
\Ve do not seek to determine those questions. Much has been 
i here in denunciation of the principle of basing points. 
ether basing points be right or not, their establishment has 
been one of the movements of economic forces, which ought not 
to be idly interfered with while the great question of overcon- 
] 


Say 


entration of population in large cities continues to be the prob- 

n of the age. It is daimed that basing points tend to build 
points would result in many cases in the South and West es- 
pecially in adding to the business of a few large cities at the ex- 
pense of minor distributing points, in the same way as it is 
claimed the establishment of cheap parcels post would result in 
building up mail-order houses at the expense of the country 
merchant and the city wholesaler. 

Mr. Chairman, it is sometimes much easier to complain about 
the faults of others than it is to right the faults in ourselves. 
The grossest discriminations, the most unjust preferences known 
to-day in the carriage of freight are those which exist under the 
postal laws and regulations. Here, for instance, are the pop- 
ular magazines and books in competition with each other. By 
our postal laws we carry the magazines through the mails from 
New York to San Francisco for 1 cent a pound, which is far 
less than the cost of the service. On the other hand, we charge 
for carrying a book from New York to Philadelphia 8 cents a 
pound, which is far above the cost of the service. We lose prob- 
y not less than $20,000,000 or $30,000,000 a year by the car- 
riage of second-class mail at a cost of 1 cent a pound. We make 

up partly from excessive charges levied against books, which 

in direct competition with the magazines and newspapers 
comprising second-class matter. 

We propose to confer upon the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion the power to regulate abuses of much less notoriety, while 

admit that up to the present time we have been unable to 

‘ulate those abuses in the postal service over which we have 

‘ct control. It is not surprising that railroad officials, when 
notice the incapacity of Government to correct abuses un- 
der its direct charge, on account of the political influence of 
vspapers, magazines, etc., do not desire the railroad business 
be placed under the control of a governmental agency which, 
the end, may be influenced by the same motives and controlled 
the same fear. 
ut the danger to the railroads of radical railroad legislation 

r less than the danger to the business interests. If a com- 

ion shall be created which will listen to the conflicting in- 

sts of different localities and which shall endeavor to 
erve the natural advantages of one community over another, 

h shall endeavor to fasten upon our country zones of in- 
nee and zones of trade, which shall endeavor to interfere 

| or restrain the active, persistent, and constant competitive 
ces of commodities and localities, as well as shippers and 

roads, we will haye entered upon a dangerous, if not a 

ralyzing, course, 

Mr. Chairman, there are some things about this bill which 
objectionable to me. The provision fixing a penalty of 
00 for each distinct violation of an order of the Commis- 

1 might penalize a road to the extent of millions of dollars 

a cay. That proposition is so unconscionable that if endeav- 


j 


tional. No one, whether he be person or corporation, should 
be threatened with ruinous fines as a penalty for appealing to 
the courts of the land for constitutional protection. Probably 
no attempt would ever be made to enforce such penalties, but 
I fear that the provision as it stands is unfortunate. 

The strongest remedy furnished by the bill is not the fear of 
penalties, but is the affirmative remedy that the courts shall 
enforce the lawful order of the Commission by a writ of 
junction, mandamus, or other summary process. 

I should like to take up for discussion at this point the so- 
alled “ court” feature of the bill. I am inclined to think that 
under this bill the interests of the railroads are properly safe- 
guarded, but I can not, in view of the time fixed for voting 
upon the bill this afternoon and in justice to the two great gen- 
tlemen who are to follow me in this debate, go into that ques- 
tion at this time. 


in- 


SUMMARY. 


Let me then make a summary of the position which I occupy. 

I believe that the shipper, with a just complaint concerning 
the service rendered to him by the railway or the charge there- 
for, should have an impartial tribunal pass upon this question 
between him and the railroad company, vital to them both: but 
I do not believe it advisable or wise for the Government to 
attempt to reduce to such a low point the earnings of capital 
invested in railway enterprises will tend to prevent the 
investment of new capital. On the contrary, assurance should 
be given for a reasonable return on the investment. The rail- 
roads to-day are wholly inadequate to the existing transporta- 


as 


tion needs. Many of the lines need double tracking. Some 
need a third or fourth track. Most of them need better ter- 
minal facilities. More rapid transportation is needed for many 
classes of freight, and particularly for live stock and perish- 
able freight. More safety appliances are required, not only 
for the benefit of the employee, but for the passenger, and tl 

citizen who is neither. More care should be demanded in the 
transportation of passengers. Signal systems by which railway 
collisions will be rendered almost impossible are of at 


importance as the question whether the grain business fr 
disputed points shall go to Milwaukee or Minneapolis. 
The study of recent years, both as to railway transportation 


and water transportation, leads me to believe that in the not 
distant future transportation by rail will be immensely cheap- 
ened. We have increased the length, width, and depth, the ca- 
pacity of steamships and of railway cars; but while we have 


deepened our harbors we have not widened our railway tracks. 
An evolution in the construction of railways inevitable. 
When it comes, it will require vast sums of capital. It will 
require confidence on the part of those furnishing the funds 
that they will receive a fair return for their investment. 

The business of the country can not live without the use of 


iS 


the railroads. The railroads can not live without being used by 
the business interests. The railroads are necessary to the ship- 
pers. The shippers are necessary to the railroads. The freight 
rates determine whether the shipper shall live. The freight 
rates also determine whether the railroad shall live. If the 
rates be too high, a particular shipper may be driven out of 
business. If the rates be too low, the railroad may be driven 
into bankruptcy. The railroads being a necessity to the ip 
pers and the shippers being a necessity to the railroads, the 
reasonable plan is in fixing the freight rates to be paid that 
both shippers ‘and railroads shall come to a mutual agreement 
after mutual exchange of opinions and positions; but in case 


the shippers and the railroads are unable to agree, there should 
be some tribunal to settle the dispute without leaving it wholly 
to the judgment of one of the interested parties. 

That is the proposition in the pending measure. It is 
posed to give to the Interstate Commerce Commission, t 
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limited degree, the rate-making power. The Commission may 
hear complaints that any particular rates are unreasonably high, 
or unjustly discriminatory, and may decide what shall be the 
highest rates to be thereafter charged by the carrier. This 


will not prevent the carrier, in the face of competition, from 
lowering its rates, in order to save its share of the business. 
The Hepburn-Dolliver bill now pending before us is immeasur- 
ably superior to the old Nelson-Corliss bill, the Cooper-Quarles 


bill, or the Esch-Townsend bill of the last session. Those bills 
proposed to give to the Commission the general power to fix 
absolute railroad rates which could not be changed, except 
upon filing a new petition and having a new hearing before the 
Commission. Those bills enacted into law would have fastened 


upon the business interests of the country a system of arbitrary 
and absolute rates entirely unresponsive to the inter 
ests, or the changing conditions of transportation or business. 
The enactment of any of those bills into law might have proven 
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a catastrophe to the shipping and business interests of the land; 
but the Hepburn bill, now pending, is very different. True, it 
confers the rate-making power to an extent upon the Commis- 
sion, but it permits the Commission at any time, of its own 
motion, to change its order; it permits a rehearing of the case 
at any time; it provides that the rate fixed by the Commission 
shall not be the absolute rate, but only the maximum rate, and 
it provides that this rate shall be compulsory only for the term 
of three years. This will give the power to correct the evils 
which are complained of, but will not give the power to con- 
fiscate the property invested in railroads, or to paralyze the 
business interests of the country and prevent the location and 
establishment of new industries along the lines of the railroads. 

It will not give the Commission the power to determine dif- 
ferentials, the power to say whether grain from the Northwest 
shall be shipped for export-by way of the Gulf ports or the 
north Atlantic ports, the power to destroy the law of competi- 
tion, the power to ruin one city or one locality for the benefit of 
another city or another locality. The former bills were in- 
tended to destroy railroad competition. The pending bill in- 
vites competition and it preserves all the competitive forces 
which tend to increase the economy of transportation and re- 
duce the cost thereof. 

The fixing of railroad tariffs is the most comptex and delicate 
work now carried on in our country. The interests, the locali- 
ties, the commodities, the persons interested are as diversified 
as our land, our productions, and our people. No one set of men 
ever have or ever can manipulate the delicate mechanism of rail- 
way tariffs for all parts of our country, for all commodities pro- 
duced by us, and for all interests which may be destroyed or 
upbuilt. 

But government must exercise some control. It is as neces- 
sary for government to be the judge in the last resort between 
shipper and carrier as to the rate to be charged, as it is for 
government to determine the right to any other class of prop- 
erty. 

The railroad officials fear that it is dangerous to confer, to 
any extent, rate-making power upon a governmental agency. 
Let us admit it. There is some danger. No one can tell how 
dangerous it might become if fully exercised. But no new 
legislation is ever enacted without some element of danger in 
its possibilities. The best guaranty is that the pending measure 
is conservative. It protects the interests of the shipping com- 
munity and does not permit the confiscation~of the railway 
properties. The present bill is a compromise measure. It prob- 
ably does not meet the full views of any one. But the subject 
is 2 great one. It is the most stupendous subject in its many 
ramifications which has ever come before this body. In a sense, 
we grope in the dark. 

This measure is an advance in the complexity of our internal 
affairs and in the progress of government paternalism. The 
necessities of the case require us to take this step. We can 
not avoid it. If properly used in the future, it will be a great 
advantage to both shippers and railroads. If improperly used 
in the future, we must trust the people to correct its abuse as 
we must at all times trust the people to provide safe govern- 
ment and to observe the safeguards of government. [Great 
applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Currier). The gentleman from Georgia 
has twenty minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Iowa 
ohne hour and twenty-three minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think there must be some 
error about that; there is yet two hours and forty minutes be- 
fore general debate is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood that general debate 
was to close at half past 3. 

Mr. HEPBURN. At half past 4. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then the gentleman from Iowa has two 


hours and twenty-three minutes remaining. 
Mr. ADAMSON. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will agree 
with me in extending the time of the other speakers. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield to the gentleman such time as 
he wants. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will yield, then, to the gentleman from 
Mississippt [Mr. WrLLiAMs] such time as he desires. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We will try and divide the time remaining 
equitably between us. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I hardly expect the Chair 
or the House to believe so improbable a statement when coming 
from a Member of the House of Representatives, but it is none 
the less true that I am about to make a speech that I do not 
want to make. I do not want to make it because there is ab- 
solutely nothing left to be said upon this question. So far as this 
side of the Chamber is concerned, no party was ever at any time 
servel by half a dozen men so well as we have been served by 


AS CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 7, 


the six Democratic members of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. [Applause.] No country was ever serve! 
more patriotically than they have served this country, wit}; 
studiousness, with intelligence, industry, and courage. They 
have seen their way and they have traveled in it. Many records 
of the House of Representatives will be examined in vain to 
find any question more exhaustively and better presented for 
the consideration of the House and the public than this question 
has been presented in this record by the gentlemen who hay. 
represented this side of the Chamber and by some of the gentle- 
men who have represented that side of the Chamber. 

Mr. Chairman, the attitude which the House of Representa- 
tives holds to this bill is a rather remarkable one. It is very 
seldom that the two parties in this House, crossing swords diy 
by day, with partisanship always tense, though sometimes co1- 
cealed, will unite publicly in presenting a common measure to 
the country, with the view of having an effect upon public sen- 
timent in the country and upon other legislative quarters for 
the benefit of the people, regardless of party. Upon this fact, Mr, 
Chairman, I congratulate the country, because the country as 4 re- 
sult of it will get good and much-needed legislation to cure pal)a- 
ble, plain, and obvious evils that threaten all sorts of industries, 
and not only that, but that threaten something back of and 
higher than industries—integrity and the business honesty, 
Because, although these railroad discriminations and rebates 
and exploitation of one place at the tearing down of another 
place by the mere brute force of transportation power causes 
men much loss of money, causes much financial unfairness, it 
also causes something more than that. It gets into the business 
world the idea that it is right; that it is at least legal to dis- 
criminate against one man in favor of another; that it is at 
least legal, and hence in a manner right, to deprive citizens of 
equal business and equal industrial opportunity. I congratu- 
late the country, therefore. I congratulate the Democratic 
party, because, although in the minority, by constant driving 
and constant reiteration, a very much cherished Democratic 
policy is about to triumph under a Republican Administration. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I need not run over what I ran over at the last Congress—the 
utterances of Democratic platforms; the bill introduced by the 
Democratic fioor leader for the purpose of bringing about this 
result before any other bill was introduced; the utterance of 
the last Democratic platform; the utterances of the temporary 
chairman of the St. Louis convention, calling upon the Repub- 
lican party to know whether they were going to stand pat or 
not upon the then impotent condition and the now impotent con- 
dition of the Interstate Commerce Commission, as the tribunal 
to which these questions have been relegated by Congress. I 
congratulate the Republican party upon the all-familiar prin- 
ciple that “as long as the lamp holds out to burn, the vilest sin- 
ner may return.” |Applause and laughter on the Democratic 
side.] I congratulate the President of the United States, be- 
eause although this is not his child in the sense of being }lood 
of his blood and bone of his bone and sinew of his sinew, for all 
of its blood and bone and sinew are Democratic, it is, at least, 
his adopted child. [Laughter.] I congratulate the President, 
because having seen the light on his way to Damascus he has 
become sincerely and honestly converted. I congratulate the 
Democratic party, furthermore, upon the fact that they have had 
the President’s aid, and I confess frankly that without his aid 
we never could have budged an inch until we came into power. 
We love the good of the country so much more than we do mere 
partisan prestige that we are. glad to see this legislation come 
about by our aid under a Republican Administration, and we 
are willing to see Republicans get their full share of the credit 
which the people will give to everybody who is concerned in tlis 
consummation. 

Mr. Chairman, I might perhaps as a mere matter of varia- 
tion—Members of Congress being uniformly and almost wit): 
out exception remarkably modest—congratulate myself to some 


extent upon the attitude of the House to the bill to-day. As 
far back as the last Congress I expressed at many places and 
finally upon this floor the hope that the majority and 1 nor'ly 
members of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
could agree upon a joint bill so that they could present to tue 


country and to another parliamentary body in another portich 
of this Capitol a united, undivided, nonpartisan front. | ex 
pressed on this floor a willingness if certain amendments I 
then proffered, which are in this bill, were adopted ! would 
withdraw the then minority bill and vote myself and gucrantee 
on this side a solid vote for the then majority bill. Durins 
last summer I had the honor to write to one of the Rv) iblican 
members of the committee, expressing that idea to him. «nd t 
the Democratic members of the committee, expressing tlt hope 
to them. I want to say now that the bill introduced by the 
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minority members of this committee, in my opinion—the second 
Davey bill, the one introduced at this session—is the best bill 
upon this question that ever saw the light [applause on the 
Demoeratie side], and this bill does not altogether agree with 
somewhat falls short of it. There are certain particulars 
in which I would like to amend this bill, so that it might alto- 
eether agree with that second Davey bill. 

But in that very same breath I want to say that these Demo- 
cratie members of the committee, having done the very best that 
they could do, having gotten the very best terms they could get 
engrafted on the only bill which can pass, having acted, in my 
nion, wisely, with the grand strategic and tactical purpose 
view of presenting an undivided, nonpartisan front, so that 

people, plus the President, plus the House, might consti- 
tute a force that no private interest, no railroad-retained in- 
strumentalities anywhere would dare resist, I shall resist 
amendments to the bill, even though they be the very amend- 
I want. [Applause.] I say that I agreed with them 
when they concluded to subordinate to this grand tactical and 
strategie purpose a lot of minor differences. I want to say 
that the Republican members of the Committee on Interstate 

id Foreign Commerce have acted with broad _ patriotism. 
minority members went to them with certain amendments 
ihat were sine qua pon—that were prerequisite, in their opin- 
ions, to any possible agreement—and the members of that com- 
mittee upon the other side of the Chamber met them in a spirit 
of broad patriotism, having this same great strategic purpose 
in view, and agreed to all that they offered—that is, all that 
were of prime and prerequisite essentiality. Then the minority 
members in the same spirit conceded some other and minor 
points of difference, and they thus present us now with the bill 
which is before the House. 

In view of all that, when an amendment is offered upon this 
side or the other side of the House which would, in my opinion, 
make the bill better, if amendments are offered to put into this 
bill provisions of this year’s Davey bill (for the minority bill 
was named the Davey bill because of the senior Democratic 
member of the committee, just as the other bill was named the 
Hepburn bill after the chairman of the committee, and both bills 
took up the Commission’s bill as a skeleton and proceeded from 
that skeleton to subtract and to fill up and reach a conclusion), 
I say that even if an amendment is offered to put into this bill 
a provision of the Davey bill bettering it, in my opinion, I shall 
‘ie against it, because I am going to stand by the committee- 
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The 


Vi 
men on this side of the Chamber who have succeeded in bring- 
ing about a united and undivided front, so that the power of 
President, people, and House may exercise its full influence in 


the country and elsewhere. [Applause.] Now, Mr. Chairman, 
as for my little mite in bringing about this result, I want to 
say I never felt prouder of being connected with anything since 
I have been a national legislator. I think, as I have said upon 
tl floor several times, that he serves his party best who 


ves his country well, and I think that the minority member- 
), in connection with this consummation devoutly wished by 
and now attained by all of us, have acted with courage, 
have acted with intelligence, and have acted in a broad spirit 
of patriotism. We are glad to be met in a like spirit from the 
other side of the Chamber. 
_ Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to make a long speech. 
rhe legal aspects of this case are embedded in the record ex- 
‘tively. There can be no doubt of the constitutional power 
of Congress to do this thing. If there ever had been any doubt 
vetore it has been dispersed like the vapors of the early morn 
1 the sun has arisen by the arguments that have been made. 
ud it strange, Mr. Chairman, that men will strain at gnats 
swallow camels every day whenever their own precon- 
ved ideas, their own selfish interest, or the selfish interest of 
uething that they represent leads them to it. I heard one of 
ost distinguished lawyers of the United States upon this 
loor the other day deny the right of the Congress of the United 
“tites to delegate legislative powers, and yet that gentleman 
served with me and with some of the balance of us for 
‘s and is familiar with the conspicuous history of the United 
es and the manner in which Congress has delegated legisla- 
powers a hundred years agone and up to now. The Con- 
ition of the United States does not mention the Territories 
e United States except in one clause; Congress shall have 
‘ight to dispose of the Territories and “to make rules and 
‘culations ” for the government thereof. 
very bit of the power to legislate for Territories is lodged 
‘he United States Congress, and yet the United States Con- 
s has from the beginning of the history of this country 
sated that legislative power to the Territorial legislatures, 
ribing how it should be elected. It has not abdicated its 
cr. It could not do that. Of course Congress still has 
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the power to do away with the Territorial legislature when- 
ever it pleases—to resume its legislative power, though dele- 
gated. Delegatus non delegare does not apply to parliament, 
but to its creatures or agents. Congress has the power to sit 


in judgment upon an enactment of the Territorial legisla- 
ture and to repeal it. Congress has delegated to it, as if 
it were a tenant at will, certain legislative powers. That is 


all that it does in this case. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD], for whom I have a very high regard personally 
and as a public servant, a man of magnificent individuality 
and courage, who has more than once stood athwart the path- 
way of a public gust, more than once stood against his 
own party in the Chamber—a hard thing to do—made a speech 
the other day which was like every speech he has ever made, 
powerful of its sort; but after you analyze it, Mr. Chairman, 
you find that it meant but two things: 

First, an impassioned appeal to the Congress of the United 
States to regard as vested rights certain discriminations which, 
in his opinion, have built up certain New England cities. He 
based his argument altogether, almost, upon the fact that if 
these unjust discriminations, if these “ preferentials,” as he 
calls them, were done away with, a great many industries in 
New England would be injured. I believe he referred especially 
to the town of Worcester; “ that Worcester was absolutely de- 
pendent ’—this was his language—“ on the present preferentials 
for its prosperity and its industries.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question comes—and I believe the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirrLerietp] is the last gentleman 
who would shirk the responsibility of answering the question 
and ruling his conduct in accordance with the answer—if such 
preferentials exist, are they just, are they nondiscriminatory, 
are they fair? If they are such preferentials as are just, non- 
discriminative, and fair, then this bill will not interfere with 
them; if they are preferentials that are unreasonable, unjust, 
unfair, or discriminatory, will he stand up before the American 
people and tell them that he wants cities in New England made 
prosperous and kept prosperous by unjust, unfair, and unrea- 
sonable transportation regulations? [Applause. ] 

That was one part of his speech. Mr. Chairman, there is no 
vested right in discriminations made by Government-chartered 
corporations in favor of one person against another, or in fa- 
vor of one locality against another. There may be a_ vested 
wrong, and, if there be, it ought to be done way with just as 
soon as possible. Ah, Mr. Chairman, it is not without signifi- 
cance that the main opposition to this bill from the 
Northeast. The shareholders, directors, and presidents of the 
great railroad companies come thence, and they have so fixed 
so-called “ preferentials” and other things—that they call by 
still more polite names, but the plain English of which is unjust 
discrimination—as to build up that part of the country in 
which they are interested against, or at the expense of, that 
part of the country in which they are not interested. 

Mr. Chairman, if discriminations, rebates, and unjust prefer- 
entials went to the railroad treasury and through the railroad 
office to the shareholders as dividends, it would not be so bad; 


comes 


but they do not go that way. There are rings within rings in 
the management of a railroad company just as we have lately 
ascertained that there are rings within rings in the manage- 


ment of life insurance companies. Jake Thompson and Tom 
Williams and Billy Clark—tictitious names, Mr. Chairman- 
traffic managers of great systems, meet in a little private room 
somewhere to arrange joint traffic rates. 

They are not so much guided, though they are somewhat 
guided, by the interests of the railroads which they represent 
as they are guided by the interests of the ring within the ring 
where management is concentrated and in tlie 
they have investments. 
talking to one another. 


as 


places in which 
I can imagine them now meeting and 
One says to another about the joint 
traffic to the town of A, “Let us make that a little lower.” 
“Why? It is already lower than the traffic for equal service 
to the townof B.” “ Yes; but Mr. Pierpont Harriman ’—a great 
railroad president, let us say—‘ has investments in the town 
of A. It is upon his line, and in making the joint traffic you 
want to show him this courtesy.” The other fellow says 
“That is all right; but Mr. James Morgan ”—another railroad 
president—* has inyestments in the town of C., and that is o 
his line, and if you will give him preferential rates to C he 
will agree to give you preferential rates to A.” And when you 
get through you have not built up the railroads which tlhiese 
two fictitious persons represent, but you have built up Vier- 
pont Harriman and James Morgan. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCatr], I believe 
it was—it was one of the gentleman at any rate—talked about 
the dangerous power to be lodged in these seven men. Why, 


of course, the power is dangerous. All power is dangerous. 
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The power lodged in twelve men to determine whether I shall 
be hanged or not is dangerous. [Laughter.] 

But power has to be landed somewhere, and in the ultimate 
analysis you have to determine where it is safest to lodge it. 
Is it safe to lodge this power where it will be exercised in the 
open by seven public officials, or is it safer to lodge it where it 
will be exercised in secret, in violation of existing law, as it 
must be exercised, if exercised at all, and therefore necessarily 
in secret. Three, four, nine, twelve, fourteen—I do not know 
just exactly how many traffic managers act as agents of that 
many great railroad systems, commissioned as agents, not of the 
systems themselves so much as of “ the rings within rings ” that 
control the several systems; not for the benefit of the share- 
holders, but for the benefit of those who hold the offices in the 
railroad company. Which is the safer of the two? The gen- 
tleman said’ we would get—I believe it was my friend from 
Massachusetts, and if there is any man in the House that I ad- 
mire it is he; he has the independence of an old Roman senator, 
and he is always showing it, and showing it in this very case, 
so far as that is concerned—I think it was he who referred to 
the “ power to crush” that we were about to invest in the Com- 
mission—that is the language, I believe. 

Which yould you rather give the “power to crush” to— 
a public tribunal exercising its functions in public, subject to 
be visited with public indignation, to be removed, or somebody 
who is doing the crushing act when you do not know when they 
are doing it, where they are doing it, nor when done know who 
did it? The “ power to crush!” Ah, yes. We hear a great deal 
about a railroad building up this place, that, and the other. 
They make a basic point of this place, that place, and the other 
and build it up. Did you ever think of the converse side of that 
proposition—while they were building up that basic point they 
had to tear down something or other? One of these gentlemen 
referred the other day to a little place in lowa—Colfax—and 
Des Moines, and said you could ship to Des Moines and send 
freight back to Colfax, although Colfax was on the way to Des 
Moines, cheaper than to Colfax, and in that way the railroads 
had built up a great jobbing trade at Des Moines. He was 
afraid this jobbing trade might be destroyed—Des Moines hurt. 


But what in Heaven’s name happened to Colfax while all this | 
was going on? Do not look at one side alone of the shield, gen- | 


tlemen. 

One part of the speech of the gentleman from Maine was an 
impassioned appeal for vested rights in the profits of certain 
vested wrongs. The other part of his speech was equally im- 
passioned against all political institutions for the government of 
the country. That is what it amounted to, if it amounted to 
anything. He said that the President might not fill vacan- 
cies as they occur on the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Yes, he might fail to do so. Then he said you might be left 
with four members of the Commission, three of whom would 
make a quorum, and three men would be doing all this; and 
then that these three men who would be doing it would be 
doing wrong, and doing it in the interest of something corrupt 
or in the interest of some political party. Of course all this 
is metaphysically possible. There might be a President who 
was criminal enough and who was fool enough to want to do 
that. Now, there is some consolation in American history, not 
so awfully much when we look back over it all, for we are the 
most vainglorious people that God ever set upon his footstool. 

We brag more about ourselves, brag more about our Govern- 
ment, that “we are so great.” God knows we can not be as 
great as we think we are, and that is so necessarily, because 
it is simply impossible, when God Almighty could hardly be 
that great himself. But there are some consolations in Ameri- 
ean history. One of them is this: The American people have 
never yet elected a man, as my friend Charley Edwards would 
say, who was a “plumb born fool,” President of the United 
States. [Laughter.] It sometimes seems that it would be so 
when you consider the way the nominations are made and the 
elections carried on, but we have never yet done so. And 
then there is another consolation. If we should accidentally 
elect a “plumb born fool” President of the United States, they 
are not likely to elect him again or to succeed him with an- 
other. So that these evils can not last longer than four years, 
even if that sort of a fool is going to be in the White House. 


Why, the argument of the gentleman would apply equally as | 


well against the Supreme Court. 

The President might fail to fill a vacancy upon the Supreme 
Court bench. If he does, there is no way to make him send 
in an appointment to the Supreme bench; but I have never 
found that they have failed to make appointments. Public 
indignation and wrath stand athwart all folly and corruption 
and have a constitutional way of asserting themselves and re- 
moving obstacles. 
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Why, Mr. Chairman, to be serious about the matter, when you 
come to the last analysis of it, the answer to all that sort of 
talk is that no man would dare to act in the manner that js 
indicated; no man would dare to do it in Russia to-day; much 
less in America would a man dare so palpably and defiantly to 
outrage public opinion and keep on outraging it. No Presiden; 
of the United States, certainly, in a country like this, would je 
fool enough to do it. And if he did and kept it up for four 
years, after four years’ suffering they would put another in his 
place. But the real fact is very far from this. I do not believe 
that such a condition will ever exist. We stir ourselves up 
sometimes in talking. We stir ourselves up in debate and 
occasionally temporarily believe a whole lot of things, we are 
so much in-earnest, and the more honest we are the more 
earnest we will be and the more fond in believing foolish things 
for a little while. 

But nobody really believes that any Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission is going to be actuated by the idea of building up one 
part of the country at the expense of another. Nobody is afraid 
that any party dares attempt to make a matter of political ma- 
chinery out of that organization. Why? Because the most sen- 
sitive thing in our national life is what we call the industrial 
element—the business element in it—and while some of them 
are Democrats and some of them Republicans, they will allow 
neither party to interfere with business. [Applause.] Business 
must be carried on, and must be carried on fairly; and they will 
see to it that it is carried on fairly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a great deal has been said about the 
present system being well enough and that rates generally are 
reasonable, and all that. Mr. Chairman, in connection with that 
they tell us that Great Britain, the only country which has the 
system that we are now seeking by this bill to obtain—because 
all other countries either have total or partial governmental 
ownership or laws conferring an unrestricted private owner- 
ship—that Great Britain’s freight rates are ever so much 
higher than ours. I doubt that when you take it by and large 
there is no doubt of the fact that the cheapest freight rates 
in the world, measuring per ton per mile, are the freight rates 
of the United States. What brings the average down consists 
in the long-haul freight rates from New York to San Francisco, 
from Chicago to New Orleans, across the continent, up and 
down, sidewise and transversely. That brings the average 
down. But if you take the freight rates from Shubuia to 
Toomsuba, and that ilk, and compare them with any freight 
rates of equal length in Great Britain on the short haul, you 
will find that ours are greater. In other words, our system is 
starving all the intermediate points to build up the great and 
extravagant extremities. [Applause.] 

In that way is brought about a small average freight per ton 
mile. Then you must remember that in Great Britain the 
freight rates consist not only of the transportation of the 
goods, but of what they call “collection and delivery.” ‘The 
railroad goes to the shipper’s place, gets the goods, hauls them 
to the car and loads them on it, and then when they come to 
the consignee’s place they take the goods out of the cars, haul 
them to his shop, and unload them. Then you must remember 
another thing in this connection, and that is the most important 
of all. 

Where one life is sacrificed to the Moloch of transport:tion 
in Great Britain, some ten are sacrificed in the United Stites. 
In other words, a part of the freight rate in Great Britain cone 
sists of better tracks, better equipment, and consequentiy 
larger capitalization upon which dividends must be earne(, al! 
of which has been due to the anxiety of the people and of tle 
Government there to protect life and limb as well as busiress. 
It would be better for the American people if we took 1 ! ttle 
bit more care to see to it that fewer people are killed and crip- 
pled each year, even if the freight rates were a little bit higher. 
[ Applause. ] 

Another thing: Their roads are better ballasted ; they take no 


| such chances of immense speed on an unsafe road as we tke. 


Of course all this necessitates a higher capitalization, and if 
the dividends be paid it necessitates a higher freight rate than 
otherwise would prevail there. I doubt, though, if local rates 
are given due weight, if the charge there is as high even though 
the service be safer. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, some of the gentlemen—I think || was 
my friend from Maine, Mr. Lirrierrerp—and it has been !y 
misfortune, by the way, to have been so much occupie! with 
other things when this discussion was going on as to have |! ard 
only parts of several speeches, I have heard but two s)cou 
from beginning to end, and I have not had time to read the 
Recorps—but this much I heard from my friend from ae 
He went on to tell how many cases had been carried up — 
courts from the Interstate Commerce Commision, how maby © 
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them had been set aside, and how many of them had been 
«firmed, and he intended to show by this that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission was a very unsafe tribunal, a very in- 
orrect and unreliable tribunal, for the decision of cases of this 
sort. 

But the gentleman from Maine forgot that while a score of 
-ases were carried up, there were hundreds of cases decided by 
the Commission so plainly and palpably right that even the 
railroads never dared to carry them up, and the very fact that 
so few eases have been carried up, acquainted as you and I are 
with the litigant spirit of railroad companies, is a tribute to the 
Commission. 

rhe gentleman wanted a system which would be elastic. 
Now, I am going to leave that point to be explained by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn], who has knowledge of the 
intricacies and details of this bill perhaps not excelled by 
ihe knowledge of any other man. 

This bill does leave plenty of elasticity—free play for com- 
petitive forces. It does leave elasticity, but while you are talk- 
ing about elesticity, there are two sides to that question. There 
may be such a thing as too much elasticity. You do not want 
things in what my friend, the Speaker, would call such an 
‘ India-rubber ” condition, as that the rate may be stretched 
or contracted regardless of right, regardless of justice, or rea- 
sonableness, just to suit the whim of a man who chooses to 
stretch or contract it. 

There is nothing that is such a drawback upon rascality as 
publicity. Men who are expert in these matters will tell you 
that two or three great electric lights on a great street are 
worth fifty policemen, because a man can not go into a dwelling 
without thinking himself that somebody may see him. The 
creat advantage of this sort of legislation is that the rate-fixing 
ver, as far as this bill confers any rate-fixing power at all, is 
ced with men who must exercise it in public, after hearing 
th sides; whose decision must be given publicity and with 
which all the world becomes acquainted almost at once. So that 
if it shall be that any unfair or corrupt motive guide them to a 
decision, that will appear to the people from the very nature and 
character of the decision itself. It can not appear where men 

‘et in secret for the purpose of determining questions of this 

The gentleman said that we are taking away from the 
railroads the power to fix rates. Mr. Chairman, this bill does 
not do that. No bill offered has pretended to do that. Nobody 

s proposed to take away from the great transportation com- 
pinies the power to initiate the rates, and, as a matter of fact, 
out of 10,000 rates there will probably not be 20 that will be 
questioned and challenged and brought before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

lhe balance will remain as they were initiated by the rail- 
roids, and the only rates that will be attacked, the only rates 
that will be challenged, will be those that are thought by some- 

(iy to be unjust, unreasonable, or discriminatory, and the only 

s that will be set aside will be those thought by the Com- 
ission to be unjust, unreasonable, or discriminatory. Aye, 
id there I haye gone a bit too far, because there is a right of 
peal from this board to the courts of the country. Congress 

ld not take that right away if it wanted to. In that par- 
ilar I wish that the bill were a little bit better than it is. 
i do not believe that a court ought to have anything except two 
things to do with the action of Congress or with a law passed 
ly Congress or with the decision of the Interstate Commission 

ving powers delegated by Congress. I do not think it ought 

lave anything to do with the decision of a tribunal of this 

organized by Congress to act in lieu of Congress itself 

i regard to certain particular things, except this: The court 

t to have, and we could not take away from it if we wanted 

‘e two powers: First, to say that the decision arrived at 

tribunal is unconstitutional, because it takes private prop- 

Without due process of law and without adequate com- 

ition—that is, in a word, confiscatory. Mr. Chairman, 

said in the bill that the courts should not have that 

', they would have it anyhow. We could not prevent them 

having it. Then they ought to have this power—to say 

the decision arrived at is beyond the scope of the author- 

<iven to the tribunal by the Congress of the United States. 

(he first case they would say that it was unconstitutional 

se it was beyond any power that Congress itself had, and 

‘ore beyond any power that it could confer. In the second 

they would say that the decision was unlawful because it 

beyond any power that Congress had as an actuality con- 

«l. That is as far as the power ought to go—to condemn 
‘nconstitutional or unlawful. 

‘vw, Mr. Chairman, a few general words about the great 

‘crlying prineiple of the bill. There has never been a court 

‘ | know of which has passed upon a railroad question that 
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has not in some language or other expressed the idea that the 
railroad was a quasi public body, exercising public functions 
as well as private functions. It is partly private in its organiza- 
tion, in its contribution, in its management. To a _ certain 
extent it is public in this, that it occupies the public highway 
and is subjected, like all highways, to the government of the 
state. 

The state—using the term right now in the sense of govern- 
ment and not particular States in the Union—has exactly origi- 
nally the same control over a railroad that it has over a turn- 
pike, over a dirt road—the right to say where it shall run, who 
shall travel it, and on what terms; and there never was from the 
beginning of time in English-speaking countries a day when the 
state did not reserve to itself the right to say what tolls upon 
a highway should be, what tolls upon a canal should be, what 
rates upon a railroad should be. Why, in Great Britain they 
went so far that they always put the railroad tolls in the char- 
ter when they chartered a railroad company until after a while, 
with changed conditions, the charter rates became much 
greater than any rates that were actually charged that they 
organized the great canal and railway commission, which is 
exactly what we are doing here, and gave them power to do more 
than we are giving the Interstate Commerce Commission power 
to do under this bill. They gave them full power to make—to 
initiate—schedules of rates. 

You would think, to hear our opponents talk, that having done 
that anarchy would have come about, Populism would have 
been in control of the Government of Great Britain, that all the 
railroad property in Great Britain would have been confiscated, 
that the whole political sky would have been dissolved into its 
original elements, that everything would have gone back to 
chaos; but I do not find from recent reading of English history 
that anything of that sort occurred. 

Why, to hear some of these gentlemen you would think that 
when Mississippi, for example, organized her railroad commis- 
sion and gave general rate-making powers to it, and general 
regulatory powers to boot, all these things would have hap- 
pened. Now, I want to make a confession, Mr. Chairman. 
When I was younger by some twenty-odd years, when it was 
first proposed in Mississippi to organize a railroad commission 
with these powers, tons of literature were sent out by the rail- 
roads, just as tons of literature have been sent out by them in 
connection with this matter, and being naturally conservative I 
became alarmed. 

I thought if we should do this thing, a lot of demagogues 
constituting a railroad commission might deal drastically with 
these great corporations in order to make themselves popular 
and secure reelection, while discouraging capital from coming 
into that State to build railroads, and I thought I would go to 
Jackson, where the legislature sat, and use my influence with 
my friends to keep them from doing this awfully radical and 
dangerous thing. Luckily for me, it turned out I was too busy 
to go and I did not go. The bill was passed. They brought it 
to the circuit court of the United States and from there to the 


SO 


Supreme Court, and both courts said the State legislatures 
had a perfect right to delegate this power, as drastic and as 
strong as it was; that it was perfectly constitutional. It went 
into operation and the railroad commissioners began to perform 
their duties under it. Mississippi built more railroads in the 
next ten years after the act passed than it ever built in any 
thirty years of its previous history. That is what is going to 
happen now. 

I can assure my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. McCarty] 
I know how honest he is, and I know what a perfect natural- 
born conservative dread he has of having the Government do 
too much. I share it with him, but I can assure him that 
within five years from now he will not know that this legisla 
tion was ever passed, except that he will find out that \ 
ever unfair and unreasonable preferentials or discriminations 
exist that they have been terminated. He will find that the 
railroads will not have many lawsuits, because with this |! 
on the statute books they will themselves correct culpable dis 
criminations between persons or places for the purpose of 
avoiding being brought up before the Interstate Comm erce 
Commission and being made subject to all this expense. H: 
will not find much litigation about it, and the law will be, to 
a very large extent, self-executing—automatic—that jis to 
say, the fact of the existence of the law will make the rail 
roads, without waiting for the initiation of suits before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, do what the law requires to 


be done upon their own initiative. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the Federal Government taking too 
much authority upon itself in the regulation of interstate com 
merece, with regard to this particular question I want to say this 
to Democrats: They seem to forget cne what old 
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Thomas Jefferson said years ago. He believed in preserving in- 
violate the reserved rights of the State as the sheet anchor of 
local self-government and individual liberty, but he added to it, 
“and the delegated powers of the Federal Government in their 
full integrity as the only safeguard of national independence.” 

Now there are two sorts of States rights. The States right 
to insist that its reserved rights shall not be usurped by the 
Federal Government, and generally that is all men think about 
when they think about States rights, but there is a coordinate 
and coequal States right which exists in this; the right of the 
State to insist that the Federal Government shall perform the 
duty delegated to it by the Federal Government for the protec- 
tion of the State and of the people. [Applause.] That is the 
States right for which I stand here. The Federal Government 
has the delegated power to regulate interstate commerce, and it 
follows, as four follows the addition of two and two, that this 
power having been conferred for the protection of the State, for 
the protection of the people of the State, that when evils exist 
that the States can not remedy, because that power having been 
delegated they are powerless, it is the most sacred of all States 
rights that the people of the States shall make the Federal 
Government exercise the duty of which their people have de- 
prived themselves and which they have delegated to their other 
servant, the Government of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, we on this side of the Chamber have dreamed 
for years that some time we might get into power, and when we 
did one of the things we were going to do was to pass a bill 
like this. Now, I think I see this bill take its way out of this 
Chamber northward, and as it goes northward it shall go as a 
catapult, overcoming every possible obstruction in its pathway. 
Oh, it may receive a few stabs over there under the fifth rib in 
the shape of amendments coming from the enemy acting as 
nurses to the bill for the time being, while they pretend they 
are friends of it; a few little railroad jokers may be put in it, 
but when it comes back let us all, Democrats and Republicans, 
make up our minds right here to stay here until the next session 
of Congress comes before we in conference cede one single essen- 
tial principle in this bill or adopt as an amendment upon it one 
single thing that will devitalize it in the slightest degree or de- 
prive the Commission of that power which it ought to have. 
{ Applause. ] 

What are we? The American House of Commons. Who are 
our allies? The man in the White House for one, and he is no 
contemptible ally either, and I am glad he is with us; the people 
of the United States, greater than he or we both put together 
and multiplied by ten. They are with us in this thing. Let 
us find out who governs America—the President and the House 
of Commons and the people all added together, or somebody 
else somewhere else. As for my part, I would be willing to 
stay here and make it a condition sine qua non to the passage 
of ordinary appropriation bills, that this bill should come back 
from whencesoever it may go—virtually as it now is, or at any 
rate not rendered impotent of operation by amendment. That 
is the reason that I spoke in the beginning of the grand, stra- 
tegic, and tactical importance of a united House front over- 
shadowing minor differences about details in this bill. That 
is what William Tecumseh Sherman called “ grand strategy ” in 
opposition to “skirmish strategy.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have spoken longer than I intended to. 
I did not want to speak at all, because everything has been said 
that could be said. I did not know of any good that could be 
done by speaking. Friends would have me do it as party repre- 
sentative. Old Thomas Jefferson was once asked why he took 
so little part in debate. He said that he seldom heard a debate 
in which nearly every question and nearly every point had not 
been covered. He preferred for somebody else to take the labor- 
ing oar, and as for himself he took it only when he found some 
essential point had been neglected or had been brought forward 
so weakly as not to have its due effect. This is one of the great- 
est debates before this House concerning which neither one of 
those two things could possibly be said. I have never known of 
a question being so thoroughly elucidated by both sides as this 
question. I have never known of a committee on both sides of 
it, Republican and Democratic, that had exhaustively followed 
out all the intricacies and complexities of a question as this 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has in this par- 
ticular case. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the House for its attention. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Heprurn] begins, I wish to make a request. He 
generously offered to divide the remaining time with the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wiiii1ams], and I have no doubt 
that if left to himself he would consume much less time than 
that remaining to his credit. But I realize that he is the 
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chairman of the committee and the author of this bill, and will 
be interrupted very often and will desire to answer those ques- 
tions, and it is for the good of the country that he should 
answer them. Therefore, I request unanimous consent that he 
speak until the conclusion of his argument and at his own will, 
{ Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair’s recollection is that the House 
fixed the time for closing the debate at 4.30 p.m. It may be 
open to a question if this committee can extend the time now. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the coim- 
mittee rise informally for the purpose of making that request. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that that 
is entirely unnecessary. The gentleman does not desire to 
consume more time than given under the order. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I think the gentleman will be interrupted a 
good deal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has remaining 
under the rule one hour and forty-five minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is all of the time that I will desire. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I have no doubt that it is all the time the 
gentleman desires, but I do not believe it is all the committee 
desires him to have. 

The CHAIRMAN. If a longer time than that is desired, it 
ean possibly be arranged later. 

Mr. ADAMSON. We can renew it later, if necessary. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy 
even the time that might be allotted to me under the existing 
orders of the House. I would be glad, indeed, if it were pos- 
sible to conclude this matter to-night; and I am hopeful that 
there will be sufficient time after I have concluded my remarks 
to read this bill, pass upon the proposed amendments, and carry 
the bill to its final passage before adjournment. [Applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, I want at the outset to make my acknowleidg- 
ments to my colleagues on the committee and to some otlier 
gentlemen for kindly expressions they have indulged in personal 
to myself. I feel very grateful for all of these expressions, 
and I am not less grateful, among others, to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for the nomination that he gave to me to a high 
office, because of the fact that I know that there are constitutional 
provisions which would make me ineligible to that appointment. 
[Laughter.] My gratitude is none the less profound. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret somewhat that some gentlemen partici- 
pating in this debate should have used the occasion for the pur- 
pose of exploiting political organizations or taking the cred(i 
to themselves and to organizations that they are connected 
with for the present state of legislation upon this great ques- 
tion. This is a matter that ought to rise higher than party, 
at least higher than partisan politics. It ought to engage the 
attention of men because of other motives than that of promot- 
ing this organization or the other. I do not choose to follow 
any of those who have spoken on these lines further than to 
suggest that the law that we have was written by Republican 
hands and pressed through Congress by the arguments and 
efforts of members of the Republican organization. I want to 
remind them that the amendments to that law adopted two 
years later were written by a distinguished Republican, and 
it was Republican zeal that secured them as part of the law of 
the land. I want to remind gentlemen that the act of 1s°0— 
the Sherman Act—was written by a distinguished Republican 
Senator; and, further, I want to remind gentlemen that the 
act of 1908—the Elkins Act—was the work of a distinguished 
Republican member of the Senate; and that if there have been 
shortcomings in the way of declarations in national platforms 
upon the part of the Republican party, there has been no f:ilure 
when work was to be done and things were to be accom)! 'shed. 
[Loud applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I remember twenty years ago, about this time, 
when the first act—the act of 1887—was being discusse( 10 
this House. I remember with what zeal that measure wis 
attacked as destructive to the great interests of the country, 
revolutionary in character, full of socialism. It was a measure 


that was to introduce then, as now, European methods in })\ve 
of American, and was in the direction of an experiment ‘it 
would be fatal to the great commercial institutions of tuc coulr 
try. and it was amidst denunciations of that character, | ie- 
cies of that doleful nature, that the legislation was had ai! t!iat 


the bill became law. What one of those prophecies in the f ill- 
ness of time do we now recognize as facts? Not one. 
Then, Mr. Chairman, the railway mileage of the United “‘tes 


was 137,000 miles, now 220,000; then the gross earnil<- of 
the railways were $931,000,000, now $2,100,000,000; t! 1 the 
cost per ton per mile was 1.17, now 0.74; then the d vidend 


on stocks was only 1.81 per cent, now 3.03 per cent; then the 


gross earnings per mile were $6,861, now $9,301 ; then, in 1887, 
61,000,000,000 of tons of freight were carried 1 mile. In lo 
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171.000,000,000 of tons of freight were carried 1 mile. In 1886, 
15 railroads, with a mileage of 7,887 miles and stocks and 
bonds aggregating $374,000,000, were sold under foreclosure 
proceedings. In 1894, 13 railroads, with a mileage of 534 miles 
and stocks and bonds of $28,000,000, were sold under foreclosure. 
Under this legislation the facts show that this great industry 
has prospered beyond compare. Nowhere else in all the world 
is there such a state of prosperity, notwithstanding the fact of 
this governmental supervision and notwithstanding the dolor- 
ous fears of the gentlemen who indulged in jeremiads twenty 
vears ago—so like the speech of my friend from Massachusetts 
the other day—his speech was full of shadows; no sunlight 
anywhere in all the horizon of his sentences. I have stated 
what I have in order that he may be consoled and that hope 
again may spring in his bosom and that he may believe that 
even New England may prosper under this legislation. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, this is a great question. Any proposition of 
law that involves an interest so great as the railway interests of 
the United States ought to be regarded with solicitude by those 
who are charged with responsibility in that behalf. 

One-twelfth of all the wealth in the United States is in- 
volved in greater or less degree in this bill. The earnings of 
the railways are so colossal that two billions and one hundred 
millions mark the amount of this great interest in one year. 
Our whole wealth production is but ten times more than that. 
Think how colossal this is. But the aggregate of investments, 
the aggregate of annual earnings, does not mark fairly the im- 
portance of this subject to the American people. Think how de- 
pendent we are for our prosperity, for the comforts of life even, 
upon the common carriers of the land. Think of the infinitude 
of the transactions between the carriers and those they serve— 
nillions and millions of transactions. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCatxi] announced the astonishing doctrine that with all 
these varied and varying interests, with all of these interests, 
the people can not separate themselves from—they can not sep- 
rate their connection with the railways—yet in all of these 
multiplied transactions there shall be no practical arbiter, no 
one to settle disputes except one of the parties in interest. 

Mr. McCALL. If the gentleman will permit me, and the 
courts, 

Mr. 
eourts! 


a 


HEPBURN. I am going to speak of that. 
Ah, yes, the courts. 


And the 
But we have had the courts drr- 


York, disposed to decry the power, or honor, or necessity for 
preserving respect for the courts. [Applause.] I recognize 
they are a necessary agency in the preservation of everything 
that is dear to the American citizen, and I reprobate, at least, 
the good taste of any gentleman who undertakes to disparage 
them in the minds of the people. [Applause.] 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, that whenever that evil day comes, 


should it ever come, when the people of the United States feel 
that in the courts they can not hope for justice, that in the 


courts they can not find an agency that will protect them in 
their rights and punish their offenders—whenever that day 
comes, and that other spirit “of righting oneself ”’—when that 
il spirit takes possession of the public mind, there is an end to 
our institutions and to our boasted liberty. [Applause.] 

he gentleman from Massachusetts says the remedies by 
courts are ample. Experience teaches that they are not. Not 
because of the fault of the courts, but because of the peculiar 
( cter of the transactions involved and because of the dis- 
J y in individual power of the contestants in the courts. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I am sure the gentleman 

nits to be fair. I would like to know how the statement of 
the gentleman differs in the slightest degree from the statement 
that [ made. I have not criticised the courts any more than 
s the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Heppurn}. 
N HEPBURN. The remarks of the gentleman from New 


ult of inflaming one man’s mind against the courts, because 
{ man was taught that, being poor, he lacked the power and 
ess that another man with wealth behind him and station 

( him could have, and it was that spirit that I found in 

a language that seemed to me ought not to pass 
ixked, 

COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
in how his statement now differs from mine. It is undis- 
| that the one person whose imprisonment I took occasion 
ention—and I do not at all criticise the justice of that 

t—was committed to jail for violation of an injunction, 
others, although pronounced guilty of a crime by the deci- 
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seemed to me, if not intended for the purpose, had the re- | 


not have that efficient justice, that quick disposal of his | 


sion of that same court, had not been actually inearcerated or 
even prosecuted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I misunderstood the character and pur- 
pose of the gentleman’s remarks, I am sorry. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Well, I want to congratulate the committee 
on this contribution to the discussion, as I understand the gen 
tleman now corroborates me by stating that, so far as the courts 
are concerned, they are inadequate, and therefore a more effi- 
cient agency to effect a remedy must be established. 

Mr. HEPBURN. With that portion of the gentleman’s re- 
marks I am in entire accord. I was about saying that the 
courts had proved inadequate because of these reasons: The 
subject of the controversy in all of the cases that I can conceive 
is an involved one to the plaintiff; the knowledge and infor- 
mation that would enable the plaintiff to maintain his action 
for an overcharge are not in his possession. He could not 
that expert testimony as to all the elements that would enter 
into the composition of a just and reasonable charge or an ovyer- 
charge, while a knowledge of all these facts are in the hands 
of his adversary, and therefore he could not recover. 

That is one of the difficulties, not with the courts, but because 
of the peculiarities of the subject of controversy. The ts 
have not been adequate and therefore some other means had to 
be substituted. With what abhorence would we look upon a 
proposition, if gentlemen should make it, with reference to con- 
troversies other than of this class that were certain to rise and 
be numerous in the community, providing that one of the par 
ties alone should determine the rightfulness of the controversy ; 
and yet that is what is involved in all of these multitudes of pos- 
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cou 


sible disputes between carrier and shipper. It is the carrier 
that fixes the rate. He imposes upon the other party the 
necessity of accepting his rate. There is no escape from it. 


He may pay the charge and then the common law, says the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LirtLerrerp], gives him a remedy 
and allows him to recover for the overcharge. Ah, how barren 
is that remedy, and while it is a known fact that 
where such suits might be instituted are counted by millions, 
none is ever brought because of the expense, because of the 
delay, because of the inability to secure the proof whereby a 


the casi 


rs 


judgment is within the limits of possibility. Therefore it is 
futile to talk about the courts as they are constituted furnishing 
that remedy that ought to be somewhere existent. Now, what 


do we do by this bill? The gentlemen who oppose it have dis- 
cussed it as though it conferred upon the railway commission 
the power to establish schedules and rates. They have, I think, 
sometimes purposely set up this bogy for the purpose of com- 
bating it. No one has proposed that. The jurisdiction of the 
Commission is limited, as is its power limited, by this law. 
They can not at pleasure establish a rate. Before their juris- 
diction attaches it must be ascertained that a wrong has been 
done, an overcharge has been made, a wrong in an extravagant, 
| unreasonable rate, because the law to-day and the common law 
provide that the carriers’ charge shall be just and reasonable. 
E is the limit to which he is permitted to go in fixing 
| 

| 

| 

| 





his 
tariff of schedules. 

Now, under the operation of this bill, if it should become 
law, it is necessary for some one to allege a violation 
statute—that a crime, in other words, has been done—becaus 


* 
ot 





the overcharge is a crime, as well as being prohibited, and 
remedies furnished civilly by the courts. He has committed a 
crime. What then? Investigation follows, and if it is ascer- 
tained that the carrier is in violation of the law, then the juris- 
diction of the Commission attaches, and it is permitted to do 
what? Fix a rate? Oh, no; oh, no. It is permitted to estab- 
lish a just, reasonable, and fairly remunerative rate that shall 
be the maximum rate that the carrier shall charge. That is all. 
Can you think of any legislative effort in the direction of con- 
trol more conservative than this? First, the carrier must be in 


the wrong—the carrier must be a criminal. His criminality 
must be ascertained. When it is ascertained by a dispa 
Commission then a rate within limitations, fair and certain 
and well defined, may be established as the m: 
earrier may charge, leaving the feature of 
maining in the rate, and permitting the carrier to cha 
| lower sum that the exigencies of business or the tivities of 
competition may make it prudent and wise for him to adopt 
One gentleman complains of this bill because the 7 


ssionate 


flexibility still re- 


reasonable” or “reasonable” have no accurate ji 
mination. There are words, I think, that « 
defined, and yet we use them every day, 
them. Would it be possible for the four « 
define the word “fraud?” Is it probable that any two of the 
would agree as to the legal definition of the word 
And yet the courts have been industriously at work 
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for centuries, trying to find out what constitutes fraud. - There 
is no definition that would be satisfactory to any lawyer that 
ever read a law book. There are proximations, and yet you 
will find after the study of the most carefully prepared defini- 
tions that in your own experience you have had cases that do 
not come within that definition. 

I could not define the word “ reasonable ” 
factory to myself. I doubt whether any gentleman could do 
that, but he could in a series of cases, exercising his best dis- 
cretion, looking at all the facts that may be brought to bear 
upon a given case, arrive at a conclusion that will be in har- 
mony with the demands of justice and will be right in all of its 
bearings upon all of the parties. It is a very difficult thing, a 
very difficult thing, to use words of our English language that 
are not susceptible of varying interpretations. My friend on 
my right, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENoR], was exer- 
cised the other day because there was not sufficient definiteness 
in the language used. I do not know that I see before me one 
individual whom I believe can write an English sentence of 
twenty words that I can not give more than one meaning to. 
It is an exceedingly difficult thing to use the English language 
in such way that ingenious carping can not find fault with it. 
My friend here undoubtedly has heard the story of the little girl 
who at her prayers in the morning said, “ Good-by, God; we are 
going to move to Missouri?” [Laughter.] Her wicked brother, 
who happened to overhear her, and who was jubilant at the idea 
of the journey, used the very same -sentence, but he said, 
“Good! By God, we are going to move to Missouri!” [Re- 
newed laughter and applause. ] 

In view of this great difficulty of using the English language 
so as to convey a given idea with absolute certainty I thought 
that some of the comments of my distinguished friend a day or 
two ago reached the dignity only of carping criticism. [Ap- 
plause.] The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sutzer] last 
night indulged in a character of comment I thought not differ- 
ing greatly from that of the gentleman from Ohio. [Laughter 
and applause.] But there was something at least interesting 
in the remarks -‘made by the gentleman from New York. 
{Laughter.] They tended to give to the membership of this 
Hiouse a more exalted idea of the aggregate of manliness which 
was on our roll. Patriotism of a rare character was illustrated 
by what he said. It is seldom that you find a man so patriotic 
and so self-abnegating that he will refuse the princely income of 
$25,000 a year and content himself with the beggarly stipend of 
20 per cent of that in order that he may do good to all man- 


in a way satis- 


kind. [Laughter and applause. ] 
Do good! Not here; ah, no pent-up Utica like this meets the 
exalted aspirations of the gentleman from New York. He 


stands on a pedestal of his greatness, either above or below the 
Statue of Liberty, I do not know which [laughter], proclaim- 
ing to all the world, “ Come ye that are heavy laden, and I will 
give you rest.” [Laughter’and applause.] And yet, Mr. Chair- 
man, when the gentleman attempts to be practical I am not sure 
that he reaches the high-sounding phrases of his declaration of 
greatness. He told us this bill was lacking in great essentials— 
that it did not include in its provisions a class of instrumentali- 
ties of commerce that it was wicked and criminal to omit. He 
told us that this bill did not provide dire and certain punish- 
ments behind the bars of the penitentiary where the criminal 
those whom gentlemen here will agree are violating 
the provisions of this law or engaged in conduct now that if 
continued after the proposed law would become criminal— 
where those people should be incarcerated, and that it was 
because of these two defects that the law was fundamentally 
and radically deficient. He told us with much elation that he 
had prepared a bill—No. 8414. Those figures impressed them- 
upon my memory, and I never will forget them [ap- 
plause] as the file number of a bill embodying all wisdom upon 
this subject and a proposition that would give to the country 
what the country wants and give to all of the rich clients of 
my friends that which they do not want. I sent for the bill, 
and, lo! here it is. He told us that a dozen lines alone would 
furnish the legislation that was to bring about the cure for all 
of our difficulties, and here is the bill—8414. [Laughter and 
applause.] Make a mental picture of it, gentlemen. Write it 
upon the tablets of your memory, so that no time, no circum- 
stance, no conditions of horror or joy shall ever permit you to 
lose that mental impression. 8414! [Laughter and applause.] 
And yet, gentlemen, the class of instrumentalities that is 
omitted from the committee’s bill is omitted from this one. 
{Laughter.] The gentleman had never thought of it, probably, 
until he got upon his feet. [Laughter.] 
that I may be kind to him. [Laughter.] 

But here is the provision, gentlemen. Here is the provision 
of bill No. 8414 on the subject of punishments. The gentleman 


classes- 


} 
selves 


I say that in em 


wanted Rockefeller and all those gentlemen he named behind 
the bars, so that he could enjoy the sight of them as prison 
convicts. 

That any person, association, or corporation violating any of the 
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor— 

[ Laughter. ] 

The penitentiary is “ suspended.” [Laughter and applause. | 

And on conviction thereof shall be Ree in the manner provided 
by the act approved February 19, 1903, entitled “An act to further 
regulate interstate commerce.” 

You may recollect, gentlemen, that the act of 1903 repealed 
the prison penalty of the interstate-commerce act. [Laughter 
and applause.] I am not quite certain in my mind—— 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield for a question only. 

Mr. SULZER. My question is this: If I made an error in re- 
gard to the extent of the punishment, why did not the gentle- 
man from Iowa, as chairman of the committee, in the interest 
of the people, amend my bill and make the punishment fit the 
crime? 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no trouble about answering that 
question at all, sir. We had an act passed in 1887 that pro- 
vided vigorous, severe prison penalties for the violation of 
many provisions of the interstate-commerce act. 

Up to 1903, sixteen years, no conviction had been had under 
that act. It was said here upon this floor and elsewhere that 
the reason was obvious—that the men who knew the facts by 
which convictions before juries could be made possible were 
all of them railroad men. ‘They were the men familiar with 
conditions, familiar with facts, the only ones whose testimony 
would be adequate to secure convictions, and that there was 
that esprit du corps among them that they would not testify 
where it meant going to prison on the part of their fellows 
and that if the punishment were by fine largely increased c.1- 
victions could be had. 'This Congress—and I think the gent!e- 
man from New York [Mr. Suizer] voted for it—— 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman is in error. I voted against 
it, knowing what the consequences would be. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All right. I am willing to admit that he 
thinks he did. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. The Recorp will show that I voted against it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I may be wrong, but I will look it u 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman better look it up, and had 
better look up some other things, too. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this bill does not do the 
things that many gentleman said it would do, and yet I believe 
that it will do all that is recommended to be done in the on- 
nuai messages of the President. The committee tried to do 
no more than that. A year ago we did. At that time the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign. Commerce presented to 
this House a bill that met the approval of the membership 
largely, except the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. \c- 
CALL], and he seemed to think that he might derive some co1s0o- 
lation from the broad statement that not more than two \Muon- 
bers of this House that voted for that bill would now repeat 
that vote. I think he was in error. I for one would voice for 
that bill if that were the pending bill. While I do not believe 
that its provisions are as safe as this one, yet I think that that 
was so much better than having no legislation at all that I 
would cheerfully give it my vote, and I believe that every imen- 
ber of the committee of which I am a member would so act. 
[Applause.] It was not perfect—no more than this bil! ! 
have no doubt that future legislation will improve upon the 
measure that we now propose, but it is the best that we can 
give you. We have harmonized all the differences that stood 
in the way of an unanimous report. , 

I do not think the bill is exactly in accord with the views o! 
any one member of the committee, not more than two :' «il 
events, but each one has been willing to yield something. Sc 


}- 


thing always has to be done in this way. I understand th: !y 
friend on the right [Mr. Grosvenor] was made unhappy his 
remarks the other day by the thought of a preternatura! 1)2- 
nimity on the part of the committee. We were trying t) <et 


legislation. We were trying to secure a result that we beli ved 
would do good, and therefore it was that the minority ©' the 


committee waived much of their preference and the m:)' : y 
waived much that they would have preferred would be tne 


| bill or omitted from the bill, and we secured that which we »ave 


Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr 
BURN] yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDEERW\” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 


jler- 
p}? 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


. would like to have it, whether he claims that the bill as | 


CONGRE 


Will the gentleman 

tion for information? 

HEPBURN. Yes, 

UNDERWOOD. 
the committee, 


allow me to ask him 


sir. 
I desire to ask the gentleman, as chair- 
for my information, and I am sure the 


norted will enable the Interstate Commerce Commission 


rulate express companies? 
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L at 


yor 


10 CHAIRMAN. 


-- SHERLEY. 


HEPBURN. I do not. 

UNDERWOOD. ‘They are not included in the terms of 

1, then? 

HEPBURN. I would say not. 

UNDERWOOD. 
n: Do the terms of the bill include the regulation 

IRN. I would say not. 

RWOOD. Then, may I ask the gentleman to state 

fou ise : wie the cémmittee, in its wisdom, saw fit to leave 

‘ulation of those(tw o companies out of the bill? 
HEPBURN. I will state that the committee, as I 
little while ago, confined its recommendations solely to 
‘commendations made by the President of the United 
That is the reason. We wanted to put no more into 

11 than would meet the demands of the public that had 


‘rystallized wpon two or three propositions by the challenge 
' President’s message to the attention of the whole Amer- 
veople. 


SHERLEY rose. 

Does the 
ntleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]? 
HEPBURN. I do. 


1 whether, in his opinion, this bill provides for the review 
action of the Commission by the courts in any other sense 


they can always review the constitntionality of any act? 


( . 


I ul 


under this bill. 
urt 


SHERLEY. 


ier it had the power to act at all. 
ut upon the question of whether an unjust or an unreason- 


HEPBURN. I have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that what- 
ights now exist to review the action of the Commission 


procedure or court plans; no curtailment of the power 
court, no effort in that direction, and whatever power the 
to-day have they will have and they must have under 


1 


am sure that he realizes that I am asking it for no other 
than that of obtaining information. You are con- 


: & hew power, a power after a rate is set aside to fix a | 


maximum rate, that shall be observed by the railroads. 
d like to know whether, in your judgment, the court, in 

; that order, can pass upon the reasonableness of that 
r can only pass upon the question of whether it is so low 


» confiscate the property. 


HEPBURN. I have no hesitation in saying that, in my 
nt, the court will have the power to determine, first, 
* the Commission had jurisdiction of the subject-matter ; 
That would be de- 


rate was condemned, and whenever it passed upon that 
would then seek to know whether the Commission had 


| within the scope of its authority. 


‘ 


. HEPBURN. 








} 


It is authorized to fix 
, & reasonable, and fairly compensatory rate. That is to 


mate subject of inquiry— 
nfined itself within the limitations that the law 
h around it, 

SHERLEY. Has the gentleman considered the matter 
nection with the view frequently expressed by the courts, 
ornare act can not be reviewed except in regard to its 
utionality ? 


had 


Another question is possibly presented here, 
whether or not the Commission has jurisdiction to act; 
en, second, whether or not it has exceeded the authority 
as conferred, 
SHERLEY. 


HEPBURN. 
Ste ited my views in regard to it. 
lerstand me as being disrespectful, 
eed. 
t is the view I take of this matter. 
take from the courts their power to inquire whether 
a citizen was being bereft of one of his constitutional 
‘itives or rights. You must remember, gentlemen, that 
irts are a coordinate branch of this Government; 
urts in their sphere are the equals of the legislative 
4 or the executive branch. You must remember, further, 


The gentleman will 
but simply wanting 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- | 


Now, I will ask the gentleman another | 
of | 


| remunerative ” 
gentleman from Iowa yield to 


There have been no changes whatever in | 


If the gentleman will permit another ques- | 


Mr. ee I do not know just what view the courts 
| may take as to the elements that would be considered when they 
were apanmenion or ascertaining what was a reasonable rate. 
They may wonderfully vary; they are infinite in number. It is 
a difficult proposition, I take it, but I do not understand that it 
would be wise for us to refuse to impose the duty when i t 
some time be determined by somebody bec » of the difficulties 
involved. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. In view of the opinion 
as expressed by the gentleman from Iowa, would he be willing, 
in order to set the matter completely at rest, to accept an 


maximum, and the court would inquire—and it would be | 
as to whether the Commission | 


The gentleman, of course, recognizes the dis- | 


I do not care to argue this matter further. 


I do not believe that | $ 


that | 


that our action n 
authority. ‘There 
upon that, and we, 
Executive finds that 
pass upon the consiii I 
who passe s upon the claration as t 
Court? They have t * final wor 
court assenting to a proj 
tion upon its jurisdiction? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the ge 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
gentleman which I hope he will an 
what I am trying to learn 
the terms of this bill upon which th 
that is whether “ unreasonably low 
your opinion, synonymous terms? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I were a judge, I 
were synonymous terms. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
eourt, under this bill, if it b 
to enjoin a rate fixed by the Commission ‘if 
low, but yet does not amount to confiscati 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there is no 
think if there was any doubt about it at 
would remove the doubt. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then, 
gentleman’s attention to one more questio: - 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then in any 
the Commission fixed a rate as a reasonable rate 
would have the right to ask the court to enjoin 1 
that court would have the right to enjoin it 


ay not be final. We may 


is a power, the Supreme Court, th 

in that respect, are not ipreme. 
the Supreme Court i 
itionality of 


OSitlOn That curt 


ntlemal 


as a 


come 
yn? 


all 


reduced the profit of the railroad in that particular bek 


fair reurn upon the capital invested. 


amendment to this bill which would give the carrier a ri 


ask to have a rate enjoined on the ground that it was 
ably low? 


Mr. HEPBURN. I should object to any amendment. 
Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman allow a question’ 


Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Would it be possible to depriy 
of power to enjoin the operation of an order which 
earrier to transact business at a rate that would not 
fairly remunerative return? 
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‘doubt about tl 


Mr. HEPBURN. I do not think we could tak ( 

| away from the courts. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I agree with the gentleman, and 
there is no necessity for embodying a provision to that 
the bill. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I was a little surp1 I 
the selfish candor exhibited by the gentleman fri Mai [} 
LITTLEFIELD] in his opposition to this bill. We to 
candid when the expressions of candor are complimentary to 1 
We are not apt to be quite so candid when there st 
embraced in the expression. The gentleman from M: 
ful, apparently, that the extraordina irily unjust l 
on cotton that the people of his commu: 
| may not be continued to them in case the ( 

vested with the power to adjust rates. 

Mr. Chairman, I scarcely thought that there y 

| tion that would justly alarm the gentleman until I 
| the matter slightly, and I found that in the Southern 

in their cotton mills twenty-five years ago, tl 

but $21,000,000. Now there is invested in thx 

$225,000,000. .In 1880 the spindles in the ! 

| 667,000. Last year there were 9,205,000 cotton u 
| in the South. Twenty-five years ago they used 225, I 
| of cotton. Last year they used 2,163,000 bales. 
| Now, if this grand progress had been made under the d 


advantages that the gentleman from Maine says the 
cotton spinner now suffers, what will be the strides 
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ress, what will be the wonderful growth in manufactures, what 
will be the beneficent results that will come to that people 
when fairness is secured, and when their rivals are not built 
up at their expense by unjust and wicked discrimination? [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, with reference to the differences of opinion 
that have prevailed in regard to some features of the bill, I 
do not now care to say anything, but we were agreed in regard to 
two fundamental propositions: One was the investment of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission with the measure of power, 
the full measure of power, that the President in his message 
said he theught they ought to have. That we have done. 
Then to include by changes enlargement of the definition of the 
word “ railroad” and “ transportation,” to bring in all of those 
auxiliaries, or aids, or instrumentalities through which so many 
frauds and wrongs in the nature of rebates and discrimina- 
tions have occurred. We believe that we have done that, 
These we regard as the two essential things. The other 
changes or provisions that there are in this bill are simply 
changes of existing law, so _as to make more easy, more cer- 
tain, the administration of the power that the Commission now 
has. We have disposed, we think, successfully of wrongs that 
are accomplished through what is known as the “ midnight 
tariff,” those sudden changes prearranged for, whereby one 
man would have large discriminations in his favor, and after 
he had benefited thereby, the rate going back to the old sched- 
ule, and things move on placidly, notwithstanding that it is a 
legally recognized cut in the rate, 

We have disposed of that by insisting that changes should 
not be made without thirty days’ notice, and yet, recognizing 
the fact that there might be an emergency when a notice less 
than that should be sufficient, we have provided in the bill that 
the Commission might, in a proper case, alter that rule and so 
arrange that the schedules may be filed and become operative 
with less than that notice. 

We have modified somewhat that section of the statute that 
sought to give a wronged shipper the power to be righted 
through the Commission and through the courts. 

Heretofore practically that part of the law has been inopera- 
tive. We have now, we think, somewhat smoothed the machin- 
ery, so that when damages have been awarded by the Commis- 
sion the complainant may, by simpler processes in the courts, 
recover judgment. 

Mr. HOGG. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an in- 
terruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. ° Certainly. 

Mr. HOGG. Is it the understanding of the committee that 
this Commission is a judicial tribunal? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I know the gentleman from Colorado 
to be a profound lawyer—constitutional, statutory, common law, 
and otherwise—and I shall remand that inquiry to him. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOGG. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to answer 
questions of that kind. We have changed somewhat the require- 
ments with regard to the filing of schedules, so that greater cer- 
tainty may be had. We have relieved the Commission from the 
necessity of making a full statement of its findings of fact in 
certain classes of cases, which has been a burdensome labor, of 
which complaint is made, and so far as we could learn no ade- 
quate result followed it. Therefore we have proposed to modify 
that. We have given to the Commission the power to investi- 
gate more fully, more completely, the financial affairs of the 
different railways, compelling fuller, more complete, more fre- 
quent reports to be made to them. We have given them the 
authority, if they see fit to exercise it, of prescribing a system 
of bookkeeping, uniform in its character, to apply to all carriers, 
prescribing the kinds of accounts that shall be kept and pro- 
hibiting the keeping of others, making it impossible, it is 
thought, for a carrier to use any portion of its revenues for pur- 





poses of rebates or improper compensation to shippers that will | 
We propose that the | 


escape the vigilant eve of the Commission. 
Commission should consist of seven members and the compensa- 
tion should be $10,000 a year and the term of office seven years. 
These are the changes that have been made in existing law. 

Mr. Chairman, I am very grateful for the attention that the 
House has given me. I regard this question as one of great 
importance. I think it is the most important single question 
that we now have to deal with. I do not believe that we will 
be able by this legislation or any other to prevent rebates in 
some instanees being given, to prevent preferences being shown 
to some locality, to some person, or to some character of traffic. 
but it will aid toward minifying a number of wrongs; it will 
give greater contentment to all the people in the belief that 
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they are not being made the puppet and the football of carrie: 
I would be glad if certain other enactments might have been 4 
part of this bill, but I contented myself in omitting them wit), 
the hope that we could unite upon this measure in the commit: 
with unanimity and secure its passage through this House wi: 
out amendment, believing that in other places there might be a 
moral effect from that action that-would aid in the completion 
of the legislation. My friend on my right, the gentleman fro) 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], has one proposition that I do not hesi- 
tate to say that as an original proposition I would be glad to 
favor, but as an addendum to this bill—as one of those proposi- 
tions that I know will secure dissent somewhere and create 
opposition against the bill—lI shall resist as best I can its being 
projected into this measure. I thank the members of the com- 
mittee. [Prelonged applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. No other gentleman having sought the 
floor, the Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of th: 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That sect’on 1 of 
an act entitled “‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1. That the provisions of this act.shall apply to any common 
earrier or carriers engaged in the eonquene of passengers or 
property wholly by railroad (or partly. by railroad and partly by 
water when both are used under a common control, management, or 
arrangement for a continuous carriage cr shipment) from one State 
or Territory of the United States, or the District of Columbia, to any 
other State or Territory of the United States, or the District of (o- 
lumbia, or from one place in a Territory to another place in the same 
Territory, or from any place in the United States to an adjacent for 
eign country, or from any place in the United States through a for- 
eign country to any other. place in the United States, and also to the 
transportation in like manner of property shipped from any place in 
the United States to a foreign country and carried from such place 
to a port of transshipment, or shipped from a foreign country to any 
place in the United States and carried to such place from a port of 
entry either in the United States or an adjacent foreign country: 
Provided, however, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to 
the transportation of passengers or property, or to the receiving, de- 
livering, storage, or handling of property wholly within one State and 
not shipped to or from a foreign country from or to any State or Terri- 
tory as aforesaid. 

“The term ‘ railroad,’ as used in this act, shall include all bridges 
and ferries used or operated in connection with any railroad, and also 
all the road in use by any corporation operating a railroad, whether 
owned or operated under a contract, agreement, or lease, and shall 
also include all switches, spurs, tracks, and terminal facilities of every 
kind used or necessary in the transportation of the persons or property 








designated herein, and also all freight depots, yards, and grounds d 
or necessary in the transportation or delivery of any of said property; 
and the term ‘transportation’ shall include cars and other vehicles 
and all instrumentalities and facilities of shipment.or carriage, irre- 
spective of ownersip or of any contract, express or implied, for the use 


thereof and all services in connection with the receipt, delivery, ele- 
vation and transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration or icing, stor- 
age, and handling of property transported ; and it shall be the duty 
of every carrier subject to the provisions of this act to provide and 
furnish such transportation upon reasonable request therefor, and to 
establish- through routes and just and reasonable rates applicable 
thereto. 

“All charges made for any services rendered or to be rendered ir 
transportation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in conne 
therewith, shall be just and reasonable; and every unjust and 
sonable charge for such service or any part thereof is probibited and 
declared to be unlawful.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, at the time I spoke upon 
the subject of this bill I sent to the Clerk’s desk and had read 
in my time an amendment to the bill which I proposed to offer 
in the form of an independent section. It will be remembered 
that the subject-matter of that amendment related to the owner- 
ship by officers of railroad corporations of property and pro- 
ductive industries along the line of road. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to understand 
whether that amendment is now being debated. “a 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; it is not, but if the gentleman will 
wait a moment he will be satisfied with the course thin’ I am 
taking. As I say, it related to the subject of officers and (rec 
ors of railroad corporations being the owners of property 
productive industries along the line of road, and thereby |ecom- 
ing interested in the subject of the transportation ther f. | 
have concluded, after a careful study of the subjcet, not t) ofer 
that amendment at this time for this reason. I do no! re to 
impede the progress of this bill, nor do I care to delay the 
progress of the bill. I am of opin‘on that the su! t-mat- 
ter of my amendment ought to be considered more [' = 
I have had an opportunity to do so far, and that I sh l : 1 
to it the other side of the Pennsylvania constitution, (2! 











therefore have concluded to introduce as an original proj sito! 
into the House at some early day a comprehensive bi!! nn t! e 
subject, have it referred to the appropriate committer. id let 
the House take such action as it may deem wise. at 


I think the matter to which I now refer is of the 
possible interest to the producing industries of the € ~ : 
believe that there can be a remedy applied in this «rect? 
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which will do more to prevent rebates and discriminations than 
\| that this bill contains. 
| make this statement because I had said I would offer this 
mendment, and if any other gentleman wishes to do so, of 
yurse, I ean not bar his right, but my reason for not offering 
is that I am not sutisfied that it ought to be offered in con- 
»nection with the legislation now pending. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to send the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Clerk’s desk, which I offer to the 
pending section, and have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
{mend by Inserting, on page 3, at the end of line 13, the following: 
rhat all the provisions of the act to regulate commerce, approved 
ruary 4, 1887, and the acts amendatory thereof and supplementary 
eto, and the provisions of this act shall extend to and embrace all 
ress companies engaged in the transportation of property from one 
State or Territory of the United States or the District of Columbia to 
ther State or Territory of the United States or the District of Co- 
jumbia, or from any place in the United States to an adjacent foreign 
country, or from any place in the United States through a foreign 
ntry to any other place in the United States, and also to the trans- 
! tion- in like manner of property shipped from any place in the 
United States to a foreign country and carried from such place to a 
port of transshipment, or shipped from a foreign country to any place in 
the United States and carried to such place from a port of entry either 
n the United States or an adjacent foreign country. And it shall be 
nlawful for such express companies to act as agents in the sale of 

perty transported by them.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have agreed heartily 
with the wishes of the committee, who have presented to this 
Ilouse a most excellent bill, that the bill should pass the House 
without amendment, if possible, but I believe the proposition of 
leaving out of the terms of this bill the regulation of express 
companies is vital to the very proposition that the President of 
the United States has asked the Congress to legislate upon, and 
that, therefore, we can not afford to let this bill pass the House 
vithout remedying it to that extent. Now, what is the one 
great proposition from which the country is crying to Congress 
for relief? It is against rebates; it is against preferences. We 
passed the Elkins bill and yet the great shippers of the country, 
the great monopolies of the country, continued to receive rebates 
ind preferences, called by another name. How did they accom- 
plish it? They accomplished it by the use of private cars, by 
the use of terminal tracks, and by other alternatives they got 
round and eseaped the law. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we do 
not carry this legislation to the control of the express business 
of the country we will leave undoubtedly another opening, 
iother gap by which the great monopolistic shippers of this 
country may avoid the rebate laws and may obtain their prefer- 
ences and get around the legislation that we are attempting to 
To-day you can ship as express business certain commodi- 
in the country, but where is the definition of express busi- 
Who decides exactly what express business is? It is 
st freight as far as we can decide it so far. If that is the 
case, Who can tell us but that to-morrow all the refrigerator 
s will go into an express company, all the meat that is 
shipped across the country, all the fruits and all the végetables 
(| marketable stuffs that go from the south to New York, from 
Gulf to Chicago, or from the western plains to the east- 
f inarket, will not become express business, and instead of 
ig an express car attached to a train we will have an ex- 
‘ train moving across the continent controlled and owned by 
ferent corporation from the railroads and controlled and 
| for the purpose of giving rebates and special rates and 
eges to certain commodities and certain classes of ship- 
pers? Now, I agree with the gentleman from Iowa and I do not 
the terms of this bill go far enough to control the express 
ess of the country; but I say that if you do not by your 
tion control that express business you leave the gap down 
a hole open for those who seek to avoid the law as they 
hive avoided the Elkins law to go through and the very object 
' bill will be defeated, and for that reason I think it most 
int that this House shall at this time amend the bill by 
ling that the express companies and express business of 
untry shall come within the terms of the bill. 
MNEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not care about discuss- 
e proposition at all. I have already stated the reason 
ie committee omitted this subject, and I therefore ask for 


pas 
ties 
ness? 


{ 


TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to be 

I ‘ized for a moment on this proposition. I do not agree 
the statement of our distinguished chairman [Mr. Hep- 
that this bill does not cover the very question which the 

oan from Alabama [Mr. UNperwoop] seeks to incorporate 

now. I have never understood it any other way. And the 
‘suggestions which the gentlemian offers, it seems to me, 

it absolutely necessary that it should be considered as one 
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of the facilities or instrumentalities of commerce. I can not 
read this section in any other way. Certainly the express com 
pany is engaged in interstate commerce over the highways, and 
it affords an instrumentality of commerce. 

I oppose the amendment for the reason that I believe it al 
ready contains this. I also believe it covers Pullman cars, and 
I have also understood it from the beginning. I can not 
sibly in my own mind separate these various facilities or in- 
strumentalities from those things which are necessarily in- 
cluded in the terms of the bill. I do not know how the langnage 
can be construed any wider or to cover more. It is true we 
have attempted in here to be specific in certain instances, and 
we have done that because our attention has been called specific 
ally to those matters. I will say to the gentleman that in all 
of our hearings we have never had one word of testimony, no 
complainant has been before us, finding fault with the express 
companies or Pullman-car companies. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Why not make it so plain that 
there can not be any mistake about it, if the gentleman thinks 
that express companies should be included in the provisions of 
the interstate-commerce laws? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Because I believe it is in there now, and 
I believe, with the gentlemen who have spoken before, that we 
do not want to amend this bill. I believe it covers the case. 

Mr. HAMILTON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
TOWNSEND] yield to his colleague [Mr. HAMILTon]? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Certainly- 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman specify the language 
in the bill which he thinks covers express companies and Pull- 
man cars? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. The language has been read. 
brief. It states that— 


The term “ transportation” shall include cars and other vehicles 
all instrumentalities and facilities of shipment or carriage 


“Carriage” applies as much to passengers, I will say, 
does to freight— 
irrespective of ownership or of any contract, express or implied, for 
the use thereof, and all services in connection with the receipt, delivery, 
elevation, and transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration or icing, 
storage, and handling of property transported. 

I. do not know how language could be broader than that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I think that the 
question raised by the remark of the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. UNpDERWwoop] is a very important one. This question 
whether the pending bill does or does not cover express com 


pos- 


It is very 


and 


as it 


is 


panies. A speech was made during the debate by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Escu] in which he said that the bill 
covers express companies. I was not present when, as I am 
told, the distinguished chairman of the committee [Mr. Hep 


BURN] asserted that the bill does not cover express companies. 
I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, in this connection, that to me it 


is clear that the bill does not cover express companies. I base 
my contention first upon the construction of the original act 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission. The original act 
contains this language: 

And the term “transportation” shall include all instrumentalities 


of shipment or carriage. 
That is the exact phraseology, practically, to which the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. TOowNSEND] has just called the atten- 


tion of his colleague from Michigan |Mr. HAMILTON}. tut that 
language, as I said, has been held from the beginning by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission not to cover express compa 
nies. Now, what is the language of the pending bill. It reads: 


Transportation shall include cars and other vehicles and all instru 


mentalities. 

And the word “ facilities” is added. No other word than 
“ facilities ” of any significance, and that has no especial legal 
significance in this connection, is added to the old statute in 
defining the word “ transportation ” to make it applicable 
press companies. But what else is there to show, Mr. Chair 
man, that the pending bill does not cover express « 
The same section (sec. 1) of the pending bill « 
language: “Every carrier;” and the word “carrier” 
means a railroad company. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. We have enlarged “ carrier” an 
enlarged “ railroad.” 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Just a 


And it shall be the duty of every carrier subject to ¢ rovisions 
of this act to provide and furnish such transportatik 


Now, that is the transportation in cars. Tha 
transportation that comes under the definition of “ instrumen- 
talities and facilities,” to cover express companies. 


tO ex 


mpanies ? 
this 


here 


La1nS 


1 we ha 


moment. 
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Mr. TOWNSEND. How does the gentleman expect to cover 
express companies? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (continuing). 
company is a separate corporation entirely. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It is carried in cars, is it not? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (continuing). And the railroad 
company does not presume to dietate at the office of an express 
company what package shall or shall not be carried. The rail- 
road company simply supplies cars for the express company, a 
separate corporation, to use. 

Day before yesterday I said to a member of the present Inter- 
state Commerce Commission that in my judgment the pending 
bill does not cover express companies and asked him as to his 
views on this point. Without a moment’s hesitation, he replied 
that it does not cover express companies and that the provisions 
of the bill do not essentially enlarge the provisions of the orig- 
inal act in this regard. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I send up an amend- 
ment or a substitute which I offer as an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by inserting after line 12 and before line 13, on 
page 2, the following words: “ inc_uding express companies.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to 
say that he offered an amendment to the amendment. The. lan- 
guage he has sent up seems to be an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. STEENERSON. It was written before the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama was sent up. I desire to have 
it modified so as to offer it as an amendment to the amendment 
or as a substitute. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
parliamentary inguiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What portion of the bill does this last 
amendment propose to amend—that is, where is it proposed to 
insert it? 

Mr. STEENERSON. In section 1, page 2. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Min- 
neseta, although germane to the bill, is not in order as an 
amendment to my amendment. My amendment is offered as a 
separate section. His amendment is offered to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota is an 
independent amendment. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama has just stated 
his amendment is a new section to the bill. I beg to ask, if that 
is the case, where it comes in? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should have said a new paragraph to 
this section. My words were not well chosen. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I desire to inquire what the status of 
my proposition is? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Minnesota has been ruled out on a point of order. 

Mr. STEENERSON. 
the point of order. [Cries of “Vote! ”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama, which the Clerk will again 
report for the information of the committee. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, 
and the Chairman announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 129, noes 129. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HeEp- 
BURN] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWwoop] will 
please take their places as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
119, noes 146. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
STEENERSON] has the first right to recognition. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by inserting after line 12 and before line 13, page 
the following words: “ including express companies.” 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that we have just voted on that subject-matter, and no other 
business has been transacted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not within the right of the Chair to 





Because an express 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a 


Minnesota [Mr. 
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pass upon the subject-matter or the propriety of an ameni- 
ment offered. 

Mr. STEENERSON. So far as I am concerned, I desire to 
say that I do not introduce this amendment for the purpose of 
embarrassing the committee. 

Mr. MANN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand it, the gentleman must be mis- 
taken about where he is proposing this amendment to be in- 
serted, and therefore I ask where this amendment is proposed 
to be made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask that the amendment be reported for 
information. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I desire to explain the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, if the genile- 
man wants to accomplish anything by offering his amendment 
he should ask to have it inserted in a place where it will have 
some relation to the matter. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, I have the 
floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota has the 
floor. 

Mr. STEENERSON. As TI have just stated, Mr. Chairman, 
I do not offer this amendment beeause I want to embarrass this 
committee. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. From what I heard the Clerk read, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota does not mean anything, 

Mr. MANN. That is just what I said to him, but he didn't 
pay any attention to it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEENERSON. Where would the gentleman put it in? 

Mr. NORRIS. I would favor the gentleman’s amendment 
if he would put it in where it would do some good. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I would put it in anywhere, but this 
is the place I have selected. The purpose of the amendment, 
Mr. Chairman, is just the same as that which was intended by 
the amendment we just voted down, so I do not expect that the 
committee will reverse itself on that proposition. I desire to 
say, however, that I think it was a great mistake in framing 
the bill not to inelude express companies. The bill loses a 
good deal of its merit by not ineluding that provision. The 
most valuable provisions in this bill are those sections which 
seek to make the present law more effective and invest ile 
Commission with power to execute all existing law with greater 
efficiency, but to leave out the express companies, it seems to 
me, leaves a loophole, which makes it ineffective, indeed, so far 
as that part of the bill is concerned. I think all that is neces- 
sary to make the bill cover express companies is to insert it in 
this part of the section that I have indicated. I will say that 
I examined the question very carefully, and I am sorry to 
differ with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and tiie 
gentleman from Nebraska. The gentleman from Wisconsi» | Mr. 
EscH] said the other day that it was his opinion that express 
companies were included by implication. The chairmn of 
the committee [Mr. Hepsurn] has just told us that it «does 
not include express companies, so there seems to be a divided 
opinion among the members of the committee, and tlie only 
way to remedy it, it seems to me, is to make the express pro- 
vision eovering this matter. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
ing substitute to the gentleman’s amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding to end of line 12, 
term ‘common carrier’ shall include t 
express and terminal companies.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point order 
that this is not germane to the section, and, besides, that it 


follow- 


pase 2, the following: “and t 
e business done by posta! cars, 


attempts to place the postal ears of the country under the 1nter- 
state Commerce Commission. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have examined 
the section, and it strikes me that it is germane. 1! ction 
provides that “ the provisions of this act shall apply to NF 
mon carrier or carriers engaged in the transportation o 


gers or property wholly by railroad,” ete. Now, this amendment 
defines the term “common carrier,” and if this amen ment © 


adopted the charges made for hauling postal cars wil! 0° rest: 
lated by the Commission and the Government will save mwesy 
millions of dollars each year. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Texas yield for 2 que* 


tion? 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 
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Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman from Texas think that 
while we are amending the bill we ought to amend the eight- 
hour law, too? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

Mr. MANN. 
eise, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. At the present time we are en- 
caged in trying to amend this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that, in my judgment, this 
amendment is germane to this section of this bill, because a 
charge is made by railroad companies for hauling mail cars, and 
the object of this section, and in fact of this bill, is to fix maxi- 
mum rates for common carriers, and by my amendment I desire 
to place postal cars, express and terminal cars under the provi- 
sions of the act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle- 
man from Texas on the question of the point of order—on the 
question of whether the mail business done by the postal cars 
is germane to the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
germane because it will regulate charges made by common c¢ar- 
riers for transporting postal, express, or terminal cars. It 
makes no difference whether the property is mail matter and 
belongs to the United States, or whether it is something to 
be carried for hire, and we are by this bill engaged in regulating 
freight charges. It makes no difference whether it is for the 
United States or whether it is for a citizen of the United States 
if it is property and a charge is made for hauling it. Now, this 
amendment would give the Commission the right to regulate 
the rates charged for the business done in postal cars, terminal 
cars, or express cars. I do not understand that any question is 
raised by the gentleman’s point of order about the terminal or 
express cars, but his objection only relates to the cars carrying 
mail or postal cars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that perhaps as the gen- 
tlenan from Texas has stated it it would very likely be in 
order, but the proposition as stated in his amendment as read 
at the desk, the Chair thinks, would not be in order. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON]. 

‘The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARDWICK. 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 12, page 2, the following: 

“The term ‘common carrier’ as used in this act shall include all 
Mr an-car companies and sleeping-car companies, and all persons, 
f or corporations engaged in the business of operating Pullman, 
sleeping, dining, or drawing-room cars.” 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a word 
to the committee about this amendment. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin stated the case correctly and very lucidly, I thought, 
when he said that the Interstate Commerce Commission had 
decided under the provisions of the original Reagan Act that 
the language therein used was not broad enough to cover 
express car companies. 

' companies. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TowNsenp] 
disagrees with the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
rom Iowa [Mr. Heppurn], about whether or not Pullman car 
companies are ineluded within the provision of this bill. I 
uk there ought to be no doubt about it, and that they ought 
he included in it so that they can not make unreasonable 
charges. I hope the amendment will pass. 

e CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
the gentleman from Georgia. 
he question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 


We will reach that in due time. 
It might as well be put in this bill as anywhere 


H wick, there were—ayes 74, noes 143. 
the amendment was rejected. 
‘ivr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I 


end to the desk and ask to have read. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

end by inserting, in line 6, page 2, after the words “‘ United States,” 
rds “not in the same State in which said transportation began ;” 
t as amended it will read, “from any place in the United States 


sh a foreign country to any other place in the United States not 
Same State in which the said transportation began.” 


OLMSTED. 
ition of the distinguished chairman of the committee, the 
Ueman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn]. I offer it simply because 


supreme Court of the United States has decided that trans- | 


tion from a point in one State passing out of the State 
another State, but coming back into the same State—the 
portation both beginning and ending in the same State— 
be treated as domestic commerce and not within the 
ierce clause of the Constitution which confers the power of 
ation on Congress. 


Of course it would not cover Pullman |; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








TN 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, | 


2259 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
has so held? 

Mr. OLMSTED. 
tion of the act in harmony with the Supreme Court and the Con- 
stitution, and not to complicate the act at all. 


Why is it necessary, if the Supreme Court 


Mr. Chairman, my idea is to get this por- 


Mr. HEPBURN. 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This is the language of the Supreme Court. 
That tribunal had decided that transportation from a point in 
Pennsylvania to a point in New Jersey was interstate commerce, 
and not subject to regulation or taxation by the State, but sub- 
ject to regulation by Congress only. In a subsequent case the 
Supreme Court distinctly decided that transportation from a 
point in Pennsylvania crossing the Delaware River into New 
Jersey and passing 50 miles through New Jersey and back into 
Philadelphia was domestic commerce, subject to regulation by 
the State and not by Congress. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
question? 
Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Why is it not better to retain the language 
that has been adjudicated upon? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Because the court has adjudicated that the 
language is unconstitutional and goes beyond the powers of 
Congress. 


This is the language of the present law, 


a 


Mr. SHERMAN. Not that the language is unconstitutional? 

Mr. OLMSTED. That the provision is. The Chief Justice 
of the Supreme Court, delivering the unanimous opinion of the 
court, said: 


The question is simply whether in the carriage of freight and pas 


sengers between two points in one State the mere passage over the soil 
of another State renders that business foreign business, which is do- 


mestic. We do not think such a view can be reasonably entertained. 

The case to which I refer is Lehigh Valley Railroad Company, 
reported in 144 United States, page 192. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ unlawful,” line 19, page 3, insert the following: 
“It shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provi 


| sions of this act to charge or receive any greater compensation in the 


| this is not germane to section 1 of the bill. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to call this to the | 


aggregate for the transportation of passengers or of the same class or 
like kind of property for a shorter than for a longer distance over the 
same line in the same direction, the shorter being included within the 
longer distance; but this shall not be construed authorizing any 
common carrier within the terms of this act to charge and receive as 
great compensation for a shorter as for a longer distance.” 


as 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
that if it is offered as an amendment to section 1 of this bill. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. It is offered as an amendment to a 


section of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the point of order is that this 

section of the bill does not relate to that matter at all; that 

The bill relates to 

the original act, and section 4 of the original act relates to that 


The gentleman from Illinois will state his 


matter. It would be germane as an original section or as an 
amendment to the original section 4 of the act, but it is not 


gerinane as an amendment to this section of the bill. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Just one word on the point of order, 
Mr. Chairman. I offer this as an amendment to the end of line 
19 on page 3. That immediate paragraph reads as follows: 


All charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the 
transportation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in connection 
therewith, shall be just and reasonable; and every unjust and un 


reasonable charge for such service, or any part thereof, 
and declared to be unlawful. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this committee 
distinctly to the fact that the immediate paragraph which I seek 
to amend is dealing with what shall and what shall not be 
deemed unreasonable charges, and this defines as a matter of 
law one of the things that shall be deemed unreasonable. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri offer 
it as a new paragraph, following the last paragraph in section 1? 


is prohibited 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. No, sir. I offer this as an addition 
to the end of line 19 in section 1. That part of the pars 


graph treats of unreasonable charges, and I desire to add at 


| the end of line, after the word “ unlawful,” on line 19, one of 
| the things which shall be declared an unreasonasle charge. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the para- 


graph is germane offered as a new paragraph to line 19 
The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
as a paragraph to follow in line 13, on page 3. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 13, page 3, insert the following: 

“ That from and after the Ist day of January 1910, it shall be un- 
lawful for any common carrier engaged in interstate commerce by 
railroad to use or haul or permit to be used or hauled on its line any 
car not owned by it or some other such common carrier.” 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few re- 
marks on this question. It can not well be claimed that I am 
not in favor of rate regulation. One year ago, when, perhaps, 
very few men in this House stood up and made speeches upon 
this question, I was one of the few who spoke out at that time. 
I am in favor of rate regulation to-day. I would not have 
offered this amendment had I believed that this bill that is 
now under consideration fairly covers private car lines. I 
heard the speeches of two honorable members of this commit- 
tee, and they declared to Members of this House that this 
bill did cover private car lines and regulate them. I heard 
to-day from the honorable Member, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, in whose judgment I have great confidence, a state- 
ment to this House that it did not cover private car lines. 
Now, if there is any question about private car lines, we ought 
to settle it here and now. I am informed, when the man- 
agers of private car lines are called upon by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to tell with regard to their transactions, 
they fold their arms and say, “ We are not common carriers; 
you have no authority over us; we are private car lines and 
are not amenable to the law that governs common carriers.” 

If, then, they are not amenable to the law that governs com- 
mon carriers, if they are private car lines, they have no au- 
thority, in my judgment, to haul their cars or permit them to be 
hauled upon a public highway any more than I have the right to 
build a car and have it hauled upon a public highway. ‘The rail- 
roads have the power of eminent domain; they can take my 
property ; they can go through a cemetery or go everywhere and 
anywhere and take property that is needed for public purposes 
as a public highway. Mr. Armour, with all his great interests, 
can not take a foot of ground from me to run his cars. If this 
bill passes, you permit him to be a common carrier to all 
intents and purposes, and you permit other private car lines 
in the United States to continue as private car lines and not 
to be amenable to the law as common carriers. Now, I have 
offered a simple, plain proposition that needs no parsing, that 
needs no interpretation, which he who runneth may read, and 
I have struck at the very root of the whole proposition, and 
that is to let the common carriers of this country that have 
the right of eminent domain, that have the power to go where 
they please, furnish the facilities to the public for transporting 
passengers and freight, and this will do it. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEp- 
parp| offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1, line 8, page 1, by inserting, after the word “ rail- 
road,” the words “or wholly by water.” 

Mr. SHEPPARD. As the bill reads now, it applies to trans- 
portation wholly by railroad or partly by railroad and partly 
by water. It does not apply to transportation wholly by water, 
and the same reasons which make regulation applicable to 
transportation wholly by railroad ought to make it also appli- 
cable to transportation wholly by water. I trust that the 
amendment will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
THOMAS] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 12, page 3, after the word ‘“ therefor,” add the words “ and to 
ta the number of cars necessary for such transportation without 
aelay. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
say one word on that amendment. I am very heartily in favor of 
this particular section of the bill, and if this amendment is not 
necessary I do not want it to pass. The purpose and the effect 
of the amendment is this: In addition to requiring the private 
ear companies to furnish proper refrigeration, icing, and other 
facilities of transportation, I want, Mr. Chairman, by this 
amendment also to require them to furnish the proper number 
of cars. And if the term “transportation,” as used in the bill, 


” 
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covers the proper number of cars, why, all well and good. Vo 
had, during the last strawberry season, in my section of the 
country a car famine, and I want to provide against that. I¢ 
this bill covers it, why, all right. If it does not cover it, | 
think this amendment ought to be adopted and that the comn)on 
carriers ought to be compelled without delay to furnish jhe 
proper number of cars for the transportation that is necessary, 
I know the disposition is not to amend the bill. I offer the 
amendment out of abundant caution. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. THoMAs]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon 
this section and upon amendments offered thereto be now Closed, 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an independent 
paragraph to section 1, and I hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon closing. We sat here and listened to him for a long time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that al! 
debate upon this section and amendments be now closed. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JAMES. Does the motion made by the gentleman from 
Iowa preclude the offering of a new paragraph to section 1° 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the adoption of 
the motion of the gentleman from Iowa by the committee wil] 
not interfere with further amendment, but will stop further de- 
bate. 

The question is now on the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn]. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer this para- 
graph to which I have referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers a 
paragraph to section 1 of the bill, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That all corporations engaged in interstate commerce shall, within 
ninety days after the passage of this act and every six months there- 
after, file with the Interstate Commerce Commission a statement, sworn 
and subscribed to 7 the president and secretary of said corporation 
before an officer with authority to administer an oath in the State in 
which said corporation resides, setting forth that said corporation has 
not monopolized, and is not ee to monopolize, any branch of 
business or the a of any articles of commerce. Any corpora- 
tion engaged in interstate commerce which has monopolized any branch 
of business or the production of any article of commerce shal! be denied 
the right of interstate shipment upon the common carriers mentioned 
in this bill, and for a violation shall be subject to a fine of not less than 
$5,000 or confinement in prison for not less than one year nor more 
than five years, or both such fine and imprisonment. 

Any person swearing falsely to such statement aforesaid required of 
such corporations shall be subject, upon conviction, to a fine of not less 
than $5,000 and imprisonment for not less than three years nor more 
than ten years, such penalty aforesaid to be enforced in any court of 
the United State of competent jurisdiction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAmMgs]}. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JAMES. Division! 

The committee divided, and the Chair counted the affirmative 
vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky de- 
mand further count? 

Mr. JAMES. No, sir; I see they have outvoted us; I merely 
wanted to show that all the Republicans would vote against the 
amendment. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAMAR. I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. LAMAR. I offer that amendment for the benefit of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad and the coal trust. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That whenever any common carrier, subject to the provisions of this 
act, shall fail or refuse, after reasonable notice, to furnish cars to ship- 


| pers for the transportation of freight as interstate commerce, or to for- 


ward and deliver such freight at destination within a reasonable time, 
such failure or refusal shall be deemed to constitute unjust discrimina- 
tion and undue and unreasonable prejudice and disadvantage, and in 
any case or proceeding pending before the Commission or any circuit ot 
district court of the ‘bnitea States based upon such failure or refusal 
on the part of any such common carrier, proof that in the furn shing ol 
cars or forwarding or delivery of its traffic other shippers haye bee! 
preferred shall not be required. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

At the end of line 19, page 3, insert: “It shall be unlaw! 1] for any 


common carrier or carriers subject to this act to charge, dem. — 
or receive, for the transportation of passengers as aforesaic. © ain 
sale of so-called ‘ mileage books,’ any sum in excess of the : aad such 


thereof; no deposit shall be required from the purchaser aT eee 
‘mileage book,’ and no refund shall be made to such purchaser excel 
for unused mileage.” 
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Phe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
nt. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

{mend by adding after line 12, page the following: 

‘The term ‘common carrier’ as used in this act shall include all 
phone and telegraph companies, and all persons, firms, or corpora- 
ns engaged in the telephone or telegraph business.” 

rhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 

2. That section 6 of said act, as amended March 2, 1889, be 


9 


Se 


SEL. 
‘Sec. 6. That every common carrier subject to the provisions of this 
all print and keep open to public inspection schedules showing the 
. fares, and charges for the transportation of passengers and prop- 
which any such common carrier has established, and which are in 
» at the time upon its route. The schedules printed as aforesaid 
any such common carrier shall plainly state the places between which 
ty and passengers will be carried, and shall contain the classifica- 
of freight in force, and shall also state separately the terminal 
rges, icing charges, and all other charges which the Commission 


iy require, and any rules or regulations which in any wise change, 


ct, or determine any part of the aggregate of such aforesaid rates, 
, and charges. Such schedules shall be plainly printed in large 


, and copies for the use of the public shall be posted in two public 


nd cowspicuous places in every depot, station, or office of such carrier 


re passengers or freight, respectively, are received for transporta- 

. in such form that they shall be accessible to the public and can be 

veniently inspected. 

\ny common earrier subject to the provisions of this act receiving 
ht in the United States to be carried through a foreign country to 
lace in the United States shall also in like manner print and keep 


en to public inspection, at every depot or office where such freight 


eived for shipment, schedules showing the through rates estab- 
ed and charged by such common carrier to all points in the United 
; beyond the foreign country to which it accepts freight for ship- 
: and any freight shipped from the United States through a 
gn country into the United States the through rate on which shall 
have been made public, as required by this act, shall, before it is 
iitted into the United States from said foreign country, be subject 
customs duties as if said freight were of foreign production. 
No change shall be made in the rates, fares, and charges or joint 
s, fares, and charges which have been established and published by 
common carrier in compliance with the requirements of this sec- 
, except after thirty days’ public notice, which shall plainly state 
changes proposed to be made in the schedule then in force and the 
» when the changed rates, fares, or charges will go into effect; and 
proposed changes shall be shown by printing new schedules, or shall 
plainly indicated upon the schedules in force at the time and kept 
to public inspection: Provided, That the Commision may, in its 
etion and for good cause shown, allow changes upon less than the 
e herein specified, or modify the requirements of this section in 
t to publishing, posting, and filing of tariffs, either in particular 
neces or by a general order applicable to special or peculiar circum. 
nees or conditions. 
\nd when any such common carrier shall have established and pub- 
1 its rates, fares, and charges in compliance with the provisions 
; section, it shall be unlawful for such common carrier to charge, 
nd, collect, or receive from any person or persons a greater or less 
yensation for the penager es of passengers or property, or for 
services in connection therewith, than is specified in such — 
orce. 
“Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall 
with the Commission hereinafter provided for copies of its schedules 
tes, fares, and charges which have been established and published 
compliance with the ye oe of this section, and shall promptly 
fy said Commission of all changes made in the same. Every such 
mon carrier shall also file with said Commission copies of all con- 
is, agreements, or arrangements with other common carriers in rela- 
1 to any traffic affected by the provisions of this act to which it 
be a party. And in cases where passengers and freight pass over 
tinuous lines or routes operated by more than one common carrier, 
the several common carriers operating such lines or routes estab- 
joint tariffs of rates, fares, or charges for such continuous lines 
ites, copies of such joint tariffs shall also in like manner be filed 
said Commission. uch joint rates, fares, and charges on such 
juous lines so filed as aforesaid shall be made public by such 
m carriers when directed = said Commission, in so far as may, 
' judgment of the Commission, be deemed practicable; and said 
ssion shall from time to time prescribe the measure of publicity 
shall be given to such rates, fares, and charges, or to such part 
m as it —_ deem it practicable for such common carriers to 
, and the places in which they shall be published. 
change shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, shown 
int tariffs, except after thirty days’ notice to the Commission, 
i shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made in the sched- 
in force and the time when the changed rates, fares, or 
will go into effect. The Commission may make public or re- 
the carriers to make public such proposed changes in such manner 
, in its judgment, be deemed practicable and may prescribe from 
to time the measure of publicity which common carriers shall 
) advances or reductions in joint tariffs. 
hall be unlawful for any common carrier party to any joint 
to charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons | 
ter or less compensation for the transportation of persons or | 
or for any services in connection therewith, between any 
as to which a joint rate, fare, or charge is named thereon, than 
fied in the schedule filed with the Commission in force at the 


er 
nh 


* Commission may determine and prescribe the form in which 
‘dules required by this section to be kept open to public inspec- 
all be prepared and arranged and may change the form from 
‘o time as shall be found expedient. 
any such common carrier shall neglect or refuse to file or pub- 
schedules or tariffs of rates, fares, and charges as provided in 
tion or any part of the same, such common carrier shall, in ad- 
to other penalties herein prescribed. be subject to a writ of 
mus, to be issued by any circuit court of the United States in | 
idicial distriet wherein the principal operating office of said com- | 
rrier is situated or wherein such offense may be committed, and 





‘1 such common carrier be a foreign corporation in the judicial circuit 
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wherein such common carrier accepts traffic and has 
form such service, to compel compliance with the af 
of this section; and such writ shall issue in 


an agent 
aid 
the name of 


to per- 
provisions 
the people 





of the United States, at the relation of the Commission appointed under 
the provisions of this act; and the failure to comply with its require- 
ments shall be punishable as and for a contempt; and the said Com- 
mission, as complainant, may also apply, in any such circuit court of 


the United States, for a writ of injunction against such common car- 
rier to restrain such common carrier from receiving or transporting 
property among the several States and Territories of the United States, 
or tween the United States and adjacent ign 1 


forel countries, or be- 
tween ports of transshipment and of entry and the several States and 
Territories of the United States as mentioned in the first section of 
this act, until such common carrier shall have complied with the afore- 
said provisions of this section of this act.” 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 17, page 4, add: 

“The Interstate Commerce Commission shall, on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1907, make and publish a uniform classification of freight articles, 
which shall thereafter be invariably observed and applied in the trans- 
portation of interstate commerce :. Provided, That the Commission may 
at any time after reasonable notice modify such classification, but any 
such modification shall apply uniformly to all interstate commerce trans- 
ported by any carrier subject to the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The amendment provides that the 
Commission shall make a uniform classification of rates to be 
observed throughout the country. It is not necessary for me to 
take the time of the House to show how the railroads will be 
absolutely free from regulation by the Commission without such 
a provision. We all remember the Hay cases that were de- 
cided at Cincinnati something over a year ago, where the rail- 
road raised the rate by simply shifting the ciass of goods from 
one class to another. Now, having one classification in one part 
of the country and making a different classification in a differ- 
ent section of the country by the mere difference of the classifi- 
cation producers are made to pay different freight rates for the 
transportation of their products. I discussed this at length the 
other day, and I shall not take the time of the committee now 
except to say that this is another provision of the Hearst bill, 
which we presented at the last session, which I desire to have 
inserted in this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon 
this section and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I submit the following 
amendment, which I send to the Chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 5, on page 9, the following section: 

“Sec. 3. That section 13 of said act be amended by repealing so mn 
thereof as reads as follows: ‘And may institute any inquiry on its own 
motion in the same manner and to the same effect as though complaint 
had been made.’ ”’ 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, I submit an amendment on 
page 6, line 6, after the word “ force.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, line 6, after the word “ force,” 


ch 


insert the folk 


wing: 

“That when any notice of advance in rates, fares, or charges shall 
be filed with the Commission, the said Commission shall have authority 
to inquire into the lawfulness of such advance and make orders in re- 
spect thereof to the same effect as if such advanced rate, fare, or charge 
were actually in force. The provisions of this section shall also apply 
to notice of any change in classification of freight or oth ng 
affecting rates.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Another amendment, Mr. Chairman. 
I ask the Clerk to read them as one amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, in line 12, strike out the word “ may” and insert “ shall;” 
and in line 15 strike out the words “ measure of publicity’ and ”" 
in lieu thereof the words “the method by;” and in line 16 st; it 
the word “to” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ notice o le 
mencing immediately after the word “ carriers,” in line 25, on page 6, 
strike out all to the end of line 6, on page 7, and insert | 
the following: “fully and completely in such manner ; the Com 
mission shall direct.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WEISSE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 2, page 7, line 8, by inserting after the word “ft Ts" 
the following: “except on full hearing before the Commiss j 
after thirty days’ notice to each shipper by letter | re t I { 

| goes into effect,” and by striking out lines 10, 11, $12 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 


follows : 
Sec. 4. 
lows: 
“ Sec. 15. That the Commission is authorized and empowered, and it 


That section 15 of said act t 





























































































































_by the gentleman from Maine. 
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shall be its duty, whenever, after full hearing upon a complaint made 
as provided in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any common 
carrier, it shall be of the opinion that any of the rates, or charges what- 
soever, demanded, charged, or collected by any common carrier or car- 
riers, subject to the provisions of this act, for the transportation of 
persons or property as defined in the first section of this act, or that 
any regulations or practices whatsoever of such carrier or carriers af- 
fecting such rates, are unjust or unreasonable, or unjustly discrimi- 
natory, or unduly preferential or prejudicial, or otherwise in violation 
of any of the provisions of this act, to determine and prescribe what 
will, in its judgment, be the just and reasonable and fairly remuner- 
ative rate or rates, charge or charges, to be thereafter observed in such 
case as the maximum to be charged; and what regulation or practice 
in respect to such transportation is just, fair, and reasonable to be 
thereafter followed; and to make an order that the carrier shall cease 
and desist from such violation, to the extent to which the Commission 
find the same to exist, and shall not thereafter publish, demand, or col- 
lect any rate or charge for such transportation in excess of the maxti- 
mum rate or charge so ——— and shall conform to the regulation 
or practice so prescribed. Such order shall go into effect thirty days 
after notice to the carrier and shall remain in force and be observed 
by the carrier, unless the same shall be suspended or modified or set 
aside by the Commission or be suspended or set aside by a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. Whenever the carrier or carriers, in obedience to 
such order of the Commission, or otherwise, shall publish and file joint 
rates, fares, or charges, and fail to agree among themselves upon ‘the 
apportionment or division thereof, the Commission may after hearing 
make a supplemental order prescribing the portion of such joint rate to 
be received by each carrier party thereto, which order shall take effect 
as a part of the original order. 

“The Commission may also, after hearing on a complaint, establish 
through routes and joint rates as the maximum to be charged and pre- 
scribe the division of such rates as hereinbefore provided, and the 
terms and conditions under which such through routes shall be op- 
erated, when that may be necessary to give effect to any provision of 
this act, and the carriers complained of have refused or neglected to 
voluntarily establish such through routes and joint rates, provided no 
reasonable or satisfactory through route exists. 

“If the owner of property transported under this act directly or in- 
directly renders any service connected with such transportation, or 
furnishes any instrumentality used therein, the charge and allowance 
therefor shall not be more than is just and reasonable, and the Com- 
mission may, after hearing on a complaint, determine what is a rea- 
sonable charge as the maximum to be paid by the carrier or carriers for 
the service so rendered or for the use of the instrumentality so fur- 
nished, and fix the same by appropriate order, which order shall have 
the same force and effect and be enforced in like manner as the orders 
above provided for in this section. 

‘The foregoing enumeration of powers shall not exclude any power 
which the Commission would otherwise have in the making of an order 
under the provisions of this act.” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I submit the following 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, after the word “ prescribed,” in line 5, page 11, 
the following: 

‘Nothing herein contained shall be construed as authorizing the 
Commission to hear any complaint based upon an alleged preference 
given to one locality over another, nor to set aside or substitute any 
rate because of any alleged preference of one locality over another.” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I have only a word to 
say. This amendment simply puts the bill in the position in 
which the committee believe it to be, but as to which there is 
considerable difference of opinion. It confines the Commission 
to the provisions of the existing law, and does not allow them 
to take into account the question of undue or unjust prefer- 
ences. I merely offer it in order that the committee may have 
an opportunity to express its opinion on that specific provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon 
this section and the amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. SULZER. I object, Mr. Chairman, and I hope it will be 
voted down. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This does not cut off any amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can offer any amendment 
he sees fit. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The House proceeded to divide; and the Chairman announce.) 
that there were 20 ayes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I do not ask for the 
other side. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following ameni- 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 15, on page 10, after the word “any,” insert “relation of 
rates or;" and in line 23, after the word “ what,” insert “ relation of 
rates or.” 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word. It 
is a shame to rush this bill through the House in this unpar- 
liamentary way. The bill is very imperfect. We should en- 
deavor in a decent way to correct the errors in the Dill and 
make it a better bill by amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed. 

The question was taken; and the: Chairman announced that 
the noes had it. 

Mr. SULZER. Division, Mr. Chairman! 

The House proceeded to divide; and the Chairman announced 
that there were 30 ayes. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the demand for a 
division and offer the following amendment, which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11, line 6, strike out the words “ thirty days after notice to 
the carrier” and insert the word “ immediately.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “ be suspended.” 

In line 9 strike out the words “ be suspended or” and insert “or 
modified.” Strike out the words “ competent jurisdiction ” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ last resort.” 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
say just a word or two. This is a vital matter, and the amend- 
ment should be agreed to—— [Cries of ** Vote!” “ Vote! ’’| 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York | Mr. 
SuLzER]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. SuLzer) there were—ayes 20, noes 168. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken, and tellers were refused. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert immediately after line 11, page 12, the following: 

“ Railroad or other corporations engaged in interstate traffic shall 
issue only such amounts of stock and bonds, coupon notes, and other 
evidences of indebtedness payable at periods of more than twelve 
months after the date thereof as the Interstate Commerce Commission 
shall determine is necessary for the purpose for which such issue of 
stock or bonds has been authorized. Said sarpetesices shall file with 
the said Commission a statement showing the amount of stock or 
bonds which it desires to issue, the purposes to which the proceeds are 
to be applied, and certified copies of the votes of the board of di 
and shareholders authorizing the issue, on receipt of which sta 
the said Board of Commissioners shall order a public hearing and 
render a decision wegen the application within thirty days after (he final 
hearing thereon. Such decision shall be in writing; shall assign the 
reasons therefor; shall, if authorizing such issue, specify the respective 
amounts of stock or bonds or coupon notes authorized, and shal! ¢ 
the respective purposes to which the proceeds thereof are to be : ied 
A copy of this rendering and the yote of the Commissioners mai ng it 


shall be made a part of the records of the said Commission, and a ce‘ 
fied copy of the vote of the Commission, with the statement of the 
0 






























froin New York to close debate. —— = oe wees of - ie be = _ the « * 
The anestio -ags taken: ¢ ; ¢ ° tion making the application and sha come a part of its records. | 
rhe question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. company which is within the provisions of this section shall not apply 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move an 
amendment to the amendment. The gentleman from Maine 
uses the word “ illegal” in line 2, and I offer to amend by strik- 
ing that out and inserting the word “ alleged;” so that it will 
read: “ based upon an alleged preference.” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will accept the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 


the proceeds of such stock or bonds or coupon notes or other evi’ 
of indebtedness as aforesaid to any purpose not specified in such cer- 
tificate. 

“Any United States district court shall have jurisdiction in equity upon 
the application of the Interstate Commerce Commissioners to enforce 
the provisions of the preceding section and all lawful orders and deci- 
sions, conditions, or requirements of said Board of Commissioners made 
in pursuance thereof. y 

“An officer, director, or agent of any corporation engaged in interstate 





Mir. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the —— who eae = te eevee the ane SE ot signs, cert 
‘ 1e ee res qa s > Dy , = € ae 2 fs fies, or issues stock or nds or other evidences 0 ndebtedcness, or wee 
amendment read as amended by the gentleman from Massachu knowingly votes to authorize the application or applies the proceeds of 
setts. E such stock or bonds or other evidences of indebtedness contrary to the 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment as it | provisions of this section shall be punished by a fine of not u oe 
will read when amended $10,000, or by imprisonment for not more than five years, or \y bot 
; a i . such fine and imprisonment. a 
The Clerk again read the amendment. “ Whenever it becomes necessary for a corporation engaged in inter- 


state commerce to increase its capital stock, and such increase !s 
authorized by the Interstate Commerce Commission, such ne shares 
as are necessary to produce the amount of increased capital sto shall 
be offered proportionately to its stockholders at not less than the fair 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts to the amendment offered 


The question was taken; and the amendment to the amend- | market value thereof at the time of increase, which value sha'! ! 4-4 
vent was agreed to termined by the Interstate Commerce Commissioners, who s Ae 
nent wes eee : . sider previous sales of the stock of said corporation and other pertines 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment as | conditions in determining value. The decision of the Comm ssioners 
amended. shall be made in writing, shall be certified to, and shall b © ine 


of the records of the Commissioners, and a copy shall be record«\! 
books of the corporation. ho deter: 
“The directors, upon the approval of such increase and the ¢¢ 


The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
amendment was lost. 
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ination of the market value as hereinbefore provided, shall cause 

rten notice of such 

such at the date of the vote to increase, stating the amount of such 
ease, the number of shares or fractions of shares to which he, ac- 
ing to the a number of his shares at the date of such 

e. is entitled, the price at which he is entitled to take them, and 

ig a time, not less than thirty days after the date of such determina- 

. within which he may subscribe for such additional stock. Wach 

tockholder may, within the time limit, subscribe for his portion of such 

ck, which shall be paid for in cash before the issue of a certificate 
erefor. 

“If after the expiration of the time limit in the notice required by 
this section any shares remain unsubscribed for by the stockholders 
entitled to take them, the directors shall sell them by auction to the 
} est bidder. Such shares shall be offered for sale in any city or 

wn prescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission. Notice of 
t time, place, and manner of making the sale, which shall include 

amount of stock to be sold in any one lot, shall 20 seen at 

t three times during the thirty days immediately preceding the sale 

each of at least five daily newspapers, as may be prescribed by said 
Commissioners, 

“A railroad or other corporation engaged in interstate commerce may, 
by vote at a meeting called for the purpose in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this section, issue coupon or registered bonds or other evi- 
dences of indebtedness, payable at periods of more than twelve 
months from the date hereof, to provide means for funding its floating 
debt, lawfully incurred, or for the payment of money borrowed for any 
lawful purpose, and may mortgage or pledge as security for the pay- 
ment of such indebtedness a part or all of its road, equipment, or fran- 

or a part or all of its real or personal property. Such bonds, 
coupon notes, or other evidences of indebtedness shall be recorded by 
its treasurer in books to be kept in his office, but shall not be issued 
nless approved by a person or trust company appointed by the corpo- 
ration for that purpose, who shall certify that it is properly issued and 
orded.” 


the CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

s (he question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

\ir. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “hearing,” in lines 8 and 9, on 
page 10, the following: “ upon its own motion or.” 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the status of railroad 
property in this country is in some respects unique. It has 
never, in my judgment, been more correctly and Iucidly defined 
than it was by the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Smyth v. Ames, from the State of Nebraska. In that 
case the court said: 

\ railroad is a public highway, and none the less so because con- 
icted and maintained through the agency of a corporation deriving 
ts existence and powers from the State. Such a corporation was 
eated for public purposes. It performs a function of the State. Its 
ithority to exercise the right of eminent domain and to charge tolls 
s given primarily for the ‘benefit of the public. * * * It can not, 

‘ore, be admitted that a railroad corporation maintaining a high- 


under the authority of the State may fix its rates with a view 
y to its own interests and ignore the rights of the public. 


Again, the court says in that case: 
A corporation maintaining a public highway, although it owns the 
erty it a for accomplishing = objects, must be held to 
» accepted its rights, privileges, and franchises subject to the con- 
n that the government creating it, or the government within whose 
it conducts its business, may by legislation protect the people 
unreasonable charges for the services rendered by it. t can 
assumed that any railroad corporation accepting franchises, 
s, and privileges at the hands of the public ever supposed that it 
ed, or that it was intended to grant to it, the power to construct 
maintain a public highway simply for its benefit without regard 
to the rights of the public. * * * 
What the company is entitled to ask— 
Says the court— 
ir return upon the value of that which it employs for the public 
iience. On the other hand, what the public is entitled to demand 
t no more be exacted from it for the use of a public highway than 
vices rendered by it are reasonably worth. 

Chairman, the doctrine recognized by the court in that 
cuse has been so long, so clearly, and so firmly established in 
( political economy and jurisprudence that it is inconceivable 

me that anyone can be found possessing sufficient audacity 
ll it in question. But how often do we hear it flippantly 
| iimed that the railroad business is private business with 
h the Government has no right to interfere; that any at- 
t t to regulate that business is socialistic, and only a step 
rd the regulation of all other private business of the 
4 trv. 
s has been the ceaseless cry of the propaganda which has 
so extravagantly carried on by the railroad interests in 
country ever since the question of their further regulation 
n to be agitated in Congress. Those of us who stand for 
ice to the people through effective regulation of railways 
it well ignore this fallacious argument engendered by self- 
est. We all know that error and sophistry are quite good 
ch for the monopolist who would, through self-interest, 
uue to plunder the people and force unjust tribute from 


chise, 
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but, extraordinary as it may seem, we have heard proclaimed 
: the floor of this House these same fallacies and sophistries 


increase to be given to each stockholder who | 
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and have heard the doctrine of the true status 
property denied by gentlemen of ability and learn 
to know better. 

Mr. Chairman, prior to the construction of steam railroads 
the public highways were owned by the sovereign and were 
kept open to the public at all times upon equal terms. Those 
engaged as common carriers upon the public highways were 
subject to regulation by law. Their freedom of contract was 
limited. They were denied the right to make any contract un- 
reasonably limiting their liability as insurers of the safety of 
the goods carried, and they were not permitted to charge more 
than a reasonable compensation for the performed. 
Under the common law an overcharge could be recovered back 
at the suit of the shipper. The strong arm of the government 
was ever ready to protect the shipper from both discrimination 
and extortion. 

These principles and policies have come down to us as a part 
of the common law, and we have in many forms recognized 
them and crystallized them into both organic and statutory law. 
The transportation business, like many other elements of com- 
meree, has undergone radical changes. 

Upon the invention of the steam railway the State began the 
creation of railroad corporations, endowed them with the power 
of eminent domain and other attributes of sovereignty, surren- 
dered to them the exclusive use of the public highways, and gave 
them a monopoly of the transportation business. 

With this great evolution came the necessity for greater and 
more effective regulation by the State. The whole transporta- 


sery ice 


tion business passed into the hands of private monopoly. As 
was so aptly said by the Supreme Court of the United States: 
While shippers of merchandise are under no legal necessity to use 
the railtoads, they are so practically. The demand for speedy and 
prompt movement virtually forbids the employment of slow and old- 
fashioned methods of transportation, at least in the case of more vyal- 
uable articles of traffic. At the same time, the immense out of 
money required to build and maintain railroads and the necessity for 


resorting in securing the rights of way to the power of eminent do- 
main in effect disable individual merchants and shippers from them 
selves providing such means of carriage. From the very nature of 
the case, therefore, railroads are monopolies, and the evils that usually 
accompany monopolies soon began to show themselves and were the 
cause of loud complaint. 


Mr. Chairman, these remarks of the Supreme Court would be 
true in a large measure if every railroad in the country was 
operated independently of every other railroad, but it 
pecially true now when all the railroads which permeate every 
part of the country are combined into a few groups and are, 
to a large extent, under a common management. So while good 
and sufficient reasons existed at common law for Government 
supervision of the rates of common carriers an additional very 
potent reason now exists why the modern carrier shall be sub- 
ject to rigid regulation by the Government, and that is it 
monopoly holding within its grasp the whole transportation 
business of this country, an element that enters into our whole 
commercial and industrial life, and unless this monopoly 


is es- 


is a 


2 


restrained or regulated it has the power to charge what it 
chooses and thus levy whatever tax it pleases upon every form 


of property. 
Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt of the constitutienality 
morality, or the wisdom of the legislation now under 


the 


consid 


tion in this House. The States, sovereign in their character, 
possessing the inherent right to regulate the common carriers 
doing business within their own limits, delegated to the Na- 


tional Government so much of this right as might be required 
for the regulation of interstate commerce. It is this power that 
Congress is being called upon to exercise. I have no doubt 
Congress can adopt whatever means may be necessary, in its 
judgment, to carry this power into effect. No character of regu 
lation of railroads, in my judgment, is worthy of the name of 
regulation which does not protect the public from discrimina 
tion and extortion in rates. The fixing of any portion of the 
rates of a railroad necessarily involves, it seems to me, a ¢ 
prehensive review if not a supervision of all its rates. And 
therefore when we consider the vast number of railroads « 


gaged in interstate transportation, the great multitude an 
riety of the rates of each, and the rapidly changing condit 
which ought to be considered in the fixing and 


rates, it must be admitted by all that it is al 


reguiat 1 of 


solutelyv 


the power of Congress to effectively regulate rates exc 
through the instrumentality of an administrative board. 1 
creation of a commission with the power to fix retes, in 1 
judgment, is justified by the very necessities of the case. In 
ne other way can Congress exercise efficaciously the power to 
regulate interstate commerce. This is well-settled doctrine. 
Both Congress and the Supreme Court have recognized it. Some 
years ago Congress passed an act excluding the importation of 
tea below standards to be fixed by a board to be selected by the 


retary of the Treasury. This act for the regulation of com- 
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merce with foreign nations, you will observe, not only left the 
determination of the quality of the teas to be excluded or ad- 
mitted to custom-administrative officers, but also delegated the 
fixing of the standards to an administrative board. The consti- 
tutionality of this act was called in question in the case of 
Butterfield v. Stanahan (192 U. S., 471), and the court held that 
the act was not unconstitutional, because it delegated authority 
which belonged exclusively to Congress. In that case the court 
said: 

Congress legislated on the subject as far as was reasonably prac- 
ticable, and from the necessities of the case was compelled to leave to 
executive officials the duty of bringing about the result pointed out by 
the statute. To deny the power of Congress to delegate such a duty 
would, in effect, amount but to declaring that the plenary power vested 
in arene to regulate foreign commerce could not be efficaciously ex- 
erted. 

In the bill under consideration it is not proposed to go so 
far as Congress went in that tea act toward delegating legisla- 
tive authority to administrative officers. We here propose for 
Congress itself to fix the standard—to say that a rate or prac- 
tice of the railroad should be just and reasonable—and we leave 
to the Commission only the duty of seeing that the rate or prac- 
tice conforms to the standard thus laid down. 

I want to say that, in my humble judgment, to deny that Con- 
gress can confer such power upon a Commission is to ignore the 
decision of the Supreme Court to which I have referred and 
to declare that the plenary power vested in Congress to regu- 
late commerce between the States can not be efficaciously ex- 
erted. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have already said, I have no doubt as to 
the morality of this measure. We are not, as has so often been 
intimated, attempting to confiscate the property of those whose 
money is invested in railroads. We are only acting in self- 
defense. We are not only willing but anxious to accord to 
them every farthing to which, under the law and the Constitu- 
tion, they are entitled, but we think the time has come when 
we should safeguard our own interests, and let them know that 
they can no longer confiscate our property. 

Common carriers have never been entitled to charge a higher 
rate than was just and reasonable, and whoever has invested 
his money in railroad property has done so with full knowledge 
of this principle, and therefore can not now complain if he be 
required to conform to it. He can not be injured. It is be- 
yond the power of Congress to deprive him of just compensa- 
tion. Any attempt to do so would contravene a plain guaranty 
of the Constitution and be null and void, for “the power to 
regulate is not the power to destroy.” 

Another thing in this connection I desire to call attention to, 
and that is that we are not only not attempting to deprive the 
railroad people of their substantive rights, but we have no de- 
sire to deprive them of any of their remedies. Indeed, such a 
thing would also be beyond our power. The courts of this 
country are always open alike to every citizen, and he can go 
there and have his rights, whatever they may be, adjudicated 
and enforced. All the hue and cry which we have heard about 
the right of appeal from the orders of the Commission and. of 
having rates fixed by the courts have not been for the purpose 
of preserving the legitimate rights of the railroads, but of de- 
feating effective and proper regulation. The railroads know as 
well as we do that the power to fix rates can not be conferred 
upon the courts, either in an original suit or on an appeal, even 
if an appeal to the courts could be provided from an adminis- 
trative order, which is impossible. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that a commission would be 
better qualified for the business of regulating rates fairly and 
justly between the railroads and the people than the courts 
could possibly be. And I believe it is not only right and proper, 
but absolutely essential to any sort of effective rate regulation, 
that the findings of the Commission on questions of fact be 
given not only prima facie, but conclusive effect ; that whenever 
it fixes a rate as just and reasonable such rate shall be accepted 
as such by all the world, unless it can be shown in a judicial 
proceeding to be so low as to amount to confiscation. The giy- 
ing of such effect to acts of an administrative officer is no new 
doctrine. It has been frequently recognized by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said this much upon the general subject 
of the power of Congress to regulate railroad rates by means of 
a commission in order to give expression to my belief that this 
measure is undoubtedly constitutional and valid. I have no 
doubt it will be upheld by the courts in its present form, and 
would be if amended so as to give more radical, substantial, and 
effective relief to the people. 

The bill is good as far as it goes. If passed in its present 
form, it would be a great improvement upon existing law, un- 
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der which the unbridled railroads plunder the people and de 
moralize the commercial and industrial interests of the country. 

But, sir, I think it is no disrespect to the committee whic), 
brought this bill in to say that it might be improved. I believe 
it could be vastly improved by the adoption of the amendment 
which I have had read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Under the bill in its present form the Commission will be 
permitted to act only upon complaint and, as I understand i: 
can revise only the rate or rates specified in-the complaint. | 
can not understand how the question can be determined as iv 
whether or not a given rate, or even a group of rates, of a rail- 
road are either “just,” “ reasonable,” ‘“ nondiscriminatory,” oy 
“fairly remunerative” without a comprehensive review ani 
investigation of all the rates of that railroad in connection wit! 
all the other facts which should be taken into consideration as 
a basis for fixing rates. Upon such a review and investigation 
I can very well see how the Commission may, and probably wil, 
in almost every instance find the adjustment or revision of 
some kindred rate or rates other than those embraced in tl 
complaint necessary to the full and complete relief of the public. 

Why should not the Commission be given power to act, upon 
its own motion, in such instances after notice to the railroad 
and after full hearing? Why should not the public be allowed 
the full benefit of the knowledge acquired by the Commission 
in its investigations? I do not believe any good reason can be 
given in answer to these questions. 

Mr. Chairman, as a general rule the consumers of this coun- 
try pay the freight. The producer or middleman may pay the 
transportation charges in the first instance, but in the end the 
burden falls upon the shoulders of the consumer. They may 
be paid to the railroad by the producer or the jobber in a lump 
sum, but it is paid back to the jobber little by little in the in- 
creased cost of the goods they purchase from him. The jobber 
rarely ever complains of excessive freight charges. He merely 
shifts the burden to his customers by adding the freight to the 
price at which he sells his goods. He will never go to the Com- 
mission with a complaint except when the railroad by discrimi- 
nation gives to his competitor some advantage over him, but 
never merely to correct an excessive rate. 

Likewise the producer takes no notice of excessive freight 
charges when the burden of paying them can be shifted to the 
consumer. When the circumstances are such that the producer 
himself must bear the losses incident to excessive charges he 
will complain to the Commission, but not otherwise. 

So I believe I am safe in saying that much the larger part of 
the stupendous sum of money paid to the railroads annually in 
this country as freight charges is paid by the consumers, and 
therefore the greater part of the injustice resulting from ex- 
cessive rates has fallen upon their shoulders. They have not 
paid it to the railroads direct. They have not, it may be, dealt 
with the railroads at all. They are the millions of plain peopie 
in this country who create its wealth, who eat bread by the 
sweat of their brows, who fill the workshops, and who til! the 
soil and dig the mines. 

They pay the freight when they buy food and clothing for 
their families or material to build, improve, and furnish their 
homes. They pay it unconsciously. They have had no oppor- 
tunity to study or investigate freight problems and are without 
means of informing themselves upon the question as to whither 
they haye been imposed upon. These are the people, Mr. Chair- 
man, in whose behalf I have offered my amendment. 

The bill makes ample protection for the producers of the 
country. It will afford ample relief for the jobber or middle- 
man. But it still leaves the consumer without remedy. llav- 
ing had no direct transaction with the railroad, he can mike ho 
complaint to the Commission, and no one will make sucl: cou- 
plaint for him. 

Let’s give the Commission power to take care of him by au 
thorizing that body to act upon its own motion. This we can 
do by adopting the amendment which I have offered. But, Mr. 
Chairman, it may be vain for me to indulge the hope or expects 
tion that the powers of the Commission will be further e:!arse 
at this time by this House by the adoption of any amen: nent. 
It is an open secret here that the Democratic members of te 
committee had to make many concessions and had to even 2° 
so far as to pledge themselves to resist all amendments that 
might be offered in order to secure the favorable repor' and 
passage of the bill giving the inadequate relief that it docs. 

For ten years the Democratic party, always the stanch 
champion of the people, has demanded the enlargemen' «! the 
powers of the Commission and such control of railro cs : 
would protect the people from robbery and oppression. jor ten 
years the people have petitioned for relief. During «!! this 
time the Republican party has been in absolute contro! «' evel 
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department of the Government and has had the power to enact 
any sort of legislation for their relief, 
But up to this time the demands of the people have been 
wholly disregarded by that party, while the oppressions they 
ve suffered have continued. So I suppose under the circum- 
neces the people should be congratulated that you, gentlemen 
on the other side of this Chamber, have been induced to yield 
far as you have. The “big stick” may have influenced you 
ne, but to the insistent, determined demands of an outraged 
ple, who could no longer be turned aside, is due whatever 
isure of relief this bill affords. You will yet yield further. 
yhe masses of this country have awakened to the situation and 
ro demanding their rights. You can no longer continue your 
policy of fostering private monopoly to plunder the people and 
remain in power. I warn you now that you must continue the 
work of reform in which you have been forced to make a small 
beginning or give place to others who will be sent here to con- 
tinue it. I speak now not only of reform in legislation with 
I 
I 


ference to the control of the railroad monopoly, but also of 
‘orm in the policy you are maintaining with reference to the 
at private monopolies of the country. For forty years your 
legislation has been in the interest of special classes. By a 
tective tariff in the interest of the manufacturer, which has 
» so high as to outrage every just principle of international 
trade, you have protected him from all competition from abroad, 
while you have permitted him to stifle all competition at home by 
means of combinations and agreements in restraint of trade in 
violation of law. Under this vicious policy, under which you 
have up to this time been “standing pat,” have been built up 
the most gigantic trusts and combinations the world has ever 
known. They have multiplied in number and grown in power 
until they hold within their merciless grasp the commercial and 
industrial welfare of this country. They corrupt our elections, 
ebauch our officials, plunder both the producers and consumers 
of the country, and defy the Government itself. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of this country feel that they have 
endured quite long enough the oppressions visited upon them by 
this infamous policy. .They are now asking a change—a “ square 
deal.” Wanting no special favors from the Government them- 
selves, they demand that none shall be given to others. “ Equal 
rights to all and special privileges to none”—the very corner 
st of our Government—has ever been their motto. They 
feel that this Government is “of the people, by the people, and 
for the people.” They are terribly in earnest. So let those in 
power beware who would turn a deaf ear to them. As certain 

Cod reigns they are going to have, in due season, by proper 
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legislation, full and complete relief, not only from the abuses 
aud oppressions of the railroads, but from every other form of 
monop ly. 


fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 
rhe question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
ch I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


\mend by inserting after line 9, on page 11, the following: 
\ny carrier may, within thirty days from the service upon it of any 
, other than an order for the payment of money, begin in the cir- 
court of the United States for the district in which its principal 
ting office is situated, proceedings to set aside and vacate such 
*; and in case such order affects two or more carriers, such pro- 
gS may be brought by them jointly in the district in which the 
pal operating office of either of them is situated. Such proceed- 
shall be begun by filing on the equity side of the court a petition 
‘ In equity, which shall briefly state the matters embraced in such 
ud the particulars in which it is alleged to be unlawful, and in 
: ) oceodings the complainant and the Commission shall be made 
pon the filing of such a petition or bill the clerk of such circuit 
shall forthwith mail a copy thereof to the Commission, with no- 
{ hat the same has been filed. and the Commission shall thereupon, 
_twenty days from the receipt of such notice, cause to be filed 
court a complete certified copy of the record in the proceeding 
¥ n the order oe age of was made, including the pleadings, 
t stimony, and exhibits, the report and opinion of the Commission, 
i ‘s order in the premises. If it ts impracticable to send up a 
f any exhibit, the exhibit itself may be forwarded. The defend- 
‘iy answer or demur to such petition or bill according to the usual 
‘ in equity cases. 
ipon hearing such petition the court shall be of opinion that the 
f the Commission is not a lawful order, it shall set aside and 
the same; otherwise it shall dismiss the petition. In either case 
rt shall file with its decision a statement of the reasons upon 
the decision is based, a copy of which shall be certified forthwith 
Commission. If the order of the Commission is vacated, and if 
endant does not appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
the Commission may reopen the case for further hearing and 
or it may make a new order without further hearing, not in- 
‘ent with the decision and opinion of the circuit court. Any 
ibsequent order shall be subject to the same provisions as an 
order. 
n the filing of such a petition the circuit court may, upon such 
to the complainant and to the Commission as the court deems 
, extend the time within which such order shall take effect, not to 
d in all sixty days from the date of service of the order upon the 


wi 
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carrier. The court may also, if it plainly appears that the order is 
unlawful, and not otherwise, suspend the operation of the order during 
the pendency of the proceeding or until the further order of the court. 

“ Kither party may appeal from the judgment or decree of the circuit 
court to the Supreme Court of the United States; but such appeal shall 
not operate to stay or supersede the order of the circuit court nor the 
execution of any writ or process thereon. In the circuit court and in 
the Supreme Court the cause shall be given preference over all others 
except criminal causes.” , 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding to the amendment, between lines 17 and 18, the 


following: “In the circuit court the petition shall have priority in 
hearing and determination over all other causes except criminal 
causes.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from. Maine. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Chairman, if it is permissible, I would like 
to offer two amendments to the same section and haye them 
read at the same time. I send them to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 10, section 4, line 15, after the word 
the words “or classifications;"’ and after the word “regulation,” in 
line 23, insert the words “or classification;’’ and on page 11, line 5, 
after the word “ regulation,” insert the words “ or classification.” 

On page 10, section 4, line 22, after the word “ charged,” insert the 
following: “in determining and prescribing what is a just and reason 
able and fairly remunerative rate or charge the Commission shall 
ignore all stocks, bonds, or other obligations of the carriers so far as 
such stocks, bonds, or other obligations represent amounts in 
of the fair value of the property of the carrier.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendments offered 
by the gentleman from Florida. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were rejected. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ jurisdiction,’ page 11, line 9, the words 
“Provided, however, That any party to the proceeding may forthwith 
appeal from any order of said Commission fixing a rate by petition to 
the circuit court in the jurisdiction where the controversy 
under such rules of procedure as may be prescribed by said court, 
which court shall have the power to determine whether or not said 
order is just and reasonable, and if found unjust and unreasonable to 
set it aside, and in such case it shall be the duty of the court to ascer- 
tain what is a just and reasonable rate.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 11, at the end of line 9, after the word “ jurisdiction,” 


“ regulations,” insert 


excess 


arises, 


in- 
sert these words: “And any carrier affected by any such order is au 
thorized to file complaint in any such court, making the Commissioners 
and shipper at whose instance the complaint was instituted defend- 
ants, and seek a rescission or modification of such order.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding the following to the end of line 16, page 11: “ But 
the Commission shall not in any case have power to require any car 
rier subject to the provisions of this act to raise any rate which such 
carrier has duly filed and published.” 

| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all that follows the word “ duty,” in line 8, 
page 10, through the word “ act,” in line 19, page 10; also by striking 
out all that follows the word “ carrier,” in line 25, page 10, through 
the word “and,” in line 2, page 11; also by striking out all of line 17, 
page 11, that follows the word “also” in said line; also by striking 
out all of page 11 that follows the word “operated” in line 21 of 
said page; also by striking out all that follows the word “ may,” in 
line 5, page 12, through the word “ complaint,” in line 6, page 12 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That section 16 of said act, as amended March 2, 1889, be 


amended so as to read as follows: ; 
“Sec. 16. That if, after hearing on a complaint made as provided 
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in section 13 of this act, the Commission shall determine that any 
party complainant is entitled to an award of damages under the pro- 
visions of this act for a violation thereof, the Commission shall make 
an order directing the carrier to pay to the complainant the sum to 
which he is entitled on or before a day named. 

“ [if a carrier does not comply with an order for the payment of 
money within the time limit in such order, the complainant, or any 
person for whose benefit such order was made, may file in the circuit 


court of the United States for the district in which he resides or in 
which is located the principal operating office of the carrier, or through 
which the road of the carrier runs, a petition setting forth briefly the 
causes for which he claims damages, and the order of the Commission 
in the premises. Such suit shall proceed in all_respects like other 
civil suits for damages, except that on the trial of such suit the find- 
ings and order of the Commission shall be prima facie evidence of the 


facts therein stated and except that the petitioner shall not be liable 
fer costs in the circuit court nor for costs at any subsequent stage of 
the proceedings unless they accrue upon his appeal. If the petitioner 
shall finally prevail, he shall be allowed a reasonable attorney's fee, 
to be taxed and collected as a part of the costs of the suit. All com- 
plaints for the recovery of damages shall be filed with the Commission 
within two years from the time the cause of action accrues, and not 
after, and a petition for the enforcement of an order for the payment 
of money shall be filed in the circuit court within one year from the 
date of the order, and not after. 

“In such suits all parties in whose favor the Commission may have 
made an award for damages by a single order may be joined as plaint- 
iffs, and all of the carriers parties to such order awarding such dam- 
ages may be joined as defendants, and such suit may be maintained by 
such joint plaintiffs and against such joint defendants in any district 
where any one of such joint plaintiffs could maintain such suit against 
any one of such joint defendants; and service of process against any 
one of such defendants as may not be found in the district where the 
suit is brought may be made in any district where such defendant car- 
rier has its principal operating office. In case of such joint suit the 
recovery, if any, may be by judgment in favor of any one of such 
plaintiffs, against the defendant found to be liable to such plaintiff. 

‘Every order of the Commission shall be forthwith served by mail- 
ing to any one of the principal officers or agents of the carrier at his 
usual place of business a copy thereof; and the registry mail receipt 
shall be prima facie evidence of the receipt of such order by the car- 
rier in due course of mail. 

“The Commission shall be authorized to suspend or modify its or- 
ders upon such notice and in such manner as it shall deem proper, and 
the orders of the Commission shall take effect at the end of thirty 
days after notice thereof to the carriers directed to obey the same, 
unless such orders shall have been suspended or modified by the Com- 
mission or suspended or set aside by the order or decree of a court of 
competent jurisdiction: Provided, however, That the Commission, for 
oe cause shown, may extend the time in which such order shall take 
effect. 

“It shall be the duty of every common carrier, its agents and 
employees, to observe and comply with such orders so long as the same 
shall remain in effect. 

“Any carrier, any officer, representative, or agent of a carrier, or any 
receiver, trustee, lessee, or agent of either of them, who knowingly fails 
or neglects to obey any order made under the provisions of section 15 
of this act, shall forfeit to the United States the sum of $5,000 for each 
offense. Every distinct violation shall be a separate offense, and in case 
of a continuing violation each day shall be deemed a separate offense. 

“The forfeiture provided for in this act shall be payable into the 
Treasury of the United States, and shall be recoverable in a civil suit 
in the name of the United States, brought in the district where the car- 
rier has its principal operating office, or in any district through which 
the road of the carrier runs. 

“It shall be the duty of the various district attorneys, under the 
direction of the Attorney-General of the United States, to prosecute for 
the recovery of forfeitures. The costs and expenses of such prosecution 
shail be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses of the courts of 
the United States. The Commission may, with the consent of the Attor- 
ney-General, employ special counsel in any proceeding under this act, 
paying the expenses of such employment out of its own appropriation. 

“If any carrier fails or neglects to obey any order of the Commis- 
sion, other than for the payment of money, while the same is in effect, 
any party injured thereby, or the Commission in its own name, may 
apply to the circuit court in the district where such carrier has its 
principal operating office, or in which the violation or disobedience of 
such order shall happen, for an enforcement of such order. Such appli- 
cation shall be by petition, which shall state the substance of the order 
and the respect in which the carrier has failed of obedience, and shall 
be served upon the carrier in such manner as the court may direct, and 
the court shall prosecute such inquiries and make such investigations, 
through such means as it shall deem needful in the ascertainment of 
the facts at issue or which may arise upon the hearing of such petition. 
If, upon such hearing as the court may determine to be necessary. it 
appears that the order was regularly made and duly served, and that 
the carrier is in disobedience of the same, the court shall enforce obedi- 
ence to such order by a writ of injunction, or other proper process, 
mandatory or otherwise, to restrain such carrier, its officers, agents, or 
representatives, from further disobedience of such order, or to enjoin 
upon it, or them, obedience to the same; and in the enforcement of such 
process the court shall have those powers ordinarily exercised by it in 
compelling obedience to its writs of injunction and mandamus. 

“From any action upon such petition an appeal shall lie by either 
party to the Supreme Court of the United States, and in such court the 
have priority in hearing and determination over all other 
causes except criminal causes, but such appeal shall not vacate or sus- 
pend the order appealed from. 

“The venue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the 
Tnited States to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or re- 
quirement of the Commission shall be in the district where the carrier 
against whom such order or requirement may have been made has its 
vrincipal operating office. The provisions of ‘An act to expedite the 
where and determination of suits in equity, and so forth,” approved 
February 11, 1903, shall be, and are hereby, made applicable to ah such 
suits, and are also made applicable to any proceeding in equity to en- 
force any order or requirement of the Commission, or any of the pro- 
visions of the act to regulate commerce approved February 4, 1887, 
and all acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto. It shall be 
the duty of the Attorney-General in every such case to file the certifi- 
cate provided for in said expediting act of February 11, 1903, as neces- 
sary to the application of the provisions thereof, and upon appeal as 


case shal 


therein authorized to the Supreme Court of the United States, the caso 
shall have in such court priority in hearing and determination oye, 
all other causes except criminal causes, 

“The copies of schedules and tariffs of rates, fares, and charges, an | 
of all contracts, agreements, or arrangements between common carries 
filed with the Commission as herein provided, and the statistics, tal|«., 
and figures contained in the annual reports of carriers made to the 
Commission, as required by the provisions of this act, shall be p: 
served as public records in the custody of the secretary of the Com- 
mission, and shall be received as prima facie evidence of what they 

urport to be for the purpose of investigations by the Commission 4) 
n all judicial Secestinas ; and copies of or extracts from any of s)ij 
schedules, tariffs, contracts, agreements, arrangements, or reports mace 
public records as aforesaid, certified by the secretary under its sea), 
shall be received in evidence with like effect as the originals.” 


Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an ameni- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after the word “ mandamus,” line 17, page 16, 
the following: “In & ~h circuit court such petition shall have priority 


in hearing and dete ination over all other causes except criminal 
causes.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend amended section 16 by striking out the word “ knowingly” in 
line 8 of page 15. 


Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate is closed. 

Mr. STANLEY. I do not think debate has been closed on 
this paragraph. I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to this word “ knowingly,” not in any spirit of carping or with 
any desire to find fault with this bill, but I firmly believe that 
this matter has been overlooked by the committee. 

The word “ knowingly” infallibly refers to the order of the 
Commission, and is not used in the sense of willfully or felo- 
niously. In simple English it means whosoever, knowing the 
order of the Commission, violates its provisions, shall be sulject 
to its pains and penalties. 

It inevitably follows that if the offender is ignorant of the 
order of the Commission he is not liable to any punishment 
incident to its violation. Immunity from the severe pains and 
penalties denounced by this provision of the bill is dependent 
not upon the obedience of the carrier, but upon its ignorance. 

You arraign the agents of the railroads for the most palpable 
violation of the wise and beneficent provisions of this most 
necessary law, and behold, they plead not their innocence, but 
their ignorance, of the law. Yea, more; you penalize the car- 
rier who makes an honest effort to obey the orders of this 
august Commission, for the carrier who, knowing the law, 
violates it, is liable to heavy pains and penalties. The railroad 
which delegates to agents who can neither read nor write the 
task of defying the law is absolutely immune, for it is only 
the agent or employee who knows the law and violates it that 
is liable. 

It is the first instance in the criminal jurisprudence of any 
civilized country that ignorance in the mouth of the malefactor 
was made a complete defense. The dangerous thing, under 
this strange provision of the law, the thing punished by heavy 
fine, is not guilt, but knowledge. It practically emasculates 
the law, and renders any punishment under it absolutely in- 
effectual. This section reads: 

Any carrier, any officer, representative, or any agent or carrier, 
or any receiver, trustee, lessee, or agent, or either of them, who know- 
ingly fails or neglects to obey any order under the provisions of sec- 


tion 15 of this act, shall forfeit to the. United States the sum of 
$5,000 for each offense. 


Any man can come into court and say that he did not know 
the law, and you have to prove his knowledge of the law. 

The principle that “ ignorance of the law excuses no m:n” !s 
as old as the law. Ignorance of a fact may constitute « valid 
defense; ignorance of the law never. The accused may show, 
for instance, that he has no knowledge that money uttere! by 
him is counterfeit, and his ignorance of the fact may constitute 
a valid defense; but if you passed a law providing that a mao 
could not be punished who passes spurious money unless he 
knew there was a law against it you would never punish « cout 
terfeiter. So with the word “knowingly” in this bill it is 22 
absolute impossibility to effectually execute its provisions. !''s 
absurd to say that a man shall know the law before be v' 
lates it. It is a preposterous proposition, and an anomaly 2 
the law, abhorrent to every principle of common. juste and 
common sense, to solemnly declare that before you puns) the 
violation of this law, which is so necessary, which '8 de- 
manded by the President, and which is hailed with de'isht oy 
the people, that you must show that the criminal could read 2% 








1906. 


write; that he not only violated its provisions, but that he did 
it knowingly. 

iow in the name of common sense are you going to prove 
what the accused knew? You can easily establish what an 
ffender has done, but to prove what is hidden in his mind and 
heart is another question. I urge this committee for once to 
shake off the silly delusion that wisdom will die with the 

hteen men who reported this bill, to for once depart from 
your unwise and unconsidered determination to regard it as 
the paragon and perfection of legislation, simply because it 
eubodies a much-needed reform, and to strike out this super- 


fluous, dangerous, and deadly provision which renders abso- 
lutely ineffective all the necessary legislation, which without 


it would be effective, and sheaths the sword of justice, which 
you pretend to draw. This single word is pregnant with evil; 
it is a menace to every honest carrier who may attempt to 
know the law, and it is a bonus and a shield to perjury and 
ignorance. 

‘ir. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon 
this section and all amendments be now closed. 

rhe question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


| Mr. GOLDFOGLE addressed the committee. 
Mr. JAMES. 


ent, 
the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an 
endment, which the Clerk will report. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
strike out all on page 15, commencing with the word “shall,” in 
), and all thereafter down to and including the word “runs,” on 
19, and insert in lieu thereof the following: “shall be deemed 
of a misdemeanor, and shall be subject, upon conviction in any 
ff the United States of competent jurisdiction, to a fine of not 
than $5,000, or imprisonment for a term of not less than one nor 
ihan three years, or both such fine and imprisonment. Every 
V tion shall be a distinet offense.” 
he question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
ir. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


See Appendix. ] 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
I 


he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
rhe Clerk read as folows: 


ve 15, at the end of line 10, amend by adding the following: “ and 
ilso be imprisoned for a term of not less than two years for each 


' question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit the follow- 
ing amendment. 
e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


d section 16a of H. R. 12987 by adding, after the word 
f,”” on page 20, at the end of line 20, the following words, viz: 
weight of rails, condition and character of roads and switches, 
aracter of safety appliances employed for prevention of accident 
ry to passengers and employees.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. STANLEY. I also offer the following amendment. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


end section 16 of H. R. 12987 by striking out the words “ prima 
vidence,” in lines 10 and 11, on page 13, and insert in lieu thereof 


rds “taken as a true statement.” 


ie question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
ie Clerk read as follows: 


6. That a new section be added to said act immediutely after 
16, to be numbered as section 16a, as follows: 
lé6a. That after a decision, order, or requirement has been 
y the Commission in any proceeding any party thereto may at 
me make application for rehearing of the same, or any matter 
ined therein, and it shall be lawful for the Commission in its 
d tion to grant such a rehearing if sufficient reason therefor be 
to appear. Applications for rehearing shall be governed by such 
rules as the Commission may establish. No such application 
excuse any carrier from complying with or obeying any decision, 
or requirement of the Commission, or operate in any manner to 
postpone the enforcement thereof, without the special order 
Commission. In case a rehearing is granted the proceedings 
ipon shall conform as nearly as may be to the proceedings in an 
al hearing, except as the Commission may otherwise direct; and 
its judgment, after such rehearing and the consideration of all 
including those arising since the former hearing, it shall appear 
the original decision, order, or requirement is in any respect un- 
ot unwarranted, the Commission may reverse, change, or modify 
‘ime accordingly. Any decision, order, or requirement made after 
rehearing, reversing, changing, or modifying the original deter- 
tion shall be subject to the same provisions as an original order. 
ever an order of the Commission made in pursuance of section 
amended, other than an order for the payment of money, shall 
een complied with for the period of three years such order shall 
thereafter be in force as against the carrier so complying there- 
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Mr. SULZER. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York 
SUuLZER] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add new section after line 2, page 20, as follows: 

“Sec. 16b. That every common carrier by railroad subject to the pro- 
visions of this act shall be liable to any of its employees who are en- 
gaged in the transportation of such persons or property, or, in the case 
of his death, to his personal representative or heirs at law, for all dam- 
ages which may result from the negligence or mismanagement of any 
of its officers, agents, or employees, or by reason of any defect or in- 
sufficiency in its cars, engines, appliances, machinery, track, roadbed, 
ways, or works. 

“That in all actions hereafter brought against any such common 
earrier by railroad to recover damages for personal injuries to an 
employee, or where such injuries have resulted in his death, the fact 
that the employee may have been guilty of contributory negligence 
shall not bar a recovery where his contributory negligence was slight 
in comparison to that of the employer. 

“That no contract of employment, insurance, relief benefit, or in- 
demnity for injury or death entered into by or on behalf of any em- 
ployee, nor the acceptance of any such insurance, relief benefit, or in- 
demnity by the person entitled thereto, shall constitute any bar or de 
fense to any action brought to recover damages for personal injuries 
to or death of such employee: Provided, however, That upon the trial 
of such action against any such common carrier by railroad the de- 
fendant may set off therein any sum it has contributed toward any such 
insurance, relief benefit, or indemnity that may have been paid to the 
injured employee, or, in case of his death, to his heirs at law. 

“That nothing in this act shall be held to limit the duty of common 
carriers by railroads or impair the rights of their employees under the 
safety-appliance act of March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and 
March 2, 1903.” 


Mr. SULZER. 
vides 
Mr. TOWNSEND. 


[ Mr. 


Mr. Chairman, my amendment simply pro- 





Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment is not germane to the bill. 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Stutzer] may have five 
minutes. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the 
point of order. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman had time granted to him 


yesterday. I think all amendments ought to be limited to at 
least 9,000 words. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York is out of order. 

Mr. SULZER. I desire to be heard on the point of order. 
In my opinion this point of order is untenable. I think 
amendment is germane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that he has already 
ruled on this subject, and is not inclined to hear further on the 
point of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That section 20 of said act be 
follows: 

“Sec. 20. That the Commission is hereby authorized to 1 
annual reports from all common carriers subject to the provisions 
this act, and from the owners of all railroads engaged in inte 
commerce as defined in this act, to prescribe the manner in which 
reports shall be made, and to require from such carriers specifi 
swers to all questions upon which the Commission may 
tion. Such annual reports shall show in detail the an I 
stock issued, the amounts paid therefor, and the manner of payment 
for the same; the dividends paid, the surplus fund, if any, and the 
number of stockholders; the funded and floating debts and the interest 
paid thereon; the cost and value of the carrier's property, franchises, 
and equipments; the number of employees and the salaries paid each 
class; the accidents to passengers, employees, and other persons, and 
the causes thereof; the amounts expended for improvements each year, 
how expended, and the character of such improvements; the earn 
and receipts from each branch of business and from all sources; t! 
operating and other expenses; the balances of profit and loss; and a 
complete exhibit of the financial operations of the carrier each year, 
including an annual balance sheet. Such reports 


this 


amended so as to read as 


I per i 
need informa 


ount of capital 


1 
Shall aiso contain 


such information in relation to rates or regulations concer fares 
or freights, or agreements, arrangements, or contracts aff } tl 





same as the Commission may require; and the Commission m: 
discretion, for the purpose of enabling it the better to 
purposes of this act, prescribe a period of time within which al 
mon carriers subject to the provisions of this act shzll have, as near 
as may be, a uniform system of accounts, and the 
such accounts shall be kept. 

“ Said detailed reports shall contain all the required statistics for the 
period of twelve months ending on the 20th day of June In each year, 
and shall be made out under oath and filed with the Commission, at it 
office in Washington, on or before the 30th day of September then next 
following, unless additional time be granted in any case by the Cor 
mission; and if any carrier, person, or corporation subject ; 
visions of this act shall fail to make and file said annual reports within 
the time above specified, or within the time extended by the Cor i 
sion for making and filing the same, or shall fail to make sp: 





manner in wuich 


to ft 


swer to any question authorized by the provisions of this section within 
thirty days from the time it is lawfully required so to do, such parties 
shall forfeit to the United States the sum of $100 for each and every 





day it shall continue to be In default with respect to Ti Co 
mission shall also have authority to require said carriers to file mon 
reports of earnings and expenses or special reports within a specified 


period, and if any such carrier shall fail to file such reports within 
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the time fixed by the Commission it shall be subject to the forfeitures 
last above provided. 

‘Said forfeitures shall be recovered in the manner provided for the 
recovery of forfeitures under the provisions of this act. 

“The oath required by this section may be taken before any person 
authorized to administer an oath by the laws of the State in which the 
same is taken. 

“The Commission may, in its discretion, prescribe the forms of any 
rnd all accounts, records, and memoranda to be kept by carriers sub- 
ject to the provisions of this act, including the accounts, records, and 
memoranda of the movement of traffic as well as the receipts and.ex- 
penditures of moneys. The Commission shall at all times have access 
to all accounts, records, and memoranda kept by carriers subject to 
this act, and it shall be unlawful for such carriers to keep any other 
accounts, records, or memoranda than those prescribed or approved by 
the Commission, and it may employ special agents or examiners, who 
shall have authority under the order of the Commission to inspect and 
examine any and all accounts, records, and memoranda kept by such 
carriers. ‘This provision shall apply to receivers of carriers and operat- 
ing trustees. 

“In case of failure or refusal on the part of any such carrier, re- 
ceiver, or trustee to keep such accounts, records, and memoranda on the 
books and in the manner prescribed by the Commission, or to submit 
such accounts, records, and memoranda as are kept to the inspection 
of the Commission or any of its authorized agents or examiners, such 
carrier, receiver, or trustee shall forfeit to the United States the sum 
of $500 for each such offense and for each and every day of the con- 
tinuance of such offense, such forfeitures to be recoverable in the same 
manner as other forfeitures provided for in this act. 

“Any person who shall willfully make any false entry in the accounts 
of any book of accounts or in any record or memoranda kept by a car- 
rier, or who shall willfully destroy, mutilate, alter, or by any other 
means or device falsify the record of any such account, record, or 
memoranda, or whe shall willfully neglect or fail to make full, true, 
and correct entries in such accounts, records, or memoranda of all facts 
and transactions appertaining to the carrier’s business, or shall keep 
any other accounts, records, or memoranda than those prescribed or 
approved by the Commission, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and shall be subject, upon conviction in any court of the United States 
of competent jurisdiction, to a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more 
than $5,000, or imprisonment for a term not less than one year nor 
more than three years, or both such fine and imprisonment. 

“Any examiner who divulges any fact or information which may 
come to his knowledge during the course of such examination, except 
in so far as he may be directed by the Commission or by a court or 
judge thereof, shall be subject, upon conviction in any court of the 
United States of competent jurisdiction, to a fine of not more than 
$5,000 or imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or both. 

“That the circuit and district courts of the United States shall have 
jurisdiction, upon the application of the Attorney-General of the United 
States at the request of the Commission, alleging a failure to comply 
with or a violation of any of the provisions of said act to regulate 
commerce or of any act supplementary thereto or amendatory thereof 
by any common carrier, to issue a writ or writs of mandamus command- 
ing such common carrier to comply with the provisions of said acts, or 
any of them. 

“And to carry out and give effect to the provisions of said acts, or 
any of them, the Commission is hereby authorized to employ special 
agents or examiners who shall have power to administer oaths, examine 
witnesses, and receive evidence.” 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
GOULDEN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 5, page 24, the following: “Any person who shall so- 
licit or accept a rebate from a common carrier or a rate lower than that 
contained in their published schedules shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, on conviction thereof in any court of competent jurisdiction, be 
fined not less than $1,000 or imprisonment for a term not less than one 
year, or both, at the discretion of the court.” 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, no words are necessary. The 
amendment carries with it a better argument than anyone could 
possibly give upon the subject. I think the amendment should 
be adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate upon 
this section and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York, that the debate upon this section 
and the amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the genileman from New York [Mr. GouLpEN]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SOUTHWICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask for silence on the part 
of Members during the reading of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SourHwick] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 25, line 2, after the word “evidence,” add the following: 
‘No railroad subject to the provisions of this act shall be allowed 
to discriminate in accommodations or otherwise between persons on ac- 
count of their race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SourHwicK]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Sournwick) the Chair 
announced that there were—ayes 11, noes 1438, 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an ameni- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Her- 
LIN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 24, line 13, amend by adding at the end of line 13 the fo}- 
lowing: “And it shall be unlawful for any circuit judge of the United 
States to accept free passes or free transportation in any form from 
any railroad, and for each offense shall be fined $500.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Herrin) there were—ayos 
46, noes 136. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. That a new section be added to said act at the end thereof, 
to be numbered as section 24, as follows: 

“Spec. 24. That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby en- 
larged so as to consist of seven members with terms of seveh yers, 
and each shall receive $10,000 compensation annually. The qualifi- 
cations of the Commissioners and the manner of the payment of their 
salaries shall be as already provided by law. Such enlargement of the 
Commission shall be accomplished through appointment by the l’resi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, of two addi- 
tional Interstate Commerce Commissioners, one for a term expiring 
December 31, 1911, one for a term expiring December 31, 1912. The 
terms of the present Commissioners, or of any successor appointed to {ill 
a vacancy caused by the death or resignation of any of the present 
Commissioners, shall expire as heretofore provided by law. Their suc- 
cessors and the successors of the additional Commissioners herein pro- 
vided for shall be appointed for the full term of seven years, except 
that any person appointed to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for 
the unexpired term of the Commissioner whom he shall succeed. Not 
more than four Commissioners shall be appointed from the same politi- 
cal party.” 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Smstey] was first at the desk, and was over- 
looked by inadvertence. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I offer the amendment which I sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 24 so it shall read: 

“Src. 24. That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby en- 
larged so as to consist of seven members with terms of seven years, and 
each shall receive $12,000 compensation annually; one of such Commis- 
sioners shall be designated as chairman, whose annual compensation 
shall be $15,000. The qualifications of the Commissioners and the 
manner of the payment of their salaries shall be as already provided 
law. Such enlargement of the Commission shall be accompli 
through appointment by the President, by and with the advice ar 
consent of the Senate, of two additional Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sioners. Not more than four Commissioners shall be appointed from the 
same political party. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, page 25, strike out the words “ ten thousand” and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘ seven thousand five hundred.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add a new section, as follows, after section 8. BS os 

“Sec. 9. That section 22 of the act of February 4, 1887, entitled 
——_ to regulate commerce,’ be amended by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing: 

“‘*Any officer or employee of any railroad included within the pro- 
visions of this act who shall make, issue, or give any free pass of [as 
sage ticket, which ticket is not in good faith intended to be paid for, 
over such railroad, or any railroad connecting therewith, to any per- 








son not allowed or authorized to pass free according to the provisions 
of this section, or who shall pass or cause to pass free over such rail 
road any such person, and any person not so allowed or authorized 
to pass free who shall receive and use any such free pass, 0! [ret 
passage ticket, or any evidence thereof, shall be punished by re = 
exceeding $1,000 for each offense, and it shall be the duty of the severa 
courts having jurisdiction to charge regularly their grand juries 
investigate violations of this section. : 

““*No free passes, or free passage ticket, or evidence thereo!, § all 


be issued by or in behalf of any railroad corporation unless they 2r 
signed by some officer of said corporation authorized by vote. aaa 
directors to a= the same; and every railroad corporation sha!! keep 
a record showing the date of every free pass, the name of tlie — 
to whom it is issued, the points between which the passage is craute(, 


and whether a single trip or time pass, and if the latter, the tme 
for which it is issued; and this record shall at ali times be « ae 
every stockholder in said corporation and to the Interstate Como” 
Commission; and any railroad or person failing to comply Wit) oe 
provision shall be punished by fine not less than $2,000 mor 1ol® 
than $5,000 for each offense; and it shall be the duty of said (om at 
sion to cause prosecutions to be instituted on account of the es 


of —_ free passes, or free passage tickets, or evidence thereof, « 
to law.’ ” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Teinessee 
is not germane to this section, 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is a new section. paragraph may be prosecuted therefor in any court of competent juris- 
Mr. SHERMAN. It does not purport to apply to this section. | {ictint tor amy period not less thas oie near nce etna nye eeuea 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is an entirely new section. ; a ; n — Se 
Mr. SHERMAN. And it is not in order at this time. The question was taken, and the amendment was reje 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is a new section, and so states, Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, I renew the 


and I desire to be heard for a moment. [Cries of “ Vote! ”’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York rises to a 
point of order. The gentleman will please state it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
that this amendment is rot germane to the section now under 
consideration. It does not purport to be. 
new section, and we have not disposed of this section yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Tennessee offers this as a new section, and not as an 

mendment to any existing section of the bill. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is exactly so. 
Chairman 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
upon this section and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have the floor, and do not yield 
it to the gentleman to make any such motion. I hope he will be 
fair for a moment, and then I will yield the floor. [Cries of 
“Vote! ”} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, that all debate upon this section and 
all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes had it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that this does not apply to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
man. 

rhe question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes had it, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Tennessee had the 
floor. The gentleman from New York made a point of order 
that did not take the gentleman from Tennessee off his feet for 
any other purpose except the point-of-order purpose itself. 
Then, after that the gentleman from Tennessee, still having the 
floor, except for the point of order, and that point of order 
having been overruled, I make the point that the gentleman 
from New York can not make the motion which he did make in 
: he time of the gentleman from Tennessee. [Applause on the 

yernocratie side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee seems to 
be proceeding on the theory that we had finished section 8. The 
committee has not concluded the consideration of section 8; 
therefore the gentleman from Tennessee was not in order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Chair, as I heard him, has 
already ruled that “ the gentleman from Tennessee” had offered 
his amendment in time, and was in order, and when the gentle- 
man made his motion upon that proposition the Chair ruled 
with “the gentleman from Tennessee.” Mr. Chairman, I do 
not want to impose myself upon the House, but I shall have 
and demand simple justice ; no more and no less. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee will sus- 
pend for a moment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
min have three minutes. 


Now, Mr. 





I call for a division, Mr. Chair- 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I stand on my | 


rights 


rhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that the gen- 
Ueman from Tennessee will be entitled to five minutes. 


\ir. GAINES of Tennessee. Exactly. I hope my friend from 
New York will suspend for a moment. 


Mr. Chairman, this amendment I offered—— 
The CHAIRMAN. 

pend? 

‘cnnessee has five minutes upon his amendment when his 
e «iment is in order. We are not through with the considera- 
n of section 8. Now, if anyone wishes to offer an amendment 
section 8, it will be in order. 


Mr. JA MBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
ection &, 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 


\dd after section § the following: 

lt shall be unlawful, after the approval of this act, for any officer, 
tor, stockholder, or receiver of any corporation engaged as a com- 
carrier as hereinbefore defined, either for said corporation or for 

self, to give or contribute any sum of money or thing of value, 
r directly or through some one else, to any political party or or- 

'vition, or to aid in the election of any candidate or candidates of 
I litical party, or for the purpose of in any manner influencing the 

it of any election; and any person violating the provisions of this 


‘ 


Will the gentleman from Tennessee sus- | who shall be a Cabinet officer and the head thereof, who shall be ap- 


The Chair is of the opinion that the gentleman from | 


It purports to be a | 
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offer of my amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment offered by Mr. 
of Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
makes it unlawful, and provides a penalty for violations, for 
any railroad, or the agent of any railroad, to issue a pass to 
“any person” who is not entitled to it, under the exemption 
set out in section 22 of the act of 1887—the commerce law. It 
also requires the Federal judges to charge their grand juries at 
every session of their courts as to violations of section 22, which 
prohibits the giving of passes to persons other than those named 
in that section, who, in brief, are objects of charity, ministers, 
railroad officials, and their own employees. The law it 
stands is a dead letter. 

It also provides that no free passes, or free-passage tickets, or 
evidence thereof, shall be issued by or in behalf of any railroad 
corporation, unless they are signed by some oflicer of said cor- 
poration authorized by vote of the directors to sign the same; 
and every railroad corporation shall keep a record showing the 
date of every free pass, the name of the person to whom it is 
issued, the points between which the passage is granted, and 
whether a single trip or a time pass, and if the latter, the time 
for which it is issued; and this record shall at all times be 
open to every stockholder in said corporation and to the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission; and any railroad or person fail- 
ing to comply with this provision shall be punished by fine— 
not less than $2,000 for each offense—and it shall be the duty 
of said Commission to cause prosecutions to be instituted on 
account of the issue of any free passes, or free-passage tickets, 
or evidence thereof, contrary to law. 

This penalty provision I have added in this paragraph, at the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. 

Every one of the many railroad representatives who testified 
before the Industrial Commission a few years ago, on this pass 
abuse, wanted a law that would take this free-pass burden, this 
imposition, this incubus off the railroads. 

In addition to that, the Cullom report of 1886, the Industrial 
Commission report, the Cooley Commission, and reports by 
Commissioner Knapp and other men who ought to know, state 
that the issuance of passes in the promiscuous way that rail- 
roads issue them are usually issued because the railroads are 
compelled to do so by the blackmailers of the country, who hold 
them up, and they say they want a law that will stop that. 
This law will stop it if the judges of this country will enforce 
the law as is proposed in this amendment. Official propriety 
and common decency demand this law. Let us help the people 
and the railroads and raise ourselves above criticism and sus- 
picion by enacting this measure. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I eall for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
GAINES of Tennessee) there were—ayes 111, noes 147. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Tellers, Mr. Chairman! 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair appointed Mr. GAINES 
of Tennessee and Mr. HEPBURN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
99, noes 137. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after line 14, page 26, the following: “ That there shall be at 


the seat of government an executive department to be known as the 
‘Department of Transportation,’ and a Secretary of Transportation, 


GAINES 


as 





pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of t 
Senate, and who shall receive a salary of $8,000 
Mr. MANN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I 


raise the point of order that that amendment is not germane to 
the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman can not tell whether it is ger- 
mane until the amendment is read. 


Mr. MANN. The Clerk has read far enough to develop the 
fact that it is not germane. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion, from the 


reading thus far, that it discloses the fact that it is not ger 
and the Chair sustains the point of order. 
The question now is on the amendment to the title. 
The question was taken, and the amendment to the title was 
agreed to. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. 
do now rise and report the bill, 
House with the recommendation that the bill as amended do 
pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
with the amended title, to the 


Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. VREELAND, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the Dill H. R. 
12987—the railroad rate bill—and had directed him to report 
the same back with an amendment, with the recommendation 
that the amendment be agreed to, and that the bill as amended 
do pass. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and amendment to its final passage. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to recommit the bill with 
instructions. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order at this time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. When will it be in order to recommit the bill with 
instructions to report a provision against the issuing of free 
passes? 

The SPEAKER. After the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. If the previous question is ordered, which is now moved, 
and the bill is engrossed and read a third time, then a motion to 
recommit would be in order. The gentleman from Iowa de- 
mands the previous question. The question is upon ordering the 
previous question. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and was read the third time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I now move to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and 
upon that motion I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question on the motion of the gentleman from New York to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
mand the yeas and nays. 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is that motion subject to amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] will withdraw his call for the yeas and 
nays, because there is nothing to be accomplished by it. We do 
not want to recommit this bill, of course. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I simply want the bill sent back 
to the committee with instructions, if I can get it, to bring it in 
with an antifree-pass provision similar to the one I have offered 
or a better one. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. Does the gentle- 
man from Tennessee withdraw his demand for the yeas and 
hays? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. 
question. 

The question 
ordered, 

The SPEAKER. 
recommniit. 

The question was taken; 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. 
yeas and nays. . 


Upon that, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a par- 


It is not, if the previous question is ordered. 


The question is on ordering the previous 


was taken; and the previous question was 


The question now is on the motion to 


and the motion was rejected. 
The question now is on the final passage of 


Speaker, upon that I 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
3y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BINGHAM for one week, on account of sickness. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 


Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from | 
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S. 54. An act to provide a public park on Georgetown Heights, 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval the following bills: 

. R. 4177. An act granting a pension to Susan H. Chadsey ; 

. R. 5208. An act granting a pension to Susan J. Rounds; 
R. 5654. An act granting a pension to Moses Eggleston ; 
R. 5779. An act granting a pension to Hannah W. Green; 
R. 6116. An act granting a pension to John Gainsback ; 
R. 6166. An act granting a pension to Else C. Isachsen ; 
R. 7206. An act granting a pension to Nannie Frazier : 

R. 7423. An act granting a pension to Rachel A. Dailey ; 
R. 8071. An act granting a pension to Mary Mitchell ; 

R. 8689. An act granting a pension to Frank P. Haas; 

R. 8832. An act granting a pension to William I. Heed; 
R. 9092. An act granting a pension to Lucy Walke; 

R. 9382. An act granting a pension to Mariam T. Shreve; 

. R. 10365. An act granting a pension to Emeline 8. Hayner; 
. R. 10573. An act granting a pension to Mariah Baughman; 
. R. 519. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Stewart; 

H. R. 520. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Stern ; 

H. R. 749. An act granting an increase of pension to Elkanah 
M. Wynn; 

H. R. 1434, An act granting an increase of pension to Eleazar 
A. Patterson ; 

H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Robbins ; 

H. R. 1548. An act granting an increase of pension to Pmma 
Leviness ; 

H. R. 1810. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
E. Post; 

H. R. 1971. An act granting an increase of pension to Mel- 
ville A. Smith; 

H. R. 1972. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Gillen ; 

H. R. 2262. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Seymour ; 

H. R. 2266. An act granting an increase of pensior. to George 
H. Hodges; 

H. R. 2800. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Manahan; 

H. R. 2959. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
H. Tenant ; 

H. R. 3295. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Knapp; 

H. R. 4223. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Schultz; 

H. R. 4226. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Painter ; 

H. R. 4892. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Miller ; 

H. R. 48938. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Allen ; 

H. R. 4643. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlena 


bt ot Et ot Eo 


| F. Seaver ; 
I withdraw the demand for the | 


H. R. 4682. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Whiteman ; 

H. R. 4706. 
M. Gardner ; 

H. R. 4731. 
MeMullen ; 

H. R. 4733. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
L. Files ; 

H. R. 4740. An act granting an increase of pension to !!:\1som 
L. Logan ; 

H. R. 4742. An act granting an increase of pension to Pd- 

ward Coy ; 

H. R. 4744. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘Tomas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 


An act granting an increase of pension te Itobert 


| O’Connor ; 


H. R. 4747. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
C, Robinson ; 
H. R. 4991. 
R. Glisan ; oe 
H. R. 5158. An act granting an increase of pension’to h)))rlm 


An act granting an increase of pension to \Vil/iam 


titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their | N. R. Ohl; 


appre opriate committees, as indicated below : 


S. 133. An act authorizing the extension of Twenty-third | S. Williams; 


street NW. to Kalorama road—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


H. R. 5182. An act granting an increase of pension to ltobert 


H. R. 5236. An act granting an increase of pension ‘» Mary 
Greene ; 
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Hi. R. 5237, An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Garland ; 
Li. Rh. 5258. An act granting an increase of pension to Green- 


berry Suddarth; 

li. R. 5546. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
E stwood 3 

H. R. 5631. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
F. Simmons; 

H. R. 5642. 
WwW. Bancroft; 

H. R. 5643. 
Briggs ; 

H. R. 5653. 
W. Wells; 

H. R. 5831. 
Zuehike; 

H. R. 5845. 
T. Knox; 

H. R. 5939. 
Brody > 

Hi. R. 6118. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Schoonmaker + 

Ii. k. 6172, An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Kk. Vantine; 
Il. R. 6183. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanuel 
Russell ; 

Hf. R. 6186. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Harvey; 

H. R. 6191. An 
V. B. Bachman ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 
An act granting an increase of pension to Wells 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Martin 


; Ii. R. 6446, An act granting an increase of pension to Silas N. 
my LR Out. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
ae ob 
; i S eoak An act granting an increase of pension to Buford 
“1 6016 An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Meller 5 


H. R. 6917. An act granting an increase of pension to Edmund 


| 


| to the Clerk, 


H. R. 8659. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Powers; 

H.R. 8799. An act granting an increase of pension to Bar- 
tholomew Moriarty ; 

H. R. 9130. An act granting 
Brinkley ; 

H. R. 9659. An act granting 
VY. Smith; 

H. R. 9984. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
McKinney ; 

H. R. 10142. 
Bush; 

H. R. 10218. 
lissa Chase; 

H. R. 10352. 
A. Boush ; 

H. R. 10389. 
W. Ellsworth ; 

H. R. 10572. An act granting 
A. Hackley; and 

H. R. 9757. An act to amend paragraph 34 of section 7 of an 
act entitled “An act making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes,” 
proved July 1, 1902. 


an increase of pension to John 


an increase of pension to Abram 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to Me- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


An act granting an increase of pension to Johu 


an increase of pension to Mary 


ap- 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. I 
understand that after the yeas and nays were ordered and be 
fore the roll Was called the gentleman from Iowa moved to ad- 
journ. Is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 
tion to adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) the House ad 
journed until to-morrow, at 12 o’clock m. 


The question is on the n 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


| follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 


| letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
| survey of Willapa River, Washington—to the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fo! 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivere: 
and referred to the several Calendars therei: 


| named as follows: 


Mr. McCARTHY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, t 
whieh was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 983) to validate 
certain certificates of soldiers’ additional homestead right, 

ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1062); which said bill and report were re to the 


ferred 


House Calendar. 


R. Strang; 
; H R. 6983. An act granting an increase of pension to Chalk- 
win We ‘ 
as 7 R723 . An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
H.R. 7237. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
f H R. 7509. An act granting an increase of pension to John N. 
: Il. R. 7572, An act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
i R 7662, An act granting an increase of pension to Barney | 
; H. R. 7673, An act granting an increase of pension to Homer 
: r 7 7735, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
‘ H . 7755. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
i i. 7758 An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
7 | ’. 7878, An act granting an increase of pension to Ann 
it. 7888. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
\ itherlin ; 
‘ R. 7889. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 
i theres An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
pas 
7952, An act granting an increase of pension to Detrick 
3 S181, An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
| 8237, An act granting an increase of pension to Noah 
; $374, An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen R. 
. $408, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
octam’ 
—- ° $404, An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
uSsOn ; 
s ee An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Stowits : 
H. R. 3532, An act granting an increase of pension to Retta 


lairbanks ; 





Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on the Territories, t 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7139) legalizing 
the removal of the county seat of Washita County, Oklahoma 
Territory, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1065); which said bill and report 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BONYNGD, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13550) to es- 
tablish mining experiment stations, to aid in the development 
of the mineral resources of the United States, and for ot 
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1066); which said bill and report were 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of t! 
Union. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Judi 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 436) es 
lishing a United States court and recording district at Dun 
Ind. T., and conforming other districts therewith, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1067) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MORRELL, from the Committee on Militia, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7136) to increase the effi- 
eiency of the militia and promote rifle practice, reported the 


were re- 
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same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1068) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the | 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions. of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invatid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4202) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John C. Umstead, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1058) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R..3959, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 261) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Pine Bluff, Ark., accompanied by a 
report (No. 1059) ; which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 567) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to make an examination of cer- 
tain claims of the State of Missouri, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1060); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War Cjaims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2872) for the relief of 
the French Trans-Atlantic Cable Company, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1061); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8233) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles A. Power, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1063); 


. which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14206) to carry out 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of James A. 
Paulk, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1064); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 14804) to provide for the 
readjustment and settlement of accounts between certain Osage 
indians and traders of the Osage Reservation—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 14805) to authorize the Wis- 
consin and New Duluth Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wisconsin and 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 14806) making an appro- 
priation for the completion of Locks and Dams Nos. 19 and 20, 
on the Cumberland River, in Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14307) to 
provide for the erection of a public building at Waynesburg, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 14308) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge at or near Van Buren, Ark.—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14809) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across Fourche la Fave River, in Perry County, Ark.—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 14310) appropri- 
ating money for certain work on the Missouri River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 14311) authorizing a sur- 
vey of the Colorado River, in Texas, from its mouth to the 
city of Austin—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 14312) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue for the Government and 
to encourage the industries of the United States,” approved 
July 24, 1897, as to import duties on band or belting leather 
(finished), dressed upper leather, patent and japanned leather, 





leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps, and boots and shoes—iy 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14313) to 
recognize the claim of the Colville and confederated tribes of 
Indians, State of. Washington, and providing for the payment 
thereof—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14314) to authorize the sale and disposi- 
tion of surplus or unallotted lands of the diminished Colvyiile 
Indian Reservation; in the State of Washington, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 14815) to regulate appeals 
in criminal prosecutions—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 14816) to further enlarge 
the powers and authority of the Public Health and Marine- 
Hospital Service, and to impose further duties thereon—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PEARRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 14317) to amend 
section 183 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, giving 
authodity to officers of the Departments to administer oaths to 
witnesses in investigations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 14818) to prohibit shang- 
haiing in the United States—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. . 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 14894) to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors near the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane and the District Almshouse—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 14395) to prohibit corpora- 
tions from making money contributions in connection with 
political elections—to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 14896) to incorporate the 
Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, to define the powers 
thereof, and to facilitate interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 97) au- 
thorizing assignment,of pay of teachers and other employees of 
the Bureau of Education in Alaska—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 261) referring to the Court of Claims Il. R. 
3959—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. WANGER: A resolution (H. Res. 262) directing the 
Clerk of the House to pay Mrs. Annie L. Harmer a certain sum 
of money—to the Committee on Accounts. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 143819) granting to the 
town of Gallup, McKinley County, Territory of New Mexico, 160 
acres of land—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14320). granting an increase of pension to 
Gottlieb Honzaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 14321) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel G. Harrison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 14322) granting a pension 
to Abbie L. Hanford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14823) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Thornton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 14324) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles T. Murray—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 14325) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Wesley A. Hampton—to the Committce on 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14326) for the relief of William !!. Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 14327) granting 2p 11 
crease of pension to Amelia Nichols—to the Committee on [i- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 14328) granting an iucrease 
of pension to Charles M. Mears—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 14329) granting a pens on to 
Mary M. Strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 14330) granting a )nsion 
to Sarah J. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14331) granting an increase of pe -ion © 
Jefferson R. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen. '». 

By Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 14832) for the relies of John 
Depew, late of Battery BE, Fifth United States Artillery —‘° the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14333) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
yoremiah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 14384) granting a pension to Helen F. Hoff- 

.an—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14835) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Patrick F. McDermott—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14836) to remove the charge of desertion 

n the military record of Alexander Todd—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. DAWES: A bill (H. R. 14337) granting an increase 
of pension to Gabriel Y. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Ry Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 14338) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Rice—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

by Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 14339) for the relief of 
John Tucker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 14340) granting a pension to Mary A. 8. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14841) granting a pension to Nancy A. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14842) granting an increase of pension to 
London C. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 14348) for the relief of 
James C. Slaght—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 14344) for the 
relief of Col. Medad C. Martin—to the Committee on Claims. 

by Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 14845) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Peter Noblet—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14346) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Edmiston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14847) granting an increase of pension to 
Jarvis Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14348) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Hoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 14349) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of William I. Reed, a captain on the retired list of the 
Army, a8 a major on the retired list of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 14850) granting an increase 
of pension to Theodore W. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensi ns, 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (Hl. R. 14351) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Susan Sewell—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 





Also, a bill CH. R. 14852) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Rhoades—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 14353) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 14354) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


o, a bill CH. R. 143855) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Florey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL. R. 14856) to correct the military record of 
Sylvester Weaver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14857) to correct the military record of 
George Pile—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 14358) granting an increase of 
PB nsion to William H. Morrow—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions., 
a bill (H. R. 14359) granting a pension to James H. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 14360) for the relief of 
John MeDonald, alias John Shannon—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14361) granting 
ionorable discharge to David Harrington—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

, 2 bill (H. R. 14362) to authorize payment of commuta- 
t to David Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 14363) grant- 
. ‘ pension to Mary Z. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid 
ms, 

, a bill (H. R. 14364) for the relief of James M. Blanken- 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 14365) for the relief of William 
1). .aw—to the Committee an War Claims. 
Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 14366) for the relief of the 
alem Evangelical Lutheran Church, Ebenezer, Ga.—to the 
ittee on War Claims. 
Mr. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R, 14367) granting an increase 
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of pension to Lemuel O. Gilman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14368) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret F. Hogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 14369) granting an increase 
of pension to Sumner P. Wyman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14370) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Theodore Hogener—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14371) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Capehart—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 143872) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of James E. Meacham—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 14873) to remove charge 
of desertion and grant honorable discharge to John A. Boston, 
alias John Boston Irwin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 14374) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin B. Cahoon—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14875) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmond R. Heywood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 14376) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Bushby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 14377) granting an increase 
of pension to William Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 14378) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Settle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14379) for the 
relief of Sylvanus Cobble, of Gainesville, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14380) to authorize the Court of Claims to 
consider the claims of Charles F. Winton, deceased, and others, 
against the Mississippi Choctaw Indians for services rendered 
and expenses incurred—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 14381) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the Holtzer-Cabot 
Electric Company the amount due said company from the Post- 
Office Department—to the Committee on Claims. 

3y Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14382) granting 
an increase of pension to William Antes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 14883) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Jonas O. Johnson—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14384) granting an increase of pension to 
John Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14885) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14886) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony L. Bledsoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14387) for the relief of John Nelson—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 14388) granting an increase of 
pension to A. L. Barthelemy—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bili (H. R. 14389) granting an increase 
of pension to Amos Hart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14890) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Burnet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 14391) granting an increase 
of pension to Franklin Cooley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 14392) for the relief of 
Thomas Hanlon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14393) to remove the charge 
from the military record of William P. Edmonson 
mittee on Military Affairs. 





of desertion 
to the Com- 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8891) granting a pension to Mrs. R. C. Rogers— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14196) for the relief of Bessie McAlester Me- 
Guirk—Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


dis 
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L. Karns-—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (CH. R. 13839) granting a military bounty land warrant 





favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. DALE: Petition of the Union League Club of New 


to John B. Anderson—Committee on Pensions discharged, and ' York, favoring the President’s policy relative to the Philippines 


referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Elgin J. Cole et al., for repeal 
of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William H. Burns et al., for repeal of revenue 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Wampum, Pa., fa- 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, indorsing bill 
H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, for improve- 
ment of the merchant marine—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petitions of Chapin Post, No. 2, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and Emerson H. Liscum Camp, Sons of 
Veterans, of Buffalo, N. Y., for bill H. R. 13090—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the National 
Board of Trade, favoring bill S. 529—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of Macon Council, No. 290, 
Order of United Commercial Travelers of America, for amend- 
ment to the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By. Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Bullville Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Orange County, N. Y., for repeal of revenue tax 
on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Cora A. Booth—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Margaret BE. Fos- 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William T. Ed- 
wards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jobery Mullinax— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, against 
amendment of the Grout law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petitions of the Manton Baptist Mission ; 
the First Baptist Church of Hope Valley; the Free Evangelical 
Church of Providence; the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Carolina; the Arlington Free Baptist Church, of Man- 
ton; the Centeryille Methodist Episcopal Church, of Cumber- 
land; the Warren Baptist Church, of Phoenix; the Exeter Bap- 
tist Church, of Woonsocket; the Warwick Central Free Baptist 
Church; the People’s Free Baptist Church, of Auburn; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of East Greenwich, and of sundry 
citizens of Rhode Island, favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the State board of agriculture of Rhode 
Island and the Newport County Agricultural Society, favoring 
placing basic-slag meal on the free list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of West Kingston (R. I.) Grange, No. 10, 
Patrons of Husbandry, favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Newport County (R. L.) Agricultural So- 
ciety, for bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island State board of agriculture, 
favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island Lumber Dealers’ Associa- 
tion, for national forest reserves—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, in 
favor of Chinese exclusion (bill H. R. 12973)—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion Society, 
favoring strict observance of Chinese-exclusion act—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Commodore Perry and Pawtucket councils, 
Junior Order United Amercan Mechanics, of Rhode Island, 





and urging passage of the bill H. R. 3—to the Committee op 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Union League Club of New York City, 
for repeal of the duty on art works—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. : 

Also, petition of Garfield Council, No. 354, Order United Amoer- 
ican Mechanics, of Scranton, Pa., favoring restriction of ij)))j- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, petition of the American Mining Congress, for working 
sundry mines on Spanish and Mexican land grants—to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of the American Mining Congress, for assistance 
to schools of mines—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of the American Mining Congress, for a Depart- 
ment of Mines and Mining—to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Also, petition of the Western Fruit Growers’ Association, re!a- 
tive to abuses of the private car companies—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Father Whitty Young Men’s Total Abstinence 
and Benevolent Society, of Scranton, Pa., against bill H. R. 
7079—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Hon. J. A. Scranton and 50 other citizens of 
Scranton, Pa., and vicinity.for relief for heirs of victims of 
General Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of State Grange No. 1199, for repeal of revenue 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of George E. Briggs, against free alcohol of all 
kinds—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of Sam Sloan Division, No. 276, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Scranton, Pa., for bill H. R. 9328—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Sam Sloan Division, No. 276, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, of Scranton, Pa., for passage of bills 
H. R. 239 and 8. 1657—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the National German-American Alliance of 
the United States and a million and a half of German citizens, 
against franking scientific literature on beer—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
for strict enforcement of Chinese-exclusion act—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Luzerne Chemical Company, for repeal! of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, indorsing Dill 
H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Ezra C. Griffin Camp, No. 8, Sons of Veterans, 
Pennsylvania Division, against the Morrell bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Strong Vincent Post, No. 67, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Erie, Pa., for bill H. R. 8989—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Law League, favoring the 
Lodge bill, relating to the consular service—to the Comuuitice 
on Foreign Affairs. . 

Also, petition of Lackawanna Division, No. 12, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Scranton, Pa., for passage of bills H. R. 2) 
and 9328—to the Committee on the Judiciary. es 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of many citizens of 
New York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of (en ral 
Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. eo 

By Mr. DOVENER: Affidavits in support of bill (H. R. does) 
for the relief of Silas Garrison—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . a ‘ 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Tcodore 
Groezinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ae ol 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, for bill 8. 529— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. — ae 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Newport Url” 
Exchange, for modification of the Chinese-exclusion ac’ to ' 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. » Steam 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the National Board of 5te 
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Navigation, favoring bills H. R. 369 and 370—to the Committee 

Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Board of Steam Navigation, favoring 
lighting of Statue of Liberty, New York Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

iy Mr. GRAFF: Petition of the State Grange, Patrons of 
‘iusbandry, of Illinois, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 

-ohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
for the Interstate Commerce Commission to control 

lway rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Illinois, favoring reciprocal trade relations with foreign coun- 
iyies—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

\lso, petition of the State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Illinois, for control of freight rates by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

\lso, petition of the State Grange of Illinois, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition of the State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Illinois, against ship subsidies—to the Committee on the Mer- 

nt Marine and Fisheries. 

Aiso, petition of the State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Illinois, for election of United States Senators by popular vote— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

\lso, petition of the State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Illinois, favoring the referendum to legalize all important enact- 
ments—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

\lso, petition of the State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Iilinois, against the present method of seed distribution—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the State Grange of Lilinois, Patrons of Hus- 


illinois, 


the Committee on Ways and Means. 
by Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the North Congregational 
Chureh, of Providence, for prohibition of liquor selling in In- 
dian Territory and Oklahoma as States—to the Committee on 
lerritories. 

Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Albert C. Roach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Russell Post, No. 77, De- 
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favoring bill S. 529 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, against 
the Interstate Commerce Commission having control of rail- 
way rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, for modi- 
fication of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the First Baptist Church of 
Cambridge, Mass., against sale of liquor at Army posts—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Massachusetts, for repeal of reve- 
nue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Women’s Clubs of Massachusetts, for forest 
reserve in the White Mountains—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Lodge 
of Railway Trainmen, for bill H. R. 235 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of J. E. White et al., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of William H. Capehart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of F. O. Raymond et al., against 
religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 





to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 


on 


No. 736, Brotherhood 
i—to the Committee on 


| Committee on Claims. 
udry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to | 


Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Merchants’ Association, 
for an appropriation to improve the Yosemite Valley—to the 


| Committee on Appropriations. 


‘tment of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, for relief | 


of George C. Vance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iy Mr. HITT: Petition of citizens of Rochelle, Ll. for re- 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUFF: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 

\ltmain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, petition of the Charleroi Merchants’ Association, of 
Washington County, Pa., favoring bill H. R. 8106—to the Com- 
luittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of William H. Mor- 
r to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, petition of the National Board of Trade, of Philadel- 
phia, favoring bill S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant 
larine and Fisheries. 

\lso, petition of Excelsior Council, No. 366, Order United 
American Mechanies, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


H 


| of Azusa, Cal., relative to abuses of private car lines 


Mr. KAHN: Petition of S. Foster & Co., of San Francisco, | 


for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
e and Fisheries. 
30, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, for bill 
12472—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
petition of the Sacramento Valley Development Asso- 
n, for an appropriation for roads, etc., in Yosemite Val- 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Papers to accompany bills 
‘. 11686, granting a pension to William C. Berghahen; H. R. 
“4, granting a pension to Byard H. Church; H. R. 11690, 
ting a pension to Lewis Lowry; H. R. 11692, granting a pen- 
‘to John P. Wishart; H. R. 12797, granting a peinsion to 
Denning; H. R. 13342, granting a pension to Morris W. 
; H. R. 11140, granting a pension to Henry Russell; H. R. 
-, granting a pension to Jamies McQuade; H. R. 11360, 
ung a pension to John Sylvester; H. R. 11363, granting a 
on to Elizabeth McCormick; H. R. 11364, granting a pen- 
to Richard Allbery; H. R. 11365, granting a pension to 
rt D. Williamson, and H. R. 11687, granting a pension to 
Fitzpatrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
' Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the National Board of Trade, 


iso 


| 
' 
| 


| favoring bills H. R. 9753 and 9754—to the Committee 


Also, petition of the Sacramento Valley Development Asso- 


| ciation, for improvement of the Yosemite Valley—to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Azusa-Covina-Glendora Fruit Exchange, 
to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Fresno County Chamber of Commerce, 

THe on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, for an im- 
proved merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: Petition of citizens of New York, for repeal 


of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
By Mr. OVERSTRI#ET: Petition of the Indianapolis Live 


Stock Association, for an appropriation for live-stock 
tion—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Henry Schurman, favoring improvement in 
the merchant-marine service—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Petition of the Swine Breeders’ Associa- 
tion of Nebraska, for bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 


inspec- 


By Mr. RHODES: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
3enjamin B. Cahoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany 


bill for relief of Roy F. Walker—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

sy Mr. RYAN: Petition of the National Board of Trade, fa- 
voring bill S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, against 


the rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 
By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the American Society 


for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 
221—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Kilpatrick Camp, No. 233, Sons of Veterans, 


of Easton, Pa., favoring bill H. R. 12085—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Packer Lodge, No. 85, Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, of Easton, Pa., favoring bills H. R. 239 and 
9325 and S. 1657—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of Lehigh Lodge, No. 403, Association of. Mer- 
chants, of Easton, Pa., favoring bill H. R. 10046—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Council No. 159, Order United American Me- 
chanics, ef Easton, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Henry Gabriel’s Sons, against any increase 
of duty on aniline colors and salts—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of J. H. Romig, of San Francisco, favoring es- 
tablishment of a Government hospital at Bristol Bay, Alaska— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of the Missouri Corn 
Growers’ Association, fer reciprocal commercial relations with 
other countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 
for establishment of a forest reserve in White Mountains—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Massachusetts Council, No. 42, Middletown, 
Conn., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Elm City Division, No. 817, Order of Railway 
Conductors, for bill H. R. 239—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., for investiga- 
tion of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of J. W. Noffsinger et al., 
for repeal of revenue tax an denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of dairymen of Minnesota, protesting against 
the Grosvenor bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Andrew L. Hook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the New York Produce Ex- 
inge, for modification of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the American Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Boyne City Charcoal Iron Company, 
against the free-alcohol bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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SENATE. 
Tuourspay, February 8, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALgz. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. CULBERSON, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal 
stands approved. 

ARMY QUARTERS, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War submitting an emergency estimate 
of appropriation for barracks and quarters, Philippine Islands, 
$100,000, being additional to the urgent deficiency estimate of 


like amount transmitted to Congress on the ist instant; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 


on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


4 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
I NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 2582) to authorize the American National 
Bank, of Graham, Va., to change its location and name. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the 


following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
penate: 

H. R. 12987. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 


ndatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Inter- 
ission; and 
H. R. 13372. An act to authorize the sale of timber on cer- 
tain of the lands reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe 
of Indians in the State of Wisconsin. 
COAL-MINING INTERESTS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, some days ago I presented 
to the Senate a communication from the Red Rock Fuel Com- 
pany, of West Virginia, relating to some abuses or outrages that 
had been perpetrated upon them by the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad. In connection with that document I said that I 


state Comn 








| which has a Republican legislature, I do not see how 


presumed there was redress for the particular grievance con- 
plained of, which was that this coal company had lands 
contiguous to the Baltimore and Ohio road and had opened 
their coal lands—their mines—and had constructed a railroad 
track, so as to get within touch of the Baltimore and Ohio, 
and had been refused connections, so that they were stopped 
up, or bottled up, so to speak, and not allowed to ship their 
product. I indicated that it appeared to me there was a 
chance for the company to get redress and to secure its riglis 
under State laws or else the State was disgraced. The senior 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Etxrns] declared that there 
was such a law, and that the coal company could get redress. 

I dismissed the subject from my mind, supposing, of course, 
that the statement was entirely accurate, but last evening | 
received a letter on this whole question of the situation in re- 
gard to the transportation of coal in West Virginia which js 
so illuminating that I feel it obligatory on me to ask to have 
it read in the nature of a petition. I send it to the desk for 
that purpose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica- 
tion will be read. The Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

State oF West Vircinra, GovERNor’s OFFICnr, 
Charleston, W. Va., February 6, 1906 
Hon. BENJAMIN R. TILLMAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. OC. 

Deak Senator: I do not know that you remember me. I met you at 
a dinner given by Senator Scorr at the New Willard two years ago. [ 
have read with interest and satisfaction your remarks in the Senate a 
few days ago in presenting the letter of Mr. Bullitt, of the Red Rock 
Coal Company, of Upshur County, this State. You said that “ that such 
things could be in this State was a disgrace to the State.” Seuator 
ELKINS said that we had a law in this State providing a remedy for the 
outrageous treatment of shippers by railroads. You are nearer right 
than Senator ELKINS. We have some law in this State bearing on that 
subject, but it is inadequate, and we have no means of enforcing it. | 
have been trying since 1881 to get a railroad commission in West Vir- 
ginia, but the railroad lobby would never let us have it. I regret to 
have to admit that there is much truth in what you say, that this state 
of things is a disgrace to West Virginia. 

The case that you presented to the Senate of the said coal com; 
is only a sample of many. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad (Co: y 
has been a great sinner in this respect for many years. For a while, 
when the late John K. Cowan was in charge of the company, there was 
a good state of affairs. I think an investigation would show that the 
3altimore and Ohio Railroad Company is interested in the production 
of coal; not directly, perhaps, but indirectly and substantially. it 
makes little difference as to the effect upon our people whether the cor- 
poration itself is directly interested in the production of coal in compe- 
tition with other producers of coal or whether officers or directors or 
controlling stockholders are so interested. The result is the same. I 
have heard of cases where this company has attempted to say who 
shall ship coal and who shall not, and when they should ship it, and 
where they should ship it and where they should not. . It may be that 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company does not legally own a controlling 
part of the stock of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company or the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company or the Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company, but I have no doubt that an investigation will show 
that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company practically controls these tree 
great trunk lines which traverse West Virginia, and which are the only 
means whereby the products of this State, including coal, can be shipped 
either to the Lakes in the West or other markets in the Bast. Hence it 
is a fact that West Virginia to-day is in the grasp of a railroad trus 
which practically says what part of the State shall be developed and 
what shall not be developed, how much coal shall be shipped out of thi 
—_ - what points or parts it shall be shipped, and when it shal! b 
shipped. 

Of course, it makes its own rates, and our people are helpless. The 
Pennsylvania Railroad is very largely interested itself in the p l 
tion or shipment of bituminous coal. It will naturally look after its 
own interest and the interest of the people along its lines in 1 \- 
vania and elsewhere first of all, and therefore the interests of West \ir- 
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ginia are subordinated to the interests of these others, and our rai ls, 
upon which we are dependent, as before stated, are controlied by av alien 
corporation practically in direct competition with us. The State au. 
thorities stand ready to do everything in their wer, and are anxious 


to do that, to protect our people from these intolerable conditions 
You will be doing a great public benefit if you succeed in haying a 
thorough investigation made of the conditions referred to existing 12 
this = sie 
ery respectfully, yours 
r . Wm. W. W. Dawson, Gove: 


Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to remark, by way of brief com it, 
that the statements made by the governor of West Virgin: «re 


of such transcendent importance and relate to a subject of «uc 

vital moment at this time, and coming as they do, too, f 

man who is a Republican in the best standing and from a *'''e 
W 


refuse to have the conditions investigated. I would move «''"S 
that line but for the fact that there is something of the srt 
on foot in the House. Mr. Gittespre has been endeavor: t0 


secure the information in regard to the merger or contro! «' ‘!e 
Chesapeake and Ohio, the Baltimore and Ohio, and the \ lk 
and Western by the Pennsylvania, and I do not want to : ar 
to take jurisdiction of a question that is now pending | = 
There is no need of two investigations; there might be « / int 


one of both Houses; but I will wait until I see what de 0 
ments shall come. Unless the House shall move actively | . 
way to secure the facts I shall be compelled to ask the S scte 
a little later to take some action itself. 
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Mr. BLKINS. Mr. President, I listened to the communica- 
tion from the governor of West Virginia read at the desk. The 
only reason that I made any reference to the remarks of the 
Senator from South Carolina a few days ago was because he 
stated that if such a state of affairs existed it was a disgrace to 
West Virginia. I felt obliged to resent that to the extent of 
saving-—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will do me the justice 
to say that I thought the State of West Virginia must necessarily 
have laws on its statute book that would give redress, and the 
Senator said they did have, and I took him at his word. Now, 
the governor comes forward and says it has not got it, and can 
not get it because of the railroad lobby that is there, or the in- 
fluences which govern the State. 

Mr. ELKINS. The governor does not say that there is no 
redress. He states that the Senator from South Carolina was 
partly right and that I was partly right in our statements. 

The facts are, Mr. President, that under the laws of West 
Virginia there is an adequate remedy by mandamus to compel 
the physical connection of a switch lateral or branch road with 
the main line, or between any two roads. In resorting to that 
remedy it is claimed that the shippers hesitate by reason of the 
long time and the expense, and incurring probably the hostility 
of the railroad with which they seek connection. But the law 
is plain and it is on the statute book. 

Now, as to the State not having a railroad commission, my 
colleague and myself have earnestly favored for years the pas- 
sage of a law creating a railroad commission in West Virginia, 
but it has failed. There are a great many States in the Union 
that have no railroad commissions. 

Now, Mr. President, as to the allegations about the state of 
affairs in West Virginia, unless the Senator wants to make the 
sovernor’s letter the basis of a resolution for investigation it 
probably should go to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
which is considering this very question of abuses growing out of 
the refusal to grant*connecting running arrangements and other 
things; and if the Senator does not propose to make it the basis 
of an inquiry, which I think, perhaps, was in his mind, then 
I will ask that it be referred to the committee having these mat- 
ters in hand now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have no objection to the reference of the 
communication to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, of 
which I am an humble member. I merely meant to state my 
position in the event that the efforts now being made in the 
House by a gentleman from Texas to investigate this whole 
question, not with regard to the bottling up of competing coal 
mines or miners, but the question of merger, shall fail. If that 
investigation shall fail of being ordered, I shall then endeavor 
to get the Senate to order an investigation of the whole ques- 
tion, both as to the merger and as to this particular grievance 
of the railroad trust in West Virginia, which presumes to say 
who shall ship coal, where they shall ship coal, when they shall 
ship coal, and whether they shall ship coal at all, and also re- 
fuses to allow men to make connection with their railroads, and 
also, as I have understood, has torn up spur tracks leading to 
mines so as to bottle up the mines entirely, with a view, I sup- 
pose, to their purchase, or something like that. 

I do not want to do anything to-day. I am perfectly willing 
to allow the petition to go to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce; but I say I shall feel compelled a little later to ask the 


Senate to do something unless the House does something. 

Mr. ELKINS. If the Senator is willing to allow the com- 
munication of the governor to go before the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce, I shall be glad, because we are considering 


this very subject. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Mr. FORAKER. I was out of the Chamber—detained by a 
ittee meeting—when the communication was read. It will 
appear, I presume, in the Recorp. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been read, and will appear 
1 the Recorp. 
ir. TILLMAN. It is a letter from the present Republican 
governor of West Virginia, in which he makes a disclosure or 
ient as to the situation there that is appalling to any man 
has any conception of a free government. 
FORAKER. I gathered, from what I heard the Senator 
South Carolina say, the nature of the communication, and 
rose to state that I am in hearty sympathy with the 
tion he makes, that there should be an investigation with 
to arriving at some means of remedying just what is 
( ined of. This communication, if it is of the character I 
stand it to be, goes to the very heart of the trouble that is 
all the disquiet and all the contention in the country ; 
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and if we can arrive at a just apprehension of just what that 
condition is, and then find a legitimate remedy for it, we will 
do a great deal more to benefit and promote the interests of the 
country than in any other way which has yet been suggested. 


es 
4 \ 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ship subsidy bill;” which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of the Lake Seamen’s Union 
of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating against the abolishment of the 
United States marine hospitals now located at various points 
in the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Atlantic Coast Seamen’s 
Union, of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called “ ship subsidy bill; ” which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Yonkers, N. Y., and a memorial of the First 
Baptist Church of Rhinebeck, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the present anticanteen law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Council No. 165, United 
Commercial Travelers, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the present bankruptcy law to include 
employees employed as traveling or city salesmen as preferred 
creditors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club, of Paw- 
huska, Okla., praying for the adoption of a clause in the state- 
hood bill making the Osage Reservation one county; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Gibson and sundry 
other citizens of Albany, N. Y., praying for an investigation of 
the conditions now existing in the Kongo Free State: which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Richard A. Bindhardt and 
sundry other citizens of New York City, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation for the relief of the victims of the 
General Slocum disaster in New York Harbor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of Milton-on-Hudson Grange, No. 
884, Patrons of Husbandry, of Milton, N. Y., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union of 
3uffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation relating 
to the complement of crews of vessels; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Columbia County Depart- 





ment of the Mohawk and Hudson River Humane Society, of 
Hudson, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legis! 
tion extending the time in the interstate transportation of liv 
stock ; which: was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com 


merce, 

He also presented a petition of the Chautauqua County Po- 
mona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Chautauqua County, 
N. Y., and a petition of the New York Hay Exchange, of New 
York City, N. Y¥., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of: Jamestown, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission ; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Buffalo, 
Rochester, and New York City, all in the State of New York, 
praying for an investigation of the charges made 1 filed 
against Hon. Rrezp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

He also presented petitions of Canadawaran Division, No. 
341, Order of Railway Conductors, of Norwich; of Trojan 


Lodge, No. 90, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of T: 
Local Lodge No. 417, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of East 
Buffalo; of Metropolitan Lodge, No. 363, Brother! lof I 


tive Firemen, of New York City; of Local Division, Order of 
tailway Conductors, of Buffalo; of Local Div 1, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Corning; of Local Lodge No. 164. 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Utica, 1 of Local 
Lodge No. 623, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Cent il 
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Valley, all in the State of New York, praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry employees of Dunn & 
McCarthy, of Auburn, N. Y., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to remove the duty on imported hides and leather ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Granite State 
Lodge, No. 306, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Con- 
cord, N. H., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
* Esch-Townsend railroad rate bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the legislative committee of 
the American Federation of Labor of Washington, D. C., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation granting relief to ship keep- 
ers of the Mare Island Navy-Yard, Cal.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Labor Council of San 
Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation relating to the complement of the crews of vessels; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of F. E. Barber, of Billings, 
Okla., and the petition of John P. Algie, of Pondcreek, Okla., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in that Territory when admitted to state- 
hood; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the clergy of the dio- 
cese of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called 
* pure-food bill ;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented the petition of Mary E. Rowe, of 
Henniker, N. H., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Organization of the Gen- 
eral Slocum Survivors, of New York City, N. Y., praying for 
the enactment of legislation granting relief to the victims of the 
General Slocum disaster in New York Harbor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a memorial of Granite State Lodge, No. 
206, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Concord, N. H.., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of G. O. Shields, of New York 
City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to estab- 
lish game refuges in national forest reserves; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Spokane, Wash., praying that more liberal appropria- 
tions be made for the support of agricultural experiment sta- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the salaries of postal clerks; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Washington Inland 
Empire Retail Dealers’ Association, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called “parcels-post bill;” which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Labor Council 
of San Franciseo, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation relating to the complement of crews of vessels; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Ife also presented a petition of sundry homesteaders of the 
Red Lake Indian Reservation of Minnesota, praying for the 
enactment of legislation extending the time for payment of 
their homesteads within that reservation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the Illinois Manufac- 
turers’ Association, of Chicago, Ill, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the construction of a deep water- 
way between the Great Lakes and the Gulf of Mexico; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants 
and Business Men’s Association of Hoopeston, Ill., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called “parcels-post bill ;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Universalist Church of Woonsocket, R. I., and a petition 
of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Woonsocket, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation 


to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors: 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FLINT presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Chureh of the Unity of Santa Barbara, Cal., praying for an 
investigation of the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State - 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Los An- 
geles, Cal., and of Fred L. Ingraham, of Yuma, Ariz., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on linotype 
and composing machines; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Bruce- 
ville, Cal., remonstrating against any increase of the tax on 
sweet wines; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
appropriating for a period of twenty years 75 per cent of the 
internal revenue and customs receipts from the Territory 9; 
Hawaii as a special fund to be expended in that Territory for 
Territorial and Federal purposes; which was referred to tlie 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure- 
food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Labor Council of San 
Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legis 
lation relating to the complement of crews of vessels; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Shipowners’ Association of 
the Pacific Coast, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
abolish the use of Government transports for carrying troo)s 
and freight in time of peace; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Mattoon, Suring, Madison, and Phlox, all in the State of Wis- 
consin, praying for the -enactment of legislation to authorize 
the sale of timber on certain of the lands reserved for the use 
of the Menominee tribe of Indians in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of the State 
of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“ Philippine tariff bill;” which were referred to the Committee 
on the Philippines. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mayville, 
Prairie du Chien, and Wausau, all in the State of Wisconsin, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on 
linotype and composing machines; which were referred to tie 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Fond du 
Lae, Wis., remonstrating against the ratification of the Isle of 
Pines treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Furcign 
Relations. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Neenah, 
Watertown, Appleton, and Westley, and of Local Union No. 61, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of La Crosse, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against any reduction of the 
duty on cigars and tobacco imported from the Philippine 
Islands; which were referred to the Committee on the Philip- 
pines. 

Mr. STONE presented a memorial of the Mercantile Associa- 
tion of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the adoption of the 
proposed amendment to the copyright law to prevent the in- 
portation of foreign publications by libraries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating agains! th 
repeal of the present anticanteen law, and praying for an ilves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. RrEEep 8.007, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred tv tle 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Robertson & Ball, of Gallatin, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation for the remoy:! 0/ 
the tariff on linotype and composing machines; which wis re 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Commercia! (lu) 
of Grand Island, Nebr., praying for the enactment of !cxis!a- 
tion for the holding of the United States court at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES OF INDIANS. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I rise to something tha‘ 
the nature of a question of personal privilege, but not so much 
personal as official. st 

It was called to my attention last night for the first time 
that an important bill—House bill 5976—dealing with the 0Talrs 


is in 


1906. 


of tl 
the House and had passed that body and been sent to the Sen- 


te 
eC, 
ce 


ins 


r 


. bill sent to that committee, which almost took my breath 


. Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians. 


wro! 


mittee of which I have the honor to be chairman. 


Cor 


Af} 


Ind 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


M 


nn } 


Mr. 


mi 
i] 
I 
1 


\ 
I'l 


roducing it. 


bill 


diar 


\fr 


I 


\fr 


Aly 


; As I am chairman of the Committee on the Five Civ- 
“l Tribes of Indians, having previously been chairman of 


r desires to have the bill recalled from the Committee on In- 
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ie Five Civilized Tribes of Indians had been prepared in 


and by some inadvertence on the part of the presiding 
r the bill was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 


Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and during the two 
s I occupied that honorable position never having had but 


I had not expected to have much to do as chairman of 
But 
uch a bill has come to this body and has been sent to the 
i¢ committee, I merely rise to ask that that error be cor- 
d, and that the bill, with the accompanying papers, shall 
nt to the committee to which it justly belongs—that is, the 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that a simi- 
ll had been introduced in the Senate and referred to the 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and——— 
TILLMAN. Still that was another inadvertence, be- 
. otherwise the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of 
ns has no reason for being in existence. 
The bill was referred to the Com- 
on Indian Affairs at the request of the Senator in- 





jucing ift—— 


TILLMAN. I can not help that. Suppose I were to get 
ere and introduce a bill relating to the Army 
LODGE. I suggest that we have order, Mr. President. 


}* 





iould like to hear the Chair complete his statement. 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will complete his state- 
t, if the Senator from South Carolina will suspend for a 
ent. 

r. TILLMAN. I will try to do so, sir. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate bill was referred to 
Committee on Indian Affairs at the request of the Senator 
There was no objection then made to the refer- 
or after the reference had been made. When a similar 
came from the House the same reference was made, and it 
made without objection until this moment. If the Sena- 


Affairs and referred to the Committee on the Five Civy- 
(1 Tribes, it may be done if there is no objection. Is there 
tion? 

CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

TILLMAN. Will the Senator now permit me to finish 
| was trying to say when my kind guide and friend from 

‘husetts took charge of the affairs of the Senate? 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 
ina yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

TILLMAN. Oh, with pleasure. 

CLARK of Wyoming. The announcement having been 

y the Chair that the bill would be withdrawn from the 
ttee on Indian Affairs unless objection were made, I desire 

that it has been the custom in this body for many years 

- all bills relating to the affairs of the Indian Territory, 
ding the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes, to the Com- 

‘on Indian Affairs. The bill followed the regular course 

» Senate in that matter. 
the absence of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crapr], 
airman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I would sug- 
to the Senator from South Carolina that he defer his re- 
t until that Senator shall be present. 

TILLMAN. I am perfectly willing. I do not want to 

ly unseemly wrangle as to who shall take charge of the 

it I simply want to say again that there is no excuse or 
for this body to have a Committee on the Five Civilized 

s of Indians and put five or seven Senators on it—I have 
ten which—and then have bills relating to those Five 
| Tribes referred, at the request of Senators introduc- 

m, to some other committee, because—let me suppose for 
tan*. that I shall introduce a bill relating to the Army 

k that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

h I happen to be a member, is it to be thought for a 

t that the bill would go that way, or would it go where 

igs—to the Committee on Military Affairs? 
in merely contending for decent and orderly procedure in 

ng measures that relate to a specific subject to the com- 

charged with looking after such matters. The Chair, 

rtently, I suppose, of course—I do not blame the Chair at 

ferred both these bills erroneously. I am merely asking 
te to correct the mistake. 

‘ VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 

South Carolina that the Chair made each reference ad- 
y and according to the practice of the Senate. 





hy 
) 













REPORTS OF 


COM MITTE! 


Ss. 





Mr. HALE. I am directed by the €C mittee on Ap 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 2520) 
appropriations to supply urgent defici ies in the app 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for 
years, and for other purposes, to report it with ame 
I submit a report thereon, and give notice that I will 
up the bill to-morrow morning at the expira 1 of rou 
morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on 
endar. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to wl 
referred the bill (S. 4095) to establish a light and fos 
station at or near Isle au Haut Harbor, Maine, reported i 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on mmel 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2703) to establish a light-h 
and fog signal on Cape Hinchinbrook, Hinchinbrook | 
Prince William Sound, in the district of Alaska, r “te 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
bill (S. 2704) to establish a light-house and fog signal on O 
Cape, Yakutat Bay, in the district of Alaska, submitted an 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 35) to provid 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public bu 
thereon at Dover, in the State of New Hampshire, report 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
bill (S. 961) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
erection of a public building thereon at Alexandria, in 
State of Minnesota, reported it with amendments l 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was r ed 
bill (S. 2801) to withhold from sale a portion of Fort Br 
Military Reservation, at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., report 
without amendment, and submitted a report there 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Co >v 
was referred the bill (S. 3044) to promote the « ency of 
Revenue-Cutter Service, reported it with an amen nt, 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
referred the bill (S. 2705) to establish a light-house and 
signal on Cape Spencer, at the entrance to Cross Sound, it 
district of Alaska, reported it without amendment, and sul 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to vy 
was referred the bill (S. 26) to promote the efficiency of 
Life-Saving Service, reported it with amendments, and sul 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Aff 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1504) for the cor K 
driveway and approaches to the national cem¢ S } 
N. C., reported it with an amendment, and d 
thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on M r 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2056) to « e 
record of David Horner, reported it with an dim 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to v ‘ 
following bills, reported them severally witl t end 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2054) authorizing the Secretary of War to | 
the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls of Cor 
One hundred and twenty-second Illinois Volunteer I 
and issue him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (S. 728) to correct the military record J 
Houser; and 

A bill (S. 729) for the relief of George H 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on M 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1700) to r 
desertion appearing against the tal 
Trumpeller, submitted an adverse re] 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed ind 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Pi rs 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8S. ) ’ 
for the purchase of a site and the erection 
thereon at Salisbury, in the State of Nor ( 
it with amendments, and submitted a re] t 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Co1 ittee « ry A 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 661) for the of Le 
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Billings, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 659) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to William 8S. Dunn, reported it with an amendment. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8773) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Joslin, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1480) for the relief of George 
Stoll and the heirs of Charles P. Regan, Marshall Turley, Ed- 
ward Lannigan, James Manley, and John Hunter, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3388) making 
an appropriation for a public building at Houston, Tex., re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3724) to amend section 4400 of the 
Revised Statutes, relating to inspection of steam vessels, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. HOPKINS, from he Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, reported an amendment proposing to appropriate $60,000 | 
for additional clerk hire in the city post-office at Chicago, IIL, 
intended to be proposed to the urgent deficiency appropriation 


priations and printed; which was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT FERNANDINA, FLA. 


Mr. SCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1724) 
providing for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Fernandina, Fla., and for other purposes, to report it favorably 
with an amendment. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formation of the Senate. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The amendment of the committee was, in line 8, after the 
word “city,” to strike out the words “with fireproof vaults 
extending to each story ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
h by, authorized and directed to purchase a site and to cause to be 
erected at the city of Fernandina, in the State of Florida, a suitable 
building for a custom-house and for the use and accommodation of the 
post-office, the United States courts, and other Government offices in 
said city, the site and the building thereon, when completed according 
to plans and specifications, to be previously made and approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed the cost of $100,000: Provided, 
That there shall be an open space of not less than 40 feet upon every 
side of said building, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The bill will be read for the in- 


DAM AT GRAND DETOUR, ILL. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8442) permitting 
the building of a dam across the Rock River, at Grand Detour, 
1ll., to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that we finish the morning business 
before that is done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the bill will 


be placed upon the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4253) for the relief of 
IHietterman Brothers Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4254) to incorporate the East 
Washington Heights Railroad Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4255) for the relief of 
Charles E. 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- | 





Fenner, executor of George E. Payne, deceased; | Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
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Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4256) for the relief of 
The Alaska Short Line Railway and Navigation Company’ 
Railroad ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4257) granting an increase of pension to Mary jf. 
Dobyns; 

A bill (S. 4258) granting an increase of pension to James }’. 
Hackney ; and 

A bill (S. 4259) granting a pension to A. P. Gadd. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4260) for the relief of 
the estate of George W. Taylor, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 4261) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel C. White; which was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4262) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth M. J. Meagher; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Cow- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 42638) for the relief of Hamilton D. South; 

A bill (S. 4264) for the relief of Emaline Johns; and 

A bill (S. 4265) providing for reopening and readjustment of 
the accounts of Herbert Cushman, captain, United States Army, 
retired, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4266) granting a pension 
to Matilda C. Heilman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4267) to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors near the Government Hospital for 
the Insane and the District Almshouse ;- which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4268) changing the name of 
Douglas street to Clifton street; which was read twice b) 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNHAM inroduced a bill (S. 4269) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martin White; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S..4270) granting a pension to Wil- 
liette L. Norton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4271) for the establishment 
of a national park and forest reserve in the Appalachian Moun- 
tains, and to provide for the conservation of the water that flows 
down the Potomac watershed, and to provide laws for its sani- 
tary policing, and so forth; to include all parts of the States of 

West Virginia, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia that contribute to form the complete water- 
shed of the Potomac River from its head to and including the 
District of Columbia; and for the primary purposes of providin 
a sufficient and pure water supply for the District of Columbia; 
also to embrace the western slope of the Appalachian Mountains 
to the Ohio River included in the States of West Virginia, |’enn- 
sylvania, and Kentucky, and embracing the watersheds of thie 
Monongahela, Big Kanawha, Little Kanawha, and Big S:n 
rivers and their tributaries, and to prevent overflows and denu- 
dation of soil; for the establishment of reservoirs, canals, lak 
ponds, and ditches, and for all other useful purposes to whic 
water can be put when supplied in abundance; which was r 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agri 
and Forestry. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commitice 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4272) granting a pension to John H. Crumbaueh; 

A bill (S. 4273) granting an increase of pension to Wil! 
Martin; 

A bill (S. 4274) granting a pension to George W. Mulli 

A bill (S. 4275) granting a pension to John W. Smith. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which w 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Co 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4276) for the relief of Lorenzo D. Corrick, « 
trator of William Corrick, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 4277) for the relief of St. Clair Nicely. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4278) to establish 9 
post; which was read twice by its title, and referre! \) ™ 


its 


its 


o 
5 


ay 


»S 


rary 
Mr. McCUMBER (by request) introduced a bill (S. ‘27) 
granting an increase of pension to Fannie E. Malone: 








1H 





6. 


vas read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 


¢ 
Lt 


rred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4280) granting a pension 


rl 


Amelia Cotten; which was read twice by its title, and re 
‘ed to the Committee on Pensions. 
ir. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 


4281) granting an in- 


ease of pension to Lycurgus D. Riggs; which was read twice 


I 


ts title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4282) to correct the military 


( 
1 
u 
\ 
it) 


| 


\ 


\ 


\ 


lle 


rd of Francis M. Price; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
tr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (S. 4283) to prohibit 


wivilege withheld from other persons for the traveling accom- 


jation or transportation of any person or property or the | 
ismission of any message or communication; which was read | 


e by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
uinerce, 

fe also introduced a bill (S. 4284) granting to the State of 
‘onsin the residue of unapprepriated and unreserved public 
ds within said State as an addition to the State forest re- 
ve of said State; which was read twice by its title, and 


‘erred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
ite also introduced a bill (S. 4285) to establish a fish-cultural 
tion in the State of Wisconsin; which was read twice by its 


and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

also introduced a bill (S. 4286) granting an increase of 

sion to Thomas J. Davis; which was read twice by its title, 
eferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ir. STONE introduced a bill (S. 4287) granting an increase 
usion to George W. Tilman; which was read twice by its 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

[r. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4288) granting an in- 
e of pension to William E. Anderson; which was read 
c by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


‘ir. BACON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


nn Claims: 
\ 


. bill (S, 4289) for the relief of Mary E. Forrester and Alex- 
* B. Bunean; 


A bill (S. 4290) for the relief of Mary A. F, Preston (with 


\ 


\ 


— 


\ 


Af 


\ 


, 













ipanying papers) ; 
\ bill (S. 4291) for the relief of the heirs of W. S. Brown, 
sed (with accompanying papers) ; 
bill (S. 4292) for the relief of the heirs of Eliza Ann 
deceased (with accompanying papers) ; and 
ill (S. 4293) for the relief of Mrs. Susanna M. Clay (with 
panying papers). 


Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4294) for the relief of 


M. Wyant; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

ed to the Committee on Claims, 

MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 4295) to carry out the 
cs of the Court of Claims in the case of James A. Paulk; 
i was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
r, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

PHILIPPINE TARIFF BILL. 
ir. ELKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
ed by him to the bill (H. R. 3) to amend an act entitled 
ct temporarily to provide revenue for the Philippine 
and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1902; 
was referred to the Committee on the Philippines, and 

“1 to be printed. 

ETROPOLITAN POLICE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
) otion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 


, That there be printed for the use of the Senate document 
0 copies of Senate bill No. 3644, first session, Fifty-ninth Con- 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

12987. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regu- 
mmerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
ory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 





ce Commission, was read twice by its title, and re- | 


io the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
13372. An act to authorize the sale of timber on cer- 
the lands reserved for the use of the Menominee tribe 
ins in the State of Wisconsin, was read twice by its 
d referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
from the President of the United States; which was 
|, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Select 
tee on Industrial Expositions, and ordered to be printed: 
nate and House of Representatives: 


mit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State 
¢ the final report of the Louisiana Purchase Exposition, fur- 


tory,” 


Mr. SCOTT. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
The VICE-PRE 


The 
consent? 


tion 
mittee on the Five Civilized Trib« 
tion, that motion would lie over until to-morrow. 
moti 
mous consent be also taken up and considered, so that we 
have this question disposed of? 
the Committee on 
explain the status of it. 
posed of now as at any other time. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
motion may be now considered. 
unanimous consent. 
[Mr. NeELson] will not obj 
We may as well dispos« 


of the 
consent to change the reference. 
objection to 
unanimous consent. 


tion. ] 
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other purposes. 

A moment ago I called the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that I had not before known that this bill had come here. 
relates indubitably to the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes, 
and does not relate to general Indian affairs 
strained to claim jurisdiction of it for the committee of which 
I have the honor to be chairman. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. TILLMAN. 


Mr. TILLMAN. 


The VICE-PRE 


Mr. CLAPP. 


Mr. NELSON. 


NELSON] objects. 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] to move that the 
tee on Indian Affairs be discharged from the further 
referred t: 


of the Dill, 


Mr, CLAPP. 


The 


Mr. TILLMAN 


ator from Minnesota 
posing of the question. 
day as another. 


Mr. NELSON. 
motion. 


its 


The VICE-PRI 


Mr. CLAPP. 


. 
4 


Mr. 


TE. 


3, 1901. 


CIVILIZED 


Tue WHITE Howse, February 8, 1906. 
FIVE 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
or other resolutions, the morning business is closed 
endar under Rule VIII is in order. 
Mr. President, some days ago 


TRIBES 
If there be no 


nished in pursuance of section 11 of the 
the one-hundredth anniversary of the purchase 
ete., approved March 






228] 


“Act to provide for celebrating 
terri- 


of the 
THEODORE 
OF INDIANS 


Ro 


Louisiana 


sSEVELT. 


further concurrent 
, and the Cal- 


Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
West 


SIDENT. 


De 


eS 


Does the Senator 


; ; : ; | ginia yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
lic officers from asking, accepting, or using a free pass, frank, 


Mr. SCOTT. I do. 
Mr. TILLMAN. At the suggestion of the 


at 


the Senator 


gale 
ask 


from 


all, 


chairman 
Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. CLapp], I will ask the Sen 
to determine the question as to the jurisdiction over the bill 
(H. R. 5976) to provide for the final disposition of the affair 
of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, 


of 


Vir- 


and 


I felt 


th 
il 


a 


for 


As it 


con- 


unanimous 


Why is it necessary to have unanimous con 


) 


however, if that is the rule, I will ask for unanimous eo: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


f 


sent for the Senate to correct an error that has come about by 
some strange inadvertence or something like that? 


course, 


rther « 


I make that motion, Mr. President. 


SIDENT. 


the 


I object. I 


The 


Senator 


Indian 


Indians. 
raise 
fore, it must be decided by motion. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


It can by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
5976) to provide for the final disposition of the a 
Five Civilized Tribes in 
purposes, and that it be referred to the Select Committee 
the Five Civilized Tribes of 


from 


the 


The Chair will state that 
sideration of the motion would have to lie over one day unless 
by unanimous consent. 
Mr. President, if there is no objection to the 
consideration of the motion, why can it not be disposed of this 
morning? 
Mr. FRYE. 
South 
Indian 


eration of the bill and that it be referred to the Select Co: 
tee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians. 


the 


The question can be easily ré 
either by asking unanimous consent or by moving that the C« 
mittee on Indian Affairs be discharged from the fu 


! 
che 
i 


l 


isid- 


nyit- 


’ . } . 
Carolina 


Af 


(H. 


fairs of 


r other 


Territory, and 


and, 


f« 


Minnesota 


Now, then, the Chair understands the Set 


and that it 


President, 


Indian 
I 


 s 


ask 


My objection does not 
It simply goes to the requ 
to the motion 
time, but 


consideration 


SSIDENT. 


be 


ean 


Yes; 


at 


I 


Affairs on 
think 


The question 
the motion of the Senator from South Caroli 
tion to the consideration of it 
The motion is agreed to. 
The motion was not 
| for unanimous consent to consider it a 
| which has been stated has been agreed t 
| which it was agreed to may be reconsidered. 


at this time? [1 


; 
of Indians. 


not that 
have just left 
this bill to 
it can be just 


by unanimous 


I 


og to the 


AS 
this 


to 
t tl 


a0 


the 


pele 


nm 


‘ 


by 


the 


“") 


is on the 


<T tor 


. L- tha 4 


‘ 


1 


msi 


Is there objection ? 
question, 
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thea 


t Ge 
Under opie 


ul 
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Ina 


1 
worl! 


there- 


































































BORD 


=~ 





Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs will make his statement and restore the status 
quo. As soon as the Senator from Minnesota withdrew his ob- 
jection, I made the motion to have the Committee on Indian 
Affairs discharged from the further consideration of the bill. 


My friend here misunderstood the situation, and instead of put- 
ting in his explanation, the motion was put which took the mat- 
ter out of his hands and left him with nothing to speak about. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I believe I have the floor 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senater from South Carolina does not un- 
derstand me. A motion was not made, but a request was made 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. SCOTT. I had the floor, Mr. President, and yielded to the 
senator from South Carolina. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia, 
when he yielded the floor, lost it. 





Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I should like, so long as this 
question has been raised, to have it disposed of this morning. 
When the Chair suggested that unanimous consent would be 


necessary, I asked the Senator from South Carolina to request 
unanimous consent. On that vote the Chair ruled on the mo- 
tion itself, undoubtedly not understanding the request of the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Minnesota 
kindly state what is his specific object? 

Mr. CLAPP. The object is this, Mr. President: A proposi- 
tion has been made this morning to transfer this bill from 
one committee to another. I was called from the work of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to come up to the Senate and 
meet this proposition. Having come here, it occurred to me, 
if there was no objection in the Senate, the question might as 
well be disposed of this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What question, the Chair would 
ask? 

Mr. CLAPP. The question of discharging the Committee on 
Indian Affairs from the further consideration of this bill, which 
I want to oppose and to say a few words by way of explana- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
motion will be regarded as still before the Senate. Is there 
objection to the request for the present consideration of the 
motion to discharge the Committee on Indian Affairs from the 
consideration of the bill and refer it to the Committee on the 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CLAPP. Now, Mr. President, I should like to make a 
statement concerning this matter. In the first place, two bills 
on this subject were introduced, one in the Senate and one in 
the House of Representatives. They were bills prepared by 
the Department and turned over to members of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in each House for their management. When I 
introduced the bill in the Senate I expressly called attention to 
the fact that the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of In- 
dians was practically a nominal committee, which neyer had 
given this subject any consideration whatever, and that all the 
legislation which had been enacted by this body in regard to the 
Five Civilized Tribes had been in the hands of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. I doubt if the Senator can refer to a single 
bill which has been considered by the Committee on the Five 
Civilized Tribes. All such legislation has been worked out, 
analyzed, reported, 2nd passed upon by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

When the House bill came here it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. That committee has sat for eight or 
nine days taking testimony, and a subcommittee has prepared a 
bill to present to the full committee. It would therefore be 
simply absurd at this time to transfer that bill to any other 
conimittee, 
This is a 


> “A 
noth , but 


matter about which I should have personally cared 

I have been obliged to refrain from sitting here 
and listening to debates to which I should have been glad to 
have listened because I was engaged in working out this measure 


through a subcommittee. After the bill has gone that far, it is 
a mere waste of time now to refer it to a committee which never 
has passed upon a single measure in regard to the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes, and which would have to start in from the very 
beginning, except in so far as some of its members may be 
familiar with the subject by having been members of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


If, under those circumstances, the Senate desires to take 
this bill from the Committee on Indian Affairs and transfer 
it to a committee that is practically a nominal committee, a 
committee which the records will show has never passed upon 
legislation nor wrought out any of the features of the legislaticn 
for the Five Civilized Tribes, personally I have no objection to 
it; but it seems to me that it is boys’ play at this stage, when 
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a subcommittee has sat day after day working out the details 

of this measure when they would much have preferred to hay. 

been present in this Chamber, to now throw their work to { 
winds for a mere technicality and refer this matter to another 
committee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, my friend displays a er 
deal of unnecessary fervor and earnestness in regard to this 
matter. I have no desire to add to the already enormous amoun; 
of work I feel compelled to try to do—— 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon me for an interruption’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do. 

Mr. CLAPP. I confess it was very difficult for me to decide 
whether the Senator was really in earnest or not in making the 
motion, and I may have expended some unnecessary energy 
meeting it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will judge for himself whet! 
I am in earnest or not after I get through. He ought not : 
cut me off before I get fairly started. 

I have been looking over the list of committees of the Sen- 
ate. I find that there are select committees and standing cor- 
mittees, and I find that the Committee on the Five Civilized 
Tribes of Indians, to whose chairmanship I was recently pro- 
moted, is composed of one BENJAMIN R. TrrrMAN, Henry M. 
TELLER, ALFRED B. KITTREDGE, JULIUS C. Burrows, and Reprirry 
Proctor. It is natural to assume that Mr. Kitrrepcr, who 
lives in South Dakota, knows more about Indians than I do, 
and it is very natural to me to suppose that Henry M. Terrien, 
who was at one time in the Cabinet as the head of the Interior 
Department, knows as much about Indians as anybody in this 
Chamber. 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator pardon an interruption? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
olina yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. CLAPP. We get the benefit of the valuable services of 
Senator Henry M. TELLER as a member of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But he did not know until a minute ago 
that this bill had gone to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; I knew the bill had been referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, but I did not know the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina desired that it should be referred to 
his committee. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the committee of which I 
have the honor to be chairman may be a purely ornamental! af- 
fair, but as the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes are now 
being administered on finally, and they will soon be citizens 
either of the Indian Territory or of the State of Oklahoma, I 
want to get the last chance I shall have while I preside over 
this important committee of sitting at the head ofthe table. I 
have been here for eleven years. During all that time I have 
been sitting down toward the foot of the table and taking serv- 
ice from the plates as they were passed around, after eyvery- 
body else had been helped, and getting the crumbs that were 
handed to me. [Laughter.] 

My only desire in now asking that this bill—it is the last 
that will ever come to my committee while I or anybody else | 
on it—shall be sent to it is because otherwise the Commitice on 
the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians has no reasonable excusé 
for existence, unless it be for the purpose of giving me a cou 
mittee room, for which I am very thankful. 

I have not the slightest feeling in this matter. If the Senator 
from Minnesota and his colleagues have devoted a great deal o! 
time and labor in trying to legislate intelligently on this subject, 
as I know they have, I do not want to stickle for the dignity ot 
presiding over the destinies of the Five Civilized Tribes, as they 
are about to expire as such. I will therefore withdraw tle mo- 
tion to have the transfer made. I merely wanted to have tue 
Senator from Minesota understand, if he does preside over tue 
great Committee on Indian Affairs, that I have some con: 
of my dignity as a chairman of a committee, and I do ! 
to have anything which belongs to me or to my committ 
by anybody else. That is the whole truth about it. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I will see to it that som 
introduced that can be referred to the Senator’s commit'’. ! 
think we have one now that we want to indefinitely | ‘ 
and I will ask the Senator to have his committee consiuct 
bill. [Laughter.] 


rE UEEEEEEEEEEREEEE 





Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator can do that kind of © a. 
himself, but not for me. I do not want to have any Dill a, 
my committee just for the purpose of having it indefinite!y post 
poned. ini 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carine 








1906. 











has withdrawn his motion, and the bill stands as originaliy 
ferred. 
PENSIONS TO MILITARY TELEGRAPHERS. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, after the battle between the 
nts, such as we all witnessed on yesterday, I certainly ap- 
oach the delivery of the essay that I shall read to you now 
th a great deal of fear and trembling. 


room this would be a very good time for him to go there and at- 
tend to it. I shall probably consume twenty-five minutes in 
reading this essay. 

| ask unanimous consent for the consideration at this time of 
the bill (S. 2165) extending the provisions of the pension laws 


of the United States to persons engaged in the operation and | 
construction of military telegraph lines during the war of the 


rebellion. 
here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
\lr. SCOTT. I now ask for the reading of the bill. 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
he Seeretary read the bill, as follows: 
t cnacted, etc., That all persons placed upon the roll of military 
te raph operators under the provisions of an act approved January 


96, 1897, 
seryed in the war of the rebellion,” and who have been granted suitable 
ce ates of honorable service as provided in said act, are hereby de- 
‘ i to have been a part of the Army of the United States; and the 
| ons of all laws granting pensions to the officers and enlisted men 
1 erved in the war of the rebellion, their widows, minor children, 
iependent relatives, are hereby extended so as to apply to the said 
pe Provided, That the rates of pensions hereunder shall be the 
sume as that granted to private soldiers. 
‘Mr. SCOTT. I see that the majority of my colleagues have 
cen me at my word and have either gone to lunch or to com- 
tee work, which I commend them for doing. 
Mr. President, I now desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to the bill which has just been read. 
It is a bill, in my judgment, Mr. President, that ought to pass ; 


tal 
l 
I 


I am sure if there is | 
y Senator here who has any work to do in his committee | 


entitled “An act for the relief of telegraph operators who | 
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one that is intended to correct a great injustice and wrong that, | 


I tl has been perpetrated on a deserving class of men who 
served during the late war between the two sections of our 


It was my privilege, on December 7, 1904, to advocate the 
age of a similar bill, and in my advocacy at that time I 
irged that these men be put on a pensionable status, because of 
very dangerous and hazardous positions in which they were 
placed during the time of our civil war. I at that time took oc- 
to say that not only was I in favor of the passage of this 
or a similar bill, but I stood ready at any time to give my vote 
special bill that would pension any man, whether he was 
‘ed into the United States service or otherwise, if he was 
doing duty for his country and endangered his life or was crip- 
‘by any other reason incapacitated from taking care of 
or his family; that I was willing at all times to make it 
for him to be put upon the pension rolls, or in case of 
th that his widow or his orphans might be cared for by 
this Government. Mr. President, we are too rich, too great, and, 
I e, to patriotic a country to allow any man, woman, or 
child to suffer whose suffering is caused by the patriotism of the 
| or father. 
li advocating the passage of this bill as an act of long-delayed 
just » as brave a soldiery as was ever embraced in any army, 
] ttention is invited to the epitome of the history of the 
| States Military Telegraph Corps. 
| the opening of the war of the rebellion, with perhaps 


ition of one untried corps in Germany, no army system | 


rid embraced a telegraphic department, and it was re- 
r mere boys—American boys—to inaugurate that arm of 
‘and demonstrate amid the din and carnage of war its 
urable value. To-day every nation, ours among the num- 
wing that demonstration, operates a military telegraph 
as egral part of its army. At the opening of May, 1861— 
all boys then, though there are some of us who now 
Grand Army button who have wrinkles in our faces, 
ex-governor of Ohio [Mr. ForAKER], now sitting at my 

n he enlisted in 1861 did not have the gray hair that he 

S y—at the opening of May, 1861, on the call of Simon 
. Secretary of War, Thomas A. Scott, of Pennsylvania, 

| in Washington, was commissioned colonel of the First 

it District of Columbia Volunteers, and placed in charge 
ilitary telegraph and railroads. The powers the Presi- 

d Secretary of War clothed him with were unlimited 
tically made him dictator, at least so far as the military 

was concerned. Within a week after his arrivai 

" telegraph lines were run around and through Washing- 
ecting the War Department with the arsenal, the navy- 
Capitol, the railroad station, Georgetown, 


— 
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Bridge, Long Bridge, and the various camps as they were 
formed, and operators were placed at those points day and 
night. Simultaneous with the crossing of the Potomac by the 
Government forces the military telegraph and its operators 
crossed that river, stations were opened in the Arlington House 
at Alexandria, at Camp Upton, Camp McDowell, and Camp 
Trenton. Thus it was that a new factor in war was ushered in, 
and necessity made essential its spread throughout the Union 
armies. Henceforth it became an indispensable adjunct to each 
of cur armies and every post, and in its fuller development also 
of every army corps. 

It was no fault of these 1,200 men that they 
listed. They were willing to be enlisted, but they were not per- 
mitted. They were regarded as a special class of confidential 
men, and they were compelled to take the following oath: 


I do solemnly swear that I will bear true allegiance to the United 


were not en- 


States of America, and that I will support and sustain the Constitu 
tion and laws made in pursuance thereof as the supreme law of the 
land, anything in any State constitution or laws to the contrary not 


withstanding ; that I will not take up arms against the United States, 
or give aid and comfort to the enemies thereof, or to any authority 
pretended authority that is or may hereafter be engaged in armed 
hostility thereto; and that I disclaim all fellowship with the so-called 
“Confederate States and Confederate armies.” 1 do further swear 
that I will not reveal to any person or persons the contents of any dis 
patch, report, or other communication, either directly or indirectly, 
that may come to my knowledge through my connection with the tele 


graph, in any manner whatever; that I will not reveal or divulge to 
any person or persons any cipher that may be given me for United 
States military purposes; and that | wili faithfully keep and observe 


this my solemn oath of secrecy and allegiance to the Government of the 
United States of America. 

Now, Mr. President, I believe that if any Senator will read 
that oath carefully he will come to the conclusion that these 
men were by their acts, and that of the Government, when they 
took this oath actually mustered into the military service of the 
United States. 

The telegraphers at the various departments were under the 
military orders of special commissioned officers, who were given 
rank in the Army solely with a view of such a command. Not 


one of these telegraphers ever had any other duties assigned to 
him. The reports on file in the War Department go to show 
| that General Grant and other distinguished generals required 


Chain | 


these operators to send their reports to them and to them only. 
As the Army expanded so did the Military Telegraph C 


orps, 
and at the close of the war it had, like the Army, become a 
finely organized, well-equipped, well-disciplined force, with a 
history unexcelled for bravery, fidelity, and heroism. The mili 


tary telegraph had assumed large proportions and penetrated 
every portion of the Union where Union Army was to be 
found, and its delicate yet potent power was felt by every di 

partment of the Government. It was in fact the very nerves of 
the Army and so considered by all those who came in couta 

with it. The position of these military telegraphers was p< 


liar, whether as enlisted men or volunteers, and there were both 


classes in the service. They were not subject to the orders 
active officers of the Army, but came under the immediate d 
rection of President Lincoln as Commander in Chief through 
the Secretary of War. They were in effect field couriers with 
enlarged responsibilities. The secrets of the nation were in 
trusted to them, and the countersign of the Ariny was often in 
their possession a week or more in advance of its promulgation. 
All the movements of the Army, all the confidence of the m 
manders, were intrusted to them, and yet not one was ever 
known to betray that knowledge and confidence in the most re 
mote degree. 

They came under the rules of war, and whilst independent of 


the commanding officer in the 
running the risk of being shot. 

In the front when the Army was advancing, the midst of 
battle, and bringing up the rear in case of the Army’s retreat, 
the corps left upon the battlefields, in the |! nd war 
prisons hundreds of its numbers who were never restored 


field they could not leave without 


iIOSPitais 


to 
family, home, and friends, nor were their services officially 
recognized by the Government for which they had laid down 
their lives. 

The survivors battled for many years to have the ong 
righted and achieved a partial success in the act of January 26 
1897, which whilst recognizing them as an integral part, a cor] 
of the United States Army, denied them the rights such ré 
tion entitled them to. They now come to the doors of 
present Congress, firm in the belief that the patriotism of 
Members will accord them the long-delayed justice 
ing the bar sinister which the act of 1897 pl le 
Less than 180 survive, and the lengthened shado u mish 
them that their days are few and short. 

It is ineontestable that the military telegraphers ope ed 


their wires upon the field of battle in every Territorial « 























































































2284 


ment; that every important cavalry movement was accompa- 
nicd by one er more of their number; that in the great move- 
ments, especially from the fall of 1863, every section of the 
armies in near proximity to the enemy, even on the march, was 
kept in constant intercommunication; that unparalleled facili- 
ties for communicating with distant forces were provided by 
them; that thousands of lives and millions of treasure were 
saved by the timely aid of the corps; that the war was short- 
ened, perhaps years, by the concertive and cooperative use of 
the military telegraph, which first declared victory or defeat, 
the need of troops, or munitions of war, of quartermaster, com- 
missary, and medical supplies; which patrolled the seacoast 
and the whole Army front, keeping every post and division in 
constant touch, and, in emergencies, beat the “long roll” to 
arms. Theirs was the mystic chord which alone enabled Grant 
to command a million of men and brought assurance and repose 
to many a commander during all hours of the day and night, 
for they kept vigils day and night in the fort, in the tent, in the 
lonely bivouac, on the ground, in the malaria of the Chicka- 
hominies or the Yazoos, in unprotected guerrilla countries, 
and upon the battlefields; always in posts of danger, but as 
secretive and confidential as are the bolts and bars of the Fed- 
eral Treasury. 

The survivors have seen their comrades shot down in battle, 
torn to pieces by buried torpedoes, imprisoned in Libby, Ander- 
ville, Cahaba, and other bastiles, where some died and others 
became helpless wrecks. They have seen them in the delirium 
of smallpox and other fevers, seen them at work when weak and 
emaciated by chronic diarrhea or other camp diseases until the 
hospital or the grave brought relief. They have seen them in 
later years in the county poorhouses, absolute paupers, because 
there was no pension for them save what comrades donated, 
and they know that five-sixths of all those who formed the corps 
are in their graves, unthanked and unhonored. 

The Army commanders originated plans of operation, but the 
Army operator was the safety vault where they were kept. 
Sherman at Atlanta formed his purposes to march to the sea, 
but he was powerless to move without the consent of Grant at 
City Point. Thomas was in peril in middle Tennessee, but 
Smith could not go to his help unless Grant so telegraphed. 
Grant was in imminent danger at Shiloh, and Buell could not be 
gotten there in time but for wire. Thomas was being starved 
at Chattanooga, but the two corps from the eastern army could 
not clear the way without the telegraph. Pope was in greatest 
danger at Culpeper Court House, so the telegraph reenforeed 
him from McClellan’s army and Burnside’s command. Lee and 
Jackson pressed Pope across the Rappahannock, bent upon the 
destruction of the Federal Army and capture of Washington; 
the telegraph had ordered the Army of the Potomac from Harri- 
sons Landing; Cedar Mountain and the fords of the Rappa- 
hannock had decimated the army which was scattered from 
Centerville, via Manassas Junction, to Gainesville, and while 
Longstreet was pouring through Thoroughfare Gap, Franklin’s 
Porter’s, and Sumner’s corps of McClellan’s army had come and 
the Army and capital were safe, due largely to the telegraph, 
which wrote emergency in every sentence and sent messages 
upon lightning’s wings. From the field of Antietam McClellan 
telegraphed for ammunition and men whilst the battle raged, 
and subsequently rejoiced the nation by telegraphing: “The 
enemy is driven back into Virginia; Maryland and Pennsyl- 
vania are now safe.” 

About these times the Union Army had 919 miles of tele- 
graph lines between the Tennessee and Mississippi rivers. When 
Price threatened Rosecrans at Corinth and cut the wires, opera- 
tor Beckwith escaped the enemy’s vigilance, and, passing the 
break, telegraphed Grant at Jackson in time to bring Ord’s 
from Bolivar to the aid of Rosecrans after he had 
epulsed the enemy’s many desperate assaults. 

Vicksburg was surrounded by wires. Every move along the 


forces 
I 


whole front was at once indicated by the electric nerves cen- 
tering at Grant's headquarters. No commander ever had senti- 
nels so efficient unless he duplicated Grant’s. On a larger seale, 
ow to the example our military operators set, the German 
investment of Paris doubtless presented a more scientific exhi- 
bition of telegraphic achievements for war purposes, but it 
was not in any sense more efficient. 


Fredericksburg and Chancellorsville were followed by Gettys- 
burg. The telegraph, of course, took a prominent part, but 
not so important as thence on to the close of the war, when 
every corps, and ofttimes divisions, of the Army were kept in 
nt communication with each other and the general in 
What had originated as a doubtful experiment in my 
West Virginia in McClellan’s campaign to Cheat 


consta 
chief. 


own State of 


Mountain ended in absolute perfection from the Rapidan to | West Virginia? 
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| de jure. 


Appomattox, from Chattanooga to Atlanta, about the Capito! at 
Washington, along the Army front when Bragg’s army, as such), 
was destroyed before Nashville, and many other places in Lo; 
ana, Alabama, South Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, 
elsewhere, 

History records no other war where the armies were go 
widely scattered, and, prior to ours, where they were so wel] 
informed of each other’s movements. 

Whether Sheridan, Stoneman, Rousseau, Kilpatrick, Wilson, 
or other great riders pushed rapidly, and even deeply into the 
enemy’s territory, or slower, like Sherman to the sea, or north- 
ward, like Banks up Red River, or Curtis to Little Rock, the 
telegrapher went with his instrument and cipher key, that 
greatest of all secrets except the secrets it hid and, in proper 
hands only, disclosed. : 

Every campaign had its victims, and every Confederate prison 
had its representative from the ranks of the telegraph corps, 
Every great battle had telegraphers within range of the enemy's 
small arms. Every great raid was aided by one or more teleg- 
raphers. Every pressing want was heralded and every victory 
or defeat, great or small, was first told by the boys of the 
telegraph. 

An erroneous estimate has heretofore been made and a wrong 
opinion formed as to the true status of these men. To quote 
from the committee’s report at the second session of the Senate 
in the last Congress: 


It appears from a careful examination of the duties of the men 
whom this bill seeks to pension that their services were of an ir- 
regular character, there never having been previous to the war of the 
rebellion a use of the telegraph as an agency for disseminating intelli- 
gence from the battlefield; connecting the different armies, much less 
placing the Commander in Chief of the Army himself at Washington 
in touch with all the commanding generals of the Army, as this 
enabled President Lincoln to do during the war of the rebellion. 

There was at that time a mystery about the art of telegraphy that 
surrounded it with a peculiar charm. The men who controlled the 
telegraph keys manipulated an agency under the conditions of the war 
powerful for good or evil. Great care was necessary in the selection 
of the men, not alone because they were familiar with this new art, 
but it was also necessary to carefully select men in whom special con- 
fidence would be repos Their posts were at places of extreme dan- 
ger; their duties were almost continuous, unrelieved by the excitement 
and relaxation of ordinary camp life. 

It is surprising that so important an arm of the service during that 
war should have been organized on a civil basis and its members « 
regarded as employees of the Quartermaster’s Department. TT! 
duties were purely of a military character. They were directed « 
commanded by officers of military title and rank. As stated ab 
their duties were performed at points of great danger in nearly every 
instance, and with the same exposure to dangers of the field and dis- 
ease as fell to the lot of the ordinary military officer and private 
soldier. They constituted an integral and vitally essential part of the 
Army and brought the telegraph, as used by armies in the field, to a 
state of perfection never before equaled in military science. Their 
duties required the service of persons of peculiar intelligence, and their 
members were picked from among the great number of operators on 
account of special prominence acquired in the mysterious art. 


Mr. President, as I said before, the services of these men 
were analogous to those of the Signal Corps, and that they 
were not enlisted men was no fault of theirs. They wanted 


- 


agency 












to enlist, but the War Department not only discouraged en- 
listments of telegraphers in other branches of the service, a 


nd 





detailed or discharged to enter the military telegraph service 
175 telegraphers who had already enlisted. As has been stated, 


there were about 1,200 who served a greater or less time d 


ring 


the war. Of these many died in service or shortly after the 
war closed, unmarried. Of the remainder, less than 200 sur- 
vive. In the nine years since the act of 1897 was passed but 


189 certificates have been issued under the provisions of that 
act to members of the corps or to their heirs, and of U 
certificate holders a number have since died. It is estimated 
that, exclusive of those already on the pension rolls by reason 
of their enlistment, not more than 200 persons would be eg 
ble to pensions under this bill. As to the pay of the military 
telegrapher, while it was higher than that of the privat 
soldier, it was not augmented like that of the private by loc 
or Government bounties, was less than that of the 
sioned officer whose rank he assimilated, and less than ! 
have received at the time from employment by the 
cial telegraph companies. 
Soldiers de facto, they did a soldier’s part, end 
soldier’s sacrifices and sufferings, and are entitled to 
dier’s reward. It behoves the American Congress to 
their record by passing this bill and making them 


ese 


hand 


Mr. President, I ask that the little pamphlet I hold in! 
be printed as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Crark of Wyom: 
chair). Is there objection to the request of the Sen 
The Chair hears none. 








1906. 


1e pamphlet referred to is as follows: 


IBTY OF THE UNITED STATES MILITARY TELEGRAPH CorPs, 


New York, December, 1889. 
ir committee on Congressional action believe that if the facts 
1 shown are made known to the Senators and Representatives 
whom you may be acquainted, there will be no doubt of their fa 
consideration of the bill now before Congress for the relief of 
aph operators during the war. 
Secretary of War in 1862 reported to the President “that in 
e, fidelity, and important aid the telegraph corps has been un- 
sed by any branch of the service;” and in an order, November 
62, to the telegraphers, says: “In no case will you allow the 
ciphers to be given up or destroyed, except to prevent their 
into the hands of the enemy.” 
is report to the President, December 5, 1863, submitted to the 
ssion of the Thirty-eighth Congress, he says: 
ilitary telegraph, under the general direction of Colonel 
! Major Eckert, has been of inestimabie value to the service, 
corps has surpassed, few have equaled, the telegraph operators 
ce and devotion to their duty.” 
iary, 1864, he issued an order that even staff officers should 
nitted to interfere with operators in their duties, and in con- 
this order General Halieck wrote that no one, no matter what 
was to know the cipher except the operator in whose custody 
aced. 
ary Stanton said if operators were commissioned it would en- 
‘ superior officers to command them, a result he was most 
‘ s to ayoid; he wanted them entirely under his own control. 
‘ral Grant, in the second volume of his memoirs, says of the 
I y telegraph operators: “ Nothing could be more complete than 
t ganization of this body of brave and intelligent men;” again, 
‘ ) iers had ever to be given to establish the telegraph;” and 
In very many instances our offices were worked in the very 
nes of battle.”’ 
One hundred and ninety-nine United States military telegraph op- 
é were killed, died of disease, or captured while in the line of 
( nd more than 100 others suffered from the casualties of the 


ral Halleck’s special field order No. 156, from headquarters 

A the Mississippi, July i4, 1862, says: “ Telegraph operators 

{ ployees are, as a general rule, subject only to the oflicers of 

t corps or orders communicated to them by the Secretary of War 

‘ inding general of the department.” 

h paid as civilians, the telegraph operators were military 
| history shows they did a high order of military duty. 

\rmy, by means of the telegraph, was in constant communica- 

its parts, not only while encamped but while actually mov- 

i the telegraph was confidently relied on by the commanders, 

1 , and the people. 

Haupt, referring to a service in East Tennessee, in which 
wires were tapped, said: “I can not speak in too strong 
nendation of the zeal and courage of the telegraph opera- 

vith a full understanding that the service was very hazardous, 
i for the occasion,” and he added that nearly all the infor- 
en to the War Department at Washington for the remaining 

fight was received through this channel; and, in connec- 

this same matter, Secretary Stanton encouragingly telegraphed 

operators as follows: “I have mentioned your valuable 

to the President, and am assured by him that they are appre- 
nke 


| Banks has written that “the military telegraph was in 
electric nerve that united the armies, consolidated their 
I inspired them with courage and hope, and finally led them to 
\ It was the trusted agent in all great movements.” 
ger’s report to the Secretary of War, 1863, says: 
e army where you will, there you will find the telegraph 
vigilance and its protection over the surrounding camps; 
st pickets, in the rifle pits, and in the advance parallels, 
f the day or of the night, you can listen to the mysterious 
ual click of the telegraph instrument ; 
{| the whistling of bullets, its swift, 
i unharmed.” 
e beginning to the close of the war the Army operator was 
medium of the most secret communications. He frequently 
intersign a week in advance. These great confidential 








St 
t 


silent messages pass | 


amidst the strife of | 





which the fate of armies rested, were never betrayed, but 


V d with zeal, devotion, and ability. | 


illy reported that during the operations at Spottsylvania, 
Anna, in the march from Cold Harbor to City Point, and 
es in front of Petersburg, the telegraph worked with great 
invaluable aid was thus rendered to the Army. Lines 
cted and worked—-many times in the face of the enemy— 
the fire, without shelter day and night. 
idan says: 
wn experience I found the telegraph operators invariably 
, and honorable.” | 
J. B. Sanborn says: 
e no doubt that in the late war thousands of lives and 
ire were saved by the field telegraph operators; so far 
ions extended they were, as a class, brave, energetic, and 
men, and deserve well of their country.” 
said : 
the Army during the war discharged its duties more 
1 faithfully than the telegraphic corps.” 
Paris, of General McClellan’s staff, in his History of the 
i\merica (Vol. I, 280), says, referring to the telegraph 






can 





and dangers were not spared those men, whose merit 
in that it was less conspicuous. More than one among 
¢ with fever in an unhealthy station, lay down with his 
t the instrument to write with a trembling hand, under 
e important dispatches, whose secret he would confide to 
I paid with their lives for their boldness in setting up 
ents under the very fire of the enemy and one fact 
lible, bears testimony to the dangers to which they Te 
ring the siege of Charleston the wire which connected the 
itteries ran so close to the rifle pits of the Confederate 
it was frequently cut by their balls.” 
anklin said: 
of no class of men in the Army who were more faithful 
tic than the telegraph operators. The fact that they were | 






+ 
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not military men who depended I n 
manding generals for their reputatio nd protectior ' ‘iv the 
reason for this neglect of the Govern! I re 
own case I testify that I always found them alert 
ageous, and it gives me ple: re to testify 3 fact eve : 
late day. * * * I recall that it y always a ‘ i 
a very pleasant one too, to learn n W 
getting into camp, after a long day’s marc} 
cation was open with headquarte! 
thus saving the lives and tin i a é 
comfortable feeling of security, which w i otherwi \ 
as well as enabling the commanding general ‘ 
portant information.” And on another ion he 
of the telegraph operators who accompanied armies in t id ng 
the late war were so well performed and the men t 
modest and unobtrusive that their merits have not 
notice from the generals with whom they served.” 

General McClellan said: 

‘I do not think that anyone appreciates more than I do the ; 
of tuose services, and the loyal and i 


upon 












invaluable devotion 


displayed by the men of whom Caldwell [his « 


It 


biel ) i \ BO 





excellent an example. It affords me sincere pleasure t ‘ 
to my appreciation of the great value of the 
members of the United States military t 
I had ample occasion to recognize the dey 
kept them at their posts in the midst of 
gence, and thorough honesty they 
unpaid and too little recognized—due t 
cerely trust that they may receive 
and not doubt upon a presentati 


services rendered e 


rar ‘ ‘ 
raph co a 


displa 





the recognition the so ri 


can that of the « » Cong! will 


take favorable action.” 
General Burnside said: 
“IT have no hesitation in saying that the 
infinite service during the late war, and I 
knew a body of men who possessed more 
ciency than the operators with whom | 
General Palmer, reporting from head: 
North Carolina, Newberne, February 17, 
“The attack had scarcely commenced at 
graph had not only informed me of all that was g 
the whole line of posts to Morehead was put upor 
Major-General Thomas, in 
ment of Cumberland, March 
operators to wear an-undress uniform louse, d 
dark blue with silver cord one-eighth of an inch 
outer seam: vest, buff, white, or blue: forage « 
commissioned officers, but without 
buttons, like those worn by officers of the general s 
General McPherson, commanding the Departn 
issued a similar July 5, 1864, and other 
recognized that the military telegraph oy tor the 
ians, were neverthele military men, e1 ed to 
The success of Ma (Get al Sherm 
in December, 1864, w acknowledged 
great degree to the information deri 
man, from the rebel telegr , 
Gen. G. K. Warren w1 
“TI was intimately ‘ted with tl telegraph operators, fe] 
a kind interest in their faithful work and long vigils at t r post I 
often talk with those who were with me 
first of our attacks on Petersburg, brought 
musket range of the enemy and operate: 
to be hollow and which any one of the 
range flying fast, would have 
force; and, again, one on the 
we were shelled out of it both 
his recorder in the southeast u 
fire that, by its sound near and tl tterin 
confused the records of his sounder, and many oft 
occasions. I have always felt a grea 
I don’t want to see the telegraph op 
as I can have anything to say.’ 


yn 








1 pon it 
General Orders, No. 51.1 id 
26, 1864, authorized the military t 


38 


wor 


ry} ling 
iph lin 


ste 





connec 
of the operator who, i 
wire to the front 
it behind a tree tl 


hie 
His 








‘ n shot, w ich were 

gone cl through yw » litt 
Welden R road ] 

from the north 

angle 





so 


HEADQUARTERS ARM’ THE T N 
Wa ngton, } 
R. B. Hoover, Esq., Mansfield, Ohi 
I am always glad to bear testimony to the servi 
tlemen who had charge of the military tele ph <« 
They were, as a class, so far a 
efficient, clever, worthy As 
were personally near me nd to those 
monials. The greater number were d yuited ar 
work day and ni f ve 
armed with muskets in the r a 
netic telegraph the sending of me and f if 
always done by a 
arge portion of 
ivil war a regular corps of telegrap! rator 
that the wounded and dis ! d be « 
1 as other staff iidiers and W he 
not I t know 
orrect this mist: 
need a law of Congress, so t t 
and Representatives in your s« 


Your friend, 


and 
ana 




















“The value of the 1 metic tel — , 
man, “ can not be exaggera as 
of action between the armies in V ; 
Hardly a day intervened when Ger ‘ ¥ 
state of facts with me, more tl 
wires ran.” 
Patrick Mullarkey and F. 8S. Van Valkenbure 
tors with General Rosecrans’s arr 5 ‘ 
tween Chattanooga d Richmond, f 
and after repeated narrow esca] : a 
In the Department of the Gulf, A 
gunboats and two other vess 
At the Milwaukee encampment of 
the following was adopted 
“Whereas the tT ted ; 
war of the rebellion constituted, in \ . i 
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partook largely of its hardships and dangers while rendering invalua- 
ble aid; and, 

‘Whereas Congress has wholly ignored this branch of the service, 
though many of its members were killed, wounded, or died at their post 
of duty: Therefore, be it : 

“ Resolved, That it is the sense of the Grand Army of the Republic, 


in national encampment assembled, that Congress should promptly 
recognize the status and services of said corps by appropriate legisla- 
tion.”’ 


The Society of the Army of the Tennessee, at its Cincinnati reunion, 
adopted the following: 

“Whereas the telegraphers of the war of the rebellion were dismissed 
at the close of the war without any recognition by the Government of 
their faithful, devoted, and vitally important services from the begin- 
ning to the close of the war; and 

‘Whereas several succeeding Congresses have referred the matter to 
committees, and said committees have reported favorably upon the sub- 
ject, and no action has been taken by Congress upon said report: There- 
fore, 

* Resolved, That it is the sense of the Society of the Army of the 
Tennessee that Congress should take immediate action upon this sub- 
ject, and adopt measures that will give speedy and substantial recogni- 
tion to all telegraphers who served in the Army during the war of 


1861-1865.” 
Army telegraphers were with every cavalry expedition into the 


enemy’s country, tapping Confederate wires. 

Before the Confederates encamped in front of Chattanooga the teleg- 
raphers had run wires outside or the town, just above the ground, to 
throw the enemy in charging, and thus confuse and break the assault, 
as they did afterwards at Fort Saunders. 

Many telegraphers were retained in the service at important points 
in reconstructing the States. 

Fraternally yours, 
COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL ACTION: 
W. J. DEALY, Chairman, 
195 Broadway, New York. 
E. ROSEWATER, Omaha. 
W. B. WILSON, Holmesburg, Pa. 
J. H. Emerick, Field Building, New York. 
L. C. Wetr, Supt. Adams Express, 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope the bill will now be placed upon its 
passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


JESSE W. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Let the Calendar be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar is in order. 

The bill (S. 3402) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
W. Elliott was announced as the first business in order on the 
Calendar, and the Senate as in Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Jesse W. Elliott, late of Company M, First Reg- 
iment New Mexico Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JOHN 


W. SEEBER. 


The bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Seeber was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. 
Secber, late of Company I, Thirty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAGGIE PARKER. 


The bill (H. R. 3214) granting a pension to Maggie Parker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


Stephen Parker, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | : 
| in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY LOGAN. 


The bill (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Logan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “captain;:” and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ fifty” and. insert “ thirty-six; ” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
Logan, late captain Company G, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendments were concurred in. 


and the 


lace on the pension roll the name of Maggie Parker, widow of | 


| Buggie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| 
| 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 
the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT K. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 1798) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
K. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit}; 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he jis 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
K. Smith, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Maine Voluntec;y 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in |iey 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LYMAN E. FARRAND. 


The bill (S. 201) granting an increase of pension to Lyman Ff, 
Farrand was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Lyman EF. Far- 
rand, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in liey 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WILLIAM W. BENEDICT. 


The bill (S. 984) granting an increase of pension to William 
W. Benedict was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William W. 
Benedict, late of Company A, First Regiment Dakota Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JAMES BUGGIE. 


The bill (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to James 
It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James Bugzie, 
late of Company G, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN BIGELOW. 


The bill (S. 2328) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Franklin Bigelow was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the naive 
Benjamin Franklin Bigelow, late of Company G, Twentieth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a p 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ot 


sion 


MARION F. HOWE. 


The bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Mario 
F. Howe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. I 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Marion Ff. 
Howe, late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Michig:n YVol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 


T 
I 


1 
C 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SIDNEY G. 


The bill (S. 1414) granting an increase of pension to “iney 


G. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. pl 


SMITH. 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sidney G ith, 
late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Voli teer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 1 of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme:', or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARY DRISCOLL. 
fary 


The bili (S. 3120) granting an increase of pension '0 ° 
Driscoll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 








1906. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
endment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
rt: 
rhat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions end 
itations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Driscoll, widow of 
iel Driscoll, late of Company I, Thirty-first Regiment Iowa Volun- 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
of that she is now receiving, and $2 per month additional on ac- 
t of the minor child of said Daniel Driscoll until she reaches the 
of 16 years: Provided, That in the event of the death of Ellen 
oll, helpless and dependent child of said Daniel Driscoll, the addi- 
| pension herein granted shall cease and determine. 
Che amendment was agreed to. 
he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
mendment was concurred in. 
(he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARY L. MILLER. 
he bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to Mary Z. Miller was 
( dered as in Committee of the Whole. 


» bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 

ndment, in line 6, after the name “ Mary,” to strike out 
nitial “Z” and insert “ L;” so as to make the bill read: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


j authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

t visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 

ry er, widow of Abram O. Miller, late colonel Seventy-second Regi- 

! iana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
month. 


imendment was agreed to. 
bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
iment was concurred in. 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
‘d time, and passed. 
was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
to Mary L. Miller.” 
KNUTE TORGESON. 
bill (S. 2829) granting an increase of pension to Kund 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
ill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an endment, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out 
I | Targerson” and insert “ Knute Torgeson;” so as to 
e bill read: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Kr lorgeson, late of Second Battery, Minnesota Volunteer Light 


d , and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in heu 
( e is now receiving. 


mendment was agreed to. 


titie 
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bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 


ent was concurred in. 
ill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
t! rd time, and passed. 


} 


itle was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in 
C1 f pension to Knute Torgeson.” 
SIDNEY F. MULLIN. 
The bill (S. 2327) granting an increase of pension to Sidney 
F en was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
» bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
endment, in line 6, before the word “late,” to strike out 
the name “Mullen” and insert “ Mullin;” so as to make the 
bill read: 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


} authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
§ !’. Mullin, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Michigan 
\ r Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
I in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

amendment was agreed to. 

bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
{ iment was concurred in. 
ll was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
t rd time, and passed. 

title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
CI of pension to Sidney F. Mullin.” 


PATRICK FALLIHEE. 


bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 

I lihee was considered as in Commiitee of the Whole. 
bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
nts, in line 6, after the word “Company,” to insert 
er “B;” in line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” to 
Minnesota ;” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” 


1 : out “ fifty ” and insert “ forty ;” so as to make the bill 
; ' enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
: ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 


| 


Fallihee, late of Company B, First Regiment Minnesota Vo 


lunteer In- 

fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the amendment by in- 


serting before the word “forty,” in line 8 


, the word “of;” so 
as to read, “at the rate of.” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H, 


The bill (S. 3123) granting an increase of pension to W. H. 
Alban was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on 


ALBAN, 


Pensions with 





amendments, in line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out t 
initial “ W.” and insert “ William;” and in line 8, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out “forty” and insert “ thirty ;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place the pe n roll, su ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t ! » of W i 
H. Alban, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment | 1 \ r 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate amended, al 


amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended 
increase of pension to William 


to 
LH. 


ELLEN 8. I 


read: “A bill 
Alban,” 


ARNED. 


029090 


The bill (S. 2337) granting an increase « 
Larned was considered as in Committee of ( 
The bill was reported from the Committee on P¢ t] 


an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dol 


out “ fifty ’ and insert “ twenty; ” so as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen roll, subj 
the provisions and limitations of the per n laws, t e of I 
S. Larned, widow of Sylvester Larned, te | 1s nd 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay he pe yn t 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as an led, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARY J. CAMPBELL. 
The bill (S. 2257) granting an increase of pension to M J 
Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Who 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 





an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollar to 
out “ fifty ” and insert “ twelve; ” so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the | - be — 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pe 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, ft eof M 
J. Campbell, widow of Michael J. Campbell, late of Cor G. 1 : 
eighth Regiment, and Company K, Thirteenth Reg ( it 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate $12 t th 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readir read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM T. WILEY. 

The bill (H. R. 4708) granting an increase of | ym to Wil- 
liam T. Wiley was considered as in Committee « Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty ” and insert “ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
hereby, authorized and directed to | n the pet 
the provisions and limitations of the pension la 
T. Wiley, late of Company H, Fight; rhth R 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate a l 1 the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, l | to 


be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 








JOHN T. JONES. 

The bill (S. 3240) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ fifty ”’ and insert “ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John T. 
Jones, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered te be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN P. WINGET. 

The bill (S. 2405) granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Winget was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“of” and insert “ first lieutenant;” in line 9, before the word 
“and,” to insert “and late of Company E, Forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry;” and in the same line, before 
the word “ dollars” to strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty- 
four;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John P. 
Winget, late first lieutenant Company K, Thirty-fourth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and late of Company E, Forty-seventh Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NELLIE RAYMOND. 

The bill (S. 1883) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
Raymond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“colonel” and insert “captain Company F, and lieutenant- 


colonel; ” and in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“ fifty ’ and insert “ thirty; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nellie 
Raymond, widow of Henry S. Raymond, late captain Company F, and 
lieutenant-colonel Twenty-third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HAMILTON SECHEVERELL, 


The bill (H. R. 4195) granting an increase of pension to Ham- 
ilton Secheverell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Hamilton 
Secheverell, late of Company M, Second Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY M. C. MANNING. 

The bill (H. R. 4718) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
M. C. Manning was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary M. C. 
Manning, widow of William C. Manning, late captain, Twenty- 
third Regiment United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


GEORGE W. SHEPHERD. 
The bill (H. R. 4765) granting an increase of pension to 


George W. Shepherd was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
George W. Shepherd, late of Company K, Thirty-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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MARY VAN BLARCOM, 


The bill (H. R. 9352) granting a pension to Mary Van Blar- 
com was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary \:) 
Blarcom, widow of Lewis Van Blarcom, late captain Comp: 
C, Fifteenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and jo 
pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANK BUNCHER. 


The bill (H. R. 2394) granting an increase of pension {o 
Frank Buncher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
lt proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frank 
Buncher, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment Massachusc'ts 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM E. 


The bill (H. R. 1467) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram E. Monroe was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Hiram E. Monroe, late of Company BE, Eleventh Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TOWN SITES IN CONNECTION WITH IRRIGATION PROJECTS. 


The bill (S. 87) providing for the withdrawal from public 
entry of lands needed for town-site purposes in connection with 
irrigation projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, 
and for other purposes, was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill wil! go 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: A moment ago I ob- 
jected to Senate bill 87. I desire to withdraw the objection, 
having examined the bill and the report. 

Mr. ANKENY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Irrigation with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior may withdraw from public j 
any lands needed for town-site purposes in connection with irrigation 
projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, not exceeding 160 
acres in each case, and survey and subdivide the same into town lots, 
with appropriate reservations for public purposes. 

Sec. 2. That the lots so surveyed shall be sold at not less than 
appraised value at public auction to the highest bidders, from ti 
time, for cash, and the lots offered for sale and not disposed 
afterwards be sold at not less than the appraised value under s 


MONROE. 


entry 


+} 





y 
1 


regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. Ke ama- 
tion funds may be used to defray the necessary expenses of appraise- 
ment and sale, and the proceeds of such sales shall be covered into the 


reclamation fund. 
Sec. 3. That the publie reservations in such town sites shal! be im- 


proved and maintained by the town authorities at the expense of the 
town; and upon the organization thereof as municipal corporations the 
said reservations shall be conveyed to such corporations by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, subject to the condition that they shall be used 
forever for the purposes for which they were reserved. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior may sell and dispose of 
rights to the use of water available under the provisions of the said 
reclamation act for municipal, domestic, fire, and other necessary pur- 
poses, to any city, town, or village, established as herein provided, and 


also to any other cities, towns, or villages, in or near irrigation pro 
under the reclamation act. Such water rights shall be applied f 
the proper town authorities subject to the provisions of the r 
tion act, in so far as the same may be applicable, and the 
therefor shall be paid by such town authorities in sums not 
upon terms not more favorable than those fixed by the Secr 
the Interior for the irrigation project from which the water ri- 
taken. 

Src. 5. That whenever there is a development of power for use !' 
nection with any irrigation project under the said reclamation ‘°', 
Secretary of the Interior is authorized to lease, for muni!) 
other purposes, the right to use surplus power developed, or \ 
be developed, in such manner and upon such terms as he © 


ects 


y 








proper, and any moneys received therefor shall be covered e 
reclamation fund and credited to such project: Provided, Tha‘ us 
of surplus water for power may be discontinued on one years boll 
whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior or "'s Si” 
cessors in the control of the project, the same can be more [)) )!'évl 
used for irrigation purposes. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 1 the 
amendment was concurred in. d 

r, rei 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read’ 
the third time, and passed. 
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FRANCIS M. MUNSON. 


The bill (S. 583) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
\f Munson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis M. 
Munson, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment California Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
nd passed. 
THOMAS ADAIR. 


he bill (H. R,. 47385) granting an increase of pension to 


Thomas Adair was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
Adair, late of Company I, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now recefving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ODILIA LOGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 4787) granting an increase of pension to 
Odilia Logan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Odilia Logan, 
widow of William Logan, late captain Company A, Seventh Regi- 


ment United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $3 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. WILBURN. 
The bill (H. R. 3380) granting an increase of pension to 


George W. Wilburn was considered as in Committee of the 
Who! It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


George W. Wilburn, late of Company K, Second Regiment Dis- 
trict of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN G. ROWAN. 


The bill (H. R. 8618) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Rowan was considered as in Comraittee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John G. 
Rowan, late of Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JAMES H. COLE, ALIAS JOHN V. COLE. 

The bill CH. R. 1797) granting a pension to James H. Cole, 

John ¥. Cole, was considered as in Committee of the 


W! [It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
James H. Cole, alias John VY. Cole, late of Company H, Fortieth 


Re ent lowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
S12 ‘ month. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. DIGHTMAN. 

The bill (S. 2702) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Dichtman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pro to place on the pension roll the name of George W. 
Dig n, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volu r Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month | 
in f that he is now receiving. 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
alt : sed. 
ANTHONY W. PRESLEY. 


9~-9oF 


ovo t 


: i (S$. ) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
W. cy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
I ! was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


iment, to strike out all ofter the enacting clause and 


» Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 


d to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and | 
Presley, late | 


‘f the pension laws, the name of Anthony W. 
Bennett’s company F, First Regiment Oregon Mounted Vol- 
nd first lieutenant Capt. B. Miller’s company J, Second Regi- 
ngton Territory Volunteers, Oregon and Washington Terri- 
nh war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month 
at he is now receiving. 
endment was agreed to. 
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ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


QY89 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH SMITH. 

The bill (S. 3039) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 

| limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Smith, late captain 
; Company A, Fifth Regiment California Volunteer Infantry, and major 
First Regiment California Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WALDO W. PAINE. 


The bill (S. 1753) granting an increase of pension to Waldo 
W. Paine was considered as in Coamittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of” 
and insert “ captain; ” and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out “ fifty” and insert “thirty;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Waldo 
W. Paine, late captain Company K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT E. LYON. 

The bill (S. 992) granting a pension to Albert E. Lyon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” and in the same line, after 
the word “ month,” to insert “in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
E. Lyon, late of Company H, Third Regiment California Volunteer In 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert E. Lyon.” 
MARTIN L. 
3630) granting 


BARBER. 
an increase of pension t 


The bill (S. Martin 


L. Barber was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Martin L. 
late of Company H, Fifty-second Regiment Indiana 


t 
Barber, 
| Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
| in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ; 
WILLIAM M’NABB. 
The bill (S. 1670) granting an increase of pension to William 
McNabb was considered as in Committee of the Wh 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of Will 
late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana 
| Infantry, and to pay him a pensi 
of that he is now receiving. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
and passed. 


le. It pri 
um McNabb, 
Volunt 

on of $50 per month in lieu 


FLORENCE A. SEWELL. 
The bill (S. 894) granting an increase of pe! n to 


Sewall was considered as in Committee of the W! 
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The 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized | 
and di ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and |} 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Florence A. Sewell, widow | 
of Thomas Sewell, late second lieutenant Company G, One hundred and | 
twenty-seventh Regiment [Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a | 
pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
eelving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


and the 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- | 


crease of pension to Florence A. Sewell.” 
SETH RAYMOND. 


The bill (S. 3643) granting an increase of pension to Seth 
Raymond was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “of” 
and insert “ first lieutenant;” and in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “ forty” and insert “ thirty;” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Seth 
Raymond, late first lieutenant Company A, Third Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN J. GRANT. 


The bill (H. R. 1124) granting an increase of pension to John 
J. Grant was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John J. Grant, 
late of Captain Fowler’s company, Second Regiment Georgia 
Volunteers, Cherokee Indian disturbances, and to pay him a 
pension of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES ANN BATCHELOR. 


The bill (H. R. 1125) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
ces Ann Batchelor was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Frances Ann Batchelor, widow of James C. Batchelor, late of 
Captain Nott’s company, Alabama Volunteers, Florida Indian 
war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH EMALINE FINKLEA, 


The bill (H. R. 1123) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Emaline Finklea was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Sarah Emaline Finklea, widow of James Finklea, late of Com- 
pany H, Fifth Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. HADSALL. 


The bill (S 
Tadsall wa 


. 125) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
s considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
‘s to place on the pension roll the name of John EB. Hadsall, 
of Company C, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 


ite 


J 
rx ~ 
FE 


CLARA T. LEATHERS. 


99077 
att 


The bill (S. ) granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Clara T. Leathers, widow 
of Alexander T. Leathers, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment 
United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | 





| 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third ti: 
and passed. 
JOSEPH W. WILLARD. 


The bill (S. 1483) granting an increase of pension to Jose))}; 
W. Willard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. [t 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph \y, 
Willard, late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hin a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third ti 
and passed. 


y 
ae 
or- 

ue 
’ 


CURTIS B. M’INTOSH. 


The bill (S. 124) granting an increase of pension to Curtis 
B. McIntosh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Curtis B. \Me- 
Intosh, late of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 


| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
MARTHA G. ARCHER. 


The bill (S. 4029) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
G. Archer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out “ of” 
and insert “ captain; ” and in line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” 
to insert “ war with Mexico;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
G. Archer, widow of Fletcher H. Archer, late captain Company £, First 
Regiment Virginia Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DAVID B, M’CREARY. 


The bill (S. 2380) granting an increase of pension to David 
B. McCreary was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out 
“ colonel” and insert “ lieutenant-colonel;” in line 8, after the 
word “Infantry,” to insert “and brevet. brigadier-general, 
United States Volunteers ; ” and in line 10, before the word “ dol- 


| lars,” to strike out “one hundred ” and insert “ fifty ;” so as to 
| make the bill read: 


Be it enacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
B. McCreary, late lieutenant-colonel One hundred and forty-fifth legi- 


2 


| ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-: 





| moves that the votes by which Senate bill 2380 was ordered t 


United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 2: 
amendments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readi 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCUMBER subsequently said: I move that thc 
which Senate bill 2380 was passed be reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 


1 the 


7 
iu 


et 


third reading and passed be reconsidered. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. The claimant under the bill has died since it was re 
ported. 

The motion was agreed to, 

JOHN A. ROBERTS. 

The bill (H. R. 4215) granting an increase of pension to Jol 

A. Roberts was considered as in Committee of the W': = 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Roberts, late of Company K, First Regiment Georgia \0'Ul 
teers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of . 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amenimess 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and pass! 


DANIEL M. ROSE. 


The bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase of penso? 
Daniel M. Rose was considered as in Committee of the \)0'™ 


to 
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wwe 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Daniel M. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
rose, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
r with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in MARY K. LEWIS 
1 of that he is now receiving. tae fo : ee 
, : > - R. 1280) gr g i nsio1 vy K wis 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, yo Face ~ = i" = ey . > - Wh to — K. Lewis 
icred to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. , : ae a Vo Wee. It proposes i 
lered t s : ; - poss place on the pension roll the name of Mary K. Lewis, widow 
JOHN M. WILLIAMSON. of Green B. Lewis, late of Captain Dennard’s company. First 
The bill (H. R. 4218) granting an increase of pension to John | Regiment Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Creek Indian War, and 
. Williamson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
I roposes to place on the pension roll the name of John M. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
Williamson, late of Company A, Third Regiment United States | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
nina ’ rar wi ric é > hi ‘ NsiI 9 . se 
Dragoons, wat with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per JONATHAN C. S. TWITCHELL. 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bill (H. R. 3678) granting an iner ; 
(he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | ;,,athan Cc. 8 nceasenia one a ae Se oe aah of ee oe -” 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. pte pone a a eee OF The 
: d toa & = passed Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
HENRY ROBERTS. Jonathan C. 8S, Twitchell, late of Company B, and captain Com- 
rhe bill (H. R. 4738) granting an increase of pension to | pany H, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
Henry Roberts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 2nd to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Henry | '5 Bow receiving. 
Roberts, late of Company B, First Regiment North Carolina The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension | dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. JAMES G. DOANE 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, The bi - : rd 
; : eee a ie bill (S. 1835) granting an increase of pension to James 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . Se ee ane ee I — oo 
oO! dtoat ading the t ie, and passed G. Doane was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
LAWRENCE B. SMITH. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
bill (H. R. 4739) granting an increase of pension to } 22 amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars” to strike 
. * . a “ “ oe - 9 «¢ ‘ eee ry . » & wat @ ' 
Lawrence B. Smith was considered as in Committee of the | Out “forty” and insert “twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
W It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of read : 
Lawrence B. Smith, late of Company I, First Regiment North Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
C 12 Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him | ee eee =e by? place on the pension roll, subject to 
o . . : e_¢ > rovisions i: i ons he pensio f Ss he n @ ’ ‘ 
‘ sion of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | G. teane, late of Company A, Eighth leer Rens - Vo ae 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
. I . . : ’ hes : — ! ‘ I Mtil ili il 1 I 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. that he is now receiving. 
“nimet encuin The amendment was agreed to. 
ail _ eA cn ; The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
bill (H. R. 5238) granting an increase of pension to | amendment was concurred in. 
L Stuard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
I oposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lockey | the third time, and passed. 
Stuard, widow of William R. Stuard, late of Company D, First ; — f 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to : ; ae we TN 
p r a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now Phe bill (S. 620) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
r ng. S. Law was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars” to strike 
EPSY ANN AUSTIN out “ twenty ” and insert “ twelve ;” so as to make the bill read: 
f ieee g ae Faas i F Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is 
bill (H. R. 1283) granting an increase of pension to | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pens ect to 
E} \nn Austin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. ~ provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n of Eliz 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Epsy Ann | es ae ee oe ee tee ee ee Compeey EB, 
Al widow of John A. Austin, iate of Captain Coleman’s the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re 
( y, Alabama Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and to pay The amendment was agreed to. 
he pension of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now; ‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tl! 
re <. | amendment was concurred in 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-| ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
( to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | the third time, and passed. 
ELISHA WHITE. PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
bill (Hi. R. 2169) granting an increase of pension to| Mr. ALDRICH. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
E White was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
It ‘oses to place on the pension roll the name of Elisha | The motion was agreed to. 
W ite of Company F, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regi- Mr. ALLISON subsequently moved to reconsider the vote by 
I nois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of | which the Senate ordered an adjournment until Monday next; 
> month in lieu of that he is now receiving. and the motion to reconsider was agreed to. ; 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- HUGH P. BUFFON 
’ 4 : . . . 7 . > r uN 
di ) a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : ; ; ; 
ease etrenes The bill (S. 640) granting an increase of pension to Hugh P. 
- aes “ae 3uffon was considered as in Committee of the Whole 

ill (H, R. 2291 ) granting an increase of pension to The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
W Elmes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to stri 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of William | out “ twenty-five ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make th 
i ite of Company F, One hundred and seventy-eighth | pill read: 
h t Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi: ‘ ! 
st Regiment Pennsylvania Provisional Volunteer Heavy | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu | the provisions 2 ao ae ee hence ni vee 
c ae Se sa id suffon, iate oO 0 aD) - ow y-tourth Leg S a y 

h¢ is how receiving. . Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 | 

ll was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | of that he is now receiving. 
( ) a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The amendment was agreed to. 

ALGERNON LIGHTCAP. a vas was ae the Senate as ended d th 

ill ¢ 99¢ : ; ‘ sndment was concurred in. 

ll (H. R. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Al- | ®™encme™ * on yore — 
£ Lightean was conside am i ‘ : , The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third rv ¢ read 
jghtcap was considered as in Committee of the Whole. the third time, and passed 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Algernon . et = 
_late of Company E, Ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsyl- MABSEA ¢. BRIGW. 
iunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per The bill (S. 3667) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
, i lieu of that he is now receiving. J. Brisco was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
mendments, in line 6, after the word “ late,” to strike out the 


T 


letter “a;” in line 7, before the words “ United States,” to strike 
‘ “int and in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ twenty-five ” and insert “ twenty ;” so as to make the bill 
read 

Be it enacted, et« That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
here thorized and — to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
J. Br W w of Jol in ‘A Brisco, late boatswain, United States Navy, 

l y her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
s now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 


bi ll was ordered to be € 
and passed. 


| ngrossed for a third reading, read 
th ; third ti me, 


DRAINAGE OF LANDS IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


3687) providing for the segregation of $1,000,000 
tion fund created by the act of June 17, 1902, 
r purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 


The bi 
the 


ll 


(S. 
reclama 


W hole. 
The | bill w 


ly 
7 } nan 
tik ah CHU 


as reported from the Committee on Irrigation with 
, to str out all after the enacting clause and to 


ike 


That $1,000,000 
inds in the 
, 1902, w ae ot 
ed for th pur 


of tl 


Stat 


e arising from the sale of 
ta, and which, under the act of 
become a part of the reclamation fund, 
yose of constructing a suitable and comprehen- 
e 8) 1 of drainage vot aan in the counties of Pembina, Walsh, 
Grand Forks, Tr ill, Ca and Richland, in the said State of North 
: ; the upervis sion of the Secretary of Agriculture: Provided, 
ali the expense of such construction, including salaries and the 
> of works for a period not exceeding ten years, shall be as- 
t lands proposed to be drained in proportion to bene- 
nts to be levied and the moneys to be paid in not to 
installments, under such laws and regulations duly 
iture of id State of North Dakota as in the 
sident of the United States shall be adequate to 
nent to the United States of all moneys expended un- 
‘this act: Provided further, That all moneys derived 
assessments shall be paid into the Treasury of the United 
the said State of North Dakota, and when so paid shall be 
in ito the lamation fun a to be used under the provisions of 
1902: And provided further, That any moneys 

te of North Denote in excess of the total amount 

ted States when the said works are completed, in- 
ance of the works, shall be returned to the said 


moneys hereafter 
North Dak« 


herwise 


of 











annual 





ns of 







n 
j 
1 


t was agreed to. 
reported to the 
was concurred in. 

was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
and passed. 

was amended so as to read: 

use of $1,000,000 of the moneys that would otherwise be- 

e a part of the reclamation fund for the drainage of certain 
nds in North Dakota, and for other purposes.” 


SCHOOI 


Senate as amended, and the 


The title 


“A bill providing for 


S AND ROADS IN ALASKA. 

to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
and maintenance of roads, the establish- 
i of schools, and the care and support of 
is in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes,” 


105, Was considered as in Committee of 


The bill (S. 3522 
construction 
11 


the 
ment am i 
persol 


1 ri? ) ‘~~ 1 
a January Le 


intenance 
ine 


amt, 


reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


THE MER‘ 


PRESIDE NT. 


HANT 
The Chair lays before the Senate 
hich will be stated. 

(S. 529) to promote the national de- 
al volunteers, to establish Ameri- 
n markets, to promote commerce, 
m tonnage. 
inderstand that 


session, 


MARINE. 


i ’ us . \ 
rary. A bill 

{ ree of nay 
to foreig 
» fre 
certain Senators very 
but as many Senators 
unanimous consent that the un- 
laid aside for the period of 


utive 


» at ¢hate nal 7" _ = 
1 r luncheon, I ask 


rarily 


-PRESIDENT. 
Bef 
the p lil) 


Without objection, 
that done, I 
bill. ask that 


it is so ordered. 
desire to offer an 
it be read and 


ORY. is 
I 


LO 


from 
which 


Florida 


will 


Senator 
nding bill, 


offers 


ESIDI 
6 be read, 


the pe 
n the table. 
was read, 
as follows: 


' 


ordered to lie on the table, and to 


iment 


| 
| 








Strike out all of paragraph “ Fifth,” on page 13, beginning at ana 
including the word * Fifth,” in line’ 3, down to ‘and including 
word “year,” in line 7, on said page, and insert the following in }\cy 
thereof, viz: 

“Fifth. From 


a port of the United States on the Atlantic t 
south of Cape Hatteras, and from a port on the Gulf of Mexico to 
Cuba, on steamships of the United States of not less than 14 k 


speed for a weekly service, at a maximum compensation not exceed 
$75,000 a year, or for a semiweekly service, at a maximum comper 
tion not exceeding $125,000 a year. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar will be proceeded 
with. 
JAMES C. 


The bill (S. 3309) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Baber was announced as next in order on the Calendar, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
John C. Baber, late of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 


BABER. 


y 


ROBERT S. MOORE. 


The bill (S. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Rober 
. Moore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions witl 


an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty ” and insert “ thirty ;” so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! 3 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj: to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of I 
S. Moore, late colonel Eighty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Int : 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of t he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WHITE. 

The bill (S. 590) granting a pension to John White 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions h 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,” where it occurs the 


to strike out “Company” and insert “ Troop; 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ 
and insert “ twelve; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ; 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name n 
White, late of Troop M, Ninth Regiment United States Cavalry, l 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. P. FOALE. 

The bill (H. R. 1974) granting an increase of pension ¢ 
liam R. P. Foale was considered as in Committee of the \ 
it proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Will 
P. Foale, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Con: 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 pet th 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amend: 
dered to a third reading, reading the third time, and pass 

SARAH E. MACGOWAN. 

11324) granting an increase of pe! 
was considered as in Committee 


second time, 
and in line 8, 


bill 
BE. 


(H. R. 
MacGowan 


The 
Sarah 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensio! 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” t 
out “ twenty-five ” and insert “ thirty;” so as to make 
read: 

Be 
hereby, 
the provisions 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
E. MacGowan, widow of Alexander B. MacGowan, late captain, 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at t 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. “a 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ani 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ao Soe 


gc 
as 


and the bill to 





1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 2293 





wwe 
MICHAEL WREN. | New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay ! per n at the rate of 
ate ; ss | $20 per month in lieu of that she is now V P 1, That 
rhe bill (H. R. 420) granting an increase of pension to | in thle event of death, etc. 
Michael Wren was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | The amendments were agreed to. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Michael | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, id th 
, late of Company G, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer | amendments were concurred in. 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of| ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
t he is now receiving. : ; | | the third time, and passed. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- ISAAC VAN } 
* ° : e ‘ OLKRENBUR( 
1 to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 3 a Mie 7 , a 
FRITZ MULLI The bill (S. 3507) granting an increase of yx 1 to Isaac 
ori _— | Van Valkenburg was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
» bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to Fritz The bill was reported from the Committee on P¢ n h 
Muller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | amendments, in line 6, before the word “late,” to sti » out 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of F ritz Muller, late | “ Valkenburg” and insert “ Volkenburgh; in line 8, b 
Company E, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, | word “ Heavy,” to insert “ Volunteer ;” and in line 9, |} re 
i to pay him a pension of $60 per month in lieu of that he is | word “ dollars,” to insert “ thirty ;”’ so as to make the bill read 
] receiving. Be it enacted. etc.. That the Secret y of the Inte » and 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | hereby, authorized and directed to place on t ’ 1 roll, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 Isaa 
Van Volkenburg th, late of Company FE, Thirteenth Re t, and 
EDWARD J. MILLS. Company K, Sixth Regiment, New Yor Volunteer H f ind 
‘ : “ ‘ - way him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in | hat h 
he bill (H. R. 6192) granting an increase of pension to Bd- | Boy hecoivine , e - 
ward J. Mills was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It The amendments were agreed to. 
| oses to place on the pension roll the name of Edward J. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
M late of Company H, Two hundred and first Regiment | amendments were concurred in 
> nevivs So. y ‘ . s . ; ‘ »T) Si P om eee - § . - . 
J sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


2 ; : the third time, and passed. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


: > was amended so as to read: “ ill grant 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. io Seaacaeene ae cn = te _s r 
FRANCIS CAREY. MATTHEW D. RAKER, JR. 
The bill (H. R. 5016) granting an increase of pension to The bill (S. 3291) granting an increase of pension to M 
Francis Carey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | p, Raker was considered in Committee of the Who 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Francis The bill was reported from the Committee on Pet 
( , late of Company L, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volun- | gn amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
i ingineers, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in | insert: 
lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is her l 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | and directed to place on the pension roll. : aot ta the : adi 
d | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. limitations of the pension laws, the name M v D. J 
late of Captains Burney and Mews's companies, |} } I 
EDWIN R. GOODELL. nole Indian war, and pay him a pension at t f $16 
. bill (H. R. 5015) granting an increase of pension to Edwin | ™ te" of — a ee See 
R. Goodell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It The SERCREECES WES BELSCE 60. ~~ 
pl ses to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin R. rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and t 
Goodell, late of Company 1, First Regiment New York Veteran | 2™¢ndment was concurred in. 
Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill ¢ zy an 
increase of pension to Matthew D. Raker, jr.’ 


if that he is now receiving. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. ROACHE. FRANCIS W. USHER. 








bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of pension to Johu ‘The bill (8, 1298) ny Oe Sacre of |} to | 
W. Roache was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It W. I sher was considered as in Committee of the \ 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John W. rhe bill was reported from the Committee on 
Roache, late of Company BH, Eighth Regiment United States | “2 ®mendment, to strike out all after the e1 
Ir try, Florida Indian war, and to pay him a pension of $16 insert ; 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. eee SS Son Saher De wae ae 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 974 ‘irected fo ae > ort wy 
d | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. first lieutenant B, 1 1 Re N 
‘ fantrv . lan | 7 7 i>} , 
ANNIE ROHR. eee ‘and pay him a pensi t the ' o4 
bill (H. R. 4607) granting a pension to Annie Rohr was ‘°° ! a ™ 
C red as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plac« rl mnendment w greed t 
nsion roll the name of Annie Robr, former widow of Phe bill 1 reported to the = 
I k A. H. Gaebel, late first lieutenant, Forty-fifth Regi- ndament W ~ rea eis 
I United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $17 » bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
nth. the third time, and p ed. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- WILLIAM 0. COLSON. 
‘ a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill (S. 1731) granting an increase of pet to WW 
ELIZA ORR. O. Colson was considered as in Committers 
ll (S. 3587) granting an increase of pension to Eliza The bill was reported from the Commit 
( : constieant as in Committee of the Whole. an amendment, to strike out all after t 
bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with | '™S8ert: 
nents, in line 8, be ‘fore the word “ dollars,” to strike out That the Secretary of t 
y-four” and insert “twenty,” and in line 9, after the ee at a ee = ae 
‘ receiving,” to insert the following proviso: of Capt. A. D, Johnston's company, | la M 
led, That in the event ef the death of Ida Orr, helpless and de- aan ine te or ré a _ = ai 
I child of said David Orr, the additional pension herein granted . / 
ise and determine: And provided further, That in the event The amendment was agreed 
! on of Eliza Orr the name of the said Ida Orr shall be pl nese The bill was reported to the Senate as 
nsion roll, subject to, the provisions and limitations of the | amendment was concurred in. 
said Eliza Orr. | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
s to make the bill read: | the third time, and passed. 
‘ ———— ete. That the Secretary of the Interior Th -_- ~ is | JOSEPH B. PAP 
thorized and dire c » oO e pension ro subject to r » Q eranting an it enae of 1 1 to ‘ 
0 sions and imitations of t Po iawn, the ‘name of Bliza | _ The bill (S. 1744) g1 coe Ce hte al the _— 
. widow of David Orr, late of Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment | B. Papy was considered as in Committ r the Wi 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph B. Papy, late of 
Captain Mickler’s company, Florida Volunteer Mounted Infantry, Semi- 


nole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FISH-CULTURAL STATION AT FARGO, N. DAK. 

The bill (S. 182) to establish a fish-culture station at the city 
of Fargo, in the State of North Dakota, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $25,000 
for the establishment of a fish-culture station at the city of 
Fargo, in the State of North Dakota, including purchase of site, 
construction of buildings and ponds, and equipment, at some suit- 
able point to be selected by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PROTECTION OF SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


The bill (S. 967) to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the protection 
of the salmon fisheries of Alaska,’”’ approved June 9, 1896, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend 
section 2 of the act so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That it shall be unlawful to fish, catch, or kil! any salmon 
of any variety, except with rod or spear, above the tide waters of any 
of the creeks or rivers of less than 500 feet width in the Territory of 
Alaska, except only for purposes of propagation, or to lay or set any 
drift net, set net, trap, pound net, or seine for any purpose across the 
tide waters of any river or stream for a distance of more than one- 
third of the width of such river, stream, or channel, or lay or set any 
seine or net within 100 yards of any other net or seine which is being 
laid or set in said stream or channel, or to take, kill, or fish for salmon 
in any manner or by any means in any of the waters of the Territory 
of Alaska, either in the streams or tide waters, except Cook Inlet, 
Prince William Sound, Bering Sea, and the waters tributary thereto, 


from midnight on Saturday of each week until midnight of the Sunday | 


following; or to fish for or catch or kill in any manner or by any ap- 
pliance, except by rod or spear, any salmon in any stream of less than 


100 yards in width in the said Territory of Alaska between the hours | 


of 6 o'clock in the evening and 6 o’clock in the morning of the follow- 
ing day of each and every day of the week. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DAM AT GRAND DETOUR, ILL. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to take from the Calendar, out of 
its order, the bill (H. R. 8442) permitting the building of a dam 
across the Rock River at Grand Detour, Ill., and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


The bill will be read for the in- 


JONATHAN TERRELL, 


The bill (H. R. 6228) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Terrell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jonathan 
Terrell, late of Company F, First Regiment North Carolina 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT M. WHITSON. 
The bill (H. R. 10765) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert M. Whitson was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 


Robert M. Whitson, late of Company A, First Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LYDIA B. JACKSON. 


The bill (H. R. 2113) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia B. Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 





ea 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Lydia pP. 
Jackson, widow of Barzillia N. Jackson, late of Company 
First Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, war wij} 
Mexico, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ory- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHRISTOPHER PLETZKE. 


The bill (H. R. 4224) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher Pletzke was considered as in Committee of ihe 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Christopher Pletzke, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Wjs- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATHANIEL COOPER. 


The bill (H. R. 4225) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Cooper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Nathaniel 
Cooper, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA M. BOYER. 


The bill (H. R. 4727) granting a pension to Emma M. Boyer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Emma M. Boyer, widow 
of Paul K. Boyer, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month, and $2 per month additional on account of 
each of the minor children of said Paul K. Boyer until they 
reach the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESHACK L. JONES. 


| The bill (H. R. 47380) granting an increase of pension to 
Meshack L. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Meshack L. 
Jones, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES SCROGUM. 


The bill (H. R. 47382) granting an increase of pension to 
James Scrogum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James 
Scrogum, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volun- 





ey | 


teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. ENSMINGER. 

The bill (H. R. 10486) granting an increase of pension to 
| John A. Ensminger was considered as in Committee of the 
| Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 

John A. Ensminger, late second,lieutenant Company ©, (ne 
hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in licu of 
that he is now receiving. , 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS E. MORROW. 

The bill (H. R. 4827) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Morrow was considered as in Committee the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 0! 
| Thomas E. Morrow, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment 





Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, oF 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passec. 


NANCY STILLWELL, 


The bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of pe! i 
Nancy Stillwell was considered as in Committee of the © 'y* 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 4"! 


Stillwell, widow of George W. Stillwell, late of Comps.y 
Thirty-third Regiment, and Company BH, Thirty-fourt! ‘es! 
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;owa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


» bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


i to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL 
pill (H. R. 6448) 
uel A. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel A. 
. late of Company C, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
ry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
he is now receiving. 
1e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BOKART. 


bill (H. R. 4884) granting an increase of pension to John 
B rt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Bokart, late 
npany A, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
» pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
] receiving. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
d | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRAVIS W. 


A. SHAW. 


TICHENOR. 


bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to 
" W. Tichenor was considered as in Committee of the 
W It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
7 ; W. Tichenor, late Company L, Thirteenth Regiment In- 
di Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
I . in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADAM WUCHER. 
bill (H. R. 6451) granting an increase of pension to 
\ Wucher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
I ses to place on the pension roll the name of Adam 
WW *. late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
il of that he is now receiving. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
» a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIJAH SPANGLER. 
1 (H. R. 1059) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
§] r was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elijah Spang- 
‘of Company C, Ninety-third Regiment Illinois Volun- 
‘antry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
it he is now receiving. 
ll was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
d a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BREDEN. 
li (H. R. 1218) granting an increase of pension to John 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
lace on the pension roll the name of John Breden, late 
iny K, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
f nd to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
t] is now receiving. 
ll was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
d a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS MAGINLEY. 
(H. R. 2084) 
] Maginl 


es to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 


il] 


late of Company B, Tenth Regiment Massachusetts 
\ r Infantry; Company H, Thirty-seventh Regiment Mas- 


s Volunteer Infantry, and One hundred and fifth com- 
nd Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him 
a n of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ll was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS A. SLACK, 


i ll (H. R. 2088) granting an increase of pension to 
A, Slack was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
‘S to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas A. 
S te captain Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment New 
olunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
i third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


granting an increase of pension to | 
Shaw was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 





granting an increase of pension to | 
‘y was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


= wae 
HENRY B. JORDAN. 

The bill (H. R. 8222) granting an in ) 
Henry B. Jordan was considered as in Co nitte : e \ le. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll e@ ] i y B. 
Jordan, late of Company EB, Thirtieth Reg t | \ 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 ] f 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
dered to a third reading, read the third time 

MARION H. LONG. 

The bill (H. R. 11596) granting a pension to M mn H. Long 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Marion H. 1 rf 
John C. Long, late first lieutenant and adjutant, One hu l 


and forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunte: 
pay her a pension of $17 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 


r Infantry, and to 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
ANGIE A. MARVIN. 

The bill (H. R. 2811) granting a pension to Angie A. Marvin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Angie A. Marvin, widow of 
Mathew Marvin, late of Company K, First Regiment Minnes 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per mont 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD MAXWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 1201) granting an increase of 1 to J 
ward Maxwell was considered as in Committee o Ww! 

The bill was reported from the Committee on P 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ lat 
“of” and insert “second lieutenant; ” so to 
read: 

je it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on 1 
the provisions and limitations of the p ion \ I I 
Maxwell, late second lieutenant Company C, | 1 J ent I 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pe 1 at the f $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as : nded, and t 


amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


OSCAR WILLIAMSON. 


















The bill (H. R. 5597) er: in in of i 
Oscar Williamson was considered as in Co1 Vv 

The bill was reported from the Committe 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ { 
out “twenty-four” and insert “thirty;” so as to 
read: 

je it enacted, etc., That the Secret of 
hereby, authorized and directed to } on 
to the provisions and limitations t I 
Oscar Williamson, late of Compa Cc, N J d 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him : ion at t 
month in lieu of that he is now 1 g 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the & 
amendment was concurred in 

The amendment was ord i to be engros 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CASWELL D. FERGUSON 

The bill (H. R. 1057) granting an increase of pension 
Caswell D. Ferguson was considered as in | of 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on ] 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “d . 
out “ twenty-four ” and insert “thirty;” so : I l 
read: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I: 
hereby, authorized and directed to pla 
to the provisions and limitations « . 
Caswell D. Ferguson, late ; Batt 
Artillery, and pay him a pe ri $30 : 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the &« te as l : 


amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be 
be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and | 
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HENRY PHILIPPS SEED AND IMPLEMENT COMPANY. 

The bill (S. 1286) to authorize payment to the Henry Philipps 
Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to, and ac- 
cepted by, the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 
1902, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the Henry Philipps 
Seed and Implement Company, of Toledo, Ohio, for seeds fur- 
nished to the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 
1902, accepted by. the Deere, and distributed by order of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, $3,633.11. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DAVID R. 


The bill (H. R. 5170) granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Pringle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David R. 
Pringle, late of Company BE, Second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRINGLE. 


GEORGE SARGENT. 
The bill (H. R. 1131) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sargent was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of George 
Sargent, late of Company D, One hundred and ninety-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D. STAUFFER. 

The bill (H. R. 11386) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William D. 
Stauffer, late of Company H, One hundred and ninety-fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN FAGLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 1382) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Fagley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin 
Fagley, late of Company E, One hundred and thirty-first Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA ALDRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11310) granting a pension to Emma Aldred 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Emma Aldred, widow of 
James Aldred, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FISHER. 

‘he bill (H. R. 1072) granting an increase of pension to John 
Fisher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John Fisher, late of 
Company A, First Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IDA L. AND CLARA E. WINTERS. 


The bill (H. R. 1958) granting a pension to Ida L. and Clara 
mE. Winters was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
proposes to place on the pension roll the names of Ida L. 
Clara E, Winters, 
Winters, late of Company G, Two hundredth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay them each a pension of 
$12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


and 


DAVID E. LONGSDORF. 
The bill (H. R. 11408) granting an increase of pension to 


David E. Longsdorf was considered as in Committee of the 


Stauffer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 


EEE 


iB. T 


It | 
| shire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
helpless and dependent children of James | 


| teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 





Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
David E. Longsdorf, late first lieutenant and regimental quar- 
termaster One hundred and fifty-eighth Regiment Pennsylyani, 
Drafted Militia, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GABRIEL SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 4822) granting an increase of pension io 
Gabriel Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Gabrie| 
Smith, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment United States Ar- 
tillery, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. J. TAYMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 8217) granting an increase of pension to § 
A. J. Tayman was considered as in Committee of the W hoe 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah A. J. 
Tayman, widow of Jacob Tayman, alias Jacob Tarman, ase of 
Captain Trysinger’s company, Pennsylvania Militia, war of 
1812, and to pay her a pension of $16 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL C. LONG. 


The bill (H. R. 10299) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Long was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samuei (. 
Long, late of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Peuinsy!- 
vania Volunteer Cavalry, and Company G, Third Regiment Peun- 
sylvania Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES GRAHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 10296) granting an increase of pension to 
James Graham was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of James Gia- 
ham, late of Light Battery, Mississippi Marine Brigade, and 
Company E, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. MARSH. 


The bill (S. 176) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Marsh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
Marsh, late of Company B, First Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, « 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


D 





GEORGE P. HOWE. 


The bill (S. 186) granting an increase of pension to George 
Howe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George P. !lovwe, 
late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire \olun- 

n ileu 


cs 


re 
iTO0- 


of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendime: 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
and passed. 


t. or- 
Lime, 


STEPHEN B. TARLTON. 


The bill (S. 8126) granting an increase of pension to phen 
arlton was considered as in Committee of the W1i It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Step!icn DP. 
Tarlton, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment New mp- 


mouth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendi: 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thi! 
and passed, 

CUTLER A. CHAMBERLIN. 


The bill (S. 2482) granting an increase of pension to 
A. Chamberlin was considered as in Committee of th: 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of (' 
Chamberlin, late of Company K, Third Regiment Vermo' 





1906. 


yteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in 
en of that he is now receiving. 


( 


\\ 


- month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


red to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 





(he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| passed. 
NAPOLEON D. O. LORD. 


The bill (H. R. 5808) granting an increase of pension to | 
noleon D. O. Lord was considered as in Committee of the | 
ole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 
noleon D. O. Lord, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment | 
ne Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 | 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
ed to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JENNIE L. OVERTON. 


Che bill (H. R. 5955) granting an increase of pension to Jen- 
L. Overton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
rroposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jennie L. 

erton, widow of Clough Overton, late captain, Fifteenth 
viment United States Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of 

) per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

(he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


red to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mi 


' 





GEORGE E. ROSS. 


fhe bill (H. R. 530) granting an increase of pension to 
rge E. Ross was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of George E. 
late of Company E, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Vol- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
if that he is now receiving. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
red to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM JOHN STEWART, ALIAS JOHN SCOTT. 

he bill (H. R. 4391) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
John Stewart, alias John Scott, was considered as in Com- 

ttee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
name of William John Stewart, alias John Scott, late of 





mipany K, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infan- | 


and Company K, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Veteran Vol- 
r Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
eu of that he is now receiving. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
red to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EMMA AUGER. 
The bill (H. R. 2795) granting a pension to Emma Auger was 
lered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
e pension roll the name of Emma Auger, dependent mother 
llector Auger, late ship’s cook, third class, United States 
})) Dirie, United States Navy, and to pay her a pension of $12 | 


onth, 


rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS M’CABE. 
| bill (H. R. 2771) granting an increase of pension to 
is McCabe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas 
e, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire 
eer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
of that he is now receiving. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANSON K. CARR. 2 
bill (H. R. 3400) granting an increase of pension to 
KX. Carr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Anson K. 


te of Company F, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer | 


, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
is now receiving. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT SMITH. 


bill (S. 8605) granting an inerease of pension to Albert 
vas considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

ll was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
idment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 


t ‘ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and 
of the pension laws, the name of Albert Smith, late of 


j 
| 
| 
| 
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United States ship Lodona, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 


t 


at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES H. TUCK. 
The bill (S. 717) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. 'Tuck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


| an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,’ to strike 
| out 


thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
H. Tuck, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES LANDER. 

The bill (S. 853) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Lander was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 
out “ thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc.; That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject té 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ¢ lon 
Lander, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Vermont Voluntes Ir 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. HALL, 

The bill (S. 8) granting an increase of pension to William M. 
Hall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike 


| out “thirty ” and insert “ twenty-four;” so as to make the bill 


read : 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Williar 
M. Hall, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infan 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 





INDIANA A. PAUL. 

The bill (S. 1538) granting a pension to Indiana A. Paul was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 10, after the word “ month.” to insert 
“in lieu of that she is now receiving;” so as to make the bill 
read : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and |! 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension vs, the nar of 
Indiana A. Paul, widow of Edward A. Paul, late ptain Compa F, 
First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, war with Me» d 
and volunteer aid-de-camp on staff of General Kilpatrick, and | 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 


receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th: 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Indiana A. Paul.” 

MARY E. WOLF. 

The bill (S. 789) granting a pension to Mary E. Wolf was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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as reported from the Committee on Pensions. with 
in line 8, after the word “ month,” to insert “in 
» is now receiving; ” so as to make the bill read: 


ted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 

} thorized 1 directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to rovision id limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
M Wolf, widow of Henry Wolf, late of Company BE, Eighteenth 
Rr t Connecti Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rat $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

he title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
Cl e of pension to Mary E. Wolf.” 

WILLIAM W. GAUTHIER. 

The bill (S. 854) granting a pension to W. W. Gauthier was 
co lered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 6, after the word “ of,’ to strike out the 
letter “ W.” and insert the name “ William;” and in line 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert 
. > so as to make the bill read: 






enact tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he its 
h autl and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to rov d limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Wi Ww. ¢ tl late of United States Marine Corps, and pay 
hin pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


amendments were concurred in. 


Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
sion to William W. Gauthier.” 


ALBERT LATHROP. 


The bill (H. R. 3605) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert Lathrop was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert La- 
throp, late of Company L, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, and Company L, First Regiment New York 
Pr onal Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
pe mth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


ll was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
a ») a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELL BRAZELTON, 


bill (H. R. 6144) granting an increase of pension to Eli 





Br ton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Brazelton, 
late of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fan ind pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
th he is now receiving. 

ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
‘ o a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES EIFFERT. 

T) ill (H. R. 6148) granting an increase of pension to 
Jal Kiffert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It oses to place on the pension roll the name of James 
] ‘ Captain Powell’s company, Tennessee Volun- 


tee Cherokee Indian disturbances, and to pay him a pension 
( * month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
hird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE 


J. WILCOX, 





I. R. 5644) granting an increase of pension to 

G J. Wil ; considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

I ses to piace on the pension roll the name of George J. 

Wil os of Company I, Thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois 

V fant 1d to pay him a pension of $36 per month 
il l t he is now receiving. 

bill v ported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


| to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN J. BOYER. 


bill (H. R. 6157) granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
t) J. Boyer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Jonathan J. 
B late of Company F’, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer 








Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 


receiving. 


is DOW 


ll was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
to a third reading read the third time, and passed. 








| Seventy-first Regiment 


RICHARD M’CARTHY. 


The bill (H. R. 6338) granting an increase of pension 
Richard McCarthy was considered as in Committee of t 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name , 


Richard McCarthy, late of Company D, Highty-sixth Regime 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL J. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 6227) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel J. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Wl 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Samue! 
Jones, late of Fourth Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Ar- 
tillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT PURCELL. 

The bill (H. R. 1884) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Purcell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Pur- 
cell, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Heayy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLORENCE D. RAFFERTY. 

The bill (H. R. 1545) granting a pension to Florence D. Raf 
ferty was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Florence D. Rafferty, 
widow of Malcolm A. Rafferty, late captain of Company PF, 
New York Volunteer Infantry, war with 
Spain, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month and §2 per 
month additional on account of the minor child of said Malcolm 
A. Rafferty until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AXEL A. M. NATT OCH DAG. 

The bill (H. R. 1952) granting an increase of pension to Axel 
A. M. Natt och Dag was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the na 
Axel A. M. Natt och Dag, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL F. KING. 

The bill (H. R. 10484) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. King was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Sam ; 
King, late of Company C, Third Regiment Illinois Volu 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $2 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now ask that the regular order, which 
is the unfinished business, may be laid before the Senate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator | 
New Hampshire, the Chair lays before the Senate the un d 
business, the title of which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (S. 529) to promote the natio! 
fense, to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish 4 
can ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote s 
and to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not informed that any 
desires to be heard on the bill, and, unless some Sen: 
desire to speak to it, I will move that the Senate proce: 
-onsideration of executive business. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator withhold his moti ra 
moment until I can secure the passage of a short bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
shire yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RAWLINS, WYO. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (S. 611) to provide for the | 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon we 
lins, in the State of Wyoming. : 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commitic the 
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\Vhole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
rom the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
nendment, on page 2, after line 16, to strike out the fol- 


ay 
ving: 


if, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the 
etary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, 
may appoint a commission of not more than three persons, one of 
mm shall be an officer of the Treasury Department, which commis- 
, shall also examine the said proposed sites, and such others as the 
‘etary of the Treasury may designate, and grant such hearings in 
tion thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said commission 
within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secre- 
y of the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, 
ompanied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken by or 
ipmitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard 
he proceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department; and the 
‘etary of the Treasury shall thereupon finally determine the loca- 
tion of the building to be erected. 
he compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day 
actual traveling expenses: Provided. however, That the member 
id commission appointed from the Treasury Department shall be 
id only his actual traveling expenses. 


as to make the bill read: 


t the Sere of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site 
and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof 
v ts, heating and ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use 
‘ accommodation of the United States post-office, court, and other 
G nment offices in the city of Rawlins and State of Wyoming, the 
( of said site and building, including said vaults, heating and venti- 
lating apparatus, and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of 
$100,000, 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited 
by public advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city 
of largest circulation for at least twenty days prior to the date speci- 

d in the said advertisement for the opening of said proposals. 

l’roposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addressed 
and mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the 
said proposed sites, and such others as he may think proper to desig- 
nate, to be examined in person by an agent of the Treasury Depart- 
m¢ who shall make written report to said Secretary of the results 


s l 


of 
Pp 


» 


iid examination and of his recommendation thereon and the rea- 

ns therefor, which shall be accompanied by the original proposals and 
ips, plats, and statements which shall have come into his posses- 
relating to the said proposed sites. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
endment was concurred in. 
‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


McENERY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
leration of the bill (S. 1532) for the relief of the legal 

esentatives of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré. 

‘Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire, 

o gave notice that he would move an executive session, if 
he will not withhold that motion until we can complete the 
Calendar, whieh will include the bill which has just been called 
up by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. McEnNery]. There 
not many bills left, and it will probably not take more 
ten minutes to dispose of them. 

GALLINGER. I think, Mr. President, that is a reason- 
request, and I will withhold my motion, so that the Sen- 
ate may proceed with the consideration of the Calendar. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next 
bill on the Calendar, 





Mr 
eons 


re] 


\lp 


DAVID L. DAVIDSON. 


bill (H. R. 5925) granting an increase of pension to 
L.. Davidson was announced as next in order, and the 

as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
tion. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name 
of David L. Davidson, late of Company C, One hundred and 
S th Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
h pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


David 


bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN A, COULTER. 
bill CH. R. 724) granting an increase of pension to John 
ilter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
es to place on the pension roll the name of John A. 
late second lieutenant Company EB, One hundred and 
ourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
1 a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
i third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALANSON B. THOMAS. 


ill (HL. R. 10192) granting an inerease of pension to 
| B. Thomas was considered as in Committee of the 

It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
i B. Thomas, late of Company C, Third Regiment Illinois 
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Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. CASSIDY. 

The bill (H. R. 611) granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Cassidy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Cas- 
sidy, late of Company B, Third Regiment Rhode Island Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES G. HEAD. 
The bill (H. R. 7802) granting an increase of pension to James 

Head was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 4, after the word “ roll,” to insert “ sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” 
as to make the bill read: 


G. 


S50 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
G. Head, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cav 


alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. OLIVER. 


The bill (S. 1864) for the relief of James H. Oliver, a com- 
mander on the retired list of the United States Navy, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 


» 


with amendments, on page 2, line 6, after the word “ Navy,” to 
strike out “to take rank at the foot of said grade next after 


Commander Frank M. Bostwick ;” and in line 11, after the word 
“ grade,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided further, That the said James H. Oliver shall be carried as 
additional to the number of the grade to which he may appointed 
under this act or at any time thereafter promoted: And provided fur 
ther. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, auth 
ized to appoint James H. Oliver, now a commander on the ret 


be 


ired list 


of the United States Navy, to the grade of commander on the active 

of the United States Navy: Provided, That the said James H. Oliver 
shall establish to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy, b 
amination pursuant to law, his physical, mental, moral, and prof 
sional fitness to perform the duties of that grade: Provided furt 


That said James H. Oliver shall be carried as additional to the nu: 

of the grade to which he may be appointed under this act or at any 
time thereafter promoted: And provided further, That said Jar H 
Oliver shall not by the passage of this act be entitled to back ( 
any kind. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, this is a somewhat ext: di- 
nary bill, it seems to me, and it should be explained to the Sen- 
ate. It is for a promotion out of the ordinary course of events. 
I do not know who is the patron of the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not understand the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill go over, Mr. President. The 
Senator who reported it is absent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

INSIGNIA OF THE GRAND ARMY THE REPUBLIC. 


The bill (H. R. 58) to prevent the unlawful wearing of tl 
badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Republic or ot! 


OF 


soldier organizations was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the District ot 


Columbia with an amendment, on page 1, line 8, after the wor 
“ Veterans,” to insert “ of the National Society of the Daughte1 
of the American Revolution ;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted. etc., That whoever, in the District of Co 

being a member of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United 
States, of the Grand Army of the Republic, of the Sons of Veteran 

the Woman’s Relief Corps, of the Union Veteran's Union, he 1 
Veteran Legion, of the United Spanish War Veterat f t N 
Society of the Daughters of the American Revolutior nd not entitled 
under the rules of the order to wear the same, wil 3 
the insignia, distinctive ribbon, or badge me ‘ r 
button thereof, or who uses or wears the same to « 1 sist 
ance thereby, shall be punished by a fine of not m« { $2 


imprisonment for not more than thirty days, or 
imprisonment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire if that bill is lim- 
ited in its application to the District of Columbia? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill reads “ That whoever, in 
the District of Columbia, not being a member,” ete. 

Mr. MALLORY. “ Whoever, in the District of Columbia?” 

Mr. SCOTT. Its application is not limited to the District of 
Columbia, as 1 understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, it is not the intention, as I under- 
£ 1, to limit the bill to the District of Columbia, but that it 

1 be eral in its application. 

\ M LORY. If that is the case, I shall have to object | 
To “ < 

Mr. SPOONI Ti the Senator from West Virginia think | 
that ¢ gress « prohibit a man from wearing a badge in a 
State? 

Mr. MALLORY I think the Senator from West Virginia, if | 
he will let the bill go through as it is, will find it to his ad- 
vantage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire for | 
just a moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill reads, “ That whoever, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” That is the form in which it passed the 


House and came to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and I think the Senator had better let it pass in that form. 


Mr. SPOONER. It could be amended to include the Terri- 
tories. 
Mr. GALLINGER. We might include the Territories, if we 


chose, but we could not include the States. 
Mr. SCOTT. I will let the bill pass confining it to the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, but I think it is an insult to the uniform of | 


the United States that it should be put upon those who are mem- 
bers of musical organizations and those who are members of 


theatrical troupes who wear the United States uniform for the | 


purpose of personal gain. I am perfectly willing that this bill 
shall pass in its present form, but I do hope that it will be the 


pleasure of the Senate of the United States and of the Congress | 


of the United States to pass a bill that will prohibit the wearing 
of the United States uniform, either that of a private or of a 


commissioned officer, except by one who is an officer or a private | 


soldier. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate 
ns in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. SPQONER. Is it a House bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a House bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it regularly before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is regularly before the Senate 
on the call of the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that it may go over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will go 
over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. SCOTT. Why does the Senator object to the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. I want it to go over in order to help the 
Senator to broaden it, if it can be done. 

Mr. SCOTT. I thank the Senator. 

FISHING IN ALASKAN WATERS. 

The bill (S. 267) to prohibit aliens from taking fish in the 
waters of the district of Alaska was considered as in Committee 
of Whole. 


the bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
ns with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 

} unlawful for any person not a citizen of the United 


i t il I I 


States, or who has not declared his intention to become a citizen of the 
United States in the manner provided by law, or any person not a 
I f Alaska, to catch or kill, or attempt to catch or kill, except 






any fish of any kind or species whatsoever, in any of 
a, or 
United States, 





the 


within 1 marine league of any of the coasts, bays, 


creeks, rivers, or harbors of the territory known as Alaska, ceded to the 
United States by Russia by the treaty of March 31, 1867: Provided, 
however, That nothing contained in this act shall prevent citizens of 
the United States or natives of Alaska, or any company or corporation 


lawfully taking fish in the said waters, from selling the same, fresh or 
cured, to any alien person, company, or vessel complying with the laws 
of the United States defining the rights and duties of aliens while in 
United States waters or territory: And provided further, That nothing 
contained in this act shall prevent American citizens from employing 
alien labor, either at a stated wage or by piecework, in connection with 
Alaskan fisheries. 


Sec. 2. That every person guilty of a violation of the provisions of 
this a 


t, or of any regulations made thereunder, shall, for each offense, 








in any of the waters within the jurisdiction | 





be fined not less than $100 nor more than $500, which fine shall | 
lien against the vessel on which the offense was committed. And e 
! 


vessel used or employed in violation of this act, or the regulations | 
thereunder, shall be liable to a fine of not less than $100 or more { 
$500, and may be seized and proceeded against by way of libel in 
court having jurisdiction of the offense. 
Sec. 3. That any violation of the provisions of this act, or of 
regulation made thereunder, may be prosecuted in any district court of 
Alaska or in any district court of the United States in California 
Oregon, or Washington. : 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall have ; 

to authorize any officer of the Navy or of the Revenue-Cutter Se: 
or any agent of the Department of Commerce and Labor or offic: 
| the District of Alaska, to search and seize any foreign vessel and a 
| any person violating the provisions of this act or the regulations mad 
thereunder. If any foreign vessel shall be found within the waters to 
which this act applies, having on board fresh or cured fish and appara- 
| tus or implements suitable for killing or taking fish, it shall be 
| sumed that the vessel and apparatus were used in violation of th 
until it is otherwise sufliciently proved. And every vessel, its i 
apparatus, or implements so seized shall be given into the cust 
| the United States marshal of either of the districts mentioned in 
| 3 of this act, and shall be held by him subject to the proceedin; 
| vided for in section 2 of this act. The facts in connection with 
seizures shall be at once reported to the United States district at 
for the district to which the vessel so seized shall be taken, whos 
| it shall be to institute the necessary proceedings. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall have p ‘ 
to make rules and regulations not inconsistent with law to carry into 
effect the provisions of this act, and such rules and regulations shal! 
have the force and effect of law. And it shall be the duty of the Sec. 

| retary of Commerce and Laber to enforce the provisions of this act and 
| the rules and regulations made thereunder, and for that purpose he 1 
employ, through the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the 
| Navy, the vessels of the United States Revenue-Cutter Service and of 
the Navy: Provided, however, That nothing contained in this act 
| 


be construed as affecting any existing treaty or convention between the 
United States and any foreign power. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tl. 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to prohibi 
aliens from fishing in the waters of Alaska.” 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF LAPENE & FERRE. 


ot 


The bill (S. 1532) for the relief of the legal representatives 
| of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims 


| with an amendment, to insert at the end of the bill the fol! 
| ing additional proviso: 

Provided further, That any judgment recovered pursuant to this act 
shall only be paid out of the funds derived from the sale of cotton 
under the act of March 12, 1863, known as “the captured and aban- 
doned property act.” 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the legal representatives of Jules Lap 
| late of New Orleans, La., deceased, and the legal representatiy 
Auguste Ferré, late of Pau, France, deceased, formerly partners in trade 
| engaged in a general mercantile business in said city of New Orleans 
and State of Louisiana, under the firm name of Lapéne & Ferr 
and they are hereby, authorized and empowered to bring suit in 
| Court of Claims against the Government of the United States for the 
| net proceeds of the sale by the agents of the United States, of 179 bales 
of cotten, now in the Treasury of the United States, claimed to be t 
| property of said firm of Lapéne & Ferré; and jurisdiction is her ce 
ferred on said Court of Claims to hear and determine said suit in tl 
same manner and under the same rules of procedure as if the said 
suit now authorized had been originally commenced in said court under 
the provisions of the act of March 12, 1863, and amendment 
within the period of limitation provided in said act, the | , 
| statute of limitations and the bar of any previous adjudicatior said 
| claim being hereby expressly removed, and to enter final jud: in 
said cause, subject to the right of appeal by either party to th : 
Court of the United States; and the evidence beretofore 
used by either party in the Court of Claims shall in a cert 
and proceeding heretofore. brought and heard in said court by said 
| firm of Laptne & Ferré for the determination and allowan the 
| claim hereinbefore specified, under the provisions of the sa 
| 1863 and amendments thereto, be competent in this suit and 
| ered with such other evidence as either party may introduce: / , 
That the suit hereby authorized shall be commenced by pet filed 
in said Court of Claims within six months from the pass: 3 
act, and the Government shall, upon notice served accordi 
rules and practice of said court, appear and defend against : 
Provided further, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there a report accompanying the Dill’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed there is 4 
report, but that it has not yet come from the Government 1Tll 
ing Office. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the passace . 
bill, if I may enter a motion to reconsider and examin y it 
a little. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will have tha! ts 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, th 
amendment was concurred in. : 
| ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea 

the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SPOONER subsequently said: I enter a motion to 





eon- 
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the vote 


reading 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be | 


eu, 


ALDRICH. I 


s by which Senate bill 


and passed. 


PROPOSED EXECUTIVE 
move that the 


deration ef executive business. 
McCUMBER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island to | 
id that motion for five minutes. 
bills on the Calendar. 


MORGAN. 


ALDRI 


McCUMBER. 


ALDRI 


I 


bill (S. 


United 


Only a few. 


-oOo 


Do2 was ordered to a 


SESSION. 


There are only a few 


CH. Are they all pension bills? 


All but one. 


CH. I withdraw the motion. 
YECORATION OF PROF. SIMON NEWCOMB., 
4198) granting permission to Prof. Simon New- 


States Navy, retired, 


to 


accept the decoration 


order “ Pour le Mérite, fiir Wissenschaften umd Kunste,” 
msidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


sed. 
SPOON 


ding 


)-] 





bill (1 
J. Bu 


It preposes to place on the pension roll the name of | 


ER subsequently said: I enter a motion to recon 
he votes by which Senate bill 4198 was ordered to a 


and passed. 


RESIDENT. The m 


DARIUS J. BROWN. 


I. R. 1437) granting an 


‘owh was considered 


as 


tion 


to reconsider will be 


increase of pension to 


in Committee of the 


J. Brown, late of Company E, One hundred and twenty 


Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him | 
f $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 





third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ina hs was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
I ses to place on the pension roll the name of Antoinett: 
widow of Franklin Hannahs, late captain Company 
( f Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
1 was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

lird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID A. CARPENTER. 

| (H. R. 4666) granting an increase of pension to Da- 
Carpenter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


l s to place on the pension roll the name of David A. 
of U. S. 8S. Sunflower and North Carolina, United 
vy, and Company E, First Regiment Rhode Island Vol- 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


” le 
{ er, iate 


Ligh 





ANTOINETTE HANNAHS. 


(H. R. 2345) granting an increase of pension to An- 


was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


(H 


( 
A 


SAMUEL B. SPINNING. 


. R. 1554) granting an increase of pension to Sam 


f Second Battery, 


receiving. 


i 


ning was considered as in Committee of the Whole 
) place on the pension roll the name of Samuel BL. 

( Connecticut Volunteer Light 
to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 


as reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


(HH. 


WINIFRED E. LEWIS. 


7 


pension roll the name 


$12 per month. 


(H 


+h 


reported to 


R. 2342) granting a pension to Winifred E. Lewis 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


the Senate without amendment, or- 


rd reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EVELYN S. BI 





w of Lester A. 


ARDSLEE. 

R. 2340) granting an inerease of pension to Eve- 

dsiee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

» place on the pension roll the name of Evelyn S. 

Beardslee, late rear-admiral 

Navy, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month. 
reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


rd reading, read the third time, and passed, 


It proposes To 
of Winifred E. Lewis, late 
| Department, United States Army, and to pay her 


Senate proceed to the | 


SARAH 


T 


The bill (H. R. 4644) granti 


rah J. Dickens was considered as 


proposes to place on the pensii 
ens, widow of Ira 8. Dickens, 


ment Rhede Island Volunteer Infantry, : 
of $20 per month in lieu of th 
per month additional on account 
Dickens until it arrives at the : 


n 


] 
al 


The bill was reported to the 


rE 


of 
Senate 
dered to a third reading, read the third ti: 


JESSIE MARIE 


The bill (H. R. 3229) granting a pension 
ter was considered as in Committee of 
the 
late 


to place on the pension rell 


widow of William W. 


Hester, 
Third Regiment Kentucky Voluntee1 
Kent 


colonel Forty-eighth Regiment 


and to pay her a pension of $30 per 1 


The bill was reported to ft! 


The bill (H. R. 8090) 
Emma H. 
Whole. It proposes to plac 
Emma H. Be nham, widow of 
admiral United States Navy, 
per month in lieu of that sh« 

The bill was reported to t 


} 
dered to a third reading, read the tl 


PUBLI 
Mr. CULBERSON. In 
pleted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I sho 












Benham was com 


Thi 


sideration of a bill reported this 
making an appropriation for ; 
There being no objection, th 
Whole, proceeded to consider tl 
frrom the Committee on Pul 
amendment, to strike out all a 
ert : 
rl 
conanietdl i 
I I 
and f ‘ 
‘ u q of 
< of d 
eX “d 
} ’ 
or a 
app od 
Sec. ut 
be ne ur to 4 t 
offi t. and t 
heating and vi ilating apy 
The amendment was agreed 


The bill w reported to 


amendment vas cone | 
rhe bill was ord l be 
the third time 1] 
The title was : 
t I t10 oi a pu 


Mr. GALLINGE [ ask 1 
consideration of the bill (S. 35 
site and the ere tion ot a I 
the State of New Hampshire 

There being no objection, tl 


Whole, proceeded to consider 


ate $100.000 for the 
of a suitable building for 
office and other Government 


The bill had been report 








Buildings and Grounds th 
ment was, on page 2, beginning 
the bill down to and including 
m considerati I ! 
y of tt Tr S j a 
‘ ‘ ypoint a I 
whom shall be : 
sion shall also exan i 1} 
Secretary of the Treasury may 4d 
relation thereto they ] 
shall, within thirty d 
of the Treasury writter ort 





i accompanied by all statement 
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Ser 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to t 


consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to t 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minut 


spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until t 


morrow, Friday, February 9, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate, February 8, 19 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Myron HfL. McCord, of Arizona, to be collector of customs fi 


the district of Arizona, in the Territory of Arizona, to succe 
Kdwin Baker, reinoved. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Mahlon M. Garland, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of cus 
toms for the port of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylvania. 
(Reappointment. ) 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Griffith T. Davis, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of inter! 
revenue for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania, to succes 
Thomas IF. Penman, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Rerceutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 8, 190! 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
U. Grant Smith, of Pennsylvania, now second secretary o 
the legation to Turkey, to be third secretary of the embassy ¢ 
tates to Great Britain. 





REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Luke M. Bates, of Long Pine, Nebr., to be register of the lan 
office at Valentine, Nebr. 
Stephen J. Weekes, of Nebraska, to be register of the land 


DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 
Erastus J. Parsons, of Alabama, to be United States attorne 
for the middle district of Alabama. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Sanford Parker, of Spencer, Nebr., to be receiver of publi 
moneys at O'Neill, Nebr. 
lof Olson, of Bassett, Nebr., to be receiver of public moneys 
at Valentine, Nebr. 
POSTMASTERS. 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Frank N. Donahue to be postmaster at Carrolltown, in th 
county of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 
Charles J. MeGill to be pestmaster at Dawson, in the county 
of Favette and State of Pennsylvania. 
Joseph S. Paul to be postmaster at South Fork, in the county 


of Cambria and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Trunrspay, February 8, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupEen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representative 
by Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries, who also ipformed the 
Hlouse of Representatives that the President had approved ana 
-igned bills of the following titles: 

On February 5, 1906: 

Hf. R. SOO4. An act to provide for a land district in Yellow- 
stone, Carbon, and Rosebud counties, in the State of Montana, 
to be known as the Billings land district; and 

If. R. 5028, An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus Westfield. 

AUTHORIZING THE AMERICAN NATIONAL BANK OF GRATIAM, VA., TO 
CHANGE ITS LOCATION AND NAME. 


« 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill S. 2582. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
which the Clerk will report. 
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Mir. Heeeern, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
Wis | lL was laid on the table. 
REPRINT OF BILL. 
kas. Mr. Speaker, [To ask unanimous 
rint of the bill TT. RR. 13945 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


SI WINTER The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
t 1 ireprint of the bill H. R. 15045. Is there objection? | 
no objection. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
BROOKS of Colorado Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 
{ extend remarks in the Recerp on the bill we have 
te If. R. WWOST, the railroad-rate bill 
SI AKER The gentleman from Colorado asks unani 
CO { leave to print remarks in the RkEcorD upon 
! l-rate bill (IE. R. 129S7). Is there objection? [After 
‘ Vl Chair hea none, 
vAL RI Pr OF LOUISIANA PURCHASE EXPOSITION. 
SPEAKER Inid before the Iouse the following message 
e President of the United States: which w: read, re 
to the Select Con ttee on Industrial Arts and Ixposi 
l, with accompanying papers, ordered to be printed : 
I] eof Representati 
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Lorde l to be printed: 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HE. R. 18103) making appropriations for the payment of in 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year endir 
June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with 

There Wis ho objection. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the Ifouse, in presenting the bill which provides for the 
largest single annual appropriation from the National Treasury, 
that for the mail service, and for which latter the 
postal revenues almost wholly provide, it seems proper to say 
that in no single respect is the appreciation of our countrymen 
better manifested nor the measure of their gratitude made more 
apparent than in the ungrudging manner with which year afte 
year they pay the vast sum which this interest entails upon th 
national resources. The pending bill carries $189,000,000 with 
which to pay for the ensuing year the claims of almost an even 
million of pensioners. On the roll are claimants representing 
every war in our history, from the Revolution to the Philippine 
insurrection, inclusive. All of these but 58,424 are the heritage 
of the war for the Union. It is now full forty years since the 
termination of that war, and it seems an opportune time to for 
cast, with some degree of accuracy, the probable future drain 
upon the Treasury of the United States from this and kindred 
The youngest of the men who served in the Union 
Army are fast approaching 60 years of age, while the average 
is believed to be not far from 65. It would seem in the course 
of nature that in the near future there must. inevitably 
rapid decline in the number of civil war pensioners. Twenty 
years ago it was commonly remarked that forty years after the 
war there would be but few of the Federal soldiers left and that 
long before that time there would be a marked decline in the 
annual appropriation for pensions. As a matter of fact, the 
average for the last fifteen years, including the deficit for the 
current year, has been about one hundred and forty millioris, 
and the amount asked for the ensuing year is one hundred and 
thirty-nine millions. 


Save only 


Sources, 


be il 





Forty years after the close of the struggle for national exist 
ence we have not only the maximum number of pensioners, but 
are nearly up to the maximum amount of pension appropriations 
This is due in comparatively small part to the more recent war 
with Spain and to the troubles in China and the Philippine 
Islands. The civil war was estimated to have cost the nation 
six thousand millions of dollars. Already or 
more than one-half of the first cost of the war, has been paid 
out on account of pensions, and IT confidently make the predic- 
tion that before death has removed from the rolls the last pen- 
sioner on account of the civil war an aggregate will have been 
paid equal to the entire first cost, in which event, the two com- 
bined would total twelve thousand millions of dollars, or three 
fourths of the property valuation of the entire country at the 
beginning of the conflict. I desire to make another prediction, 
and that that twenty years from now, if in the meantime we 
have no war at home or abroad, there will be on the pension 
roll of the nation approximately a half million names. IT am 


is 


aware that this is contrary to all preconceived notions, but 1] 
think the truth of these two propositions can be shown. We are 
now removed in time one hundred and twenty-three years fro 


the close of the war of the Revolution, and yet there were on the 
rolls June 30 1 
tliat 


ast the names of five persons pensioned on account 








of war. Granted the same degree of longevity on the part 
of individuals and the same measure of liberality on the part 
of the Government, and if we may rely on the same ratio (which 

as 1 to 12) of soldiers in the two wars, there will be in the 
venr 1989 sixty civil-war pensioners. In other words, a child 
that was born on the 80th of last June and lives 


to be 83 years 
old will find sixty persons drawing pensions from tl t 


ne (rover 


ment on account of the war that ended now full forty years ago 
Kighty-one years have passed since our second war with 
Great Britain terminated. The last participant in that conflict 
has been but a few months in his grave, while of widows of 
Ndi who served in that war 776 are now drawing pensions 
Granting like conditions and estimating the same per cent o 
surviving widows, and there will be in 1947, 6.208 persons who 
will be receiving pensions chargeable to the war of 1IS861—1S65. 
It is fifty-eight years since the conclusion of our war with 
Mexico, and there are at this time the names of 4,540 soldiers 
nd 7,658 widows of soldiers who served in that war, making a 
total of 12,293 pensioners on account of a war that ended t 
years before the present President of the United States was 
born. In the war for the Union there were more than twenty 
eight times as many soldiers as in the war with Mexico. As 
uming that like conditions as to marriage and longevity will 


obtain 


certainly not 


an unwarranted assumption 


and it fol- 
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wluding the deficit in postal revenues, was SS67T.27SO13 
1) ne the suime time there was expended for pensions S141,775 
} hat ' most exactly one-fourth of every dollar paid 
the Government last vear was for pensions. In IS67, one 


after the close of the war, there was expended for pen 





SPO) D1. That same year the interest on the peut 
t reached its maximum at $145,781.51 That vear these 
© Stes equntled S164.715.142 In 1005 the nimount from tin 
e sources was SiG6 364.908. The combined sum paid list 
r for pensions and for interest on the publie debt is but 


and one-half million dollars more than in iWoe7, when inte 
ipal reached their maximum. In other words 
ebt lins been reduced and the interest charge 

! have increased, so th 
be called the fixed current expenses of the w 


ed the epproprintions for pension 





in practically the same now as thirty-eight years ago 





Qne of the first acts of the first Congress under the Constitu 

hn was to provide pensions for the seldiers and the sailor ho 

de possible our independence, From’ that Congress to th 
whole tendency of pension legislation has been toward 
ter liberality No government on the earth approaches 


it of the United States in the generosity with which it treats 
men who tight its battles. 
In proof of this, it may be stated that France, which most 
ty approaches our Government in the sum total for pet 
Vs but S26.1SO.S00Q. Germany follows next ino ores 
th an annual expenditure for this purpose of S21,658.000 
\ustria-Llungary is third, with $10,723,482, and Great Britain 
ith, with SO.S56.405, These four great powers, whose 
ldiers have fought some of the bloodiest battles in moder 
irfare, pay an aggregate of S6S 427,687, which is less ther 
e-half that paid by the United States. It may not be w 
resting, by way of comparison, to mention the fact that the 
ual cost of maintaining the standing army of Russia, hut 
more than a million men, is not as much by ovet 
FO00000 as our Government paid last year for pension 
lrance maintains her army of GOS,203, on a peace footing, and 
the same time pays the largest pension appropriation ¢ 
Government in Europe, with less than S1LO,000,000 me 











the United Stat for pensions alone. Geerniany 
tanding army 605.976 soldiers, and the annual cost of 
together with liat she pays for pensions - ss tinin 
S17,000,000 Inore than our Government pays for pensions | 
{ cost of Great ritain’s standing army, the most ex» 
ig fore » govern it ind her per ls s but 
i millions more than our pension bill, while Austria-[lun 
utains a stepding army of 409,771 soldiers and 4] 
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cominittee if he can tell me the amount carried under Special 
der No. 7S. if he has ascertained ? 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 1 think 


it is between two and 


ee millions of dollars—not a very large sum. 
Ur. GOULDEN. I want to say to the gentleman that this 


the tirst time T have heard it required an examination under 
order llowever, the bill now under consideration is pro 
ed to be amended so as to make examinations unnecessary 


ler Special Order No. 78. 
a gentleman who served ably and efficiently as 
lonel of the Fifty-ninth New York Regiment, now a clergy 
in, wanting to know if I could not him a pension unde 
special order. LT said, ** No; you can't get it; you are 70 years 
ve, it is true, but vou have a comfortable bank account, and 
s is intended only for men who are really disabled on account 
. You are not disabled; you are drawing a salary of 
Ile made his application and came in within 
eeks and handed me a that his pension had been granted 
der Special Order 7S and without an examination. 
Mr. SMITH of lowa. But he couldn't get an increase under 
s order. 


Mr. GOULDEN. 


lL remember 


ret 


oll age 
1.aao,”* three 


notice 


I understood the chairman to say that after 


had reached the age of 65 he was obliged to submit to an 
nination in order to have it increased. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is right. Under Com 


oner Warner's ruling, if a man was admitted to the pen 
m roll at the age of 62, he had to be again examined when he 
hed the age of 65, again examined when he reached the 
e of nnd again when he reached the age of 70, at each 
yin the of of age. 
Mr. GO If the gentlenutn can tell me, 
roll for the pensioners of 


is 


His Mecrease 


Procress 
LDN, 


pension 


how much is 


the sh 


ed on the Span 
Linerican war? 
Mr. GARDNER of Miehigan. I think ut 
Vir. GOULDEN. Can the gentleman also give me 


lh would be carried if the TO,0CO appli 


ab S3.000,000, 
an idea how 


ntious for this wil 


on file in the Pension Office were granted? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, no; L could not. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Now, the gentleman says that this year 
have 9,G00 special pension bills before the Committee on 


Pensions # 


in both Ilouse and 


the Committee on 


lid Pensions and 
( Michigan. Yes; that is, 


Mr. GARDNER of 
to 

GOULDEN. Can 
that would carry, apy 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. uu 
iw, LT will refer to the official figure 


the gentleman give me any idea how 
roximately, if those bills were law 
No; I could not 


estimate thy 


the gentleman will allew n 
pensioners of the Spanish-American war. Tt is S35.409,000, 
Mr. GOULDEN. I only want to say a word, Mr. Cha n, 
eference to the special order, that after it wits issued, I 
ented, in behalf of the Grand Army of the Republic, of New 
resolutions thanking the President for that order, and 
he gave us to understand that it was simply mm ore 
e pension, and was not intended to meet any case th 
d be granted under the general law. 
\ rARDNER of Michigan. That was the understanding 
the Tlouse 
Mr. GOULDEN. IT make that statement because IT wanted to 


had been car 


iu rdance with the 


Ww whether the intent and purpose of the order 
1 out——-whether it is now carried out in 
and purpose as detined by President 


GARDNER of Michigan, 


the 


That 


ite nt 
Mr 
nt 
Mir 


is the intent of the amend 
KEIFER. 
Mr. NORRIS. 
Mr. GARDNER 
Mr. NORRIS. 


That is not all of the intent of the amendment 

Now, if the gentleman will vield to me 

of Michigan. Certainly. 

Some of the information 
orb wen elicited by the questi 

NO\ York. I want to know when it 
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CITATRMAN Does the gent n yield? 
\ ( I M Fal ( tainly. 
Mies SMPPIT of Low Do T understand that if this provision 
hi lsh doin al » out that that would 
| for examinations approximately $100,000 short? 
LRDNER of Micl Yes; this Llouse would have to 

I et pprop tion | * $100,000 more, or else make up the 

\ SMITIL of Iowa So that if this provision that the gen- 
t] | 4 es out have got to immediately 

) S ]OM OO) ( (tons Py imendment to 
; Hl, or else have eficis n that item, or have men go 
! mf to pay for it 

Mir. GARDNER of 1. That is the situation, as I 
u 

\| Weber Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask for information 

‘ is 11 erstand 1 pension law, when a special act is 
} d the p on e lier has been getting is taken away 
i rt ie e special : Which takes its place 

\In. ¢ RIONTER of Mis ran If the special act carries more 
t n the othe If it carries the Same amount, he can elect. 

Mr WEBBER I am assuming that it carries more. 


Mire GARDNER of Michigan. Surely; he can draw but one 


Mr. WEBBER About how much does it augment the appro 


priation nece ! we will say, this term, in round numbers, to 
meet the special pension acts that have been passed ? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The chairman of the Com 
mi on Tny d Pensions, the gentleman from New Hampshire 
[|Mr. SULLOWA is present, and he may be able to answer that 


li I I « 
Mr. SULLOWAY. That would be a mental impossibility. 


iit) 





Nobody kn how many bills will be passed or at what rate. 

Mr WEBBER. Judging from the past, about how much? 

Mr. SULLOWAY Oh, T think it amounted to $250,000, or 
something of that kind, in the course of a Congress—s;bout as 
niu is we pay for cigars and knicknacks down in the restau- 
rial during a& session 

Ni WEBBER Now, Mr. Chairman of the subcommittee, 
\ oO retler nh upon the committee, because the committee 
( inl cases is limited by the appropriation, is it not a 
fact that only about one-third or one-fourth the number of 
worth bills that are placed before that committee can be 
granted because of the appropriation? 

\i HOLLIDAY Mr. Chairman, with the gentleman’s per 
n on, L would like to say to the gentleman that the Pensions 
Co iiliee feels an obligation to examine every bill closely that 
is presented to it It would be a physical impossibility for 
that committee to do the necessary work and make an honest 
report upon all the bills that are introduced into Congress. 
The committee does report as many bills as they can find time 
to \ he nec iry examination to, and it is impossible with 
out critical examination to determine whether a bill contains 
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absolutely cet 1 on reading the record the men were getting 
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Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Just a moment. How much 
time has this side consumed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and one minute so far has be 
occupied by that side. 

Mr. WEBBER. If it is a fact that not more than one-third 
can be considered, because, as | understand the workings before 
the committee, one member ordinarily can get through about 
five special pension acts; now, if he ought to get through fifteen 
eases which are worthy, why should not there be some legisla- 
tion or reorganization of the committees in some way and an 
added force to give this relief to these worthy old soldiers, who 
are by reason of age and disabilities crippled or impoverished 
so that they can not live without its help? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If I may repeat myself, I en- 
deavored to show during my statement that whenever a special 
bill is passed it brings forth a lot of applications in that neigh- 
borhood, and if you pass fifteen you will have five times as 
many applications as you have now, and then you would not get 
all the necessitous cases 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Tennessee sug- 
gested he would not vote for a pension for a man if he was a 
millionaire. Now, my idea has always been of the law of the 
land that a man is granted a pension because he has served the 
Union, and the primary object was to give a pension to a man 
who deserved it and needed it. Now, it is not a question to my 
mind whether a man has made a million dollars since that time 
or whether he has not, 1 would vote for that pension just the 
same; but the question I want to ask is this: Are not the pen- 
sion laws of this country originally framed for the purpose of 
providing for men who have given their services to the Union, 
who by that fact had been disabled afterwards? Is not that 
the fundamental reason *? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Oh, yes; the whole theory of 


the pension system is that it is a supplemental financial aid to 
what the soldier might otherwise have been able to do for him- 
self. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. And then if it happens after- 
wards that he makes a million dollars by hard work, would he 
not be just as much entitled to a pension as the man who had 
not been so fortunate as to make a million dollars? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. There is no question about 
that. If a man had an arm shot off, and subsequently ac 
cumulated a million dollars, under the law he is entitled to a 
pension just as much as the other soldier who was equally dis- 
abled and who is not worth a dollar. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Does not Special Order No. 78 relieve the 
House and the committee and the Pension Department from 
much additional work ? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. It will if this bill passes; yes, 
sir 

I think, Mr. Chairman, if you will allow me to say so, we 
ought to give the other side time now. Therefore, we will for 
the present suspend on this side. 

I yield, first, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH]. 


[Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITIT addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. J 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, nothing 
shows more clearly the necessity of people to consider calmly 
the cost of wars than the pension rolls of the United States. 
No man objects to the payment of a pension to any valiant sol- 
diers who have served their country. But the amount of the 
pehsion roll to-day is sutlicient in size to give men of judgment 
pause in determining whether that country should embark 
in the hazardous enterprise of war. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan | Mr. GarpNER| made a very interesting computation, which 
he give me in private conversation, which illustrates this point. 
Ile informed me that the total cost of the civil war, including 
the cost of pensions, would amount to about $12,000,000,000 ; 
that the total physical property of the United States at the time 
of the outbreak of the rebellion, including the value of slaves, 
wil only $16,000,000,000; and that, excluding the value of 

lave namely, $4,000,000,000—the remainder, being $12,000,- 
OO0,000, would be only enough to pay the nation’s bill for the 
wil hich the nation waged. In other words, if the men of 
that generation were ealled upon to pay out of their own re- 
sources the cost of that war, then, if you exclude the value of 
the slaves, the cost of the war would have exhausted the entire 
physical property of the country. Now, we find that there are 


Lie upon the pension roll whose ancestors served in the war 
f the Revolution, so that for a century and a quarter after 
he se oof the war people are found paying the bills of that 


Phis committee has done its best to reduce the cost of 


pensions not by taking from the soldier anything that he ought 








are 


— © 


~~ 


~~ 
» 


ae 
a 


~~ 


ound 








M 








= om J — ° 
- n s - 

no oS ; - 
== c 3 4 
o = = £ 
> 2 ow & = ~ 
sp S 2 ~ — 
: i : 
Seuss tse 
PES— 50" E 
2 im O45 b 




















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


( of S47,400 per annu So that the total amount 
1 f rvivors of Me 1 wall 
J S6G0.012 per ant 
lite tl Tint widows ¢ t lis unde 
the rat f SS] or a to I 
i ep. ‘ . | \ by sp ] 
f s 
| ] Z 
I 
t 64 
‘ i 1s 
Go 
; ! total | f 210 
1. SOO 
() () So the total being paid to widows of 
\ ! 1 j 0, 1905, was S742.176. The total 
y L to ur rs and widows was therefore 
1h +1. 
| ye { om the Report of the Commissioner 
| ( hie . vear ending June 30, 1905. 
l 0 to tl rt shoy rit tl Was, in fact, paid 
thie L ve i i June 50, 104, to June 30, 
4 | 1 of i etl ul to widows S7TSO.S95.31. or a 
t : AY, 413.4 Phe Giscrepam betwe these figures 
I Ih Ve due. of cour to the deaths of 
\ 1 ear from J ‘ », 1904, to June 30, 1905, 
\ ly 0 for a por 1of the yen 
| i ber of survive ( the 1 sat the close of the 
{ Vi mot (Jur )y was 5214, as red with 4.540 in 
( rr of O74 single ven. Che number of widows 
( the rolls at the elose of the fiscal year 1904 was 7,S21, as | 
‘ i read W th T.653 1m TSM a ease of 168. 
| { ount Ll eut for pen on account of the 
Vie Wi fro J ! 2 ISST, when Mexican war pen 
0 were first allowed, to WN 30, 190 Wats S36,0S2,S48.87, 
Of this S$22,928,125.60 4 | i to survivors and §15,754,725.27 
wil i to widows. The following table shows the amount 
per annum which | been paid on this account 
\ , o Widows ; I ita ae 
‘ 
] S53. 148.68 S? 458.08 S55. 606. 76 
1.861, 756.0% B83, G6. 28 2 444 812.35 
1.796, 800. 30 693, 572. 45 2,400), 471.75 
128, O27. 54 695,054.90 | 2,423. O82. 44 
1, 622 1.75 605,31 2 Ba 129. 27 
1,425 s 686, 73 i 2,111,991. 75 
“M ! +] 2,182, 565. 79 
07 R03. 345.91 | 2, 192,052.98 
1 _ 14 "a 
i ss » y? OY 
) . 1 > f , 
| } i, i 
> 1 3 4s 
. { s 1.66 : 
5 14 4 
" 14 1. 14 
) PO. TLR. 52 
4 0 J ; G82, 848. 87 
s Mr ©] 1 \ paid to 
\I 1's na ti \ VV | lis during 
l tl e ( fourth of thie 
| bill rin vi 
Mr. Cl to the end that 
to t le f the surviy 
‘ ! . e Govel 
ist 1 (l ilors 
! . cert V i re than 
? 1 | { vn { } e 1 
| ri Sot them, 
| . \\ 1 te \ s they will all 
| 
( ‘ ( which eould be T 
{ { | r t the 
yi | ‘ 0 is el 
I \ ( - ) ld every 
( t l { I \ : > i] tn 
how 1 ‘ « r vetel Ss under thy 
1 ) N TS it | ust 1 State howeve 
t s ) ecd i he. er of s 
\ ! lis ry will eas g er decrease 
it wil Mr. ¢ ! almost in geometric progressie 





FEBRUARY §& 


These men are old. The records, already made up, show the 
dependence upon their pensions for support. They have passed 
the when it possible for them to in al 
Inauterial degree to their own support by their own labor. Thi 
ernment has been, and will continue to be, liberal to the 
‘ans of the civil war. There is no disposition to treat the 
other than generously and fairly. Is it in vain to appeal for 
it more us treatment of the 4,000 Mexican veterans ré 
maining? Why, Mr. Chairman, consider what their condition 


ld uurdens that three 


age is contribute 


vyenere 


is oO 


i, decrepit, dependent, bent with the | 

fourths of a century has laid upon them. 

I saw him 

As he passed 
And, again, 


The pavement 


n » hefore 
once be©rore 


by th 


e door. 


stones resound 


As he totters o’er the ground, 
With his cane. 
They say that in his prime, 


Ere the pruning knife of time 
Cut him down, 

Not better man was found 

By the crier on his round 
Through the town. 


But now he walks the streets, 
And he looks at all he meets 
Sad 


and wan; 

And he shakes his feeble head, 

That it as if he said, 
“They are gone.”’ 

The mossy marbles rest 

On the lips that he has prest 

In their bloom, 

And the nat ] 

Have been carved 
On the tomb. 


seems 


loved to hear 
for many a year 


1es he 





Let me go back, Mr. Chairman, to the second stanza: 


They say that in his prime, 
Ire the pruning knife of time 

Cut him down, 

Not a better man was found 
By the crier on his round 

Through the town. 

Ah, yes, Mr. Chairman; how true that is of the Mexican war 
survivor. In the prime of his splendid youth the clarion call of 
his country came, and, flushed with pride and buoyant life, he 
responded. Out from the cities, up from the valleys, they came, 
their feet beating rhythmie time to the patriotism that swelled 
within them. They gathered about the flag and pledged their 
lives to the purpose that it should float triumphant in the south- 
ern heavens. 

On the golden slope with Fremont and Stockton they rallied, 
thrilling with the splendid purpose that moved their youthful 
souls. In New Mexico, with Kearney, they offered the 
inest gift of human life—that life itself. With Taylor on the 
Grande they marched, and at Palo Alto, at Resaea de la 
na, at Matamoras, and at Monterey added to the luster of 
American arms, while at Buena Vista, fighting one to four, they 
covered the land with a glory which gleams even through the 


drifted mists of the gathered years with a splendor of the 


su- 


pre 
tio 
Palt 


as 


ng with Scott, they invested Veracruz, captured what 





regarded as an impregnable fortress within less than a 
pressed into the interior, and seized Cerro Gordo, Jalap 
la. A little farther and the eapital citv of Mexico 
before them. Contreras and Churubusco, Molino del 
then Chapultepee, and they entered the city and hung 





Montezunias. 











the flag above the walls of th [ Applause. | 

Sir, what were the results of tho splendid campaigus? 
Measure them, vou will, by the most grossly materiali 
standards: forget, if vou desire, all the panoply and glory 
var per se; count sacrifices as sacrifices nothing: let the incli 
nation to reward the brave who fight at their ccuntrv’s « 
without reference to results, but simply because they did th 
du in the way that beseemeth men—let this have no influence 
if vou will, and look solely to results. What were those results? 
Ask Texas, and Texas will tell you that with their blood and 
sweat they sealed forever what Texas valor had won at S 
Jncinto, as she remembered the Alamo. [Applause.] Ask Ni 
M co and Arizona, and their answer will be “ they brought us 
to s nation with our prodigicus resource ur Salubrio 
( ites, our vast capacities for the development of a splendid 
‘ ) 

Ask California, and she will tell you, “‘Lhey gave you me, 
WW all my splendor, my glorious past, my megnificent futy 
my vast wealth of forest and fruit and golden store.” [Ay 


plause.}] They gave to this country, sir, more than 500,000 
square miles of land, an empire four times larger than Great 
Britain itself. They brought as the fruitage of their toils and 
marches the three largest (if pending Territorial legislation 






shall be enacted) States of this Union, Texas, Californi: 


1, Ari- 
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906. It is well understood that this amount v 
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| t many oth who are growing old and enufeebled 
ld receive relief at the hands of the Invalid Pensicns Com 
mittee I also understand 
Mer. MATION. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
lun Why do you eontine it to blind men alone’ Now, 
t! \ ‘eat I who are blind, but otherwise in 
1 | nel t! ire thousands of old soldiers in the coun 


yare be utterly helpless, have to have attendants, 
! e had a paralytie stroke, or something of that kind. These 
( nd can not make a livelihood; they are in a 
th a blind man. Now, my suggestion is 
1 t of Poug to be amended where a man is totally 
| lye or utterly helpless, perhaps a paralytic 
« ol inay have been brought on by exposure in 
{ Phat aet should be amended, and the Commis 
( 1 ‘ 5! l have the right to raise the penison of 
t! to tL month. 
LLINI I \ iswer the gentleman that the reason I 
t! cl; 0 en for relief by general bill was because 
that those soldiers suffering from total blindness 
it more prominently and noticeably to my atten 
tir I do not object to any meritorious 
t lsuch as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
My e 1 e has been, and LT apprehend it has been 
f evel ther Member of Congress, that the bill 
fer r from blindness w lh is) pore ited 
{ | { Invalid Pensions Commi a \ 
eratiol nd report, and ‘h bills usualls 
ly | Wn not see any rea why a ge | 
wl 1 I introduced should net be passed. 
mN I t t that this Ilouse did pass a bill of 
LLOWAY It was an amendment to what is known as 
| where they increased the ns of this 
| jlouse J ed th lg to that ¢lass 
ly blind, bedridden, and paralytic $24 and S30 
1 the Ilouse unanimously, as L remember, 
o 
IN Pyurt thy never received the benefits of it. 
\I = LLAOWLA 1} “ te defeated the bill. 
\ KINI defeated it. Introduce such a bill, 
1] ‘ und send it to the Senate again for 
\I MEATION I tl t the ought to be an amendment 
{ t « IStM) ¢ that men who are totally 
blind, | le l fr ( ) resulting not from their 
| yr the ¢ sioner of Vensions the right 
t I ‘ to s | nth. 
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Mr. KLINE. I certainly would accept an amendment of that 
kind. On the other hand, I must heartily indorse the bill in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Samvue 
{ Applause. | 

Mr. GOULDEN. 
for this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. GOULDEN. 
other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The other side has twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Keirer}. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the highest compliment thas 
has been paid to the Committee on Appropriations that report 
this bill is the fact that while the committee propose to appro 
priate S$140,245,500, and the subject is up for consideration, thi 
great body of the Members of the House flee from it, knowing 
that there would be no harm come to the country in their ab 
[Applause.]) The bill is one, in the main, that has met 
the approval of all the different influences and political opinions 
as wellas of the members of the subcommittee on appropriations, 
and, as T understand it, of the whole committee. I do not in 
tend to occupy any considerable time in discussing the measure. 
I want to say a word, however, Mr. Chairman, about the pro 
posed amendment which said to be new law. I do noi 
expect anybody to make a point of order against the amendmen; 
on the ground that it is new legislation, because the gentlemen 
on the other side of the House thought it was a good thing, 
at least to make a portion of the Order No. 78 law, and put 
end to all this talk about executive usurpation. 

Whatever may have been the opinions at one time of individ 
uals in the Congress of the United States, as to whether Order 
242, which I believe was the first one of that character, and 
later Order 7S, being a usurpation, it is not worth while to go 
over thrut For my part, IL believe both orders were such as 
the authorizes the officer having the matter in charge, 
with the approval of the President of the United States, to issue 





Mr. Chairman, how much time is remaining 


Fifty minutes. 
We will reserve that time and yield to the 


SeCTICS. 


is 


an 


how. 
statute 


by the express terms of the act of 1890. I believe that then 
President Cleveland and the Secretary of the Interior and his 
Commissioner of Pensions were right about the interpretation 


they put on the law, and | understand they have never changed 
their minds since. 

I believe that those who were instrumental in issuing Order 
No. 78, in fixing the question of age as a matter of presumptive 
disability, were right in following ex-President Cleveland’s ad 
ministration on that subject. 

More than that, I believe both orders were right in principle 
Order No. 78, as it stands now, and as it has always stood, onls 
raises a presumption that the party who was 62 years of ag 
was under that sort of physical disability—presumptively—w hich 
entitled him to a pension of $6 a month because of inability to 
perform manual labor; at 65, with three years more added, t 
$8, and at 6S to $10 per month; and when the old soldier had 
reached the psalmist’s limit for a lifetime, three score years and 
ten, he should be presumed, at least, to have disability for per- 
forming manual labor sufficient to entitle him to $12 a month. 
Now, the order has worked well and nobody seems to be par 
ticularly disturbed about it, but it was proposed that we should 
put a clause in this bill that would put an end to certain 
things, especially the matter of examination when applications 
were made for an increase. 

There were two objects that took hold of the minds of the 
of the Committee Appropriations, and especially 
those who heard our excellent Commissioner of Pensions testify. 
lirst, we wanted to have the order and the principle of the order 
recognized by law, so that we should not be on the rostrum or 
here, from year to year, going over this question of usurpation 
Second, and quite as important in one sense, because T think tlhe 
first question was fairly thrashed out on the political rostrum 
in 1904 all over this country, and the people approved of the 
order—as I say, the next important one was that we are assured 
by the Commissioner of Pensions that if we put this little short 
clause in this bill and say in the provision that age is a perma- 
nent, specific disability within the meaning of the pension laws, 
shall save annually to the United States at least $250,000 
in the matter of medical examiners’ The Commiss 
stated the reason why. In his interpretation of Order No. 7S a 
mth who applied for a pension when he reached the age of 62 
and put in the ground of his application solely that of 
would be granted, if 62 years of age, without an examination 
under the law, a pension of $6. Now, by reason 


members on 


Wwe 


fees, ioner 


us re 


of another 


provision of the statute, when the same pensioner reaches the 
of 65 and makes an application for an increase of pension, 
Order 78, to $8 a month, the Commissioner was bound to 
application to a pension board for examination, So 


age 
under 


refer his 
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every inerease of pension. The Commissioner says there will 
ved by this single short paragraph annually $250,000 to the 
Government. 
Mr. PRINCE. 
Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 
Mr. PRINCE. tight on that line, do I understand the gentle 
from Ohio to state to the Hlouse and the country that when 
arrives at the 62 and that statement in 
r to the Commissioner, that without any further evidence 


ex:unination thereupon he is entitled to a pensien of 


Will the gentleman allow 


me a question? 


age of makes 

SO a 
nih’? 

Vr. KETFER. Oh, no; not without evidence, but without 
nination before a medical board. His evidence must be 
I A medical board could not find anything more about 

re than anybody else. The rolls of the War Department, 

of Pensions said, furnishes the informa 
that he served ninety days, and all this 
settled there. But I am speaking now 


WIS. 
the Commissioner 
largely—that is, 


ter of age is largely 


dispensing with the examination as to disnbility. Let us 
e this case: A man has been pensioned at S86 because he was 


rs old. Under the order he applies, when he 


is 6D years 


1. for an incrense to $8. He is obliged to be referred to a 
sion board. Suppose the pension board in this case, as has 
vned, according to the testimony of the Commissioner, 


orts on the capacity and capability and physical qualities of 
ipplicant and says to the Commissioner that his ability to 
rforia physical labor is just as good now at 65 years as it 
They then strike him off the rolls altogether. They 
bliged to do so under the present law, and so all along the 

e. This clause makes age under this order, if you please, a 
ifi¢ permanent disability, entitling him to a pension so that 
not have to be referred to a medical board at all, be 
» whatever they might report, the law of the country would 

that age is a permanent disability. 

Pherefore we will have gotten rid of the necessity or possibility 
the report of a medieal examining board affecting the question 
the right of the pensioner at all, and we get rid of it in this way 
Ve examined the Commissioner carefully about this, and 
him: “ What will you Ile that the pensioners 
uld all keep track of the matter of their age, and when thes 

t to be 65 years old, if they wrote to him and ealled attention 
it he would send them a circular to and return stat 

t they desired their pension and it would be 
eased without the pensioner having to employ an attorney at 
aus to other age per Ile could send out a simple 
»and have it signed, on which the increase would be granted, 


Wits. 


does 


said 


do?” said 


sign 


ns 
nh 


increased, 


So iods. 


! the only people that would be affected seriously by this 
endment will be the pension atforneys and the medical ex 
ning boards of the country. Now, I do not care to follow 


it further unless some gentleman wants to make some inquiry. 
e testimony is all here. We heard it all patiently on both sides, 
gcentleman from Massachusetts | Mr SuLLIVAN ] 
ally careful in asking questions, and I think we understand 

e inatter substantially alike. That is about all IT ought to or 
eed to say. The bill should pass. It is not quite as large as 
he bill last year, as I understand it, taking into account 
ency that provided for the year ending June 30 next. 

he old soldiers are dying. I myself have offered here a few 
hot many, compared to the number my 
have offered—for special acts to relieve Lin 
that under the general law they are not 
1 or who do not come within the laws or rules ol! 
Bureau. Within the few that I have been 


Wis OCs 


we 


~)] ona 
COLeAaAgZUeS 


ers eer persons 


ho think getting 
: 


Ye 
Pension 


reneral 


wee 


Member of this Hlouse L have been notified by members of the 
ilies that two af them are dead for whom IL have offered 
and there is no need of pressing the bills any further. We 





The war 
of April. 


Kirby Smith, 


re being relieved of the spe inl applica idly. 
over It with 
IS6o, in effect, for the surre 
others that followed were the netural and logieal result ot 
mmattox, The country has done its duty well to the old sol 


Appomattox on the Oth day 
Joe Johnst 


closed 


nders of 


In individual instances, 1 have no doubt, there are cas 
Where the soldier has felt that the country has not done all that 
ught to have done, and there have been exceptions here and 
where there may be room for complaint, but no eountry, 
0 hizml as our great country is, has been so generous to its 


the way of Hlomes, and all that. 


diers in pensions, 


Soldiers 
‘ 


Now, something has been said about increasing the pensions 
of the Mexienn war veteran. He has long been on the roll 
\ hout reference to age, service, d sibility, or anything of that 
Kind I favored that long ago; LT favor it still. These old 

ldiers fought for their country in the vears of the Mexican 
W from IS46 to IS4S, It is not a question as to whether th 
wir was justifiable or not. It is a question of patriot 


Mexican war soldiers, iend from Ten 


I agree with my fr 
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nessee [Mr. GARRETT], are entitled to be taken car pr, | 
they fought for their country Applause We need s 


the value of California and 


to We 
We might have ret! th | 


Ineasure 





bought with that war. g 

be somewhat peculiar, We re iber in looking to | 

when the commissioner on the part of the 1 ted S x. M 
Trist, met the Mexican commiss ers to 1 re ti 

gave us that gr t he Mex i ‘ 
said to Mr. N. r ted our Gove Ml 
Commissioner, this territory here has been free 1 M 
law, and we want to stipulate in the treaty that it | for 
after be free.” Mr. Trist wrote a letter to the NS 

State, saying that he replied that he would do no su 

that he would not submit that proposition ¢{ co 

though all the territory was covered all ove 1 e 1 
gold, for it was to be slave territory; but, thank God, 1 

it ever became slave territory or ever will I} 

be snid against the soldier who fought under Scott at the ¢ 


of 
our duty 


Mexico, or under Taylor at Buena Vista. 


to these patriot peopl who a 


their country and fought for it. 

Something has been said by the chairman of 
who has charge of this bill to-day about tl S| \ 
diers, and I have heard, not here, but « Ww hie L good ak 
talk about the degeneracy of the day and about the Spanisl 
soldiers not standing up as well as the old soldiers of t! 
war. I do not have any sympathy with any such ¢ 
sentiment, 

The Spanish war came naturally, and it is the first om { 
history of all the ages where war was declared pr \ 
the reason that one nation was oppressing it wr 


in other words, it is the first war ever declare: 


reasons alone. The result justified it all, but the 
from fields, from shops, from office to battle They we 
a sickly country. They had to meet dise and death 
new soldiers do without battle. At one time—I would 
ashamed to give the number—there were vy thou 1 
our soldiers sick in hospitals at Chickamauga, on tl 
battlefield of the civil war, and there were Lv 
places. I remember of seeing at one time in tents over t 
two hundred men sick with typhoid fever alone I} 
fronted yellow fever in Cuba. They had to be se: lf 
their home live and while only a few of the voluntes \ 
to battle they went there proving that the we t! 
of their fathers and of their grandfathers 1 brat { i 
courage and in skill. [Appleause.}| IT had the hor 
mand troops from Texas, Alabama, Lou sx hh ¢ 
and other States. Most of them were sons of ex- 
many of them were commanded by ex-Confedersut 
They were as fine a body of men as ever mu 1 
n the world I do not place them above th of t Ni 
but they were their equ ils and as rend and as will P to @ 
their duty as any others. [Applause.] And to-day we ( 
here to draw any distinetion on account of the Ise of 
or of the nature of it We must loo it the « | 
{uation, and do our duty to all : ‘ I ( ’ 
remarks to make. I think the bill a just one. and T do 
think there is anything serious that we should att t t 
late about on this bill that is not minded I} 
many things suggested by questions here that 
legislation and that ought not to go 
Phe very little that we put here is the ‘ 
and in the interest, L believe, of the pensions \ it 
Mr. WEBBER rose. 
The Cll There St ‘ I nute re | of tt! 


LIRMAN 
gentleman from M 


Michigan Mr. Chairm I 


time of the 


GARI 


Mr. INER of g 
tleman tr Ohio would like to hay ve 
‘The CHAIRMAN. Does the other side y 
time 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusett II 
re LiL ? 


he CILAIRMAN, Forty-three minnt 
SULLIVAN of Massachusett l 
five nutes 
The CILATRAMAN 
Mr WEBBER 


of this nation Is 


That will ¢ 
Mr. Chinit 
fabulous No 1 ‘ 


ever has and f 
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in the Department (unless | vine and fig tree, and not wonder wherewithal shall they be 
el ed 1 years ago | clothed and fed? I shall give my efforts to bring about th 
her f easy, when | happy condition. 
t t ! rs of this Where is now the hope of the veteran without the abil 
us by t character | to work and no income save a $14 pension if not in this bod 
t Si t im Where is there a ray of hope for his destitute widow \ 
{ to-d be he | responded for the last time to the roll eall of 
y conection | con f not wi us? 
The time is past when the old soldier can seek a home « 
t! l and | ¢ ( t land claim. Age and the infirmities of years h 
( e to fin! rend him unfit for a ] eer. Why not give them tit] 
( ti: Con- | the without going up the same? 
l of wv h our dis Of all the fi ties of human nature ingratitude stands fir 
tel Mi S ( AY 5 The glitter of to-day « hadows the past. \ halt must | 
e, but eve irdy ju called t rie this justice. Multiply the rking force ¢ 
re { t the In 1 Pension ¢ itee till all claims filed there 1 
» t 1 0 be ¢ ned. Swe the law requiring proof to secu 
d for t I ‘ pe ) that all ki ‘an not be found, and 
eq ( { 1} ad es system that all needy orthy ldiers and theit 
Wit have the comforts of life, and add another st 
th to t the | the glor our Republ | Applause. ] 
pled at ‘ L 1 usi Mr. SULLIVAN of M husett Mr. Cha n, I yield t 
the gentlem from New York [Mr. Oncorr]. 
t t of the Mr. OLCOT’ Mr. Cl n, t is only one suggestion I 
unde i to make in ¢ tion with Ss matter I fear tl 
g at bil hot lish the end that Is espe lly desir 
ries I derstand the real ol t of the « se that is under d 
t th or ] to mal een in automatie iner ( 
ef yu nh. Such ol 1 ly | with, but it seems t 
{ eve from tl wording of the ] { bill, the committee’s 
( will be annulled—t committee secks to enact what is 1 
( ly red rul ( the Pension Comini ( the clause in qu 
i | br ge 
( l | i \ I ity within tl mi 
t nec t} 
{ ‘jation Sox n 46984 provide 
y ‘ { be Use I in « i nt d no 1 
pel ll be { to the d of the ¢« 
} thy pria r cel 
| l l ( i y) If that | so, if t t nguage m ns anything, it n is that 
t | I not | no 1 for 1 ! ‘ pecif disability can be had un 
I I \ won rN thy urveo! exal i m3 been made. 
\ ( 1 child of the U1 those , if you make advancing 
Md ik pro whether it be G2, 65, GS, or 70, a permanent specifie disability, 
So greatand | and tion 4698) ready provides that no pension for perma- 
| I rv 1 blood, | nent specific disability can be had until after the medical 
{ pore ¢ toward our mination, do you not compel a man reaching a certain age 
yy l ecdy ubinit to a medical examination in order to start the date wl 
vhose | his ] ion commences? He not only has got to re 
y { th do th ty-fifth birthday, he has got to have a medical exam 
he ¢ f nder to make h vnsion begin. Under those cirecumst 
g ‘ ti t the | ence could be very ¢ 
keep 1 If frosn the door ‘ lL by the ad nof a very few words, and at the pr 
\\ t ther t f the « consid | rument is cor Sa 
t hould be glad er the amendment, which, I think, would 
! hi make it cleat | I fear it now, ambig ~ 
’ ‘ t] Mr. NEIEFER 
l r ( » f The CHAIRMAN Does the ge man from New Yor! M 
of ba to d him by | Orcorr] y ! entleman trom Ohio‘ 
pul t n in o 4 Mr. OLCOT'! ("4 I) 
})] tl certai Mr. KEDFIER rs isk the gentl in to look again at the 
st N sé 1 that he ref o, and se f that d not requ t 
t for t es lift dical |} rd to repost a ] disal ty before they can 
une lio rrant a] 1’: hat just what it require is itn 
‘ ! a Mr: OLCOTT. fi it i ves r 
to t! t e fully Mr. KREIFER Now, then, if we y that age is a per it 
def f the | ad bility, no report is necessary at 1, beeau all thi t Lae 
1. How 1 { ve shall have a medical examir i 
] « A ) * that \ veare rt to the effect that there ! 
}) thei nent disal 
) ‘ { Mr. OLCOTT I But if sat thy uw >that the me i 
It ( t] | l not co en until the date of the ex ination and sm 
( ly cert ‘ 
t | ol Mr. KEIFER Chis ily relates to increase a Way (it 
: { vi { en Will se nat 1 I ! 1k OXA nation is necessary to x 
5 to add { ! td } t If ther ere a hundred ex 
\ ld t «] the statute, because the statute 1 
I] 1 t} Il be ‘ disabilit Chat statute simp! ) 
ti i t| | ‘ for her than tl { { re made | law, « ol 
for f (| | 
( t] t \! Orc Py ( vy il er to that, Mr. ¢ I 
( ni t! 1 | cy if | ilar cireumstane ( by n 
} \ ln ¢ Po ' { tery he 
lt il ide | ! it et uity in this bill that 
( { ) e are discussing n0\ n opportunity to decline to allow this 
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t rule of increase of pension to work in the manner 
ly desired by this committee. 
Vir. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman yields me time. 
wish further to say that this clause, short as it is, was 
fied by the present Commissioner of Pensions, and he gives 
iterpretation that Lam trying to give to the committee 


OLCOTT. In re 
it some other 


Mr. Chairman, I am fear 
r time 
not make it 


to that, 
Commissioner will at 
; nmbiguous, as I de, and, therefore, why 
that no two minds can differ about it? 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
ire to use the balance of his time? 

‘ir. ST 


Spots 


some othe 


Phe Massachusetts 


\ LLIVAN of Massachusetts. Not just now, Mr. Chain 

I agree with the gentleman from Ohio, that the present 
w requires no examination in case of permanent specifie disa 
ties, and this proposed amendment will make age of itself 


rniwnent speciue disability, and therefore include it: in 
But in regard to the statement of the gentleman from New 
upon the other point, | must say that I am of 
ion that he is, and I suggested that in the committee, but the 
nmittee was of a different opinion. 
of my ass . it 
is unchan that an 
it uncertain what 





brian 


mnpon 


seems to me still, however—my 
amendment which says simply 
veo "’ leaves meant; and in order 

‘tain what age is meant we will be obliged to refer to the 
der of the Commissioner. Then we will ascertain that the 
es Ieant are 62, 65, GS, and 70 years; and the question T had 
mind was this: If at some later period another Commissioner 
uld frame another order and make the age 


age is 


60 years, we will 


the law we are enacting now automatically applied under 
new ruling of the Commissioner of Vensions to that age. 


so, it would to me that the 
it usurping the functions of the legislature. It seems to me 

at if an age is fixed at which no examination shall be required 
roan increase of pension, that age should be fixed by the act 
and not by an act of an executive 


seem 


Connnissioner would be 


Congress 
vernment, 
In order to secure that end I proposed that the 


} 
CL 


otlicer 


ages be defi 
mentioned, and that they should be put in an amendment, 
is [ said before, my the « 


h me. 


uit associates on mmittee disagreed 


ages. Io am obliged to state that I am still of the opinion 
t 1 was correct, and now that the matter has been pointed 
by the gentleman from New York. IT would be very glad to 
some one advance a reason that would prove to me that I 
ot correct in that opinion. 
rie CHAIRMAN, 
ine remaining. 


SULLIVAN 


The gentleman has twenty-five minutes of 


of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I 


he gentleman from Michigan, if he desires, to use part of 
ie. 

M (fARDNER of Michigan. The time on this side is ex 
tod. 


Ir. SULLIVAN of 
who desires to have some 


Vir. LACKEY. I would 


ites 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massach 


ntleman from Lowa. 


Massachusetts. 
time? 


like to 


Is there anyone on your 


have a few minutes live 


usetts. I yield five minutes to 


Mr. LACKEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to enk on the subiect 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts has just 1 l. 
o the necessity for the passage of this liv nd the y ‘ 
eter of the law. When this General Order No. 7S. \ 
l, it was a construction put upon the question o dis 
by the Department Under Mr. Cl | Admit 
L Similar order was i l fixing 75 as an ag ! 1 \ 
tive evi of a total disabil This Order 7 
a 1 Litic n of that order, which had alrend ] 
more modiiied under M Meinl Adm rat 
{ McKinley, 65 had been also fi | m 
tion of half disabil While there was 1 
or thy iction of ft] bret tient too thre 
Ll upom age as a disal this ¢ mim of { 
1 1] tion 1! (‘ol 0 by P i 
overing tl i lowed | ore ! 
{ on ) bills hay ] 1 ome 
this « ! ! \ vt the { 1) 
} t It 1 © Der ( sional act Ot « ‘ 
eX| oe I? ) t 
‘ tl t re is ad l Lh ive i of 
! r its de ‘ Our h expel e | 1 cr \ ul 
tely mr, Of 1 cont ling a bil i) ul wl we T 
chee iit of O ets . 2 end of eacl year we dt! “ry 
is the only asset that always fails to show any d " s 
that experience in the examination of thousands and tens of 


of the | 


Sue | 


I simply deferred to the | 


to 





They thought there was no necessity of enumerating | 


K. 2S1eo 





Is of cnses has demonstrated t 


thousanm 


disabil 


tv is of a satist rv cl 


No doubt there are x rf where 
( ect that in gener t ‘ . 1 
the Pension Office show i tl 

But these exce ( s re oO Ceo 
vantage of relieving the lice f 
tion where disal y Was Oo iw 
obvious, that it was thought bett to v 1 1 
pass by than to require medical « tir ‘ 
gress considered this question Ll has ‘ 
ent o isions, passed ppropriat \ t ‘ 
Which is certainly as controlling, certainly as 

s that involved in the proposition i ! ! 
is a permanent disability within tl yr of 
law. And I see no objection to th ! ‘ 1 i 
intention of Congre more specilic te to 

vhich the Department has found by experi to 

Let me eall attention to the furtl fact tl e 1D . 
from year to year is having still additio 1 eX i t 

enl reports from various boards vhich ht j 
ther modification or Order 78 iy ‘ bitte 
from that in the order, and this proposition s 
that age is a ecitie disability, leaving to the 1) 
power of graduating that disability as | “lou 

. ! 1 


covering a term 
ns. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts 


Mr. LACEY Certainly. 


of ve 


eX e 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would {0 
gentleman in what manner the passage of an appropriation | 
ratitied the order of the Commissioner ? 

Mr. LACEY. In this: We had as lar question uy 


} 


rious treaties of annexation, as to whether a trenty could 
made by the President with the consent of the S te 
territory without the consent of the House of R esent 
That has been an interesting constitutional qu ! I} 
mediately following every one of these treati ere | 
ah appropriation made to carry it ¢ so tl ( 
United States, acting through both ITlous hh | ed up t 
question by making the appropriation \ sil r prinecipl 
plies in this case liere we have t report mide, ne 
made, saying that they have adopted cert rule 
to disabilities based upon age—the specifie d lity tnd 
uating it from x up to twelve dollars a month u 
Ju "7, ISMO: that was fully reported in 1! 1] eof TR ’ 
sen ves through the estima of thr 1) ‘ ] 
dintely following that an appropriation is made for tl 
that the Department asked for. What more sp rt 
of the propriety or legality of this adjudiention 
ability could you want than that? Now, this litt 
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Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Cl 
time have 1 remaining? 
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Mr. MANN. Certainly age is a permanent di 


sability if it 


is a disability at all. A inan can not ever get any younger after 
he has reached a certain age 


Mr. KEIFER. But he may be enpable of doing work. 

Mr. MANN. If age is a disability, it is a permanent disa- 
Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. KEIFER. But it is not specific in the sense that it pr 





vents him fre doing as much work as forme 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not a permanent disability, howeve) 
which, as construed | Attorney-General, cun entitle a 
sioner to an increase of pension without a medical examination : 
and it is t e tl that we propose to make it a perma 
specific disability, within the meaning of the law. Certificate 
for increase of pension will then be issued upon establishing 

it ol Witt a medical examination. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would 
} 


e to ask the gentleman from Minnesota this question: Su 
pose the Secreta of the Interior should make an order which 





would be adopted by the VPenusion Commissioner, providing that 
when a soldier reached the age of GO he would be entitled to a 
rating as being disabled one-half to perform manual labor. 
Would this law we are passing now apply to that order of the 


i 
Pension Commissioner fixing the lower age at GO? 

Mr. TAWNEY Undoubiedly it would, just the same as it 
would apply to 62, 65, GS, and 70, and if a future Commissioner 


should issue or execute an order of that kind, and in the judg- 


ment of Congress it was not a proper order or a proper fixing 
of a certain age, Congress, of course, could correct it in a futi 
appropriation bill or by other appropriate legislation. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. In other words, that thi 
Commissioner may take the initiative, and then Congress, whi 
is the legislative body of this country, would solemnly ratify 
the action of that executive ollicer of this Government? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would say to the gentleman from Massachu 
setts if we were to adopt the amendment which the gentleman 
suggests it would not prevent a future Commissioner from is- 
suing an order tixing the age of 60 at which a pensioner would 
be conclusively presumed to be one-fourth incapacitated and 
allow a pension on that basis, so that the law suthorizing the 
making of the order still exists, notwithstanding the fact that 
we may put upon it the limit which the gentleman proposes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. But the gentleman will 
concede that the right of the Pension Commissioner to make an 
order at all is somewhat doubtful; at least honest men may 
differ in the opinion? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The right to do it fs questioned. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, if this Congress 
mentions the ages, does not the gentleman think that that would 
tive office! ‘ f the Government 
thiat hereafter the CK ngzress it T¢ nded to legis Rte, and thint he 


the legislative grass? 











be serving notice upon hexecu 


would better keep ¢ 


Mr. VAWNEY. I 


micht have a deterrent effect, no doubt, 


but the necessity for it I do not concede, as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts seems to think the necessity exisis 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. If [ may ask the gentl 
man one further guestion The gentleman concedes the Com- 
missioner would have the right to fix the age of 60, and this In 
‘A ad then }) vy to it { tid Ihy Does not that involve the 
further concession upon his part that the Commissioner may 
re il all existing orders Wi make the age SO, if he chooses? 





\ Propositior We | e the In iess of legislating } 
eerning the ces at which sold rs hi Vy rece ( renuses with C 
Thi¢ l exa tion 1 | discretion of an exe itive officer of 
t (Ove ment, and if tl is not an abdicat by Congress of 
ts e funetion I w l like to know what it 
\I AWNEY VV Miu Chai i ve deal with condition 
IS We d the 1 . at the present t If the Com 
1 power W h Ce ess in the t 
} erred ) the re lv is in our bands and w d 
| \ hout I ] Vy 
| VEATION I . tive a] 1 ,9 
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t 1 ft ( er sl Id fix by ler a lower 
t of ag t which tl pensioner could ¢ \ in increase 
thout medical examin n, when he applied for a future 
il e, Why, of course, the law that we are proposing to pass 








1906. 


| 
iid apply and he would receive an increase without medical 
nation. 
MAHON. I would fix it so that age is a permanent spe 
sability and that the pensioner upon proof of his age 
have his pension raised without further examination, 
ided this act shall not apply to a pensioner under the age | 
That would be the law; I do not care what the | 
oO sioner d eS 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
‘lations ende 


mistake or fn 


Mi 


+1,) 

G2 years. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Ap 
\vored to correct by this proposed amendment 
ilure to note an existing statute in issuing Order 
iS, which has prevented the automatie increase of pension on 

it of age. We do not enter upon the domain of y 
ur pension laws or the orders which have been lawfully issued 
under those laws. We want to make this Order 78 what it 
intended to be and what it was supposed to be, automatic in 
its operation, so as to permit a pensioner or an old soldier to | 
obtain his pension under that order without going to the ex 
pense of a medical examination, and save the Government of the | 
United States $250,000 annually which is now being expended 
for medical examinations, | 

I have nothing further to say, except to repeat that it is the 
desire of the Committee on Appropriations to accomplish by this 
amendment what everybody supposed Order No. 78 provided. 

Mr. CURTIS. It was not the intention to prevent examina- | 
tions when other disabilities were alleged? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all. 

Mr. CURTIS. If a claimant alleged old age, which would 
only entitle him to $6 a month, and other disabilities in his | 
application that would entitle him to a larger rating, there is 

thing in the gentleman’s amendment to prevent the claimant 
being examined? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I yieid five 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Benner]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, in connection 
with the Spanish war pensions, one of the saddest things to me | 
hus been the statement that so many of our soldiers died be- | 
eause of unskillful medical attention, and we have been taunted 





ro td 
rey 


Was 


by foreigners since the Japanese-Russian war with the fact 
that that nation—so lately sprung from a semibarbarie condi 


tion, but so splendidly sprung, it is true—has excelled us in that 
one braneh of the service, when we ought from all of our train 
ing and experience to excel them. We seem to have forgotten 
that they shrouded in the densest mystery all of the initial hor- 
rors of war. It is with a great deal of satisfaction that I have 
heard recently that the experts who are now coming back from 
the Japanese front, even with such limited information as they 
were able to get, are, even with that, demonstrating that in 
Spanish-American war the efficiency of our medical arm ex 
celled that of the Japanese, and particularly in our percentage 
of 1 from bullet wounds. I 


he 


cCOVeELIeS think perhaps in connec 


on with the remarks of the gentleman from Michigan | Mr 
GARDNER] in relation to the Spanish-American war and the 


casualties resulting therefrom this statement may be inmiportant. 
Applause. | 
find on authority of Surgeon-General Forward that 
a and the Philippines in 1S89S there were 1,682 wounded 
treatment, of whom but 87 died, or 5.16 per cent. In 
ISO there were under treatment 
of whom even in that tropical climate but 116 died, or but 6.59 
yr cent. According to M Seaman, who testified at length 
‘fore a Congressional committee, the number of wounded 
der treatment in the Japanese-Russian war w 


the 


in Cnb 
wher the 
pines in 1759 wounded, 


ior 





iiS 145,527, ol 


Whom at the latest reports 10.970 had died, or 7.55 per cent. 
Apparently there are no relinble statistics at hand as to the 
number of deaths from disease in the Japanese armies or as 
to the loss of effectiveness through disease, though the Ameri 
ean minister at Tokyo reported that at one time 25,000 Japa 
nese were disabled through beriberi in front of Port Arthur 
The disease from which a large number of our soldiers died 


the Spanish-American wary 
ese surgeons reported that 


typhoid 
we 


fever, and 


there re no typhoid germ 


in Manchuria. Our soldiers were also exposed to the rh 
ele mosquitoes in Cuba. The fact that vellow fever w 
col ed by mosquitees was not fully understood at the time 
of the Spanish-American war, and it is not the least of the 
resu of that war that such men as Gorgas and others have 
been enabled to do their work of expe ment and elena ne in 
some heretofore hotbeds of vellow feve 

We can, I think, in view of these figures, feel d 
confidence that though the unskilled surgeon has 
degree and alw: will b f the perils to be d in 
War, yet, as a whole, and compared with the latest 
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| department to be tested, that branc! ro 


|} sumed the chair, Mr. MAppDEN, 


K. 2510 


comparison well 

Mr. GARDNER 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentk n 
amendment which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At end add: “And that 


of Michigan. 


of line 7, page 2 


io is directed to add t 

2 ss . = * os . a 
70 Provide l, fou r, 2 
shall be more than $24 a1 





Mr. TAWNEY. 
that amendment 


Mr. C 
that 


it 
a 


changes exist L\ 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill having been read a ) 
l ‘ ve aN. l i L i 
the paragraph therefore having been passed, it will be 
for the committee to return to the paragraph 
amended unless by unanimous consent. The Cha 
rules the point of order well taken and the amendment 


order. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I move 

committee do now rise and report the bill 

recommendation that it d 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; 


) Pass. 


and the Speaker having re- 
inn 6 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that : 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 18105, and had 
directed him to report the same to the House, with a reco 
mendation that the bill do pass. 


1 
cl in of the 


Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move the pt 
vious question on the bill to its passage 

The question was taken, and the previous question was or 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third re 
|} accordingly read a third time, and passed 
On motion of Mr. GARDNER of Michigan, a motion to r 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSEN 
Ry unanimous consent, leave of absence w: granted to M1 


MICHALEK for ten days, on account of important bu 


LAND OFFICE AT KINGFISHER, OKLA. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up a privileged resolution 
House resolution 202, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No 02 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
quested to send to the House of Represent ves of t TT) St 
for its information, if not nsist with p 
the nd mad 1 i velo | 1 1 
who in Jur LOO5 ted d | ! 
e | 1 ot at King her, O i 
S d. That the S etary « the I l 
the Il se of Repre iv of t | ‘ s 
1 espondens t 
thre es of offi mi ad ta i i 
Inited St ‘ 
Phi i i 1 ‘ 
Hi f We ‘ 
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CERTAIN LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TO BE OPENED FOR SETTLEMENT. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew 
ny request for unanimous consent for present consideration of 
the bill HE. R. 451. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas renews his re- 
quest, made this morning, for unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill, which was read this morning, of which 
the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk rend as follows: 

A bill (1h R. 431) to open for settlement 505,000 acres of land in 
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indian reservations, in Oklahoma 


1 
Meri 


The SPEAKER. 


tor 
i ry 


Is there objection. 


Mr. MANN Reserving the right to object, IT would like to 
have the gentlenian make an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. STEPILENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a bill was passed 
in 100, [T think it was, opening the territory known as the 


‘Kiowa, Cormnnche, and Apache reservations in’ Oklahoma,” 
comprising 4.0600,0C00 acres of land. It went to the Senate and 
there was an amendment put on the bill reserving the 480,000 


cres named in this bill for pasturage purposes for the Indians. 


Since that time it has been ascertained that 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That has been amended, I would 
say to the gentleman, and stricken out. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The report dees not so state. The report says 
that they are to be leased in quarter-section tracts, and that not 


i more than one 


the Indians desire, | 


and also the people of Oklahoma desire, that this pasture reserve | 


It 
the 


settlement. is 


great deal of 


should be lor 
Inainiv, and a 


Ope ied how 


land 


used for that pur- 
fine agricultural 


Is 


There are two or three railroads built through that part 
of Oklahoma, and there is a great demand for these lands for 
homes und there is no objection to opening up the country; in 
fact, the Indians as well as the white people demand it. 


This bill passed the Tlouse last year, but too late in the session 


fo puss the Senate. It has the unanimous recommendation of 
the Committee on Tndian Affairs. There liave been several 
mmendments made to the bill. The bill as introduced by me 


provided that the land should be 
paving one-twentieth in advance; the balance in twenty install 
bients, twenty The committee amended 


bill and have cut down the time to five years. We have placed 


sold on twenty years’ time by 


covering years, 


the same restrictions and limitations in this bill that have been 
placed upon other bills epening other Indian Reservations. 
Phere is no jaterial difference between the manner of opening 
this and the other reservations that have been recently opened. 


Mr. SMELT of Kentucky. I would like to ask 
a question. 

Mr. STREPITENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITIL of Kentucky. What privileges are allowed 
ex soldiers in regard to settling on this land? 


the gentleman 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Under this bill purchasers are 
required to live on the land five years, but if a soldier should be 
the purchaser, the time that he served in the Army would be 


taken out of the five vears they 
vefore they can pay it out. 


are required to live upon the land 
The bill provides that the land shall 


| mittee on Indian Affairs or any other. 


the | 


| territory, so that 


to | 


e sold under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, conforming to the homestead laws, 

Mar. SMUEPH of Kentucky. In their location? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. They can purchase under 
this bill 160 acres of land. and are required to live on it five 
years and comply with the homestead laws of the United States. | 

Mr. SMUETIL of NWentueky. Can they locate and enter by agent 
or attorney ¢ 

Mr. STEPITENS of Texas. The locations or purchases will 


be made under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Sec 


retary of the Interior. 


Mr. SMIUTILT of INentucky. That is left to the Department? 

Mr. STEPITENS of Texas. Yes; it is left to the Department. 

Mr. REDPRER I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. NPEPHIENS of Texas. Certainly, 

Mr. KETRER. Phere is a proysiion in the bill which says that 
the Department have the sale of a certain proportion of the 
land 

Mr. STEPILTENS of Texas. The whole of the pasture lands 
in the reservation are to be sold under this bill 

Mir. KEERER.  Tomay not have understood the Clerk when he 
read the bill Is there a provision in it that limits the amount 
of land to ee sold to one party to 260 acres? 

Mr. STEPILENS of Texas. Yes: only a quarter of a section, 


TOO) acres, 


individual. 


conforming to the homestead law, can be sold to one 


Mr. KREIEF ER. 1 did not hear the reading aright. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas It is a hundred and sixty acres 
that could be purchased by each individual. 

Mer. KEIRFER. FF thought it was 260 acres, and I was going 
te inquire why that odd number of acres, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MANN. There is one of the provisions in the bill here 
in reference to the leasing of lands. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It seems to me that is another 
proposition. I would say to the gentleman he will find the bill 
on page 2 of the report as amended. 

Mr. LACKY. The gentleman has the wrong bill. 

Mr. MANN. This is the original bill. 

Mr. LACKY. That is another subject—as to the leasing of 
coal lands. 

Mr. MANN. Now, may I ask the gentleman from Texas as 
to the method of disposing of these lands? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are put up and sold by the 
Secretary of the Interior, under such rules and regulations as 


he may prescribe, in 160-acre blocks, to the highest bidder. 
The bidders will have to conform to the United States land 


laws and make settlement and remain on the land for five years, 
and make a payment of one-fifth down and one-fifth each year 
thereafter. 

Mr. MANN. We are constantly asked by people, constituents 
and others, how it is possible to acquire lands that are thrown 
open to settlement this way. Now, I have never been able to 
ascertain myself, either from the Land Office or from the Com 
Perhaps the gentleman 
who proposed the bill can tell us. 

Mr. LACEY. If my friend from Texas will allow me 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa. 
Mr. LACEY. I would like to suggest to my friend that he 


has omitted an important provision as to the disposition of this 
land. It is to be sold at publie auction under sealed bids. Par 
ties who have a right to bid must be qualified homesteaders 
and can only purchase 160 acres. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I happened to be out West 
last summer and talking with gentlemen about the opening of 
the Uncompahgre Reservation. These gentlemen had been about 
the different reservations, and they all laughed at the ides of 
any of these reservations being opened on the square. 1 do 
not know what the facts are, but it seems to me that there ought 
to be some provision thrown around the opening of this new 
the men who simply want to speculate out 
West should not be permitted to do that. 

Mr. LACEY. This land is Indian land, and the man that 
pays the most for it will get it. It is to be sold under sealed 
bids, and the Indians are entitled to what it will bring. This 
land was reserved for them for pasture land, and it is no longer 
needed for that purpose. When sold the money will go to 
the Indians. No man will be allowed to bid on it unless he is 
a qualified homesteader, and he must live on it in order to 


eet title to it. 
Mr. MANN. I can see grave objections to putting up 486,000 
acres of land in 160-acre tracts at auction under senled = bids. 


Nobody can tell what anybody else is going to bid or on what 
land they are going to bid. 

Mr. LACEY. That is the object of it. 

Mr. MANN. They might all bid on the same piece of ground, 
and very likely on some lots somebody may have no oppysition. 
Why is it not put up in the open? 

Mr. LACEY. Because it brings more under sealed bids. 


Mr FITZGERALD. Verhaps the gentleman from Illinois 
does not understand the methods by which these lands are 
opened, 

Mr. MANN. That is what I am trying to get at. 

Mr FEPZGERALD. ‘The President issues a proclamation 


through the Department of the Interior, announcing that certain 
parts of this land may be bid upon. They do not invite bids 
upon the entire tract at one time; they carry it over different 
periods. They restrict, if T understand the operation correctly, 
the amount of Jand on which bids are invited at one time, and 
this has been found absolutely to be the best way to prevent 
the greatest abuses that the gentleman from Tlinois and others 
‘canplain about. Where they have an open public auction the 
result has been inevitably that syndicates obtain control of the 
entire tract. 
Mr. MANN. 
Mr. 


Zress, 


IIas the gentleman investigated this himself? 
RIVZGERALD. L examined the bill in a previous Con- 
and there were changes made to satisfy me, and IL feel 
that if they have fixed an Indian bill to satisfy me it would 
pretty nearly satisfy the gentleman from Illinois. 


Mr. MANN. I think so myself, and therefore I make no ob- 


jection, 
The SPEAKER, 
ments, 


The question is on agrecing to the amend- 








he CONGRE 


rhe amendments were considered and agreed to. 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tir 
ad the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SrePHENsS of T 


laid on the tab 


e; 


tion of , a motion to r sider 


st vote Was 


q 93) 7 eco! 


iD ALLOTTED TO INDIANS 1 
Mir. JONES of Wasl 

the present 
¢ for the issuan 


e Moses a 


NDER 
iington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
ideration of the bill (CH. R. 10697) 
e of patents for lands allotted to India 
ereement of July 


LA rHE MOSES AGREEMENT. 


for cons i 
hs 


7, 1SS3. 


Clerk read the bill as follows: 
rele etc., That t Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
wuthorized and directed to issue patents to such Indians as have 
le ed d under and bv virtue of the agreement con ded 
7, 1883, by and between the Secretary of the Interior and the 
ner of Indian Affairs and Chief Moses and other Indians of 





in t and Colville reservations, commonly known as the M ; 

. accepted, ratified, and confirmed by the act of Congress 
dd July 4, 1884 (23 Stats., pp. 79 and SO), which patents shall 
gal effect and declare that the United States does and will hold 
1 thus allotted for the pe r ten rom the date of the 


years f 
) 





of this act in trust for the le use and benetit of the Indian 
m such allotment was made, or in case of his decease, either 
subsequent to the issuance of such patent, of his heirs, accord 


the laws oft 
period the 


the State of Washington, and th: 
United States will convey the 


it at the expiration of 
by patent to the 





sau 





It 1, or his heirs as aforesaid, in fee, dis rged of said trust 
fre of all charge or incumbrance whatsoever. And if any con 
shall be made of the lands so held in trust by any allottee or 


e or contract y null 


irs, or apy ntract made touching the same, except as f 
provided, before the expiration of the time above mentioned 
| 


conveyanc shall be absolute and void. 





S 2. That any allottee to whom any trust patent shall be issued 
{ the provisions of the foregoing section may sell and nve 
ds covered thereby, except SO acres, under rules and regul 
‘ibed by the Secretary of the Interior. And the heirs of ar 


sed Indian to whom a patent shall be issued under said section 
in like manner sell and convey all of such inherited allotment 
SO acres, ease of minor heirs their interests shall ld 






ut in 


by a guardiun duly appointed by the proper court upon the order 
ch court, made upon petition filed by the guardian, but ail such 
yances shall be subject to the apporval of the Secretary of the 

and when so approved shall convey a full title to the pur 


the same as if a final patent without restrictions upon aliena 


id been issued to the allottée. All allotted land alienated under 
visions of this act shall thereupon be subject to taxation und 
ws of the State of Washington. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
hn of the bill? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
k we ought to have some explanation. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, in 1885 an agree 
t was made with several Indians along the valley of the 
unbia River, known as Chief Moses and others, by which 
y were to receive certain allotments. This agreement was 
fied by Congress in 1884, and under that thirty-seven allot 
have been made. The Department held in a decision 
lered some time ago that under the agreement and act rati- 
it they had no authority to issue patent; that the Indians 
entitled to the land, to the use and occupation, but that 
© was no express direction to issue a patent. Now, this bill 
; them to issue a patent to the land. The allotments cover 
ut 640 acres each and they have been held by the Indians 
twenty-odd years. This bill is recommended by the Com- 
ner of Indian Affairs and allows each Indian to sell of his 
‘nt all the land except 80 acres, which he holds for ten 
nd can not dispose of it until the expiration of that time. 
<@ sales are to be under the rules and regulations prescribed 
Secretary of the Interior and must be approved by hi 
are thirty-seven allotments. These are among the best 


right to object, I 


ni. 


is we have. They are self-supporting, nothing is given 

{ n by the Government, and there is no reason in the world 

they should hold 640 acres without the right to dispose of 
ell any of it, and that is what this bill provides for. 

Mr. MANN. We have had similar bills, or the gentleman has 


similar bills to this in the House before? 


Mr. JONES of Washington. I have never had any similar bill 
‘ this. 
Mr. MANN. There have been similar bills in that neck of 
the woods, I think. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I think the gentleman has in 
nd the Colville Indian Reservation, which is entirely different 
this. These are simply scattered In@ans throughout the 
ry. They are not in a compact body at all. Their lands 
I attered here and there throughout the upper Columbia 
River Valley. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the engrossment and 


r 


«< 


iird reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 


Lit 


ead the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to recon 


sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
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GRAHAM Mr : l 

of the bill CH. R. 9357) to amend s el 
‘ of March 3, 1908, to 1 late t 
the United 


Stat 


The SPEAKER 

















Chair hears none, and it is so oré 
rOWN SITES, 1 Cas Beet ; LIN INI LN LAX > ‘ 4 \ 
Mr. STEPHENS of Tes Mi . I ask u 
consent for the present considerat the bill (Hl. J 
for the establishment of town sites and 
in the common lands of the Kiow ( 1 AY 
dians, in Oklahoma, which | the ce i as 
‘The Clerk read as follows 
Be it cnacted. et That the § { . f 1 lr 
( nit ft Lit tourt 3 ! I ] i IN 
’ 7% 4 1 1 
i i 
side | 
‘ { ’ 
d : t 
: } 
Secre 
ch of iid town s $ d 
{ di 1 i I - a 
hh | la 
h no 1a { v 
5] the land sold and veyed 
\ a { n ] : 
veyance void and cause the } s ) . ( 
|} and Apache Indians. 
| Szc. 3 rhat the surveys, any ] ] t l 
shall be made by such person or | ! i i 1 
|} Service as the Secretary of the Interior may d ife, and all 
} expenses connected with the survey, ay i i t ] I 
| be paid out of the proceeds of the sales. ‘J net proceeds of 1 
shall be deposited in the Treasury to t ’ redit { ly \ » § 
i che, d Apache Indians, or shall be paid to them per pita, i 
discretion of the Secretary of the Int 
| With the following amendments: 
Strike out, after the word “ Interio . I 1, all ) 
|} and including the word “ he,” in line 6, sa ' 
| Strike out all of the proviso on page 2 after t \ in 
| line 9, and insert in lien thereof 
| “That no person shall sell or give away any intoxicating 
} other intoxicants upon any of t! i 1 ] eyed | 
|} visions of this act, and any person » sellis I LW | 
t or other intoxicants shall be guilty of a misd i 
} ished, upon conviction, by imprisonment for not more than t 
j and by a fine of not more than $1,000. 
In line 23, page 2, after the word Indiat in { i 
to be paid them at the rate of 4 per cent 
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
| Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, reserving t 
| to object, I would like to have the gentleman 1 
| planation of this bill. 
| Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, this ! 1 
panion bill to the one just passed Il refer to the bill wl 
have just passed providing for the o] ‘ past 
vation of four hundred and odd thousand acres of land in O 
homa Territory. This bill provides for the ] 
sites on this land. I will state to the gentleman t , 
| Isiand Railroad has now built about 20 n s of { 
reservation, not going through it, but into if, 1 ther ) 
stations where there will be town sites lk 1 
the land to bring a great deal mor for » Ind 
having it laid out in town lot 1 1 { | 
160 acres. This bill for t 
more money for the Kiowa and Cor he Ind 
ing these tribes off the hand { v 
possible 
I ible. 
Mr. CAMPBELL ¢ Ky | 
tes within the 1 Lt jus 
just passed? 
Mr. STEVHENS of Te 
Mr. MANN. Does this bill | : 
ordinary in bills of th s kind 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texa 12x 
provision relative to the sale « ntox ting liquo 
prohibited in all Indian resery: ] 
Mr. SMITII of Kentucky. D { | ‘ 
| earry that provision for the sale of that L het 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No; t 
nection with that, because they inder t 
the Secretary of the Interior. The Se ot 
would set apart the town sites vid fo 1 this bill | 
he would order the other lands 1; the t n sites would 


be laid off into lots, blocks, streets, ete., and are to be disposed 
i of under this bill. 
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Mr SMIETIL of Kentucky. Is the sale of liquor prohibited on 

of thi ther lind except the town sites? 

Mir. SEEPILTENS of Texas. No; that provision is not in the 
other bill, because it is not presumed that any saloons will be 
Opened up on Country farms. 

Mr. SMUTIL of Kentucky. What good will it do to lay off a 
border of a mile square for a town sand prohibit the sale of 
liquor on that, when a man can go on the land just outside of 
that and set up a liquor store? 

Mr. SPRPIIIENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a saloon would not 
exist long in the country This liquor provision was at the re 
quest of the people living in that country, and I will say to the 
ventlemmn thit Was suggested by persons who wanted to pro 
tect the Tndins the sale of intoxicating liquors. which he 
kno has | nthe policy of this Government. 

Mr. SMETH of INentucky. It seems to me it is a verv nice 
Way of enhancing the value of the land just outside of the 
| 1 tr 

Mr. PUPAGERALD. There is a provision in this bill, unless 

taken out by amendment, that reserves one bleck in ench 
vnesite for school purposes fer the scheols of the Territory of 
Oklvhom The statehood bill, which was passed here, if 1 ree 
ollect correctly, provided a lump sum to be paid to these new 
Stirte nh lieu of the school lands. Would not this be an addi 
{ bal ga il 

Mr. SPRPELENS of Texas. I think that might be construed 
to be an additional grant Lam perfectly willing, however, that 
they should have that additional grant. 

Mr. FUPZGRERALD. Who pays the Indians for this land that 


Is 


reserved out? 


Mr. STEPILENS of Texas. The Indians are living in that 
country, and they would be benefited and thus paid by that 
schoollot reservation cliuse in common with the people who 
buy the lands and become citizens in that reservation. 


Nir 


dinns’ 


FITZGERALD. Tas it been customary to take the In 
lands and turn them over a ‘Territory or State for 
school purposes without compensating the Indians for that par- 
ticular land’? 

Mr. STEPIIENS of No; but in every reservation 
that IT know of that have been thrown open some lands have 


to 


Pes 


NLS. 


been taken: some for sraveyards, some for school or other 
Cleemosynary purposes, and this is no new provision in a bill 
opening Tndian reservations for settlement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. My recollection is whenever we have 
taken the Indians’ land for school purposes there has been a 
provision that the United States should pay the Indians for the 
Value of the land taken. Why should the land of the Indians 
he appropriated by any ‘Territory or State or the United States 
for school purposes, not for themselves alone but for the In 
dians and the whites in that community? 

Mr. MANN Pyo they rot get more for the balance of the 
Ilnnd if they are permitted to sell that way? Why should not 
the Government secure land for school porposes? And = in 


addition 
Purposes 


they uld donate at le 
in the town. We let 


block for 
their land 


“UST A 
them sell 


Government 


for a grent 


deal more than they would sell it for otherwise. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Of course it is very generous on our 
part to permit them to sell their land for as much as they can 
et; T appreciate that. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will it not enhance the value 
of the lind for sale to have this provision made? 

Mr. SPEPEENS of Texas. That is the view the eommittee 
took of the matter 

Mr. FITZGERALD It has been the universal principle that 
(his Government should pay to the Indians the value of the 
] | hol UPrposc 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas But the fact that land is set 

e for school purposes will enhance the value of the town 
lots surroundis it 

\I KIETAGERALD Not necessarily at all 

\} TEPIENS of Te I will state to the gentleman that 
we had all th Inatte*’ under discussion before the committee 
Ind examined it very carefully, and arrived at the conclusions 

fin the bill, and we have presented it to the H use by 


Unanimous report, and it is the companion to the bill which has 


; Li eC L hope there will be no objection to its 
present con leration 

Mr FITZGERALID Well, T have had a grent deal of ex 
perience with unanimous reports, and IT have grent doubt 

Mr. MANN L could t see that the gentleman from Texas 
paid any attention yesterday to a unanimous report from an 
other committee 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I was not on that committee, it 
happens 

Mr. MANN. 
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the gentleman had been on it. May I ask the gentleman, [s 
there any provision in the companion bill for school lands? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That has been provided for, I uy 
derstand, in another piece of legislation for Oklahoma. 

Mr. MANN. Are there any school lands 
450,000 acres of land? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not think there are, becauss 
the reservation has been made covering that heretofere in an 
other Oklahoma land bill. 

Mr. MANN. In the same locality ? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In former legislation. 

Mr. MANN. In the same land? 

Mr. STHEVIENS of Texas. It was set apart under the in 
structions and direction of the Secretary of the Interior out 


reserved in this 


the public lands of Oklahoma. 

Mr. MANN. In this 480,000 acres of land? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No: it was set apart in other 
lands in Oklahoma. Oklahoma gets the same amount of land 


she would have gotten had this been thrown open under the gen 
eral law. 

Mr. MANN. 
land. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It does, because for the lands 
sold under this bill Oklahoma gets the amount of land in other 
school lands that she is entitled to. 

Mr. MANN. I am afraid not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Is it not a fact. this land 
outside the towns you have incorporated will get a part of the 
$9,000,000 that the law provides for a school fund for the new 
State? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. Every child on thi 
reservation gets as much as if they were living off the reser 
vation. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman if it would not be 
good policy in town sites to reserve some ground for a Govern 
ment building and as a Government reservation ? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will state to the gentlemat 
there is no county seat in this 400,000 acres and probably nev 
Will be, and it is not contemplated they will put one there, and 
it is not possible to have a Government building where there is 
ho county seat. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is not familiar with the history 
of public buildings or he would not say it was not possible te 
put a public building where there is no county seat, 
they put them where there is no population. 

‘he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ments, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; was read a third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. SrereHeNns of ‘Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


That will not represent school districts in this 


Sometimes 


tO AMEND SECTION 5501, REVISED STATUTES OF THE UNITED STATI 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 10129. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama 
ron] asks unanimous consent for present consideration 
bill TL. R. 10129, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Re it enacted, ete., That 


(Mr. Cray 
of the 


section 5501 of the Revised Statutes of the 





United States is hereby amended by adding thereto the following : 
“SEC po0La. Every officer of the United States and every persel 
acting for or on behalf of the United States in any official capacity 


under or by virtue of the authority of any Department or oflice of t! 
Government, who shall, by virtue of the 6ffice or position held by hit 











come possessed of any information which might exert an iniluen 
pon or affect the market value of any product grown within 
United States, or which might exert an’ influence upon er affect 
irket value of the bonds of the United States or the stocks or b 
of any incorporated company, which infermation is required by law 
under the rules and practices of any Department of the Govern: 
to be withheld from publication until a fixed time, who shall will 
impart, either directly or indirectly, said information, or any l 


thereof, to any person not entitled under the law or rules and practic 


of the Department of the Government to receive same, shall be pu 
ished by imprisonment for not less than three nor more than ten years, 
and shall be tined in any sum not to exceed $10,000 

“See. O501b. Every oftticer of the United States and every person a 
ing for or on behalf of the United States in any. official enpa 


under or by virtue of any Department or office of the ¢ 


rvernment, 
sll. 1 





: by virtue of the office or position held by him, hecome possesst i 
of any information which might exert an iniduence Iipon or affect 1 

market value of any product grown within the United States, or which 
might exert an influence upon or affect the market value of the bonds 
of the United States or the stocks or bonds of nuony incorporated cou 
pany, who shall, before said information is made publie through reg 
ular official channels, either directly or indirectly, speculate in said 
product, stocks, or bonds, by selling or buying same in any quantity, 


shall be punished by a tine of not more than $10,000 and may be im 


ed for not more than ten years.” 
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Also the following amendments: | Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection 
In line 6, page 1, after the word “ officer,” insert the words “or | If the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. Mann] went t 


yee ae think it means the same thing Phe gentle uo omight 

ines 9 and 10, page 1, strike out the words “ by virtue of and | fied in treating “in anv ouantity ” Ss surplusage 

instead the words “ while holding said such.” 7 shee eee es spacey oo 5 ; 
In line 10, page 1, strike out the words “ held by him.” these words be stricken out or not, there could be no viol: 


In line 11, page 1, strike out the word “ might” and insert instead | the law except in case where the speculation was had 
ee sees 1 nd - , he word “micht” and insert insteag | (9 Some quantity. 

In ords would tend to” BM inert inevens’ | Mr. MANN. Specolating by “ buying or selling” mean 
page strike out the words “ and practices.” thing, We know what that means: but specul l r\ bu 


page 2, after the word “ time,” insert the word “ and. ing or selling in any quantity ” might cover the purchase ot 
age 2, strike out the word and. . : i 
flour to eat. 








n lin page 2, strike out the word “ practices 

n line &, page 2, strike out the words “* less than.” Mr. CLAYTON. It only has reference as to speculatit nil 
n line »), page 2, strike out the words “ three nor. ‘ ‘ could not cover the case named by the sentlen awn Witl the 
n line 9, page 2, strike out the word “ ten and insert the word a ot : : : 

a words “in any quantity it would mean the same thing lS 

1 


line 10, page 2, strike out the word “ten” and insert the word | ing flour to eat is not speculating. 


ae ° : da = | Mr. JAMES. Is there any provision in this bill that pre 
in line 11, page 2, after the word “ officer,” insert the words “ or 2 , 
vee.” the premature divulgence of statistics or information in res 
In line 16, page 2, strike out the word “ might” and insert instead | to the tobacco crop? 
words “would tend to.” Mr. CLAYTON A) opi t nrodnet 
; ; ; ' ; Mr. 4d . Any agricultural produ 
In line 18, page 2, strike out the word “ might” and insert instead fi l ; . ad ] 
pane = woulal gem 30." Mr. Speaker, this bill is intended to cover statistics 


In line 20, page 2, after the word *“ company,” insert the word “ and.” } ered in reference to the tobacco « ropas well as any 
1 
I 


i a a page 2, strike out the word “ten” and insert instead the | It intends to correct that very evil: and, furth 5 ; \j “ 
In line 25, page 2, strike out the word “ten” and insert the word | Speaker, it is in accordance with the recommendatic » the 
five.” message of the President to Congress, to prevent the | { 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? divulgence of this information gathered by the different I 
Phere was no objection. partments. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I Mr. WILLIAMS. To prevent criminal acts similar to that 
uld like to ask the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. CLayTon] | Holmes? 





hat he means by the words “any quantity.” The bill reads: Mr. CLAYTON. To prevent the criminal acts of such as 
rhe officer who shall speculate in said product, stock, or bonds, by | Holmes and others who were concerned in prematurely divulg 
ling or buying same in any quantity. ing cotton figures last fall 

I do not Know just what the Cefinition of “speculation ” Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it at the request of the cotton 


ight be. I suppose the words “any quantity,” are intended to | growers in the United States? 
mvey the idea of considerable quantity. Mr. CLAYTON. It is not at the request of any particular 
Mr. CLAYTON. I would like to have the gentleman read | class. The cotton people desire it, the tobacco people cd: 


mit again. LT did not hear him. ihe grain growers desire it, and the President has recon d 
Mr. MANN. I refer to page 3, line 1, where it forbids buying | it in his message. 
ov selling in any quantity. What is the gentleman's idea of The measure is to prevent such scandalous conduct as tle { 
that—considerable quantity or a small quantity ? certain employees in the Agricultural Department, conn 


Mr. CLAYTON. I think the language is plain enough. It is | few months ago, to the injury of the cotton growers and s| 
to prevent speculation in case where one stands in the confiden- | The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
il relntion to the Government. There was no objection. 
Mr. MANN. I see what the purpose is. The SPEAKER. The 
Mr. CLAYTON, The second section is to prevent speculation | ments. 
in stocks or bonds, and so forth, by the Government employee The amendments were agreed to 
oflicer; and the committee did not think it well to specify The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and rend a 
iy particular amount of products or any particular number of | third time: and it was read the third t 


nds, 


question is on agreeing to the amend 


Ine, and yrissed 
On motion of Mr. Clayton, a motion to reconsider 

Mr. MANN. But eliminate the question of stocks and bonds, | by which the bill was passed was laid on the tabl 
nd the question of products might mean the purchase of tlour. 
It might be called a speculation for one to buy flour to ent. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 





Mr. CLAYTON. I do not think the gentleman would seriously | A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
contend that that would be a violation of this law in the case he | clerk, announced that the Senate had passed 1 end 
ustances. It is not intended, manifestly, to reach such a case | ment bills of the following titles: 

s that. The object, as the gentleman well knows, is to prevent )} H. R. 104384. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
the premature divulgence of the statistics gathered by the differ- F. King: 
ent Departments. | H. R.5925. An act granting an increase of pensic to David 

Mr. MANN. IT am not referring to that. | L. Davidson: 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am coming to the other, and also this | Hf. R. T24. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin A. 
second section as to where bonds are about to be issued. It | Coulter: 
prevents people who are in confidential possession of informa- Il. R. 10192. An act granting an increase of pe I \ 
on in regard to that matter from speculating in such bonds. | son B. Thomas; 

And it is to prevent those who are in the possession of the | Hl. R. G11. An act granting an increase of Tor) | 

ficures in regard to products from speculating in those products | Cassidy ; 
prior to the promulgation of the information gathered by the H. R. 1487. An aet granting an increase of pension to Da 

Department. J. Brown: 

Mr. MANN. I see what the purpose of the bill is, and it is a H.R. 2345. An act granting an increase of pension 1 \ 
very laudable purpose. I quite agree with the gentleman as to toinette Hannahs; 
that. | HI. R. 8605. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 

Mr. CLAYTON. I thank the gentleman for agreeing with | Lathrop: 
the committee, li. R. 6144. An act granting an increase of pe on to J 


Mr. MANN. What is the purpose in saying “in any quan- | Brazelton: 
tity?” H. R. 6143. An act granting an increase of pension to J ‘ 
Mr. CLAYTON, It means in any quantity whatsoever. | Kiffert : 
Mr. WILLIAMS. In any quantity whatsoever. H.R. 5644. An act granting an incre - of pel n to ¢ 
Mr. MANN. It seems to me that “selling or buying” covers | J. Wilcox: 


the case. L think the purpose of the man who wrote it was to H.R. 6157. An act granting an increase of } 
Inean by “any quantity ” not a small quantity, but a consider- | than J. Boyer: 
able quantity. H.R. 6338. An act granting an increase of pe to hk ! 
Mr. CLAYTON. Does the gentleman think that would add | MeCarthy 
anything to the bill? H. R. 6227. An act granting an increase of ] S 
Mr. MANN. I think it would add to the bill to strike out | J. Jones: 
“in any quantity ” and leave it to read “ by selling or buying Hi. R. 884. An act granting an increase of nto Rh 
same.” Purcell ; 
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CONGRES 


Ln g Ung a pension to Flor D. Rafferty ; 
An act granting lI s€ Of pension to Axel 
tt och Dag 
i “JJ. An uct gt g an j Of pension to Sarah 
C.J 
Hf. kk. 10296. An act Prial Fan in € of pension to James 
( Mi 
Al. Kt. OSO8. An act ¢ ng an se of | on to Napo- 
11). O. Lord: 
H. R. 5955. An a tg 40 increase of pension to Jennie 
L. Ov nh; 
H. R. 530. An act granting an iner ise of pension to Georze 
E.R 
MW. . 4391. An act sranting an increase of pension to William 
Ji } ry . 
H.W. 2795. An act sranting a pension to Emma Auger: 
H.R. 2771. An act stanting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M 
> 100. An act stanuing an increase of pension to Anson 
Ix. ¢ 
Hl. R. 4782. An Cl granting an increase of pension to James 
I + 10456. An act gr luting an increase of bension to John A. 
En Ser 5 
11. Rt. 4827, A cl granting an increase of Pension to Thomas 
| Dy \ l \\ 
Mt. it. 4964. An act sranting an increase of pension to Nancy 
s ell; 
Il. Rk. G448, An act branting an increase of pension to Samuel 
A. & : 
| hk. 48S4, An act sranting an fj 


ucrease of pension to John 


I 9254. An act sranting an increase of pension to Trayis 
W richenor 

I. RR. 6451. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
W rs 

HM. R. 1059. An act sranting an increase of pension to Elijah 
NS ley 


HM. R. 1213. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


it, R. 2084. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M hley: 
Hf. R. 2083. An aet granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A 
, os Smee, An act granting an increase of Pension to IIenry 
B rdan: 
I R. 11596. An act granting a pension to Marion H. Long; 


sTranting a pension to Angi 


‘anting an increase of 


» A. Marvin; 
pension to David 


H.R. 1181. Ar t granting an iner e of pension to George 
S 

I. ] 156. An act granti: an increase of Pension to William 
ID ! r; 

H.R.138S2. An ; C granting an increase of Pension to Ben- 


H.R. 11310. An act granting a pension to Emma Aldred : 
MR. 107 An act granting an increase of Pension to John 
J 
H.R. 1958. An act sranting a pension to Ida L. and Clara RB. 
VW ers 
Mf. R. 11408. An act branting an increase of pension to David 
I. Longsdort : 
H.R. 4822, An ict granting an increase of pension to Ga- 
] iS i 
| 17. An net granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A j Vinan 
if an increase of pension to William 
I 
!. An t iting an increase of Pension to Sarah 
I 
; , A an increase of pension to Michael 
Wire 
] { in Increase of Pension to Fritz 
Mi 
Ii ~ An act grant ; An increase of Pension to Edward 
J. M 
If. ] » An yan j ese of pe to Francis 
C 
my 015. An t ¢ { n j ease of pension to Ndwin 
R. <« lell ; 
H.R. 4879. An act grant in increase of pension to John Ww, 
Ro ( 
H.R. 4607. An aet sranting a pension to Annie Rohr; 
S.0054, An act granti: & av increase of vension to Eliza Orr; 
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H.R. 4738, An act Sranting an increase of I 
tole rts; 

H. R. 4739, 
rence B 

H. R. 5238. 
Stuard : 

H.R: 1283. 
Ann Austin: 

H.R. 2169, 
White; 

HR. 23% 
Elmes: 

H. R. 2289, Ar 
non Lighteap ; 

H.R. 1280. An act granting 

H.R. 3678. An act sranting 
than C. §. Twitchell; 

H. R. 6228, An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Terrell; 

H. R. 10765. 


ehsion to Henry 
An 
Smith; 
An 


act granting an increase of pension 


to Lay 


act granting an increase of pension to Lockey 


An act granting an 


increase of pension to Epsy 


An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 


1. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of Pension to Alger 
a pension to Mary K, Lewis; 
in increase of pension to Jona- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
H. R. 2113. 
Jackson: 
H.R. 4224. An 
topher Pletzke: 
H.R; An 
thaniel Cooper ; 
H. R. 4727. An 
H. R. 4730. An 
shack I, Jones; 
H.R. 1124; An 
Grant: 
H. R. 1125. An 
Ann Batchelor: 
H. R. 1123. An 
Emaline Finklea ; 
H. R. 4215. An 
Roberts : 
IT. R. 4217. 
M. Rose: 
H. R. 4218. 
Williamson : 
H. R. 1467, 
I. Monroe: 
H. R. 4735. 


Adair; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia B, 


act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 


om 


mat), act granting an increase of pension to Na- 


act granting a pension to Emma M. Boyer ; 


act granting an increase of pension Me- 


to 


act granting an increase of pension to John J. 


act granting an increase of pension to Frances 


act granting an increase of Pension to Sarah 


act granting an inc rease of pension to John A, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


II. R. 4787. An act granting an increase of pension to Odilia 
Logan: 
H.R. 33880. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Wilburn: 
HT. IR. S618. 
Rowan: 
H. R. 1797. An 
H. R. 3216. An 
W. Seeber: 
H. R. 3214. An 
H.R. 4195. An 
ton Secheverel] - 
H.R. 4713. An act 
M: ©. Manning ; 
H.R. 4765. An 
W. Shepherd ; 
H. R. 9352, 
H.R. 23 
Buncher: and 
H.R. 8442, An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Rock River at Grand Detour, Il. 
ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 
Mr. WACHTER, 


An act granting an increase of pension to John G, 
act granting a pension to James FT, 
act granting an increase of pension 


Cole: 


to John 


act 
act 


granting a pension to Maggie Parker: 
granting an increase of Pension to Hamil- 


granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting a pension to Mary Van Blareom: 
An act granting an increase of pension to Fra 


hee 
hx 


TO THE PRESIDENT FoR HIS APPROVAL. 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval the following bill: 

H. R. 5289. An act to provide for the selection of grand and 
petit jurors for the district courts in the Territory of Oklahoma. 
FOREST RESERVES, 
unanimous consent to eal] 


LAND OFFICE QUITCLAIM IN 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 





up for present consideration the bill IT. R. S970. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (1H. R. 8970) authorizing the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to quitclaim the title conveyed to the | nited States for land in 
forest reservati ns, under certain conditions. 

Be it ena ted, ctc., That in all cases where any person, persons, or 
corporations have heretofore conveyed, or may hereafter convey, to the 
United States, the fee title, or purporting to convey the fee title, to any 
entered or patented lands situate wit! in any of the forest resery ons 
created under and by virtue of the twenty-fourth section of the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1891 (Twenty-sixth Statutes, Dp. 1005), 





1906. 


th the intention of selecting lieu land therefor from the public do 
in, under the act of Congress approved June 4, 1897 (Thirtieth 
pp. 34 to 36), but which can not be accepted by the Govern 


tutes, 


of the United States on account of defective title to base land so 
endered, then it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the Gen 
Land Office, upon request of such person, persons, or corporation, 


reconvey the title to such lands to the selector by special quitclaim 
i of the United States: Provided, That the reconveyance by the 
nited States as aforesaid shall not preclude such person, persons, or 
wporation and their grantors from subsequently making a 
hange or selection of public land in accordance with the terms and 
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| 


further | 


ovisions of the said act of Congress approved June 4, 1897, and | 
endments thereto (Thirtieth Statutes, pp. 34 to 36): And provided 


} 


ther, That no reconveyance shall be made by the United States under 


is act except where the title attempted to be conveyed to the United | 


States has become a matter of record within 


a the State or Territory 
erein the base lands in such forest 


reservations are situate. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 

s follows: 

Qn page 1, in line 
fter convey. 


{, after the word “ conveyed,” strike out “‘ or may 


In line 5, after the word “ or,” insert the words “ executed an instru 
ent 

On page 2, after the word “ surrendered,” in line 2, insert “or on 
ount of the repeal of said acts.” | 
In lines 4 and 5, after “ Land Office,” strike out all down to and in 
ding the word “ corporation.” 

Further strike out, beginning with the word “ That,’ in line 6, all 


} 


wh to and including the word “ further,” 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. SMITIL of Kentucky. I would like to have an explana- 
tion of the bill, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, in the last Congress the forest 


in line 13. 


cu-land law was repealed. There had been a great deal of 
land embraced within the limitations of forest reserves which 


had been conveyed to the United States under the lieu-land law, | 


the conveyors having the right to make a selection of other land 
outside, on the public domain, on lind open to settlement. This 

Ww was repealed without any saving clause whatever to the 
parties who had conveyed the land and who had not yet made 


their selection. They have asked Congress to grant them the 
ight hereafter to go on and make selections—extending the 
time. It was deemed best not to do this; that the law had been 


abused so extensively that it ought to be repealed, and having 
heen repealed, these parties not having made their selection, hay 
ng had time to do so, it was net thought best to keep the law 
‘live for their benefit. But as their land has been conveyed to 
the Government, the Government having conveyed them nothing 
n return, this bill simply authorizes the Land Department to 
quitelaim back to the parties the land that they have conveyed 
to the Government and in exchange for which they have not 
elected any other land. 

Mr. SMITIL of Nentucky. If this bill passess they will then 
hecome the owners by conveyance from the United States Gov 
eriment of land within a forest reservation. 

Mr. LACKY. They will simply remain the owners of their 
wh land that they have conveyed to the Government under the 

w, and they have not any land at all either outside or in, and 
this just puts them as if they had made no conveyance. 

Mr. SMITIL of Kentucky. They have received 

on for the conveyance? 


no considera- 


Mir. LACKEY. None whatever. 

Mr. MANN. Hlow did they convey it? 

Mr LACKY. They conseved it under the lieu-land law. 
ey were required to furnish an abstract of title and a per 


1 


t title in the land and then convey it, making a full convey 
It had to be recorded, and then having conveyed the land 
to the Government, they would apply under the conveyance for 
the privilege of selecting other lands in lieu. They have taken 


the first step, and*then the repeal of the law prevents them 
setting any land in its place. 

Mr. MANN. May | ask the gentleman if it is something like 
this: The gentleman signs his receipt for his pay before he 
ets it. The receipt goes down and then the Government re 


fuses to pay him, and he would like to have his receipt back. 


Mr. LACKY. tHe would like to get his receipt back; that is 
about the size of it. 

Mr. SMITIL of Kentucky. As T understand the gentleman 
from Towa, when the bill repealing the act referred to was under 
consideration Congress absolutely refused to protect the rights 
of these men who had given up their land in the forest reser 
Vilttob. 

Mr. LACEY. They stampeded, or some of them did, to get 
their conveyances on file before the repeal was effected, in or 
der to get this lieuw-lnnd right, which was more valuable than 
the land that they then had: and it was not deemed best to pro 


tect them under the circumstances. There is, however, other 
included in this bill to which L have not vet referred, 
hitmely, the men whose title was held by the Government not to 
be perfect. They said, “ You have made a conveyance, but there 
defect in your title,” and therefore the Government re 


ohne 


Cluiss 


Is a 


op * top 
<r? P wy? 


3 


fused to accept it before the rey l of this law No \ 
ever title they may have had they will get back under this bill 
by a quitelaim. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Have your committee considered 
the question of allowing these persons who have surrendered to 
the Government with the intention of making th \\ ( l 
an opportunity to go on and complete their select \ 

Mr. LACEY. We have. There are bills to that effect pend 
ing before the committee, and the committee were posed ¢ 
reopening this question. That matter was thoroughly discu 
during the many months’ time in which the repeal was 
in Congress. It having been repealed, they having the 
tunity to make selection, it was not deemed wise to opr 
question again: but they can be put back just where they we 


and no harm will be done 
Mr. JONES of Washington. You put them back in the same 
position they were before the bill “LY 


Was JkISSt 


Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is the gentleman certain that this does 
nothing more than to put them back where they were Le ‘ 
For exninple: Suppose a case of a defective tithe, and suppose 


the reason why the title is defective was on account of a counter 
Claim on the part of the United States—the I ted States di 
not think it had been divested of the Now. if the Unites 
States gives a quitclaim deed, of Inakes 
good. 

Mr. LACEY. The provision is to yn 
tion that they would have been in if 
conveyance to the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But if you give a quitelaim deed of land 
concerning which there is dispute about the title between the 
Government and the person, if the Government gives the quit 
Claim deed to that person, it would make the title good 

Mr. LACKEY. I do not think there is any case of 
The bill only gives him the same title that he 
Government. 

Mr. STEPITENS of Texas. 


title. 
course it 
pr the same 


hot 


them in 
they had 


it 


mide any 


that 


conveyed 


ol 
to 


Isn't it a fact that a 


food Thick das 


| of the settlers have moved off the reservation? 


Mr. LACKY. They all had an opportunity to make a selection, 
and they failed to do it. Most of the 
the hands of outsiders and speculators. 
of these lieu rights and knew the law 
had two propositions open to him One was to make a ection 
before the law was repealed, and t1 
it. hoping that Congress might extend 
of the law head this of 
enhanced the value of them: 
rights did so for the purpose 
the chances on that: but notwithsta: 
to have back that which was not paid for. 

ir. STEPHENS Texas. The gevetlet 
that during the closing hours of th ‘ 
when we were repealing the lieuw-land law, I 
thiat he protected i 


rights have passed 
The man whe 
was about to be repeated 
other was 
the time 
class rights 
and th 


of futr SCLCUCTLO 


made 


Ssenrece 


who hel 


of 


the settlers should 
late and tardy justice that this 1 
I congratulate the gentleman n 

Mr. LACEY. Well, this protects them full 
tion they asked for at that time was that t 
nS. 


and make future selection 
tion. 

Mr. JONES of 
formation whether 
seitlers? 

Mr. LACEY. 
rovds will lave 
Mr. JONES of 
it? 

Mr. LACEY. I 
a good many 
lanl grants. 

Mr. JONES of 
the lieu-land act 
Departinent to 
with a selection of 

Mr. LACEY. That 
been strictly tollowed. 
Mr. MANN. The g 
the number of acr 
hot an eusy matter 

Mr. LACEY 


deed nid have 


Washington. 
the Persons 

fjoth settlers 
more than anybody ¢ 


Washingt llow much 


and 1 


on. 
by 
know the an 
the agezregiute 


don't 
acres in 
Washington. T know if 
was repealed that t wus he poliey of 


aecep relinegy nent only when see | 


of 
to nmscer 

No t is not. nd ft +] 4 | 
it recor 
at Washington of the facet that 
le oa 


It 


dead in thre rtiiae i 


I 


mnee and fi Select 
would 


his 


land office. 


exact 


amount. I 
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whole question is that the law required that the grantor should 


first file his deed for record before making the selection, and 
that being the case it has left a number of them suspended in 


the air. Where he has made the selection and it has been ap 
proved, that closes the whole matter. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes; if it is made and he has not 
transferred it by conveyance. 


Mr. LACEY. Oh, well, he may have transferred his lieu 
right before selection. It makes no difference. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. What provision is there in this 
bill to safeguard the Government? 

Mr. LACEY. None whatever in that respect, because the 
Government could not possibly be injured in that manner. This 


only covers cases where the selection has not been made either 
by him or his assignees. The Government bas full record of 
all selections made by the parties who have made deeds to the 
Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that wherever lieu land has 
been selected for any particular land, the record of that transae- 
tion is here in Washington. 

Mr. LACEY. That transaction is made of record in Wash- 


| ington. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 
is not in Washington. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; they 
One extinguishes the other. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


It is the uncompleted transaction which 


come together when completed. 


[After a pause.] The 


| Chair hears none. 


° “Poy j 
ew Fw al 
‘ ed, that it will run up into several hundred thousand 
MANN. Is the General Land Office conducted so loosely 
t hen a quitelaim deed is given to the Government it is filed 
‘al land office and no report made to the General Land 
q) 
ir, LACKEY. That is a peculiarity of that lieu-land law. If 
1 onthe in had a quarter section of land on a forest reserva 
t he would make out an abstract of title and file his deed in 
the office in the county where the land is situated. He would | 
1) lection afterward 

Mr. MANN. The deed is filed and the fee paid by the other 
] irty 3 

Mr. LACKEY. By the man that makes the conveyance. 

Mr. MANN but no notice is given to the Government? 

Mr. LACEY. Not until he files his papers of selection with | 
the Land Of 

Mir, MANN. No notice given at the time? 

Mr. LACEY. No. 

Mr. MANN. And up to the present time no notice has been 
given to the Government, I suppose? 

Mr. LACKEY. In most cases I presume it is through the local 
land office, but that would require a very laborious tabulation 
to ascertain just how many acres would be covered. 

Mir. MANN. Who is asking for this legislation, if nobody 
knows who is interested in it? 

Mr. LACEY. ‘The Department is asking it. They want to 
get rid of this land. There is no other way to get rid of 
it. It is now held by the Government and no taxes paid upon 
it. The parties making the conveyance to the Government, 


the Government holds it as trustee. The Government does not 


own it. In equity it becomes a trustee for the parties who 
make the conveyance. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Is not this land mainly within forest res- 


erviations? 
Mr. LACEY. It 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. LACEY. It 


is all within forest reservations. 

They expect to get a revenue from that? 
is in counties. We put in a provision that 
the reconveyance shall be made, otherwise the parties might 
not for it, because they might assume that the land 
being in the hands of the Government, they might reserve their 
right to eall for a reconveyance, because as long as it is in 
the hands of the Government they would not have to pay any 
taxes. Consequently we put in this bill an amendment re- 
quiring that the conveyance shall be made without waiting for 
a demand. 


ask 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman says that the Department wants 
this? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MANN. Yet the Department does not know anything 
about it. It has not been notified that these deeds have been 


recorded. 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes; notified of thousands of them. 

Mr. MANN. We ought to have a record of them. We ought 
to know how many there are. 





Mr. LACEY. If there was only one of them, this bill ought 
to pass. 

Mr. MANN. If there was only one of them, nobody would | 
object to it. 

Mr. LACKY. If there were 5,000 of them, it ought 


to pass. 
if the question were important as to 
just how much land would be covered by this proposition I could 
have ascertained it approximately, but as it was a question in- 
volving a matter of right to the parties that owned it, whether 


Consequently, I suppose, 


great or small, [ made no effort to ascertain the exact or ap- 
proximate amount of land thus held. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Is this bill so guarded that a man 
who conveyed his land in a forest reserve to the Government 


and then went out 


and took up land in lieu of it could not come 
back 1 claim 


that he never had selected land and claim a 
reconveyance under this act? 

Mr. LACHEY. This does not cover any case of that kind. It 
covers only those cases where he has made no selection: where 
he has conveyed the land, but has not selected land in its place. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. How is that to be determined ? 

Mr. LACEY It is a very simple matter for the Department. 
They have the deeds, and all they have to do is to see whether 
for the land conveyed there has been selected lieu land in 
place of it. If there has not been, they will reconvey it; if 
there has been, that ends it. 

Mr. SMITIL of Kentucky. Suppose he has selected and sold, 
before conveyance to him, the new selection and transfer to 


some other man? 
Mr. LACKEY. Whenever he selects the land and the selection 
is approved, that closes the incident. The difficulty about this 


The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned te 
meet to-morrow, Friday, February 9, 1906, at 12 o’clock noon. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
by the Speaker as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Acting Attorney-General 
submitting an amended estimate of appropriation for fees of 
district attorney for District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Court of Claims submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for certain alterations and furnish- 
ing in the rooms of the court—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a de- 
tailed statement of the expenditures on the Connecticut, Loui- 
siana, and other vessels—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for defraying the ex 
penses of the United States Board on Geographic Names—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND RES- 

OLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13542) anu- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to lease land in Stanley 
County, S. Dak., for a buffalo pasture, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1108); whieh said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
HIlouse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 12614) to restore the name of Californian avenue, in the 
city of Washington, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1107); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill of the Hlouse (If. R. 13367) to 
amend section 13 of an act of March 1, 


ISO, entitled “An act 








i Ch 1. 








ereate the California Débris Commission and regulate hy- 
lie hhh in the State of California,” reported the same 
ut amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1110) ; which 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis 
t of ¢ bia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
I. R. 89 to regulate the practice of pharmacy and the sale 
isons in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
ted the same without amendment, accompanied by a re 


vhich said bill and report were referred to the 


ITTEES 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Rule XIIT, private bills and resolutions of 
following titles were severally reported from committees. de 
d to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
ise, as follows: 
Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 64S) granting a 
sion to Charles Falbisaner, reported the same with amend- 
ut, accompanied by a report (No. 1069) ; whic) said bill and 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ir. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from 


OF COMM ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 


clause 2 of 


the Committee on 


isions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
S3) granting an increase of pension to Josephine E. Quentin, 
orted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 


1070); which said bill and report were referred to the 
ite Calendar. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
ns, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1888) 
ting a pension to William T. Scandlyn, reported the same 
h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1071); which 


bill and report were referred to the Private 
AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- 
‘red the bill of the House (TH. R. 2054) granting an increase of 
sion to Ralph A. Adams, reported the same with amendment, 
mmpanied by a report (No. 1072); which said bill and report 
re referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
‘red the bill of the House (H. R. 2116) granting an increase 
pension to Daniel Hayes, reported the same with amendment, 
ompanied by a report (No. 1073) ; which said bill and report 


Calendar. 


ere referred to the Private Calendar. 
if also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
1 of the House (H. R. 2306) granting an increase of pension 


James W. Stell, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
ied by a report (No. 1074) ; which said bill and report were 
red to the Private Calendar. 

ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

the House (H. R. 2307) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph J. Martin, reported the same with &mendment, accom- 
ied by a report (No. 1075) ; which said bill and report were 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, 

ll of the Tlouse (TI. R. 2897) 


| of 


to which was referred the 
granting an increase of pension 





Rt. G. Childress, reported the same with amendment, accom 
vie lL by a report (No. 1076) ; which said bill and report were 
a to the Private Calendar. 
Mr . CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
whieh was referred the bill of the House (H. R. T7478) grant 
an inerease of pension to George W. Jackson, reported the 
e with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1077); 


aid bill and report were referred to the Private C 
PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the 
which was referred the bill of the 


alendar. 
Committee on 
Ilouse (TL. R. 


Mr. 


Pensions, to 


S406) granting an increase of pension to Susan W. Selfridge 
orted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
vo. 1078): which said bill and report were referred to the 
lrivate Calendar. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen 
ns, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8493) 
iting an inerease of pension to Sallie Sheffield. reported 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1079); 


rt were referred to the Private C 
from the Committee on Pensions, 


ich said bill and rep 
Ir. McLAIN, 


alendar. 
to which was 


red the bill of the House (HL. R. 9550) granting a pension 

Catherine Casey, reported the same with amendment, accom 

nied by a report (No. 1080); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, 
sions, to which was referred the 


Committee 
House (HH. 


from the 
bill of the 


on 


R. 9593) 


granting a pension to C. M. Priddy, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1081); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. AIKEN, from the 


Committee on 1’ s, to W 1 W 

referred the bill of the House (II. R. 10 neg 
crease of pension to Matthew A. IK C] ! 
amendment, accompanied | a re tN l 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on V Ss, to Ww ras 
referred the bill of the House (II. R. 10677) 
to Maria Elizabeth Posey, reported the sar witl 
accompanied by a report (No. 1085) 3 h id | 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the ¢ Litt 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Hlouse (H.R ) 
granting an increase of pension to Reanna Pile, req mN 
same without amendment, accompanied by a 1 rt (No. 1084 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Ca ! 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Per is, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (1H. 11122) g 
an increase of pension to John Hopper, re rted the sai with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1085 wl I 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from tl mimitte 
to which was referred the bill of the Hlouse (H.R 


R. 11297) 

ing a pension to David MeGinnis, reported the sar witl l 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1086 which said | I 
report were referred to the Private Cal i 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which w 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12008) ¢ tit i 
crease of pension to James D. Blanding, reported 
with amendment, ac — ied by a report (No. 1087); which 


said bill < 
Mr. RIC 


ind report were 
HARDSON ¢ 


eferred to the Private Calendar 
‘Ala cane, ft mn the Committee on I 


sions, to which was re ao the bill of the Hlouse (HL. R So) 
granting an increase of pension ‘ to Elizabeth L. H. Labatt, 1 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1088S) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Priy 


Calendar. 


He also, from the same ¢ 


mmittee, to which w refer l 

bill of the House (H. R. 12837) granting an reise ¢ 
to Martha Miller, reported the same with amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 1089); which said bill 1 re . ; 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Co tee on Pe 
to which was referred the bill of the House (IL. R 2 ) 
granting an increase of pension to Kathryn G. Hayt, reported 
the same with amendment, accompar 1} report (No. 1 ) 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cale 
dar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Vet to 
which was refe1 grindcore corks use (H. R. 12955) grant 
an increase of pet n to Lyman Critchfield, » Frey ed 
same with amen iment, companied by a report (N« ' 
which said bill and report were referred to 1 Private Cal 
dar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to w hw 
referrec the bill of the House (H. R. 13037) granting 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Jane Ke i reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1092) i 


said bill 


and 


rep were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. 5 angen Parr from the Cemmittee on FP 
which was referred the bill of the House (JT. R. 15282 ‘ 
a pension to Lydia B. Bev reports wit! dl 
ment, accompan ed by a report (No. 1005) al | 

port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on VPensio to ‘ 
referred the bill of the Tlouse (Ef. R. 13402) gran \ 
to John Reynolds, reported the san th | 
panied by eae 1094) : which said bill and 1 
odeindh ties Pri pias cg 

Mr. BENNETT Ker kv. from t (‘on on I 
to which was ram rred ‘~ bill of 1 Lie ‘ H. R 
eranting an inerease of ] o Wil M. 3 ' | 
the same with amendment, accompat Lbva ’ 
which said bill and report w ed l ( 
endar. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the tt on 
which was referred the bill of 1 | Ee. ] 1 
ing an increase of pension to Amon M 
without amendment, accompanied by I" e Gs 
which said bill 1 1 t were re a u ( 
endar. 


Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, f the ¢ 


sions. to which was referred the bill | >) 
eranting an increase of pension to Jar ¢ ; 
the same with amendment 1 : 


| which said bill and report were reft 1 to the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13611) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Clough, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1098); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, froin the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13648) granting an increase of pension 
to Davis W. Hatch, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 10589) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 994) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Weston, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1100); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2415) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie I. Edgerton, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1101); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2879) granting an increase of pension to 
May J. Hoge, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1102); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 39386) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. MeGehee, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1103); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3307) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip W. Cornman, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
coinpanied by a report (No. 1104); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


> 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
referred, as follows: 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 14397) making appropriation for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907—to the Union 
Calendar. 

sy Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14398) 
to increase the number of one and two dollar bills in circula- 
tion—ito the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 14399) for the removal of 
the existing tariff on composing linotype machines and their 
parts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

xy Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 14400) for the prevention of 
accidents to operatives and employees of common carriers en- 


gaged in moving interstate trattic, and for other purposes—to | 


the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 14401) to establish a 


national military park at Fort Reno, D. C., and for other pur- | 


poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 14402) for the restoration 
of annuities to the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota (Senate) 
Sioux Indians declared forfeited by the act of February 16, 
1863—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


of soldiers and sailors living with their wives, and widows of 


soldiers and sailors who are dependent entirely upon their pen- 
sions for subsistence and who are compelled to ask for charity— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 14404) to establish a fish- 


hatching and fish station in the State of Wisconsin—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (H. R. 14405) to extend to certain 
publications the privileges of second-class mail matter as to ad- 
mission to the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14406) to amend 
section 22 of the act of February 4, 1887, entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” 
passes, tickets, or evidence thereof—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 14407) to amend section 3285 
of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act of May 28, 
1880—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14408) to amend section 3262 of the Re- 
vised Statutes as amended—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 





| ing the limit of cost of public building at Decatur, Ill. 





| additional copies of the reports of the governors of Arizo 
| New Mexice 
to prevent the issuance and use of free | 


| the fellowing titles were introduced and severally refer 
| follows : 


By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14409) to amend section 10 of 
the act of March 3, 1887, to provide for the bringing of sits 
against the Government of the United States—to the Commit io. 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 14410) to amend an act ap- 
proved August 3, 1894, entitled “An act concerning leases jy) {}\o 
Yellowstone National Park ”—to the Committee on the Puw))lic 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14411) providing a fund from which pay- 
ment may be made by the Secretary of the Interior for advyertjs- 
ing the restoration to the public domain of lands in forest yo. 
serves or lands temporarily withdrawn for forest-reserye ))jp- 
poses—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 14412) for the relief of cor. 
tain State militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14413) providing 
for erection of post-office building at East Liverpool, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14414) providing for extension to the 
post-office at Youngstown, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14415) authorizing the purchase of a site 
for a post-office building at Salem, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14416) authorizing the purchase of «4 site 
for a post-office building at Alliance, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14417) 
providing for a survey of Saluda River from Halfway Swamp 
to mouth of Hollow Creek—to the Committee on Rivers ani 
Harbors. 

sy Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14418) 
to establish two or more fish-cultural stations on Puget Sound— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14419) for the relief 
of the widows of Union soldiers, sailors, and marines —to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 14420) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Washington, N. C.—to the Comuit 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 14421) for 
survey and allotment of lands now embraced within the limit 
of the Fort Peck Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, 
and the sale and disposal of all surplus lands after allotment 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 14422) providing for 
an increased rate of pension on account of total and permanent 
helplessness and dependence—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 14423) to authorize the con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance of a telegraphic cable 
from Key West, Fla., to the United States naval station at 
Guantanamo, Cuba, and from thence to the Canal Zone, vii tlie 
Isthmus of Panama, and to Porto Rico, and to promote coi- 
merce—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 14507) relating 
to the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-(ilice 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 14508) permitting the 
building of dams across any or all of the branches of Rock 
River; also a dam across the cut-off between Vandruffs Island 


| and Carrs Island, at, near, or upon the lower rapids of [tock 
By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 14403) to increase pensions | 


River, in Rock Island County, Ill.—to the Committee on [iter 


| state and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 1450) for 
the survey of Core Creek, Craven County, N. C.—to the Commit 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. “== 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14510) i) i 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A resolution (H. Res. 263) pr 
for the printing of- additional copies of the reports of t! gov- 
ernors of Hawaii and Oklahoma—to the Committee on Prins. 


Also, a resolution (H. Res. 264) providing for the se ‘s 


otk 
Ling 


to the Committee on Printing. 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolut''s of 


ed as 


By Mr. BANKHBAD: A bill (H. R. 14424) granting 1" I 
crease of pension to Annie M. Walker—to the Cowuitice 
Invalid Pensions, 





1906. 





By Mr. BURGESS: A bili (H. R. 14425) granting an increase 
of pension to Rebert Henderson Griffin—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14426) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Menefee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14427) granting 
a pension to James W. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 14428) granting a pension to 
Mary Parke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASTOR: A bill (H. R. 14429) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick E. Schotter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY (by request) : A bill (H. R. 14430) granting 
a pension to Mary Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 14431) to grant an honorable 
discharge to Albreeht Nest, apothecary of the Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 14432) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Webster—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14433) to correct the military record of 
Columbia Spalding—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A Dill (H. R. 14434) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Murphy—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14435) granting an 
increase of pension to William Maddex—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 14486) granting a pension to Lillie A. 
saker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 14437) granting an increase of pension to 
Marquis M. De Burger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14488) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 14489) granting an increase 


of pension to John Klinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
si0ns, 





\lso, a bill (H. R. 14440) granting an increase of pension to 
George Badger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14441) granting an increase of pension to 
drew J. Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 14442) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ester M. Lowe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14448) granting a 
pension to John Messer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14444) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL R. 14445) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel McLaughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 14446) granting an increase of pension to 
Jules Canary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 14447) granting an increase of pension to 
m C. Webber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 14448) for 


A } 


Vi 


Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 14449) granting an increase 
~ nsion to James L. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 

Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 14450) granting a pension to 
Henry Allen—to the Comittee on Pensions. 

, a bill (BH. R. 14451) granting a pension to Edson M. 
yver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

), a bill (H. R. 14452) granting an increase of pension to 
J Hf. Chandley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

), a bill (H. R. 14453) for the relief of William H. Osen- 

burg—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

iy Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 14454) granting an increase 
ion to William A. Blossom—to the Committee on Invalid 


Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 14455) granting a pension 
latilda Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 14456) granting an in- 
e of pension to Martha Hoffman—to the Committee on 
lid Pensions. 

, a bill (H. R. 14457) for the relief of Thomas Wyman, 
stant light-house keeper—to the Committee on Interstate 
Foreign Commerce. 

‘y Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 14458) to remove the charge 
esertion from the military record of John H. Snyder and 
it him an honorable discharge—to the Comittee on Military 

Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 14459) granting a pension to 

rah EB. Lockard—to the Committee on Pensions. 


S 
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By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14460) granting a pension to 
Sabrina B. L. Abbott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 14461) granting a pension to Peter Bush— 
to the Committee an Pensions i 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14462) granting 
a pension to Martha Richardson—to the Committee 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A Dill (H. R. 14463) granting 
of pension to Joseph Johnson—to the Committee 
Pensions, 

3y Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 14464) for the 
relief of Wiley Corbett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 14465) granting a pension 
to Wesley Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14466) granting a pension to George Bax- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 14467) for the relief of Capt. 
George BE. Pickett, paymaster United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (HA. R. 14468) granting a pension to 
Martha E. Shafer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14469) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jacob W. Demoney and grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 14470) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William B. Brazelton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H.R. 14471) granting an increase of 
pension to Brison La Rue—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 14472) granting a pension to 
Thomas Cheek—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14473) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14474) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14475) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward M. Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14476) granting an increase of pension to 
Fleming Crump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14477) granting an increase of pension to 
averton R. Cramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14478) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias W. Routson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (ff. R. 14479) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Mills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14480) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14481) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Kraner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14482) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Walter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14483) granting an increase of pensi 
John W. Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14484) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ou Invalid 


an increase 
on Invalid 


m to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14485) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 


Also, a bill (H.R. 14486) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 14487) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14488) 
granting an increase of pension to Alex. Yakublelsky—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 14489) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Krieger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 
14490) granting an increase of pension to Martha A. Kenney—to 


the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14491) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Hyatt—to the Committee on Pensions. 


ty Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 14492) granting an increase of 
pension to Nicholas gonn—io the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 14493) 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Gentils—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14494) granting an increase of pension to 


Robert L. Pruyn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14495) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward C. Fitch—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 14496) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John F., Alsup—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14497) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Pumpelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: A bill (H. R. 14498) granting an in- 
crease of pension te Eliza Davidson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 14499) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rebecca D. Stewart—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 14500) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaretta E. Hutchins—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14501) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 14502) granting an increase 
of pension to John Dehrenberger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

$y Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 14503) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James P. Youngblood—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 14504) granting an increase of 
pension to Aaron P. Seeley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14505) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Clifton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 14506) granting an increase 
of pension to David L. MacKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 











PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of Local Union No. 237, 
of Portland, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Missionary Society of Old Orchard, 
Me., against liquor selling in all Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Alocoholie Liquor Traflic. 

Also, petition of the Masonic Token, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Annie M. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of McKees Rocks Division, 
No. 201, Order of Railway Conductors of America, supporting 
bills H. R. 9328 and 239—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, favoring bill 
S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of the Albion News, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Also, petition of Fellowship Lodge, No. 345, Brotherhood of | 


Railway Trainmen, favoring employees’ bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 168, of Cambridge Springs, Pa., 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURGESS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Thomas S. Menefee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert H. Griffin— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany bill for 


liability 
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relief of John K. Dalzell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Ewing—to | : 
' ‘ = the Committee on Ways and Means. 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William T. Stew- 
art—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 


approving bill S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine | 


and Tisheries. 

\lso, petition of Reade W. Bailey, relative to affairs in the 
Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the McKees Rocks Division, No. 201, Order of 
Railway Conductors of America, favoring bills H. R. 9328 and 
239—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of citizens of Maine, relative 
to affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

iy Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Capt. Charles 
V. Gridley Council, No. 413, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Amos Vaughan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Petition of James A. Jennings, | 
| 


| 


for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


| beth Jeremiah 
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By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Fran)|:- 
lin Cooley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Block 
Island; the Phillips Memorial Chureh, of Auburn; the Pirst 
Baptist Church of Block Island; pastors of all churches of 
Kingston; the North Congregational Church, of Providence, {}, 
First Baptist and First Methodist Episcopal churches of W),,-. 
wick; the Free Evangelical Congregational Church of Provi- 
dence; the Union Free Baptist Church, of East Greenwich: {)). 
Washington Park Methodist Episcopal Church, of Providence: 
the First Baptist Church of Hope Valley; the Baptist Churc) 
of Exeter; the First Baptist Church of East Greenwich: {he 
Second Baptist Church of Richmond ; the Ruggles Street Church, 
of Providence ; the Carnston Street Methodist Episcopal Chure), 
of Providence; the Baptist Church of Oak Lawn; the Warwick 
Central Free Baptist Church; the Park Street Free Baptist 
Church, of Providence; the Fourth Baptist Chureh of Provyi- 
dence; the Woman’s Christian Temperance unions of Central 
Falls, Exeter, Clarks Mills, Kingston, Auburn, Apponaug, Nevw- 
port, Hope Valley, Washington Park, and Cumberland, and of 
sundry citizens of Rhode Island, against the bill to repea) the 
canteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petitions of the Association of 
Commissioners of Agriculture of the Southern States; the Vet- 
erinary Medical Association of Cleveland, Ohio; the Interstate 
Association of Live-Stock Sanitary Boards, at Guthrie, Okla.; 
the North Carolina State Board of Agriculture, and the North 
Carolina State Farmers’ Convention, for an appropriation to 
exterminate the cattle tick—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocun 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Kenosha Chapier, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, for preservation of Ni- 
agara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Local Union No. 1033, of Mun- 
cie, Ind., Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Institute of Randolph County, 
Ind., for reciprocal commercial relations with other countries— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of George Dwiggins et al., relative to affairs in 
the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petitions of the Tribune, the Times. the 
“Times, of Clay Center, the Vindicator, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Mea 

By Mr. DALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Helen F. Hoff- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Orestes B. Wri 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Christina White— 


S. 
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| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Alexander Todd— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
sy Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of George J. Coleman et :!., 


Michigan, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcoho!—to 


By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Petition of Tonolowa) 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favorins re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Enterprise Council, Junior Order | ted 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigrati: to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Joseph W. Bedford, A. A. Martin, © n 
Randolph, and the New Dominion, against the tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee om Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: Petition of many citizens 0! 
York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of © 
Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. ; 

Also, petition of Eagle Spring Grange, No. 1510, for 1 | of 
revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on 
and Means. = 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for 1 ! 
Frances P. MeMurtrie—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

By Mr. DRESSER: Petition of the Pennsylvania 
Union, favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agri 

Also, petition of citizens of New York and vicinity, to! 
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heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the Commit- 
© on Claims. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of Beekman Grange, No. 941, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Barnhart Brothers & Spindler, 
of Chieago, for removal of restriction on Chinese immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union of Chicago, favor- 
ing bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of Columbus 
Grange, painters of Atlantic City, and Hammonton Grange, for 
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repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee | 


on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the National Board of Trade, 
favoring bill S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of MeKees Rocks Division, No. 201, Railway 
Conductors of America, for bills H. R. 9328 and 239—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of Local Union No. 534, Brother- | 


hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Ly Mr. GRONNA: Petition of J. E. Phelan, of North Dakota, 
against change of time in shipping live stock—to the Committee 

n Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petitions of W. H. Van Doran and A. 
N. Moulton, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Shipowners’ Association of 
the Pacifie Coast, asking abolition of the transport service—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

by Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of O. S. Hull, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the National Grange 
of Patrons of Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on dena- 
turized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of Aspetuck Valley Grange, of New Milford, 
Conn., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of New England Ophthalmological. Society, for 
| of revenue tax on denaturized alecohol—to the Committee 

Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of The Other Club, of Danbury, Conn., for a 
nal pure-food law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

by Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the shipowners 

Manasquan, N. J., for repeal of the compulsory pilotage law— 

to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

\lso, petition of Cranbury Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, for 

cal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 

\Vays and Means. 

by Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of many citizens of New 
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to the Committee 


for a forest reserve in the White Mountains 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Central Federated Union, 
favoring passage of bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Len J. Patterson, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of W. I. Marsh et al., of 


| Malaga, N. J., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol 
| to the Committee on Ways 2nd Means. 


By Mr. McKINLEY of Lllinois: Petition of locomotive engi- 
| neers of Mattoon, Ill., for the Gilbert anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Lake Seaman’s Union, urging 
passage of bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant 

Marine and Fisheries. 
| Also, petition of William F. Geary et al., against the tax on 
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of citizens of South Dakota, rel 
ative to the disposition of reservation lands for the benefit of 
actual settlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Theodore Hagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of Attica Council, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Z. T. Smith et al., for repeal of revenue tax 
on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the American Society for the 
| Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, agairst bill H. R. 47—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of J. H. Douglas Lodge, No. 222, 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Newcastle, Pa., relative 
to bill H. R. 239—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, Lodge 
No. 557, of Dubois, Pa., relative to bill H. I i—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Protestant clergymen of Wilkes-Barre, for 
Sunday as a rest day in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Strong Vincent Post, No. 67, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Erie, Pa., relative to bill H. R. 8989—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Protestant clergymen of Wilkes-Barre, I 
against Sunday banking in post-offices—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Norris City Lodge, No. 610, Brotherhood of 
Railway Trainmen, for bill H. R. 239—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accompany 
bili for relief of Martha A. Kenney, widow of Robert E. Ken 
ney—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General 
m disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 
by Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of citizens of Tennessee, against 
the duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
by Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Paper to accompany 
; for relief of Mrs. Peter Anderson—to the Committee on 
Var Claims. 


by Mr. JAMES: Petition of the Critic and the News, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


ns. 
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petition of the News-Democrat, against the tariff on | 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel Hyatt—to 
the Committee on Pesions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Petition of Omaha Lodge, No. 125, 

| Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, for bill H. R. 2830—to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Omaha Lodge, No. 125, Brotherhood of Loco 


type machines—to the Cammittee on Ways and Means. motive Firemen, for bill H. R. 9828—to the Committee on the 
by Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Shipowners’ Association of | Judiciary. 

Pacifie coast, favering bill H. R. 10090—to the Committee By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Richard Starr et al, for a 
Ways and Means. | reciprocal commercial treaty with Germany—to the Committee 
\lso, petition of the Shipowners’ Association of the Pacific | on Foreign Affairs. 

Coast, favoring abolition of the United States Army transport ty Mr. PUJO: Petition of the American Society for the Pre 
e—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | vention of Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the 
Mr. KELIHER: Petition of the American Society for | Committee on the Judiciary. 

Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47— | Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion Le 
lie Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, | for enforcement of the Chinese-exclusion act—to the Committee 

so, petition of the American Society for Prevention of | on Immigration and Naturalization. 

elty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the Committee | Also, petition of the Orleans Parish Medical Society, of No 
the Judiciary. | Orleans, for United States Government control of | mé3 
ity Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of 400 members of the Bap- | and interstate quarantine—to the Committee on Interstat 

Church of North Adams, Mass., and citizens of Greenfield, Foreign Commerce. 

_relative to affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the} Also, petition of the American Ass n of Masters 
nittee on Foreign Affairs. | Pilots of Steam Vessels, for improvement the merchant ma 
Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William | rine of the United States—to the Committee on the Merch: 


Luw—to the Committee on War Claims. 





iy Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Petition of women’s clubs, 


Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, petition of Union No. 985, Brotherhood of Painters, Deco 
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rators, and Paper Hangers of America, for repeal of revenue tax | 


on denaturized alecohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Union No. 985, Brotherhood of Painters, Deco- 
rators, and Paper Hangers of America, favoring restriction of 


immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- | 


tion. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Petersburg, IIl., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of John Hawkins—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 


for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Com- | 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. ROBER:SON of Louisiana: Petition of the St. 
Helena Echo and the Franklinton New Era, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Paper to accompany Dill 
for relief of heirs of Jennie Hunter—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of 380 firms and companies in 
New York City, favoring the metric system—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Central Federation Union of New York, for 
bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 


Also, petition of the legislative board of the Brotherhood of | 


Locomotive Engineers, for enforcement of the Chinese law—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
favoring passage of the shipping bill—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, relative to | 


Chinese exclusion—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

sy Mr. RYAN: Petition of the legislative committee of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, against the rate bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union of New York, 
favoring bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Aiso, petition of Buffalo Brotherhood, Lake Seamen’s Union, 
against abandonment of marine hospitals—to the Committee on 


the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of 350 citizens of Easton, 
Pa., relative to interstate nullification of State liquor laws—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of 350 citizens of Easton, Pa., against sale of 
liquor in Government buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic 


Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Co 1ittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of F. M. Brown et al., 
against amending the copyright law—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, petition of the Fireside Guard, against the tariff on | 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of Nittany Valley Lodge, Inde- 


pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of Hublersburg, Pa., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Caroline Nelson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of John R. Black and 10 other citizens of Michi- 
gan, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of White & White, against the tariff on lino- 
typ achines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of the National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
and J. B. Ager, of the Maryland State Grange, for repeal of 


revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Ry Mr. SMITH of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
of Hayden M. Prior—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of the American Society for 
the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 


relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the | 


Committee on Claims. 
Also, petition of B. A. Stevens & Co., of Toledo, Ohio, for 
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repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of the National Grange, 
| Patrons of Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Independent and the Enterprise, against 
| the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of citizens of New York, rel) 
tive to affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, ure 
ing investigation into affairs in the Kongo Free State—to ile 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of Catherine Ettinger, relative to 
fraud orders by the post-office—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of the Mississippi School 
Journal, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of citizens of Michigan, against re- 
establishment of the Army canteen—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 











SENATE. 


Frmway, February 9, 1906. 


Prayer by Rev. Utysses G. B. Prerce, of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
| The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on the request of Mr. GALLINGER, ani by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
PER DIEM EMPLOYEES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, recommending that the per 
diem employees of the Government on duty at Washington or 
elsewhere in the United States shall be allowed the first Mon- 
day in September of each year, designated as “ Labor Duy,’ as 
a holiday, and shall receive the same pay as on other days; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tra: 
| mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act 

of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set 
in the findings by the court relating to the vessel scliow 
| Active, Patrick Drummond, master; which, with the accom 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, an 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the con- 


clusions of fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 
1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the findines 
the court relative to the vessel brig Ruby, Luke Keefe, m rs 


which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Cv- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. \V. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Hous: d 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the « 
rence of the Senate: 

H. R. 431. An act to open for settlement 505,000 acres of 1 
in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indian reservati: in 
Oklahoma Territory ; 

H. R. 8970. An act authorizing the Commissioner of th 
eral Land Office to quitclaim the title conveyed to the | l 
States for land in forest reservations, under certain cond 

H.R. 10129. An act to amend section 5501 of the lk: d 
Statutes of the United States; 

H. R. 10697. An act providing for the issuance of patent ©) 
lands allotted to Indians under the Moses agreement of J' iy 
1883 ; 


H. R. 11783. An act for the establishment of town sit: l 
for the sale of lots within the common lands of the ty 
Comanche, and Apache Indians in Oklahoma; and 

H. R. 13103. An act making appropriations for the pa; tC 


of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
| year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


| The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Nat n al 
| Society of Colonial Dames of America, of Indianapolis, 12¢, 
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raving for the enactment of legislation to prevent the impend- | ment of one grade on retirement as is now allowed commissioned 
destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side by the | officers of like service; which was referred to the Committee on 
ersion of the waters for manufacturing purposes; which | Military Affairs. 


is referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the He also presented a petition of the Buffalo Branch of the 
Protection of Game. Lake Seamen’s Union, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enact 


" 
He also presented the petition of C. W. Post, a citizen of the | ment of legislation relating to the complement of crews of ves- 
ited States, praying for the expulsion from the United States | sels; which was referred to the Committee on Com 


iiCl 


nate of THomas C. PLATr, a Senator from the State of New| He also presented a petition of the State legislative board 
rk: which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and | of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Albany, N. Y.., 
Elections. and a petition of Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 


Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of the State legislative | Chautauqua County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of leg 
hoard of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Albany, | lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com 
\. Y.. remonstrating against the repeal of the present Chinese- | mission; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
exclusion law; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- | Commerce. 
gration. | Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens o 

He also presented a memorial of the State legislative board | Graham, N. C., praying for an investigation of the existing con 
of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Albany, N. Y., | ditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 


ul 


remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to enlarge | Committee on Foreign Relations. 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was He also presented petitions of Local Council No. 170, Junior 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. Order United American Mechanics, of Rockwell: of Local 


‘ir. LONG presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian | Council No. 79, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
‘omperance Union of Furley, Kans., praying for an investiga- | Rural Hall, and of Local Council No. 4, Junior Order United 


t of the charges made and filed against the Hon. Reep Smoor, | American Mechanics, of Altamahaw, all in the State of North 

ator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the | Carolina, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 

( wnittée on Privileges and Elections. iminigration; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- | gration. 

| nee unions of Arkansas City, Iola, Furley, Howard, Peru, | Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the City Front Federation 


| Walnut, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enact- | of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors | legislation relating to the complement of crews of yessels; 
ludian Territory when admitted to statehood; which were which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


red to lie on the table. He also presented a petition of the Central Federated Union 
lle also presented a petition of Kimball Bros., of Manhattan, | of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation relating 
K . and the petition of Arthur Capper, of Topeka, Kans., to the standard of men employed on steam vessels carrying pas 
ng for the enactment of legislation for the removal of the | sengers: which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
on linotype and composing machines; which were re-| Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Lumber Dealers’ 
1 to the Committee on Finance. | Association of Rhode Island, praying for the establishment of 
GALLINGER presented the petition of Charles A. Long, | national forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was 


xington, Okla., and a petition of the Wade-Branch Hard- | referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Company, of Shawnee, Okla., praying for the enactment | Protection of Game. 





° . se. e* . . : : | eas . ‘ or . : 
gislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the | He also presented a petition of the Current Topic rf 
‘itory when admitted to statebood; which were ordered to | Newport, R. I., praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure 


\lso presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ | He also presented a petition of the Medical Society of New- 
iation, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of | port, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation to promote 
sislation to increase the salaries of public school teachers in | the efficiency of the Medical Department of the Army; which 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee | was ordered to lie on the table. 
the Distriet of Columbia. 
\ir. GAMBLE presented the petition of A. B. Bean and sun- | 


| 

n the table. | food bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
! 
| 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


ther citizens of Bath, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
ition to remove the duty on alcohol used for industrial pur- | Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2070) to regulat 
; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. the practice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District 


. 


also presented the memorial of J. T. Hansen and other | of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it without amend 

; of Canton, S. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of | ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

-called “ parecels-post bill;” which was referred to the He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
( ittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. bill (S. 4169) to authorize the sale of certain real estate in the 

also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Aber- | District of Columbia belonging to the United States, reported it 

S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- | without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


‘1 the opening to settlement of the Indian reservation lands Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
west of the Missouri River, in that State; which was re- | bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 125) regulating the 

d to the Committee on Indian Affairs. retent on contracts with the District of Columbia, reported it 
ilso presented the petition of M. H. Beck and 84 other citi- | with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

of Utica and Lesterville, S. Dak., praying for the enact- Mr. GAMBLE. I am directed by the Committee on the District 





of legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- | of Columbia to move that Order of Business 397, being the bill 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on In- | (S. 69) regulating the retent on contracts with the District of 
te Commerce. Columbia, be indefinitely postponed. 
also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2102) The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered 
ting an inerease of pension to George W. Lucas; which was | Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
‘ed to the Committee on Pensions. whom was referred the bill (S. 3935) to authorize Indians on 
also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. | former Uintah Reservation to cut and sell cedar and pine timber 
‘) granting an increase of pension to George W. Flick; which | for posts and fuel, reported it without amendment, and sub 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. mitted a report thereon. 
DEPEW presented a memorial of the State legislative Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Albany, | referred the bill (S. 3983) to amend an act entitled “An act au 
Y., remonstrating against the repeal of the present Chinese- | thorizing the Kensington and Eastern Railroad Company to con 
‘sion law; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- | struct a bridge across the Calumet River,” approved February 
yn. 7, 1905, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

e also presented a memorial of the Buffalo Branch of the | thereon. 
ce Seamen’s Union of New York, remonstrating against the Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 

tment of legislation to abolish the United States marine | referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend 

itals; which was referred to the Committee an Naval Af- | ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

: A bill (S. 4015) to construct and place a new light-ship at the 
le also presented a petition of Chapin Post, No. 2, Department | entrance to Buzzards Bay, Massachusetts, to replace the one 
New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Buffalo, N. Y., | now known as the Hen and Chickens light-ship; and 
ying for the enactment of legislation giving to enlisted men A bill (S. 4016) for establishing a light-vessel off Nantucket 

i the Army upon their retirement the same privilege of advance- | Shoals, Massachusetts. 
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Mr. CRANE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 4014) to construct and place a light-ship 
near the eastern end of Hedge Fence shoal, at the entrance to 
Vineyard Sound, Massachusetts, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2446) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Devils Lake, in the State of North Dakota, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 4296) granting a pension 
to Jacob Ferber; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4297) to improve the public 
building at Wichita, Kans.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill (8. 4298) to amend section 4471 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, regulation of steam vessels ; 

A bill (S. 4299) to amend section 4421 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, inspection of steam vessels; and 

A bill (S. 4800) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, inspectors of hulls and boilers of steam 
vessels. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 4801) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Louisa Arnold; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 4802) to amend the provision in an act approved 
March 3, 1899, imposing a charge for tuition on nonresident 
pupils in the public schools of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 4803) making it a misdemeanor in the District of 
Columbia to abandon or willfully neglect to provide for the 
support and maintenance, by any person, of his wife, or of his 
or her minor children in destitute or necessitous circumstances ; 

A bill (S. 4804) to prevent the giving of false alarms of fire 
in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 4805) amendatory of an act entitled “An act to 
provide for payment of damages on account of changes of grade 
to construction of the Union Station, District of Columbia,” 
approved April 22, 1904. 

SCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4806) for the relief of the estate of James L. Geas- 
len, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 4807) for the relief of the heirs of Lydia A. Hock- 
ensmith, deceased. ; 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4808) granting a pension to Alvena Wiggins; and 

A bill (S. 4809) granting a pension to Adele Jeanette Hughes. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 4310) to set apart certain 
lands in the State of South Dakota as a public park, to be 
known as the Battle Mountain Sanitarium Park; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 4811) for the relief of the 
heirs of W. D. McDowall, deceased; which was read twice by 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (8S. 4312) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip F. Castleman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4813) ceding to the State 
of California certain vacant unappropriated public lands in 
Santa Cruz County, State of California; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4814) authorizing the Board of 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
to accept conveyance of property of the Veterans’ Home of Cali- 
fornia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4315) granting an in- 
of pension to Elizabeth A. Vose; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


aue 


Mr. 


its title, 


crease 
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Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4816) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William E. Anderson; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 4317) to provide for the 
payment of certain claims against the District of Columbia, in 
accordance with the act of Congress approved January 26, 1897, 
and as amended July 19, 1897; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 29) au- 
thorizing the selection of a site and the erection of a pedestal for 
the Stephenson Grand Army Memorial in Washington, D. ¢.- 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 





STATEHOOD BILL, 


Mr. FORAKER. I offer an amendment to the statehood pill, 
and ask that it be read and printed. 

The Secretary read the following amendment, which was or- 
dered to be printed: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Foraker to the bill of the 
House (H. R. 12707) entitled “An act to enable the people of Okla- 
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States; and to enable the people of New Mexico and of 
Arizona to form a constitution and State government and be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States. 
Amend by striking out section 23 of the bill and in lieu thereof in- 

sert the following: 

“Sec. 23. That within thirty days after the approval of this act the 
governors of the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, respectively, 
shall each by proclamation order a special election to be held on the 
twelfth Tuesday after the approval of this act. Said elections shall 
be conducted in all respects, including the qualifications and _ rezis- 
trations of voters, and the result ascertained and certified as near as 
practicable in accordance with the laws of said Territories, respectively, 
governing the election of a delegate in Congress. ‘The sole question to 
be submitted to the electors of each of said Territories at such special 
election shall be stated on the ballot in substance and form as follows: 

“*Shall Arizona and New Mexico be united to form one State’ 


| Yes. 


“ Electors desiring to answer in the affirmative shall place a cross mark 
in the square to the left of the word “ Yes,” and those desiring to 
answer in the negative shall place a cross mark in the square to the 
left of the word “ No,” in the form above prescribed. The governors of 
the respective Territories shall certify and transmit as soon as may 
be practicable the results of said election, each to the other and likewise 
to the Secretary of the Interior, and if it appears from the returns thus 
certified that a a of the electors in each of said Territories who 
voted at such special election voted in favor of the union of New Mex- 
ico and Arizona as one State, then, and not otherwise, the inhabitants 
of that part of the area of the United States now constituting the Ter- 
ritories of Arizona and New Mexico as at present described may be- 
come the State of Arizona as hereinafter provided; but if in either of 
said Territories a majority of the electors voting at such special elec- 
tion shall appear by such certified returns to have voted against the 
union of said Territories, then, and in that event, this section and all 
succeeding sections of this act shall thereafter be null and void and of 
no effect, excepting that the appropriation made in section 41 hereof 
shall be and remain available for defraying all and every kind and 
eharacter of expense incident to the special elections provided for in 
this section.” 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. Burrows, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be author- 
ized to have printed the hearings had before the committee. 


THE PHILIPPINE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. Lopar, it was 


Ordered, That 250 copies of the bill (H. R. 3) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act teapereniie to provide revenue for the Philippine Is!ands, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 8, 1902, be printed for the use 
of the Senate document room. 


CALIFORNIA STATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the bill (8. 2184) entitled “A bill to refer to the Court 
of Claims the State war claims of the State of California,” tox re 
with all the papers that relate thereto, be, and the same are |i 





No.’ 








referred to the Court of Claims in pursuance of the provisions « n 
act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits agains! ‘1c 
Government of the United States,’ approved March 3, 1887; and the 


said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with th 
visions of such act and report to the Senate in accordance therew 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their t''es, 


and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs : 
H. R. 431. An act to open for settlement 505,000 acres 


land in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indian reseryvatuls, 
in Oklahoma Territory ; 

H. R. 10697. An act providing for the issuance of paterits ‘or 
land allotted to Indians under the Moses agreement of J| F 


1883; and 

H. R. 11783. An act for the establishment of town sites 1 
for the sale of Jots within common lands of the Kiowa, Coman«.'’, 
and Apache Indians in Oklahoma. 
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H.R. 8970. An act authorizing the Commissioner of the The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 8, to insert: 
General Land Office to quitclaim the title conveyed to the Fuel, lights, and water for public buildings: For an additional 
t'nited States for land in forest reservations under certain eon- | amount required for “ Fuel, lights, and water for public ldings,” to 


ditions was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- Sota see buildings under the control of the Trea 
» on Publie Lands. TY : a 
: ‘ ~ ; 1e amendment was agreed to. 
H.R. 10129. An act to amend section 5501 of the Revised na n : 7 t emendan Se an . ae 9. after line 1¢ ee 
Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title, and ee ona ay SES CRS I, te Baers 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. QUARANTINE STATIO? 


I. R. 13103. An act making appropriations for the payment of | 6 ere the sundry = Seprepeinticn act for the fisea 
anal ¢ 3] : Tni ce Sane] | Year 1004, for the quarantine station at onolulu, Hawaii, is hereby 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal | joended by decreasing the appropriation for construction of a W 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes, was read | from $55,000 to $50,000, and increasing the appropriation f a 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. Ee a follows : orient enauanareebepnatpaealiamaapte 
; read as Tolows: 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. | “For eonstruction of wharf at United States quarantine stati 
, x xe sw i Honolulu, Hawaii, $50,000; for a runway to connect wharf with ft 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further concurrent | island, $15,000; for retaining wall around the island, $10,000; 1 
or other resolutions, the morning business is closed. | Cr. ao. wo, Ween same shall he expended in 
: a as aad Te le SpRematics such manner and under such plans as will complete in every det 
s pana? I eee ee ee eee 2 | each and every object mentioned in this paragrap! 
at this = he : y Ss 2 *y appro- mM ; 
i i an eS what IS Known as the ~ urgen eficiency appro The amendment was agreed to. 
] it10 yi, 


: cl . ‘ ‘ P The next amendment was,.on page 10, after line 8, to insert: 
(here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the For tt ' ti fo a Isl i at a aca 
> -AleE > sidar , 929 alrin« oO ne reclamation o Juarantine Island, ynolulu, Hawaii, from 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12520) making the materials now being dredged from the harbor of Honolulu, to be 
propriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropria- | expended nuder the direction of the Secretary of War and the supervl 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for prior | sion of the Chief of Engineers, $20,000. 
years, and for other purposes; which had been reported from | The amendment was agreed to. 


the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Publie build- 
Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill may be | ings,” on page 11, after line 13, to insert: 
dispensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the | _ Credit in the accounts of Thomas J. Hobbs 





. disbursing clerk: That 
‘ ndments of the Committee on Appropriations be first con- — ae officers - the pemaeey ee, su they are hereby, directed 
j roa] as > « ace ; ; ; } to credit in 1¢ accounts of Thomas J. obbs disbursing clerk f the 
sidered as they are reached in the reading of the bill. | Treasury Department, the sum of $21 standing against him 


rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? | books of the Treasury under the appropriation “ 


on 


> . LSU to Repairs and preserva 
The Chair hears none, and that order is made. tion of public buildings, 1905. 
he Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- The amendment was agreed to. 


ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under | The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 20, to insert: 

the head of “ Department of State,” on page 1, after line 8, to That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby 

insert: pa ong Aa credit in the accounts of Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk 
a omen of the Treasury Department, the sum of $600 standing against him ot 
FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. the books of the Treasury under the “appropriation - Repairs and 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriation “ Contingent expenses, for- | preservation of public buildings, 1905.” 

eign missions,” for the fiscal year 1906, ineluding all objects mentioned The amendment was agreed to 

under this title of appropriation in the diplomatic and consular appro- - ss 





priation act for the fiscal year 1906, $30,000. The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 2, to insert: 
The amendment was agreed to. That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, 


; directed to credit in the accounts of Thomas J. Hobbs i sine 
rhe next amendment was, on page 2, line 18, before the word | cierk of the Treasury Department, the sum of $875 aaiiar eae 


* cents,” to strike out “ five hundred and twelve dollars and fifty- | him on the books of the Treasury under the appropriation 


; sas eax 2 “ Heating 
eight” and insert “one thousand and thirty-three dollars and | #PParatus for public buildings, 1905. 


thirty-three ;” so as to make the clause read : The amendment was agreed to. 
\ . ‘ re ‘ > « - : 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 9, to insert: 
on account of the apuepeaticn “ Bringing home criminals,” for the That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby 
fiscal year 1905, $1,033.33. directed to credit in the accounts of Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk 


The amendment was agreed to. of the Treasury Department, the sum of $1,454 standing against him 


mn . . on the books of the Treasury, under the appropriatix “Repairs an 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 23, to insert: preservation of public vaihdlaes, 1905.7 wETopetation " Repairs and 


To supply a deficiency » the Se. Sas oy emer The amendment was agreed to. 

i States consulates,” for the fiscal year 1906, including all objects saa “ 2: 1 om ‘ 
mentioned under this title of appropriation in the diplomatic and con- The next amendment van under the head of “The Isthmian 
sular appropriation act for the fiseal year 1906, $40,000. Canal,” on page 19, after line 22, to insert: 

The amendment was agreed to. _ To be used as an advance to the Panama Railroad Company to | 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 4, to insert: for the reequipment of that company, $650,000. 
Payment to Germany: To pay to Germany the moiety of the United The amendment was agreed to. a 
States of $40,000, in full settlement of the German claims for losses The reading was continued to line 7, on page 20. 
incurred in connection with the disturbances in Samoa in 1899, under Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I do not like to have the 
t convention between the United States, Germany, and Great Britain ; 


rial ‘ ae inet va "ar ‘ co rar ithon . no 
of November 7, 899, as set forth in Senate Document No. 85 of the | PFOv'sion that has just been read — d over without some ob- 
pl it session, $20,000. jection, and perhaps a motion to strike it out. Whether that 
The amendment was agreed to. should be done at this time or not I should like to inquire? 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 9, to insert: Mr. GALLINGER. The committee amendments are hrst 








in 
Payment to Denmark: To pay to Denmark the moiety of the United | order, I will suggest. ; . 
‘ ‘'s of $1,520, in full settlement of the Danish claims for losses in- | Mr. HALE. The committee amendments are first in order. 
( ! in connection with the disturbances in Samoa in 1899, under Mr. PATTERSON. At least for the purpose of presenting 
of N vesbex %, SOnD: aie ont Sort in Senate Document No. 160 of the | the matter I wish to bring to the attention of the Senate, I will 
present session, $760. move to strike out the last paragraph read. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. HALE. The Senator from Colorado will have an oppor- 
The next amendment was, under the head of “ Treasury De- | tunity after the conmnittee amendments have been considered, 
‘tment,” on page 4, after line 20, to insert: | as to any part of the bill, to move to strike out or to amend. 
» enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Cora B. Thomas her Mr. PATTERSON. Then I will defer it. 


salary as a clerk of class 3 in the Treasury Department for the fiscal The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 7, to insert: 
Y 1906, at the rate of $1,600 per annum, deducting therefrom any Payment to Lieut. Col. William M. Black: For payment to Li 

paid her during said year as a clerk in said Department, $400, | eo}. William M. Black, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 50 

or so much thereof as may be necessary; and the Secretary of the per cent additional compensation to pay proper, for s es re adored 

reasury is hereby authorized to continue her name on the rolls of . _* 








(Department with pay at the rate of $1,600 per annum after the | (Oy ae i or oe cimg ‘an equalization of na em 
close of the fiscal year 1906 for the period of five years. to that paid other officers detailed with the Commission, and in pur- 
the amendment was agreed to. suance of the understanding at the time when the assignment to duty 
rhe next amendment was, on page 7, line 7, before the word | With the Commission was tendered and accepted, $1,255.52 
“thousand,” te strike out “ninety-one” and insert “seventy- The amendment was agreed to. 
nine;” so as to make the clause read: The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 19, to insert: 


ment to Lieut M: 


Furniture and repairs of furniture: For an additional amount re- Payment to Lieut. Mark Brooke: ¥or pay tL , Mark 
quired for “Furniture and repairs of same for public buildings,” to | Brooke, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 50 per cent addl- 
equip United States buildings which have not been included in’ any | tional compensation to pay proper, for services rendered to the Ist 


previous estimate submi B r 7 . mian Canal Commission in the Isthmus of Panama from April 9, 1903, 
oe a eo to March 21, 1904, being an equalization of pay similar to that paid other 
officers detailed with the Commission, and in pursuance of the under- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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standing at the time 
was tendered and accepted, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “ National Home 


when the assignment to duty with the Commission 
$573.98. 


for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,” 
sert: 

At the Eastern Branch at Togus, Me.: For repairs, including the 
same objects specified under this head for the Central Branch in the 
sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 1906, $15,550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Navy Depart- 
ment,” page 23, line 21, after the word “ Provided,” to strike 
out: 


on page 21, after line 8, to in- 


That the medals herein authorized shall be delivered at the place of 
residence of the person entitled to the same. 


And insert: 

That the medals herein authorized shall be transmitted to the person 
entitled to the same at the place where he is located at the time of 
presenting the same; 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the medals herein authorized shall be transmitted to 
the person entitled to the same at the place where he is located at the 
time of presenting the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Naval Estab- 
lishment,” on page 24, after line 1, to insert: 

PAY OF THE NAVY. 

Pay, miscellaneous: To pay amcunts found due by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation ‘ Pay, miscel- 
laneous,” for the fiscal year 1905, $6,478.57. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 7, to insert: 


BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 
Naval War College, Rhode Island, buildings: The unexpended bal- 
ance of the appropriation of $6,500 for altering the building formerly 


belonging to training station and fitting the same for occupancy by 
officers of the Naval War College, Rhode Island, made by the naval 


appropriation act for the fiscal year 1905, and the unexpended balance 
ot the appropriation of $2,000 for furniture for officers’ quarters in 
building No. 10, formerly belonging to training station, made by the 
naval appropriation act for the fiscal year 1906, are hereby reappro- 
priated and made available for making necessary repairs and alterations 
to the buildings of the Naval War College at Newport, R. I. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Interior Depart- 
ment,” on page 27, after line 17, to insert: 

Heating, lighting, and power plant: The limit of cost of the heating, 
lighting, and power plant, authorized and provided for under the sundry 
civil act approved April 28, 1904, is hereby extended so that when said 
plant shall have been completed and of sufficient size and capacity to 
furnish heat, light, and power for the office building, House of Repre- 
sentatives, the Capitol building, the Congressional Library building, the 


office building, United States Senate, and for such other buildings as 
may hereafter be erected on grounds adjacent to the Capitol grounds 
at the east of the Capitol building and facing the same, the total ex- 
penditure shall not exceed $1,393,000; and contracts for any part or 


the whole of the work herein provided for under said extended limit of 
cost are authorized to be entered into by the Superintendent of the 
Capitol Building and Grounds, under the terms of the act aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 9, to insert: 

Subway system: For the construction of a subway system to con- 
nect the office building of the United States Senate with the Capitol 
building an expenditure not to exceed $168,500 is hereby authorized : 
and contracts for said subway system are authorized to be entered into 
within said sum by the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and 
Grounds subject to appropriations to be hereafter made by Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 7, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert: 


One-half of this amount to be paid from the revenues of the District 
of Columbia and one-half from any money in the Treasury not other- 
ise appropriated ; 

So as to make the clause read: 

For the maintenance and tuition of colored deaf-mutes of teachable 
se belonging to the District of Columbia in the Maryland School for 
Colored Deaf-Mutes, as authorized by an act of Congress approved 
March 3%, 1905, $4,500, one-half of this amount to be paid from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half from any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the subhead “ Indian affairs,” 
on page 32, after line 8, to insert: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
pay John H. Roberts the sum of $843.60, being the amount disallowed 
by the Auditor for the Interior Department on his claim for net beef 
furnished the Flandreau Indian School under his contract during the 
fourth quarter, 1904, being for the fiscal year 1904. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 5, to insert: 


To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the completion of the 


work heretofore required by law to be done by the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes, including all objects mentioned under this title 
of appropriation in the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 
1906, being the amount required to complete the unfinished work de- 





volving upon the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes within saiq 
fiscal year, $75,000, said ty ren to be disbursed under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Justice,” on page 36, after line 3, to insert: 

For miscellaneous expenditures, including telegraphing, fuel, lights. 
foreign postage, labor, repairs of buildings, care of grounds, books of 
reference, periodicals, and other necessaries, directly ordered by the 
Attorney-General, $2,615. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Post-Office De- 
partment,” on page 42, after line 15, to insert: 


For the purchase of a draft horse for use in hauling supplies 
tween the Post-Office Department and outlying offices, $200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. At this point I offer a committee amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 42, after line 18, insert: 

For temporary clerk hire, $60,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Out of the 
postal revenues,” on page 42, after line 24, to insert: 

For blanks, blank books, printed and engraved matter, binding, and 
carbon paper for the money-order service, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 2, to insert: 


To reimburse the postmasters at Tonopah and Goldfield, Ney.. 
expenditures for clerk hire, rent, fuel, light, and miscellaneous item 
in excess of the authorized allowances during the current fiscal year, 
and for necessary expenses during the remainder of the fiscal year, 
$5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 7, to insert: 

For the relief of J. J. Cole, acting postmaster at Nome, Alaska, fiscal 
year 1903, $63.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 10, to insert: 

For the relief of Frank W. Swanton, postmaster at Nome, Alaska, 
fiscal year 1903, $188.63. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Department of 
Agriculture,” on page 43, after line 15, after the word “ Indus 
try,” to strike out: 

To meet the demands for more meat inspection and for mici: 
inspection of pork, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary 

And insert: 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriation ‘General expe: 
Bureau of Animal Industry,” including each and every object author- 
ized by law and specified in the appropriation of $1,431,520 under s 
title in the “Act making appropriations for the Department of Agri 
culture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906,” approved Marc! 
1905, $135,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary ; 

So as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Animal Industry: To supply a deficiency in the a 
priation “ General expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Legislative,” 
on page 45, after line 3, to insert: 

SENAT?. 

To pay to the widow of the Hon. William B. Bate, late a Se: 
from the State of Tennessee, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 7, to ins 

To pay to the widow of the Hon. Orville H. Platt, late a S 
from the State of Connecticut, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 10, to 

To pay to the widow of the Hon. John H. Mitchell, late a S 
from the State of Oregon, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 13, to in: 


The Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized and direct ) 
pay to William B. C. Brown, clerk to the Hon. WILLIAM Wa 
of Missouri, from April 1, 1905, to December 3, 1905; and to | 
B. Carroll, clerk to the Hon. James B. Frazier, of Tennessee 
March 22, 1905,-to December 5, 1905; and to John B. Kelley, 
to the Hon. FRANK B. BRaNDEGER, of Connecticut, from May 10, 
to December 5, 1905, for clerical services rendered, from the 
priation for salaries of officers, clerks, messengers, and others i 
service of the Senate for the fiscal years 1905 and 1906. 

The amendment was agreed to. [ 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 3, to in 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 5, to insc! 

For purchase of furniture, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 7, to insert: 
To pay H. C. Adams for expert work done for the Committee on 
I state Commerce of the Senate in compiling a digest of the hear- 
il on the regulation of railway rates and for compiling certain ap- 
pendices to the hearings under the direction of said committee, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 13, to insert: 

lo pay for extra services rendered to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce of the Senate during the consideration of the hearings on 
the regulation of railway rates from the adjournment of the Senate, 

iarch 4, 1905, during and subsequent to the special meetings of the 
committee, as authorized by Senate resolution No. 288, as follows: 

To Colin H. Livingstone, $1,500; BE. H. MceDermot, $750; John W. 
Fenton, jr., $500; William H. Gaskin, $250; W. A. Smith, $300; Peter 
Riley, $200; John R. Williams, $200; Beverly Hudnell, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 2, to insert: 

To pay B. C, Goodwin for expenses incurred and for services in pre- 
paring an analytical index to the testimony taken before said commit- 
tee, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ametidment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 47, after line 5, insert: 

To pay Charles G. Phelps for extra services as clerk of the select 
committee appointed to consider the message of the House of Repre- 
sentatives relating to the impeachment of Charles Swayne, $450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Judgments, 
Court of Claims,” on page 49, line 4, after the word “ seven,” to 
insert : 

And Senate Documents Nos. 166 and 185. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For the payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, 


reported to Congress at its present session in House Document No. 
807 and Senate Documents Nos. 166 and 185, namely. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 6, to insert: 

Under the Treasury Department, $21,836.36. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 49, line 9, after the word 
“ Department,” to strike out “sixty-five thousand and forty- 
six dollars and sixty-three cents” and insert “ eighty-two thou- 
sand four hundred and eighty-three dollars and twenty-eight 
cents;” so as to make the clause read: 
Under the War Department, $82,483.28. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 49, line 16, after the word 


e! 


“Department,” to strike out “ eighty-nine thousand one hundred 
al ineteen dollars and seventy-nine cents” and insert “ one 
hundred thousand six hundred and twenty-nine dollars and 
thirty-three cents;” so as to make the clause read: 

Under the Post-Office Department, $100,629.33. 


Che amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 19, to insert: 
Under the Department of Commerce and Labor, $685.60. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 13, to insert: 
Under the Department of the Interior, $1,340.65. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 49, line 23, to increase the 
t appropriation for the payment of the judgments rendered 
by the Court of Claims reported to Congress at its present 
Session, ete., from $842,616.44 to $895,425.24. 
e amendment was agreed to. 
e hext amendment was, under the head of “ Judgments in 
1 depredation claims,” on page 50, line 7, after the word 
\y-three,” to insert “and Senate Document Numbered One 
ed and ninety-two; ” and in line 9, after the word “ninety- 
to strike out “ten thousand three hundred and forty-two 
and insert “forty-one thousand two hundred and ten 
( 3;” so as to read: 


payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian 

tion cases, certified to Congress at its present session in House 
nt No. 53 and Senate Document No. 192, $41,210; said judg- 
to be paid after the deductions required to be made under the 
I ns of section 6 of the act approved March 3, 1891, etc. 


‘amendment was agreed to. 
ie hext amendment was, under the head of “Awards Span- 
(reaty Claims Commission,” on page 51, line 11, before the 
rd “ Document,” to insert “ House;” in the same line, after 
vord “ seventy-six,” to insert “and Senate Documents Nos. 
v7, and 186;” and in line 15, before the word “ hundred,” 
strike out “thirty-three thousand eight” and insert “ sixty- 
» thousand seven;” so as to read: 


' pay the awards made by the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission 
the provisions of the act of March 2, 1901, certified to Congress 
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in House Document No. 276 and Senate 
186 of the present session, $63,740, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 51, line 15, af 
* dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 


Docum 


ents 


Provided, That before any payment shall be made on the foregoing 
awards, the said Commission shall fix and determine, after full hearin 
the amount that shall be deemed reasonable and t to be paid to tl 
attorneys. for claimants in each case and shall so certify to the Se 
tary of the Treasury; and hereafter allowances to attorneys f 
ants for prosecuting said claims shall be regulated and 
Commission at the time of making awards, after full hearing, and en 
tered of record as part of the findings thereof, and may j 
to such attorneys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYB. Will the Senator allow me to offer an 
ment, which will not take more than a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in on page 10, after line 18. I wish to say that the 
amendment is clearly subject to a point of order, but I hope ! 
Senator will make it, for the reason that it abolishes 


amend 


5 


an office 


which is now entirely useless and saves $3,500 a year. ‘The 
Secretary of the Treasury asked me to offer the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SecrEeTary. On page 10, at the end of line 18, under the 
head of “ Revenue-Cutter Service,” it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the office of captain of engineers for the Revenue 
Cutter Service of the United States is hereby abolished from 
of the death of the incumbent thereof, and that on and after the pa 
sage of this act the President may select and appoint, by and with t 
advice and consent of the Senate, a chief engineer of said service, 
has served not less than three years in that grade, as engines 
chief of the Revenune-Cutter Service: And provided furt/ rhat t 
engineer in chief thus appointed shall thereafter receive the rank, pa 
and allowances that are now or may hereafter be prescribed for a cap 
tain of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
to explain that amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. The office was created originally 
Collins, who died about a week a 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. FRYE. And the office is entirely unnecess: 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought it was a provision for a ice, 

Mr. FRYE. No: not for a new office. It simply calls the 
officer in charge engineer in chief, so that he shall be at the head, 
but he is still in the employment of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a promotion? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. The law now provides that 
ceive the pay of a captain. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which he now receives? 

Mr. FRYE. Which he now receives. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not change the law? 

Mr. FRYE. It does not change the statutes 
indicated in the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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or Captain 
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new or 
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he Snail re- 


at all, except 


Mr. FRYE. I ask in this connection that the letter from tl 
Secretary of the Treasury, which I now send to the desk, m 


be printed in the Recorp. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be so ordered. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTM 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETA 
Washington, Februa 


In the absence of objection 


Hon. WILLIAM P, Frye, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United State 
My Dear Senator: I herewith you a proposed ar i t 
which I would be pleased to have you offer to the urgent def I 
| now awaiting the action of the Senate. 
} The office of captain of engineers in the Revenue-Cu r 
| as you know, created for the late Capt. John W. ‘| 3, W 
has held that position since its organization. 

As under the law one officer can not hold bot pos 
engineer in chief and captain of engineers, and as ther I 
duties to be performed by the latter, this office should, the { 
of good administration, be abolished. In my last annual 
recommended that upon the event of a vacancy in either of tl 
mentioned positions, one of them should lapse, as there is no 
for two heads to the engineer corps, and 
seriously complicate matters 

The abolition of this office will result 
salary, amounting to $3,500 per annum. 

I have also included in the proposed amendment a clause a 
the President to appoint a chief engineer as engineer in cl 
office will consistently take the place of the two pos 


inclose 


as such a condition w 


in 


a& savin ol a capt 


ized by law. This involves no additional expense, as it is 
that the present engineer in chief shall receive the rank 
captain. 

Very truly, yours, L. M..Suaw, Secret 


Mr. PATTERSON. I move to strike out the para 
graph at the top of page 20, which I ask the Secretary to read. 


entire first 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

rhe Secretary. At the top of page 20 it is proposed to strike 
out the following paragraph: 

The provisions of the act entitled “An act relating to the limitations 
of the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon 
tae public works of the United States and of the District of Columbia,” 
approved August 1, 1892, shall not apply to alien laborers employed in 
the construction of the isthmian canal within the Canal Zone. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the purpose of the para- 
graph I have moved to strike out is to allow the employment 
and the service of all laborers and mechanics who are aliens in 
the construction of the isthmian canal within the Canal Zone 
without any limitation whatsoever as to the hours of labor. 
If we were entirely indifferent to the physical well-being of 
the tens of thousands of alien laborers who are likely to be 
employed in the construction of the isthmian canal, we ought 
not to be unmindful of the welfare of American laborers and 
mechanics. 

This provision, Mr. President, will allow either the United 
States or contractors for the whole or any part of the isthmian 
canal to require ten, twelve, or even longer hours of labor from 
those who may be put upon the actual construction of the work. 

But an equally objectionable feature is that its result must 
be to exclude altogether from employment in the construction 
of the work American laborers and American mechanics, be- 
cause it is not unfair to suppose that if Government officers, or 
those who later on may secure contracts for the construction 
of the canal, may employ laborers without any limitation what- 
ever as to the hours of labor, they will not employ labor that, 
under the law of the United States, can not work more than 
eight hours in any one calendar day. 

It will hardly do to say, Mr. President, that a great deal of 
valuable labor may not be secured within the United States. 
I know one of the objections urged against this proposition is 
the intense heat and the other adverse conditions to labor in 
the Canal Zone; but, I take it, that after the United States 
has improved the sanitary conditions of that region, as it will 
after the expenditure of the very great sums of money that 
have been and will be appropriated for the improvement of 
sanitation, it will be made quite habitable and not a very dan- 
gerous place for labor secured in the United States. The labor- 
ers and mechanics are liable to include a very great number— 
not the ordinary digger of the soil, whether in the use of ma- 
chinery or the spade and the pick, but the skilled laborer. If 
this law goes into effect, it means that if labor can be em- 
ployed—I now mean skilled labor, labor that must be skilled—if 
it can be employed in Great Britain, Germany, or France, or 
any of the countries contiguous to the Panama Zone, since the 
hours of labor are unlimited, it is quite unlikely that that char- 
acter of labor, or any of it, will be brought from the United 
States. 

Then, again, we have a very large population in the Southern 
States, and even in the Northern States, who are peculiarly 
adapted to work in the Zone under favorable sanitary con- 
ditions. The colored men of the country, whether they live 
in the South or in the North, are quite qualified, with proper 
surroundings, to do a splendid day’s work, to maintain good 
health, and thereby secure fair wages if these obstacles are not 
put in their way. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
right there? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that under the condi- 
tions that exist in Panama it is probable or possible that any 
inducement can be offered that will lead colored men, either at 


from Colorado 


the South or at the North, to go there to get labor? 

Mir. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if the law fixing the hours 
of labor upon all public works of the United States at eight 
hours is enforced and the conditions of the Panama Zone are 
improved, as it is boasted that they are improved, and if men 


are worked as ordinary civilized human beings ought to work, 
I can see no reason why a very large number of the colored 
people of the country might not go to the Panama Zone and 
engage in labor. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say this—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. In just a moment. Then, again, Mr. 
President, when it comes to mechanics an entirely different 
proposition exists—I do not mean as to the physical well-being 
or surroundings—but if fair wages are paid and the hours of 
labor are limited to eight, as they are upon the public works in 
this country, I can not but believe that there are hundreds, nay 


’ 


thousands, of American mechanics who will be very glad to 
receive employment on the canal. 
The Senator referred to colored people going to 


Mr. HALE. 
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Panama. There has been.an effort to get some of them, but 
none of them will stir from his present condition. Of course, 
under the present provision as reported from the committee. jf 
they want to go they can go. The provision only applies to alien 
labor, but if “alien” should be stricken out—and some other 
Senator may propose that—then you can not get the colored 
man at the North or at the South to stir an inch from his pl:ce 
in the direction of Panama. But the provision which the Sena- 
tor has moved to strike out only applies to alien labor. It does 
not prevent colored laborers and colored mechanics from going 
down there; it does not apply to a single person in the United 
States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is quite true, Mr. President, but 
those who are interested in matters of that kind realize that the 
necessary effect of this amendment will be to exclude Ameri¢an 
mechanics and American laborers, for under the law the service 
or employment of an American mechanic or laborer, whatever 
his color, can not be for a greater length of time than eight hours 
in each calendar day, and the proposition is that when the 
Government or the contractor may employ labor that is alien, 
whether that labor shall be that of laborers or mechanics, for 
any number of hours in a calendar day, they are quite unlikely 
to employ labor that must be limited to eight hours, and in 4jj 
human probability, Mr. President, the result will be to bring 
down the wage. By reason of the Government going to for 
countries altogether—it may be to China or elsewhere 
ever the quality or cheapness of the labor may be, the work 
will be done by exceedingly cheap labor. 

It is not a good example to set in this country when the effort 
is being constantly made to improve the status of the laboring 
man, whether the ordinary laborer or mechanic, for the United 
States to exclude its own labor in that great work and go into 
the markets of the world to bring there the very cheapest labor 
it can find if that labor will be adapted to that character of 
work. One would almost conclude, under the conditions tliat 
are likely to exist, that the United States, mindful of the 
physical well-being of its own people, is entirely indifferent to ¢! 
physical well-being of the people of other countries whoin it 
takes into its employment. 

In other words, if we get American labor we will use them 
like human beings. If alien labor is employed we will drive it 
to the limit of physical endurance, and that is likely to be the 
-ase, Mr. President, if, as is very seriously proposed, the dig- 
ging of the canal is let out to contractors, because then the bis 
for the construction of the work will be taken without any 
regulation whatever as to the length of time the laborers or 
mechanics are to be employed or the manner in which they shall 
be treated in many other respects. 

Therefore, I take it it is a great deal better, from the moral 
aspect and the moral side of the question, as well as having in 
mind the right of American laborers and American mechanics 
to enter into the employment of the Government wherever tit 








en 
whot- 
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| labor may be needed at the rates paid by the Government, at tlie 


number of hours to which labor is limited, and with such ot! 
regulations as the humanity and the good judgment of tlie 
Government may see fit to impose, that the Senate should strike 
out the matter embraced in my motion. 

My motion is based upon the proposition that the Governine! 
of the United States can not afford to show itself thus unin 
ful of the physical well-being of any human being, from w)iat- 
ever clime or country he may come, nor ean the United Stites 
afford to enter upon a policy of excluding, not directly but ind'- 
rectly, its own citizenship from employment on as great a work 
as this is. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to inquire of the Chair for 
information what is exactly the motion of the Senator trom 
Colorado? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Colorado is to strike out the first paragraph at the top ol 


page 20, being the first seven lines. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, let the Secretary read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the ‘a- 
graph proposed to be stricken out. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out the paras 
at top of page 20, as follows: 

The provisions of the act entitled “An act relating to the : 
tions of the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics em q 
upon the public’ works of the United States and of the Dist 
Columbia,” approved August 1, 1892, shall not apply to alien | 3 
employed in the construction of the isthmian canal within, the 
Zone. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, only a word, and then I she 
glad to yield to the Senator from Alabama. . 

Mr. President, I think it is the opinion of everybod) 0 
has been interested in this great work and has examined 
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its conditions that it can not be done and must end in failure 
ess the ordinary labor, the digging, the work of trans- 
rtation by day laborers is done not by our people, not by 
our laborers, not by anybody here, black or white, but by alien 
or brought to the Isthmus from certain other countries 
ch produce a population that will not be decimated or de- 
stroyed the moment it is put at work on the canal. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr, PATTERSON. 
labor he has in mind? 
\ir. HALE. Yes; I was coming to that. 
fhe authorities in charge have been most anxious upon this 
ut. It is, in fact, the crucial and test point of the whole 
erprise. All other considerations disappear in radical im- 
tanee and necessity compared with this. We can raise the 

ey, we can superintend the work, we can decide upon the 
type of canal, and in years can build it if we can have a force 
of laborers there who can be depended upon to continue work 
from week to week and from month to month. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will not now ask the question I have 
in mind, because the Senator from Maine is already under 
promise to answer a question of mine. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I am coming to it. 

The authorities, as I have said, have been most anxious upon 


pol 
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Senator from Maine 


this point. I suppose it has kept the President, the Secretary 
of War, the chief engineer, and the superintendent of all the 
work, and the men who are in charge awake more hours of the 


night than any other question; and it has been found that it is 
only on the introduction of labor from southern and tropical 
communities—although some minor experiments have been 
made with others—it is only by the introduction of such labor 


from the islands of the Spanish main, Jamaica and others, that 
this work can be done. 
Mr. President, when you introduce that element of labor you 


introduce an element that is entirely and distinctively differ- 


ent from the labor of the United States, for whose benefit the | 


eight hour 


sible class 


law has been made. You have, first, an irrespon- 
of labor. You have an unthrifty class of labor. 
have an improvident class of labor. If you let them have 
their way, as has been shown in previous experiments, they 
three or four days and will then leaye. They are in the 
habit at home, for half the pay they will receive from the Com- 
I n, of working from sunup untilsundown. ‘There is no ques- 
tion with them about eight-hour labor. It has never applied to 
any work on which they have heretofore been employed 
Mr. HOPKINS. They would not know what “eight hours ” 
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Mr. HALE. And any sympathy expended upon them is vain 


sympathy. I do not suppose, as the Senator from Illinois has 
suggested, they have ever heard of such a rule or restriction 
ul labor as an eight-hour law. 

‘ow, Mr. Shonts and his subordinates who are in charge be- 
lieve and have told us that if the eight-hour labor law, as it 
is applied to our people, is applied to ¢hose alien laborers they 
v have no control whatever of them. They will not get - 





\T 


MORGAN. Will the Senator from 
e a little statement about that? 
mber for a moment. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 

Senator from Alabama? 

HALE. Yes; I yield to the Senator. 

MORGAN. Mr. President, we have examined Mr. Shonts, 
Wallace, Mr. Stevens, and some other gentlemen who are 

tly familiar with the whole situation of the canal con- 

on at Panama. Under the order of the Senate the Com- 
I ‘ on Interoceanie Canals is having sessions from day to 
the purpose of finding out everything we can about it. 

e gentlemen state that the most serious difficulty they 
i the organization of labor and in the conduct of the work 

eight-hour law. They say it will be almost impossible 
istruct the canal under the influence of that law, and that 
can not make any safe computation at all as to the time 

will be required to complete the canal if they have to 

( ete it under the eight-hour law. I do not care about am- 
ig the statement, but these gentlemen have been so em- 
and so clear and have supported their statements by 


undeniable facts that I thought it was my duty to make 
statement, 


XL——147 


Maine allow me to 
I have to withdraw from 


Will the Senator from Maine state the | 
| provision possible for the speedy construction of the canal. 
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I hope the Senate will not take any action upon this subject 
that it is not compelled to take. I would very much prefer to 
strike out the word “alien,” in line 6, but the whole subject 
ought to be postponed until this committee can have a chance 
to make a report to this body, because the fact is incontroverti- 
ble that the canal is going to be delayed and obstructed beyond 
any comprehension that we have now of the situation by this 
very law. 

I have been credited amongst certain circles and amongst cer- 
tain people in the United States as being inimical to the con- 
struction of the canal. I am doing all the work I know how to 
do and am able to do to facilitate its construction, n ng every 


aK 


If I wanted to defeat the canal I would vote for the proposi- 
tion to apply the eight-hour law to it as the most successful 
means of destroying the possibility, I may say, of ever building 
the canal. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, upon that statement from 
veteran Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorcGan], who was a 
eran in this enterprise and in investigating it when the 


the 
vet 
rest of 


| us were children on that subject, and from the fact that what 


he says. discloses the results of the investigation of the com- 
mittee which is now charged by the Senate with this great sub- 
ject-matter, I leave this question where it has been left by the 
Senator from Alabama, and will not take any more of the time 
of the Senate. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, when we had the debates in 
this Chamber on the Panama Canal I submitted some remarks 
upon this subject, and I then declared that this very point which 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe] states is the crucial point, 
the one upon which everything hinges, would be the important 
one, that all others were vain-unless we could settle upon the 
labor question; and that that was impossible with the sanitary 
condition of the Isthmus at the time I was speaking. The his 
tory of the little railroad built there, 48 miles long, every tie 
of which was said by the report upon it to have cost a human 


life, settled it in my mind. Then the land doldrums, which per 


| sist on the Isthmus, prevent the breezes which usually waft 


away the disease. 

Although the Senator from Maine did not mention the name 
of the country from which he expects to get the labor—I hoped 
that he would—lI can see no country except the islands of the 
West Indies, notably the islands of Jamaica and Barbados. 
They tried the Hindoo cooly, the Chinese cooly, the Japanese 
cooly; they tried the Irishman and the American upon that 
railroad, and they died in the sun like gnats. Efficient work 
was impossible until they secured the Jamaica negro. He is not 
a very willing laborer, but he will work. 

But there is another thing about it which I do not | 
Senator from Maine mentioned, and that is this: It 
position, when he has worked a little while, to withdraw from 
business and enjoy himself. Take it in the coal mines of the 
South, where negro labor is about equally employed with white 
labor. I have been to those mines and have looked up the labor 
question, and I was assured by the intelligent men who operated 
the mines that the negro labor was as good as the white. I was 
told that the colored men got the same wages 
a month—but whenever a colored man worked ree 
days he went to Birmingham and “blew it in,” to their 
expression. They do not care to work when they have enough. 

Mr. HALE. Right on that point, Mr. Shonts stated to us that 
these same laborers would work, say, four or five days in the 
week, and then, from the consideration presented by the Senator 
from Mississippi, that of improvidence, they take to the woods. 
When they get through, after having gone to town and spent 
their money, they come back. If you apply the eight hours to 
such laborers you have lost practically all control of them. 

Mr. MONEY. I think so. 

Mr. President, I wish to sympathize with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Patrrerson], but I do 1 
need apprehend that there will be any American lal 
They will not live more than the first eight hours of work un 
der that sun, turning up a million germs with every spadefu 
earth. Nor are there any other people who can live 


elieve the 


is his dis- 
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there 


labor. We are accustomed to call the inhabitants of the 

mus a very worthless and trifling race because they will not 
work. They will not work because work is death, and they 
know it. They have the abundant fruits of the earth there, and 


pretty ell 


with a hammock, a cigarette, and a banana they 
fixed. They do not need anything else. They 
of nature. They know very well, and every observer knows, 
that if they attempt to work, to plant, to cultivate, or to do 
anything else, it means death in that region. 

One hundred and twenty-five miles to the west there is 
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healthful a country as any in the world. I refer to Chiriqui 
Lagoon, or Almirante Bay. The Nicaragua route is healthy, 
but it happens that the Panama route is just in the region of 
the calm belt, and with the most luxuriant vegetation on top of 
the earth and the most fertile soil. The rainfall there amounts 
to 25 feet in three months of the year, so the soil is always sat- 
urated with moisture. There is an enormous vegetable life, and 
there are billions upon billions of germs, and every spadeful of 
earth dug up puts those germs into the air and in motion; and 
nobody at all seems able to stand that climate except the Ja- 
maica and Barbados negroes, and they do not stand it well. 
Chey go there and die by the thousands. 

This is the great difficulty, and I apprehended it from the in- 
ception of the work. I said twenty-five years ago, and I re- 
peated it in a speech which I made some years ago on this 
question, that this was the main difficulty—the labor problem. 
I think we will find, however liberal we may be to the wishes 
of the people of the United States on any question connected 
with it, however wisely we may proceed, however capable the 
iministrative part of the work may be, however liberal Con- 
gress may be in the appropriations, that unless we can get labor 
there that can be controlled in some degree the project will be 
a:failure on account of the physical fact that people can not 
live there, except those from a very circumscribed territory of 
laborers, and they not very well. 

Tl I hope my friend the Senator from Colorado will 
not insist upon his amendment. I do not beileve it would make 
work feasible. You can not have the conditions prevail 
there that we have here, where we have pay rolls and banks and 
everything of that sort. 





al 


1eretore, 


the 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am perfectly satisfied, 
from what the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] and the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] have said, that the | 


amendment will not prevail, but nevertheless it has not con- 
vinced me that it ought not to prevail. I recollect very well 
when the choice of routes was before the Senate and the condi- 
tions as suggested by the Senator from Mississippi were brought 
before the Senate, with the fearful mortality which was, -in 
their opinion, certain to follow, the advocates of the Panama 
Canal and against the Nicaragua Canal told us how all of that 
vas going to be changed; that sanitary skill and science, backed 
by the abundant money that the people of the United States 
would supply, would overcome the death-dealing conditions of 
the Zone, and that men who could labor in the Tropics any- 
where could labor there with perfect safety and perfect comfort. 
[ supposed that the advocates of the Panama route at that time 
were quite sincere and honestly believed it. I have no question 
the world but that they did, and that the change of mind is 
sult of the latest testknony which has been brought to the 
e of the committee by those who have been down there 
ng the necessary preparations for the work. 
Mr. President, what it all means, then, in plain English is that 
is being prepared in the Canal Zone a slaughterhouse for 
liens that labor; that the climate there and other conditions 
will be so fatal that we can expect nothing else than a tre- 
mendous mortality, and that the canal is to be built, not only 
at the cost of money, but at this fearful cost of human life. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 


j 
A 
4 . ¢ 
the re f 


there 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will examine the testi- 
mony that Secretary Taft and Mr. Shonts have given before 


committees of the Senate, notably the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, he will discoyer that those officials have 
t] the present conditions, so far as sanitation is concerned, 
‘ very acceptable; that even the Americans who are on the 
Ty rma not ft +} 


some 


Zoe re not at the present time suffering unusually from 
tic dise that there is a condition there which is very 


‘ iraging, and that they believe the Zone will be made, in 
to health conditions, such that the picture which the 
‘ or paints is not likely to happen. 


Mr. PAT TERSON. That is what I supposed, Mr. President. 
‘all t 








| that the general rule on plantations 


there, and that their work must be desultory—that they wij] 
work a few days and then take to the woods-——and that fatalities 
of an extraordinary nature must almost necessarily ensue. 
Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senators whether, if wha¢ 
they say is true, the construction of the canal should be along 


the line that is contemplated. I do not mean the physical line, 
but with the character of labor and the quantity of work that 
will be expected of those who are employed. If the climate is thys 
enervating and destructive to human health, why, let me ask the 
Senate, should we inaugurate the construction of the work with- 
out any reference to the great influence which the hours of 
labor will have upon health and longevity and the resistance 
to those enemies of human life which, according to some, are 
lurking under every stone and are found in every clod? 

I accept the statement of the Senator from Maine that we 
are to use these negroes or the inhabitants of the southern 
islands along the line that they are accustomed to work. 
work from sunup till sundown. I imagine that that is : 
the idea in the minds of those who have been charged wit! 
construction of the canal. From sunrise to sundown may je 
twelve or fourteen or fifteen or sixteen hours in the Troy 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am somewhat familiar with 
the conditions in the South, where the labor is agricultural: 
and I will say for the information of the Senator from Colorado 
and it is not as warm 
us as it is in Panama—is to begin work about sunrise—stuart to 
get ready to go to work; usually it is an hour before the plow 
begins to work. Then at noon they take from two to three 
hours’ rest. So the employers can not get more than cleyen 
hours’ labor, and we are very glad to get nine good honest hours’ 
labor out of any negro we have to deal with. 

As I am up I will say further, that it seems to me the Sena- 
tor’s sympathy is entirely misplaced. The Jamaica negroes or 
those from the other islands down there, Martinique and the 
sarbados, or wherever they may come from, will 1 be 
brought there as slaves and compelled to labor, but they will 
eome with a contract which they will be very careful to 
observed by those to whom they hire. There will be no dr 
of those men beyond their own wishes, because they will alway 
have the liberty to quit. When the Senator undertakes t 
peal to us for the alien labor, I think he had better look a 
closer home and take this view into consideration: That is, the 
American laborers have to foot these bills, and if we are to enter 








upon a philanthropic, humanitarian—oh, I do not know what— 
| canting policy of taking care of everybody else, and especially 


stated | 


I recall the statements that were made of the improved con- 
ditions which were going to be created in the Panama Zone, and 
wl ’ le? ner resort it was going to be for the poor | 
of the world; they would have a salubrious climate, pure water, 
invigorating breezes. The character of the food was not par- 
ticularly described, but, taking it all in all, it was going to be 


a sort of haven of rest after the money had been expended to 
eure the difficulties which were said to exist. 


But now come Senators who stood for Panama and who told | 


the Senate and the country of the vastly improved conditions 
that were going to exist down there, and they say it is utterly 


impossible for any but a certain class of labor to work at all 


the colored peoples of the Tropics, I would like for the fricm 
of organized labor in the United States, and I consider elf 
one, to take into consideration the taxes that will have t 
levied and paid, in the last analysis by the laborers of the 
United States, to pay for this canal, unless we deal with it ina 
rational and practical and common-sense way. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am not particular); 
licitous about the welfare of alien labor, but I take it that when 
laborers are brought there under contract and herded within 
the Panama Zone they can not quit very well, and they wil! be 
pretty nearly in the condition of serfs, within a limited area of 


country, with wide seas between them and the homes that they 
left. I am inclined to think that unless the restrainii id 
protecting arm of the Government is extended toward t! in 


some degree, especially if the canal is to be built under con- 
tract, they will have to endure a great deal of unnecessary sul- 
fering. 

Mr. President, we have societies all through the United Sites 


and in European countries for the prevention of cruelty to 
animals. People are prosecuted and fined and some I 
cerated because they treat brutes, the animals of the « f 


in an inhuman way. If men work their horses or their mules 
so long in each day or any time as that they suffer to a1 - 
tional degree it is a crime. While we are protecting : 
we are liable to lose sight of men simply because t! 
aliens. k 

I am inclined to think, even though the suggestion of t 
ator from South Carolina is true that there may be ca! 


certain degree in what is said, there is a feeling in th ms 
| of the people of the United States that no matter whe 2 
comes from, or what its color, or what its degree, !t 

tled to the protecting hand of the Government, at = 


prevent it from being so used and treated as that such ti 
may be said to be inhumanor cruel. Thatis precisely Ww 


se 


Jamaican and other laborers are likely not to have—the 
| tion of the Government in any way or to any extent—but g! 


ct 
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uu a distance, practically permanently separated from their 
omes, at least from the country of their nativity, unable to 
ive until the contractors perhaps are willing that they shall 
ve, for want of means to pay their fare, and for other rea- 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
ld to the Senator from South Carolina? 





Colorado 


\ir. PATTERSON. Certainly. 
‘ir. TILLMAN. I presume, of course, the Senator knows that | 


/ 


e laborers from any British territory, and I should hope 

m any territory however insignificant or lacking in strength 

. country might be, would be under the protection of the con- 

of that country; and if they came there under contract, 

which they necessarily would do, it would be reduced to writ- 

and under conditions which would show clearly what they 

| agreed to do. I think it is an absurd contention on the 

nator’s part to endeavor to show that there will be anything 

» coercion or any cruelty in the treatment of these people. 

lie is allowing his imagination to run with a broad rein, and 
conjuring up goblins here that no one else can see at all. 

Vir. PATTERSON. Oh, no, Mr. President; nothing of the 

If anybody has ever heard of a consul from any govern- 


kind 
nt worrying himself about how immigrants from his country 
work or are treated by the employer, I have no knowledge of it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I happen to be able to act 
witness in that cause. When governor of South Carolina, 
' twelve or fourteen years ago, some Italian laborers were 
loyed by a phosphate company ia my State, and they had 


nm of a padrone. 
between the employer and these men as to what they had 


nn carried down there under the control or direction or super- | 
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they are excluded from participation in any of the profits that 
may go to labor and that may go to mechanics in the construc- 
tion of the canal. 

I do not believe either that fixing a fair day’s work for the 
laborers and the mechanics is going to seriously interfere with 
the speedy construction of the canal. According to the united 

| testimony of all who have investigated questions of this kind, 
reasonably short hours of labor are conducive to the character 
of the work, the amount and the quality that will be ured, 


For some reason there arose a dispute | 


creed to do, and possibly some coercive means were attempted. | 


Italian consul appealed to the Secretary of State. My 
tion, aS governor, was called to the fact that complaint 
heen lodged for the protection of these men and I investi- 
| the whole question. 

erefore, the Senator is entirely off in imagining that a 


( il is not charged with that specific duty where the immi- | 


s and citizens of his country are concerned. These men 


ot going to immigrate to the Isthmus for the purpose of | 


remaining there or changing their nationality, but they will 

( ract, and that contract will be carried out, and necessarily 

Ci ed out, in as good faith by the United States Government 
would be in New York or anywhere else. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have not any question, Mr. President, 
that the United States will carry out any contract it makes. 
did not, the supervising care of Congress would soon inter- 

to prevent any serious violation of contractural obliga- 


especialiy if the complaints were allowed to reach the | 


1 States. I have not any question about that. But I 
{ there is a very strong probability that in the end, and 
| e very long, the work on the canal will be done under 
( ‘act, and when that time arrives then the Government of 
United States is practically stripped of supervision, and 
ell-being of those who are at work on the Zone is practi- 

at the mercy of the contractors. 
more I have heard in this debate and the more testimony 
tors have given the more I am conyinced that some regu- 
ought to be made when you undertake to repeal what 
» called the “ eight-hour law.” If eight hours is too short 
e for alien labor to work, ten hours is not—ten full 
if they are to be carried into that fever-stricken Zone, 
n of country that for various reasons is such an enemy 
nan health and human life, then the stronger the reason, 
‘resident, if aliens are to be considered worthy of any care 
er, aS much care as is afforded to the dumb brute, that 
limitation upon the length of time they may be permitted 

should be placed in the law. 

ll be satisfied, Mr. President, if the provision will be so 
las to make it ten hours for alien labor instead of eight. 


go there for the purpose of obtaining labor under a 


Men, I care not from what country they come, who in t orn 
ing at sunup enter upon the digging or the plowing or whatever 
else may be needed in that locality, perhaps with an hour at 
noon, and who continue until sundown and then go to 
and get up in the morning before sunrise, can not be otherw 
than sadly demorialized, and the character of the men and the 


| character of the labor greatly deteriorated. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the point the Senator has just made, 
I will call his attention to the hearings before the House Com 
mittee on Appropriations, in which he will discover that these 
men are given two hours at noon. 


from Colorado 





I wish to read just one para- 
graph of five or six lines. 

Mr. Stevens, the engineer in charge, says: 

You asked me about the eight-hour law. One source of irritation 
with the American labor on the Isthmus is because they can not work 
overtime. They say we have come down away from our h s and we 

| want to earn money, and they have deluged us with reque and peti 
| tions to be allowed to work overtime more than the eight hours. Of 
course, my hands are tied and I can not allow it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then it appears that we have American 


labor down there anxious and eager to work. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is a little 
Mr. PATTERSON. Oh. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Shonts, when inquired of about that, 
says these are clerks, bookkeepers, stenographers, and foremen. 
Many of those Americans would want to work more than eight 
hours, if they were permitted to do it. are not doing any 
special injustice when we retain our eight-hour law so far 
our Americans are concerned and give a little leeway so far a 
the Jamaican negroes and others are concerned, who, Secretary 
Taft testified before the Committee on Appropriations, are 
ing about 25 per cent of the work an American laborer per 
in this country. 


ahead of time. 


So we 


s 


giv- 


forms 


Mr. PATTERSON. Well, I have heard so much about the 
percentage business of labor, and where I have been I have seen 
it so materially contradicted, that 1 do not take as gospel truth 
percentages in the value of labor of one class of people as against 
the labor of another. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I quoted Secretary Taft. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I know that very well. I have great re- 
spect for the judgment and the opinion of Secretary Taft, but 1 
recollect that when there was talk about the labor of the Filipino 
it was said one American is worth the labor of three or four 
Filipinos. When we were over in the island I recall very well 
that Mr. Payne, the leader of the House, and I went over to 


Cavite and into the shops of the naval construction there. We 
saw several hundred Filipinos at work and we were told that 
on the pay roll there were either 3,200 or 4,200 men, I forg 

now which. We asked as to the character of the work. “It 
could not be better.” “ How did it compare with the work of 


Europeans or Americans?” Why, they said that three Filipi 
would do the work of two Americans, and that the work of 
more than 3,000 Filipinos was satisfactory in ever v. 
Then again, Mr. President, I recollect that on the Manchui 
before we reached Honolulu, the head of the at mntractil 
firm that put in the breakwater in Manila Harbor and the con 
pany that was engaged in dredging the bay and otherwise i 
proving the harbor and its locality, in a lecture to the passengers, 


ere 


| they having been called together especially 


‘r it may be called maudlin sympathy or cant, or what- | 


her term Senators may see fit to employ, I am willing to 


by the proposition that the people of this country will | 
‘it to be inhuman to allow aliens, from whatever island | 


n whatever mainland, to be brought into that unhealthy 
nd, as to the hours of labor, left altogether at the mercy 
» contractors. 
ain, I do not abandon the contention I made that the 
ient of a law such as this is a discrimination against 
can labor, be#ause it is admitted that with this law upon 
tatute book American laborers and American mechanics 
‘cluded, because they will not be employed when they 


oo 
ay 





Work as these aliens will be required to work. Therefore, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the 1 
which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill . 529) to 
fense, to create a force of naval volunteers, 
can ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote « 
and to provide revenue from ton! 


o'clock hav 


Innnished 


the national d 


to establish 


promote 


(Ss 
if) 


age. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent tl ! 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New H lire 
ask unanimous consent that the unfinished business b 0 
rarily laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered rhe Ser 
tor from Colorado will proceed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The passengers on the steamer having 


o 
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been ealled together in the cabin to listen to the lecture, he told | 
us the experience of his company with Filipino labor. In doing |} 
that great work, for which the Filipino government, I think, | 
paid in the neighborhood of $4,000,000, a vast work, he said the | 
first year they were there it seemed utterly impossible to get 


inv considerable 


amount of labor from the Filipino; that they 


would go and work a day or two and then they were off; that 
there was a constant change in the personnel of the working 
force for th reason; so that at the end of the first year the 
‘ pany found itself to the bad a quarter of a million dollars. 
Il iid it set him to thinking. He was inclined to believe that 
the Filipino could be made to labor under proper conditions, and 


ao he 


conditions of labor in the Philippines and the 
dings of the Filipino at his home. He realized that the 


studied the 


roul 


Filipino’s love of locality was intense, and that one of the great 
difficulties was to induce a Filipino to move even from one 
province into anothe no matter what the distress might be 


in his own province and the reward of labor that was to be re- 


ceived in an adjoining one. They determined to make the seat 
of the work as much the home of the Filipino as was possible. 
So he said they built a larger number of comfortable shacks, 


and then having in mind the chief amusement of the Filipino 


they built a cockpit. Then they organized a brass band. Havy- 
ing constructed, as it were, a home, they brought in Filipinos 
with their families; and he said from that time forward all 
trouble was anend. So they proceeded with the construction 


of this great $4,000,000 contract until it was completed, and 
it was completed in a satisfactory way, and the labor of the 
Filipino under those conditions was altogether satisfactory. 
All of the trouble and complaints that were floating every- 
where about the lack and the quality of labor and its percentage 


had vanished before the application of a little common sense and 
humane contrivance and sanitary regulations. 


so I am inclined to think that this decrying of the labor, 
wholesale and without limitation, of those who live in the 
Tropies is not supported by the facts, if a litthe common sense 
is brought to the assistance of those who must use the labor. 
And so I say, Mr. President, as to the labor of constructing the 
Panama Canal, if one-half that was promised when the par- 


iar route to be followed was agreed upon is to be realized, 
in be a great deal of American labor, and especially a 
it deal of American skill, utilized in the construction of the 


there Gi 


canal. While the majority of the work, perhaps, is digging, 
yet there is a vast amount of blasting to be done, work that re- 
( es peculiar skill and peculiar experience, a class of work 
that in the mountains commands the very highest wage of all 
labor of that character—$3 and $3.50 a day, and the day of 
eight hours. 

it can not help but believe that a fair limitation for alien labor 

tl atter of the length of the day’s work—say you abandon 
the eight hours as to them and make the limitation ten hours— 
will improve the quality of the work, give a more satisfactory 
and better-contented mass of labor, and be infinitely more hu- 
mane than the plan which is now probably undefined, but is 
finding a lodgment in the minds of Senators, that of the use 
of labor there without limitation as to time, allowing the length 
of the day either to the will of the Government or to the con- 
tractor, after the contractor shall be put in charge of the work. 

Cherefore, Mr. President, I withdraw the amendment that I 
] offered, and I will move that the clause be so amended as 
that ten hours shall be the limit of a day’s work in the con- 

tion of the isthmian canal. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDI —— The Senator from Colorado will 


definitely his amen 


dment. 


SIMMONS. Mr. Pre anaes nt, from the observations of the 

c rf n New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], made a few 

Ss ago, wl interrupted the Senator from Colorado 

I rERSOD I inclined to think that he is laboring 

some misapprehension as to the distribution of work upon 

1 is, 9 rstood the Senator to say that the Ameri- 
. y tT 


re are employed in clerical positions, or 
or r work. That is a mistake, Mr. President. A large 
‘ iployed there work exclusively 


> Cu 
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Mr. GALLINGER. 
The VICE- 


Mr. President 
PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North (xr 





| lina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 


Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, that is , 
questionably true. There are Americans in charge of the Jan 
can laborers or other alien laborers on the Isthmus. I did ; 
mean to say that there were not. But that the bulk of ; 
Americans are engaged in clerical services and services of t! 
nature I think goes without the saying. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Undoubtedly. But, Mr. President, rich; 
there, to my mind, arises the practical difficulty of applying 4 
ten-hour-a-day law to the aliens who are engaged in the \ 
on the Isthmus and a different hour per day to the Americans 
who are engaged there. If we should adopt this provision, »s [| 
understand it, we would abolish the eight-hour law as app . 
ble to all aliens employed upon the canal, but the eight-hour 
law would still apply to all Americans engaged in work in ; 
capacity whatever on the Isthmus, as well those who are e 
ployed in clerical and administrative functions as those who are 
employed in the field, so to speak, as overseers or as directors 
or as engineers. 


Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that that is utterly im- 
practicable. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is on the committee exam 


this question, and undoubtedly, from what the Senator fr 

Alabama [Mr. Morcan] said, that committee will likely repor 
a bill governing the entire isthmian canal construction. 

there is any difficulty of the kind the Senator mentions, it would 
seem very easy to me to provide for eight hours for a day’s 
work as far as it goes, and for any additional labor in superin- 
tending the work. I presume the bosses or those who would 
overlook the work would be very happy to have their pay in- 
creased 25, 40, 50 per cent by simply providing that if they 
work twelve hours they shall get a day and a half; if they 
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work ten they shall get a day and a quarter, and so on; or, if 
it was not thought desirable to do that, there could be relays 
of bosses, letting one set take it for eight hours, and if the 
laborers were going on for two hours more the other men would 


put in two hours at night and six in the morning, and so on, 
just like the watchmen around the Capitol, Capitol policemen 
on their beats, and every other kind of labor that the Gover 
ment employs. We have elevator men here who go on at a 
certain hour and who go off at a certain hour. They swap 
about and they work overtime, and all that kind of thing, and 
nobody ever hears of any trouble about it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The Secretary of War and Mr. Shonts and ; 
Stevens have all stated that there is no practical difficulty 





such as is suggested by the Senator from North Carolina. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that 


Mr. Wallace, the late chief engineer on the Isthmus, wh d 
a year’s practical experience there, and who has, I thin! 
pressed every member of the committee as he has impress ’ 
with being a man with very thorough knowledge of the sit n 
there, and who spoke to the committee with great franknes | 
fairness, expressed a contrary opinion to that expressed }): 
Shonts and Mr. Stevens; and the facts which he gave to tlie 
mittee bearing upon this question convinced me, at least t 
his view of the matter was the correct one. Mr. President . 
on I will read from Mr. Wallace’s testimony on that 

In brief, Mr. Wallace expressed the opinion that under the 

tions which exist there it will be utterly impracticable to e 


| one part of our laboring force there subject to the eig! 


law and another part not subject to it. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from South Caroli I 
was going to suggest that the difficulty which Mr. V ? 
suggests, and which I think is a real difficuity, can ver) y 
be overcome. I do not think it will be any great hard 
the Jamaican negroes engaged upon this work to be all 
work more than eight hours a day. My understanding | 
in the countries they come from they work much longer s 
than that; and my understanding is that they can, W 
any injury whatever to their health, work ten or twelv: 


| a day in that climate, and that they have no objection to 


|ing longer hours, but, on the contrary, are anxious } 
privilege of doing so. 

Of course I take it they would not be willing to work ten = 
for the same pay they are now getting for eight hours A 
suppose the Government makes no such proposition as th . 

v\y 


l S e iged in doing clerical or administrative 
work. but t evidence before the committee disclosed the fact 
that at least 10 per cent the Americans employed there are 
engaged in superintending, controlling, and directing the Jama- 
ican and Martinique negroes, who do the manual labor, or they 
‘ engaged in connection with them in the management of | 
trains and in the operation of machinery. So we have out | 
there, not the Jamaican negro working separately by himself, 
but we have the white man—the American—working along with 
the Jamaican negro in the practical operations of constructing 
the canal and operating the railroad. 


the hours of labor are to be increased, I suppose, in some U 
the rate of wages will be increased. 
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Now, when you come to the American laborer there, he is paid 
so much per hour, and my understanding is that almost all of 
them are dissatisfied with the restrictions that are imposed 
upon them by the eight-hour law, and that they are very anx- 
ious to be permitted to work a longer time per day than they are 
now allowed to work, provided, of course, that they will get pay 
in addition to what they now receive according to the hour rate; 
and that, of course, they would get. 

I do not think that American labor in this country is at all in- 
terested in this question. Certainly it is not interested in what 
alien labor is paid on the Isthmus; and the repeal of the eight- 
hour law with reference to the alien labor there can not in any 
way affect the questions that are involved in the agitation in 
this country for the eight-hour-day law. On the other hand, as 
I said, the Americans who are there have left their homes and 
sone down there because the wages there are better than they 
are here. They have gone there to make money. They want 
to make that money and get back home just as quickly as they 
can. ‘Therefore to restrict them to eight hours a day is a hard- 
ship instead of a benefit. 

Mr. President, I think that the whole situation can be met 
by abolishing the eight-hour law so far as it applies to alien 
labor, and by allowing the authorities there not to force a man 
to work more than eight hours, but to permit him, where he 
wishes to work longer, to do so, receiving the same hourly rate 
for the additional time. 

Now I will come back to this practical difficulty mentioned 
by Mr. Stevens; and I think when the facts are before the Sen- 
ate it will be seen that there is very much in Mr. Wallace’s 
contention about this matter, notwithstanding the opinion ex- 
pressed by Mr. Stevens and by Mr. Shonts. I want to say right 
here, as a member of that committee, that when Mr. Stevens and 
Mr. Shonts were examined upon this question I am sure their 
attention was not directed, as in the case of Mr. Wallace, to the 
fact that a part of the Americans out there were worked in 
connection with the negro laborers and that the work of the 
nezro laborers could not go on without that supervision. 

Mr. President, I want to read only very briefly from what 
Mr. Wallace had to say about this matter, and I think its force 
will strike the Senate at once. 

Senator Krrrrepcs. Do I understand that you advise us to recom- 

nd that the eight-hour law be eliminated from the Isthmus in order 

to give the chief engineer, or our proper official, a free hand in that 

r Mr. WALLACE. A free iuand in its application. 

Senator Krrrrepee. That is what 1 mean. 

Mr. WALLACE. You may have difficulties in eliminating it altogether, 

u understand. Of course it goes without saying that every restric- 
you put on that work will retard it and add to the expense, and 

restriction that you remove will expedite it and lower the ex- 


‘nse. That goes without saying; but I consider it absolutely imprac- 
e to make a law that will apply the eight-hour law to the gold 


rery 


ers OD cet 


Those are the white men— 


and permit the natives and the foreigners and the aliens and the silver 
men to work ten hours. That will not work out in practice. , 
He said it was very nice in theory as it is, but that it will not 
work out in practice, and he gives the reasons for that opinion. 
I read from his testimony : 


* Knox. But if the eight-hour law were abolished altogether, 
{ the hours of labor were to be fixed by the person having charge 
down there according to the circumstances, it would relieve the situa- 
tion, would it not? 

ir WAL. That is the ideal situation; there is not any doubt at 
t i 1 at. 
tor KirrTrepGE. What do you say in regard to the question of 
é labor? 

‘ir. WALLACE. Your labor is so mixed there that you will have to 
{ all alike. For instance, in your machine shop you will have a 
I that will be a helper. You may find a Spaniard that will be a 
i ed machinist; and in between these men you will find a white 
man running a lathe, you understand. 

l work bas all got to go on simultaneously. In your foundry 
iy find a molder that is an American, another molder that is 
niard, another molder that is a Jamaica negro, and you can not 

rt of the work in that shop unless you stop it all. 
t make any separation of your men. 

n, you will have a track force: That track gang may be Jamaica 
The foreman of the gang will be an American. You can 
that gang work two hours longer than the foreman works. 


the eight-hour law the foreman, who is an American, would 
rk eight hours. 


President, it seems to me there is peculiar strength in 
suggestions with reference to that part of the force who 
igaged in the work of excavation on the canal and in the 
I al of the spoils. We all understand that the greatest 
in in connection with the construction of this canal is the 

f ition of the spoils. We all understand that the earth, or 
k, or whatever may be the nature of the material dug out 

earth, has got to be taken away—sometimes a mile, some- 

6 or 7 miles—by train and dumped at some convenient 

where it will not again get in the way. The men, for- 
rs, who are engaged in digging out this material work in 
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Spaniards or negroes as foremen out there. The train is 
after this material has been blasted and dug out by another force 
composed of foreigners, with Americans superintending and 
recting them. 


loaded 


| squads, with an American overseer always, for we do not employ 
| 
| 


Then the train crew who take the 


| place where it is to be dumped is composed partly, as Mr. Wal- 
| lace says, of Americans, with some Spaniards, some Jama ns, 
and some native Panamans. When it gets to the point where it 
is to be dumped, you have exactly the same condition. So in 


| this process of removing one carload of dirt from the great 
Culebra Cut, or any other part of the Isthmus where excavatio: 
is to be done, you will have probably a dozen differen 

The men who do the manual work are ali The men who 
direct the superintendence of the manual work are An 
When the eight-hour day has expired, the American 
the head of these gangs must quit work. The law will not pe 
mit him to work another hour or another minute. The law will 
not permit the officials down there to allow him to work 
other hour or another minute. He must stop. 
perfectly plain that the minute he stops the gang of men, all 
aliens, under him must stop? You can not possibly earry out in 
practice your theory of a ten-hour day for the foreigners and an 
eight-hour day for the Americans without giving the Commission 
authority to employ these American laborers as long hours as 
they may require these foreign laborers to labor. I 
know whether or not it is practicable to change that. 

But, Mr. President, as I said a little while ago, at least 10 
per cent of the Americans who are employed down there to-day 
are employed in the capacity of overlooking and directing the 
work of these foreigners. I will read what Mr. Wallace says 
about this phase of the matter. I myself asked him some que 
tions regarding it, beeause, as I said, the attention of neither 
Mr. Shonts nor Mr. Stevens seems to have been directed to this 
particular phase of the matter. If it had been, they would 
probably have given a different opinion from the one they did 
give, or they might have qualified the opinion which they did 
give. 
I read from Mr. Wallace’s testimony: 


ns. 
who is at 


an- 


Is it not, then, 





do not 


Senator Hopkins. Mr. Wallace, the labor down there will 
American labor, such as we have here in the States, wil! it? 
Mr. WALLACE. I should judge that about 10 per cent of it will be 
possibly 20 per cent. If all your labor down there was alien an l 


your officers were whites, it would be a different proposition 


not be 


He is now speaking about the same practical difficulty I re- 
ferred to a little while ago— 


But a large part of the white men that are on 
come under the restrictions of the eight-hour law. 

Senator Simmons. Mr. Wallace, you say that 10 per cent would be 
American labor? 


the Isthmus 


there 














Mr. WALLACE. I corrected that. 

Senator SImMons. Do you mean to include in your estimate tl! 
Americans who work indoors, or do you mean 10 per cent of tl 
that are actually engaged in the work of construction—manual labor? 

Mr. WALLACE. Well, no. When it comes to anual labor, that is 
a different thing; but the eight-hour law is applicable, under our law 
here, to much more than a manual laborer, you understand; it )V- 
erns mechanics. 

Senator Simmons. What I want to know is, what percentage of those 
who are engaged in manual labor are Americans? 

Mr. WALuAce. That depends on where you cut off the expression 
“manual labor.” 

Senator SiImMons. I mean men who work out of doors and vy a 
not employed in clerical positions in connection with administrat 

Mr. WALLACE. I suppose about 10 per cent of them will be Ar 
cans. That will consist of foremen in various capacities, t: 
enginemen, cranesmen on your steam shovels and on the hand , 
machinery, mechanics in your shops, boiler makers, r 
penters, etc. I do not presume you will find any Am« an 
at work with a pick and a shovel, you understand, but to t 
ligent labor, there will be a great many Americans s red igh 

| it, and the intelligent labor necessary to handle the hit will 
| eventually be practically all Americans. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro 


lina yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator, as I 


rstand, 


und 


from the testimony of Engineer Wallace before the Inter: 
| Canal Committee. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 
Mr. HALE. I wish to say to the Senator and to other S 
| tors that the Committee on Appropriations of the § te is 
now dealing with an appropriation of money, and so it d 


| deem it wise to change the provision which the House 
| bodied in this bill. All the details as to futur 





> Work, 1tS con- 

duct, and the rules under which it will be done will be elab- 
orated by the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, of which ; 
| Senator is a member. The Committee on Appropriations was 
| entirely willing and glad to be rid of all those details, simply 
| confining itself to the appropriation of mone; d such limita- 


i tions as seemed necessary. Therefore I hope it will not be 


=~, 
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urged that we shall now go into the details of what shall be 
done about this matter hereafter. The other committee will 
take charge of that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then I would ask the Senator from 
Maine whether it would not be a good idea to exclude this new 
legislation on the subject of labor until the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals shall have perfected whatever rules or laws they 
desire to have go into effect in connection with the matter of 
labor? 

Mr. HALE. The trouble with that suggestion is that this is 
an urgent deficiency appropriation bill to take effect at once; 
it is for conditions that exist now. As a limitation upon the 
appropriation the House has put on this provision, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations does not believe that any wisdom will 
be exercised either by cutting it off or changing it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Maine, I hope, does not 
understand me as opposing in any way the provision in the bill. 
I was merely suggesting a practical difficulty in carrying it out. 
I think the provision ought to remain in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I so understood the Senator, but he is making 
an interesting statement and quoting Mr. Wallace, who is a 
great engineer, though not at present connected with the work, 
upon details which I do not think we can very well consider here. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon me, I think the 
Senator was here only during the latter part of my remarks. I 
had laid down a general proposition, and I was reading from the 
testimony of Mr. Wallace for the purpose of sustaining the facts 
upon which I based my proposition. The general proposition 
which I laid down was that about 10 per cent of the Americans 
now on the Isthmus are actually employed as superintendents, 
overseers, and directors of these alien laborers, and that it was 
impracticable to limit them to an eight-hour day. If you limit 
them to an eight-hour day and require the others to work longer 
than eight hours, of course at the end of eight hours the aliens 
would be without overseers and without superintendence and 
direction. That was the point I was making. I was simply 
reading from Mr. Wallace’s testimony to support my statement 
that 10 per cent of the white men there are employed in this 
capacity, and that to make it compulsory that they should 
stop at the end of eight hours would make it impracticable to 
work the balance of the force after that time, because the heads 
would be gone. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nortb Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand the Senator from North Caro- 
lina to say that these men are now working by the hour, with- 
out regard to the eight-hour law? 

Mr. SIMMONS. All of them are paid by the hour. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If they are paid by the hour, then if they 
work overtime they are paid for that extra time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The law does not permit them to work over- 
time. That is the difficulty. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I agree with the Senator that we ought to 
have the freest possible right to say that the overseers shall not 
leave before the laborers quit. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is exactly what I have suggested. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But you can not put it in this bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not contending that it must be put in 





this bill; I was simply stating a practical difficulty that con- 
fronts us, and suggesting that the distinguished gentleman in 
charge of this bill, when his attention was called to this, would 


probably be able by amendment to meet the practical difficulty. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. If I understand the Senator, he commends 


this legislation because it goes part way in accomplishing what | 


Engineer Wallace recommends. 


Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will permit me, I do not | 


like the word “commend.” I do not exactly commend it, be- 
cause I like the eight-hour law in this country, and if this pro- 
vision should in any way conflict with the interests of American 
labor I should be opposed to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; but I understand from the testi- 
mony, and I understand the Senator himself to believe, that the 
eight-hour law ought not to apply to the Canal Zone. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That it is hampering the work there and 
making it cost a great deal more. 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand that is the view of the Com 
mittee on Interoceani¢e Canals. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that is true. 

Mr. ALLISON. This provision goes part way. It says that 
alien labor shall not come under the provisions of the eight-lou; 
law. It will be the easiest thing in the world for the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals, when they come to deal with this qu 
tion, to go further than we go, and provide in the statute. 
which must be passed before this session closes, that this ryjo 
shall apply to all laborers on the Isthmus. When that commit- 
tee brings in a proposition of that kind, I shall vote with the 
committee for enlarging and extending this provision; but in 
the meantime, as the House has partially dealt with this matter, 
as the Committee on Appropriations hesitated to enter at larze 
upon this legislation, and as the Committee on Interocesnie 
Canals are dealing with the subject, why not allow this provision 
to remain in the bill and then correct it or make such additions 
to it as are wise when the Interoceanic Canal Committee acts? 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon me, I should like 
to inquire of him whether he thinks it is impracticable or wn- 
desirable to so amend this provision of the bill as to permit tle 
Canal Commission to employ Americans for a longer period 
than eight hours a day on the Isthmus, or is his objection based 
upon the ground that it is a matter which more properly and 
appropriately pertains to the recommendation of the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals? If the latter is the Senator’s ob jec- 
tion, of course I have nothing further to urge. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will observe that it was the 
object of the Committee on Appropriations, this being an urgent 
bill, to eliminate from it all outside questions if possible. 
Therefore they did not undertake to modify this provision as it 
was arranged by the House, but preferred that the bill should 
stand with this provision in it. I think most of the committee, 
though I speak only for myself, when the proposition comes wu) 
on an independent bill, which I think is the proper place for it 
will stand with the Senator from North Carolina in favor of 
eliminating the application of the eight-hour law from al! labor- 
ers on the Canal Zone. Indeed, Mr. President, I do not know 
that it has been absolutely decided by any court that that law 
really applies to the Canal Zone. I believe the Attorney- 
General has rendered such an opinion, and of course we are 
bound by it until that decision shall have been changed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that is true. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I think those who believe as the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina does and as I do will agree that we had 
better allow this provision to stand as it is. I am sure the 
Senator from North Carolina has as great faith in the 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals as I have, and, having that faith 
in that committee, I think they can provide an arrangement or 
an amendment that will cover this whole question more at 
large when they have taken action, and I hope that comuuitice 
will do so. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa says that 
this préviso excludes alien laborers from the provisions of 
the law which prohibits them from working longer than cight 





hours a day. The Senator is in favor of allowing all laborers 
to work on the Isthmus more than eight hours. I ask tlie 
Senator can not both ends be obtained right now by siuply 
striking out the word “alien,” and making it read tha t 
shall not apply to laborers employed in the construction of tle 


isthmian canal within the Zone?” That will cover the sul 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, that would cover the sub- 
ject very well, and I should be glad to accept the amendni f 
the Senate was the only body that dealt with this question ind 
our will here was to be the will of Congress; but unfortun 
on this question, as on many others, we have to secur 
action of the two Houses, and each House is entitled to its 
own judgment as respects the details of measures brought | ‘e 
it. If the Senator could assure me that this bill would 1 e 
delayed elsewhere for a moment, and that his judgmen dl 
mine—for I am sure he is in accord with me on this su) 
could prevail, I should probably be willing to strike o e 
word “alien.” I hope, however, the amendment will wot be 
pressed now, because it would make it difficult to secure an 
early passage of the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. Let me say this: If this is proper legislatic! d 
it is necessary for the Committee on Interoceanic Can: to 
report a bill of this character to the Senate, befor 
bill can become a law there is one thing sure—it must h:\ 
approval both of the House and of the Senate ; and if th: House 
will not agree to this amendment it is certain no sucli lecis!0- 
| tion can take place. I would suggest to the Senator that 
'the statement made by the Senator from North Caro 
| strikes me that the House would readily agree to suc « 
| amendment, as it would very much facilitate the work 0! '' 





an 
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construction of the canal. It strikes me that if you agree now 
. take that word out all difficulty in the future would be settled, 
ovided the House agreed to it, and if the House did not agree 
it there is one thing certain—there would be no use attempt- 
ing further legislation on that line. 
Mr. ALLISON. A great many things are proper that are 
expedient. I endeavored to state that I thought it was 
to do this work, which the Senator from North Carolina 
| the Senator from Georgia desire to have done, in piecemeal, 
it were, going now as far as the House has agreed to go, and 
later on, when the real subject of legislation comes before 
we ean go further. I can see no trouble in that disposition 
of the subject, and I hope the Senator from Georgia will be 
lling to postpone this matter of striking out the word “alien” 
til we ean have more time and give more ample consideration 
Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt 
{ wish to say that I myself do not propose to make any 
‘oversy about it. I have no disposition to offer any amend- 
in regard to it; but it does not strike me that if this is a 
eded bit of legislation, and we are engaged now in legislating 
m the very subject-matter, we ought to refrain from so 
ding and perfecting it as to make it workable and practical 
slation, because, forsooth, some controversy may arise. I do 
not suppose that you only put in this deficiency bill matters about 
\ h there is no controversy, because, as I remember, the very 
provision that we are now discussing did create in another body 
a great deal of controversy and a very decided division upon 
ve marked lines. 
This is a matter that does not seem to have been brought to 
the attention of the House at the time they were passing the bill, 
it seems to me that it is so essential a part of the subject- 
atter about which we are legislating and so necessary in order 
to ike that which it is proposed to do workable and prac- 
ticable in its operation that it ought at least to receive the 
: us consideration of the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
e on Appropriations, and perhaps, while he does not now 
see his way clear, after reflection and before we get through 
with this bill he will be able to add a few words to the bill by 
ff amendment that will accomplish the object which he 
e fayors, as well as the Senator from Georgia and myself. 


! t¢ 


( 
1 
1) 


ALLISON. Mr. President, I have already reflected some- 
wl upon this question. I do not think that what has been 
said justifies me in changing my views. This is a deficiency 


It is intended to carry forward the work between the ist 
of April and the 1st of July. Therefore it is temporary, and I 
I think, very good authority for saying that those in 


charge there ean get on with this temporarily until some other 
| sion ean be matured through the Interoceanic Canal Com- 
mittee 


"NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I am opposed to any 


lilication whatever of the limitations imposed upon the 
f labor of laborers and mechanics in the public service, 
V r that labor be the labor of American laborers or of 
: iberers. I believe in the eight-hour law. I believe it is 
a ine law, and I do not propose to be humane only to 


cans and inhumane to aliens. 
there is a place in God’s world where the eight-hour law 
c to prevail, it is on the Isthmus of Panama, where labor 
edingly distressing, where the heat of the sun is such 
ake it almost impossible to labor during certain hours 
‘day. I do not believe that in that climate any man ought 
{ uled upon to work between the hours of 12 and 3, 
al we apply the eight-hour law to that locality the laborers 
‘ called upon to work from 7 until 12, a period of five 
and from 38 until 6, a period of three hours, making a 
i of eight, and I think that is all any man ought to be 
on to work in that climate. 
eye the work will be more economically and efficiently 
we attend to the nourishment, the recreation, and the 
the men engaged in that locality, whether they come 
his country or whether they come from Santo Domingo 
tinique. I believe you will get more out of an eight- 
. lay in that locality than you will get out of a ten-hour 
a ; that if a man is called upon to work there for ten hours 
i | really do only eight hours’ work, and that in practical 
y the eight-hour day will accomplish as much as the 
ur day. So I am opposed to this modification, and I 
te against it if I have an opportunity. 
PATTERSON. Mr. President, I will not take up any 
of the time of the Senate, nor will I offer what I had 
ed to offer as a substitute for the paragraph that I moved 
ke out. I will allow my motion to stand, and be content 
upon it, with such other votes as it may receive, quite 
Usfied from the very general expression that no alien 
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need apply for an eight-hour law or for a 


law that will { 
the number of hours of work to be done in the Canal Z and 
in connection with the construction of the canal. 

I agree with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. New ranps]. 1 
believe the law would result in a better class of labor. 
efficient labor, more intelligent labor, and a lar 
American labor, provided the Government 
half of what it practically pledged itself to the 1 id 
accomplish in the way of sanitation when yw 
question of different routes. Therefore, Mr. President, ] ll: 


content with a vote upon my motion to strik it tl 
in question. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Col 
his motion to strike out the first pdragraph the 
20. The question is on agreeing to the amendn 


by the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still in the S¢ 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I do not rise to off 
amendment, but I wish to make some little inquiries. I \ 
not a member of the subcommittee which held th 


this matter, but it will be recalled that when the 
gency bill relating to Panama was before the S 


earlier days of the session, there were hearings had b« 
Appropriations Committee, which brought out the fact that th: 
Commission had exercised what has since been acknowledged 
to be unlawful authority, had certainly stretched its authorit 


if it had any, to sell the bonds of the Panama Railr 
pany in order to get some money with which to do certain w 

I have understood since that those bonds have been b 
back, under order from the President, 


and that the publ I 
therefore has not increased by having issued bonds which 
practically United States bonds. 


I say United States | Is 
the reason that the railroad wholly the pri 
United States. We own every share of it. 

I see the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Stmmons] 
The point I wish to bring out is as to the temper 
priations Committee, so far as I understand it. T! 
at the bottom of page 19, which I will read 

To be used as an advance to the Panama Rail: 
for the reequipment of that company, $650,000 
was put there at the urgent solicitation of the S« 


is yperty 


ad Company t 


cret 


ary of 


because of contracts that have already been entered into and be 
cause of the condition of congestion there, requiring the rebuild 
ing of the railroad or doubling its tracks at the earliest possible 
moment. We therefore have felt it necessary to furnish th 
money. Therefore in committee I did not object and do not now 
propose to object to it, but I wish the Senator in charge of the 
bill to let it be understood, as we did have it understood in com 


mittee, that we did not feel that this dual arrangement, t 
double-barreled kind of a condition there, by which we have 
Panama Railroad Company doing certain things and the C 


Commission doing other things, and swapping back and forth 
borrowing money from one another, when they are all t 


people, ought not to exist any longer; and that the Con 
on Interoceanic Canals, when they come to consider the 
of legislating on this whole matter, as we assume they are ] 
paring to do, will not forget that some of us, at least, ol 
to this dromio arrangement, swapping entities, and snuggling 
I do not say it any offensive way, because I do not think t! 
has been done; but anyhow I would like to have one 
account for the Panama Canal Commi 
tures authorized by Congress shall be set forth and a 


ssion, in which its expend 


made which is understandable. I take it that the two Senator 
whom I am addressing, the heads of the Appropriations ¢ 
mittee, will not controvert or dispute my position that th i 


the wish and the understanding, as far as we ourselves are ¢ 
cerned in regard to this matter. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina 
in what he said has practically outlined what I think t 
mittee desire. In the first investigation by the Committee on 
Appropriations it was felt that there was an al 
tion there, of the Commission and the railroad, apparently 
arate and distinct, keeping accounts with eacl 
was all one part of a great work. 

In this matter of advance the committee has put the 
sion on because it was satisfied it was needed, kx ise of 
money that is required for the work in completing 


ment of and double-tracking the railroad. But I agree fu 
with the Senator from South Carolina. I think it is the feeling 
of the committee that the Interoceanic Canal Committee, in its 


shall be 


larger range of providing for operation—how the canal 
constructed ; what the system shall be—will, in the depths of 
ingenuity and resources, evolve a plan that will obliterate this 


its 
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dual 
only 
railroad itself, and so that we may know just what the whole 
business is without a double set of accounts; and I trust the 
committee will bring out a plan of that kind. 


the work cover not 
transportation—but the 


arrangement, so 
the canal—the 


that we may have 
excavation, the 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Maine to the bill that we passed heretofore— 
I believe it carried $11,000,000—for the prosecution of certain 
work on the Isthmus, to cover the entire expenses until June 30, 
1906. I see in the estimates made by the Treasury Department 
that only $200,000 is called for, to be used for material and 
services, including construction on the Panama Railroad. But 
{ have been informed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] since I came in that this discrepancy has been ex- 
plained by him. He has explained it to me privately. I did 
not hear his remarks, or I would not have called attention to 
the matter. 

[ could not understand why we should now appropriate 
$650,000 for that purpose when only $200,000 was asked in the 
estimate made at the time we passed the deficiency bill. But, as 
[ have said, the Senator from South Carolina has explained the 


matter to me, and I now understand it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It came about in this way—it does not do 
any harm to repeat it: Certain bonds had been sold by the 
Panama Railread Company (by the Panama Commission, be- 


cause, aS I say, they are first one and then the other, as suits 
their financial exigency, apparently), and those bonds have 


been bought back with the money which we appropriated in 
the last emergency appropriation bill, so there is a deficit of 


@ 


$650,000 necessary to carry on the work of rebuilding the road, 
and that is why the item is here. 

Mr. HALE. That is correct. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from South Carolina seems to 
think it a novelty that the Commission should have charge of 
the construction of the canal and also of the railroad as a cor- 
poration. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are one and the same person. 

Mr. SPOONER. They are not one and the same person. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Practically they are. The Senator 
had a little bout on it once before. 

Mr. SPOONER. We are about to have another bout. 
Mr. TILLMAN. AIl right; go ahead. 


and I 


Mr. SPOONER. I wish to say in all seriousness to the 
Senator that the Commission can not do any differently. We 
own simply the stock in the Panama Railroad Company. An 


act of Congress can change that; title to the property can be 
invested in the Government, and the railroad can be operated 
and handled just as the canal would be if it were completed. 
But as it stands now the Commission is absolutely powerless to 
transact business in any other way than it is doing, because the 
United States, as a stockholder in the railway company, is like 
any other stockholder. The accounts have to be kept separately. 
The Panama Railroad Company has the title to the Panama 
railway. It may be wise to change that, but as it stands now, 
and without legislation changing it, the Commission can not do 
any differently. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was not criticising the Commission. I was 
criticising the situation—the condition. I do not deny that 
technically the Senator from Wisconsin is right, but the United 
States are the sole owners of the stock of the railway company, 
nd therefore can vote and elect a board of directors—and they 
have elected a board of directors, who are the Canal Commis- 
sion The Canal Commission and the railway directors are 


st 


ners 


one and the same persons. It is simply a figment of the brain 
to contend that they are not the same. It is a legal fiction, and 
I wish that fiction done away with by legislation, if necessary, 
and that all I have tried to call the attention of the Senate to. 
nd to try to emphasize the feeling that exists in the Appropria- 
Committee that we will never more be called upon in an 
ropriation bill, urgent or otherwise, to lend ourselves money. 
I ther words, that the Canal Commission will not lend the 
railroad company money, and the situation will not be befuddled 
and the mind of the country all mixed up and beclouded with 
this Nishness. 
Mr. SPOONER. Only a word. I should not want any condi- | 
tion of affairs to continue that would keep the Senator from | 
South Carolina befuddled. 


Mr. TILLMAN. 
fuddled, but he is trying to get the Senator from Wisconsin to 
his own mind clear. 


eet hi 
Mr. SPOONER. My is clear. I do not think it is 


mind 


possible for the Senator to get his mind clear on this particular 


phase of the subject. 
I merely wish to say this: 


proposition whether it is to the interest of the Government to 


The Senator from South Carolina is not be- | 


When the time comes to debate the | 





Stump; 


change that situation, to destroy the corporate ownership of 1! 
Panama Railway and its corporate management, as it is in 1 
hands of the corporation, and vest it entirely in the Government 
there is much to be said against it in the public interest. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will meet that condition when it arises, 
I am no more in favor of the Government ownership of rail- 
roads than is the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But we have bought this railroad for one 
express purpose, and that is to build the canal and to us; 
in that construction. We are appropriating money for the 
building of the canal, and in that way we have come face to 
face with the fact that we need to double track this road. 1}, 
money is loaned here in this bill, and there is not one man 
hundred—no, not one in a thousand—who, reading this bil], 
understand what it means. 

I simply wanted to have it understood just what the situation 
was, and also to suggest that it would be very wise and neces- 
sary to have one set of books in regard to the canal consiry 
tion, which would not mix up things and befuddle them, an 
that anybody could understand where the money was going 
and somebody would not be supposing there was a steal here 

Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, if we can pass this little 
bill the Senators can fight it out afterwards. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator from Maine, if he 
is informed on the subject, or the Senator from Wisconsin, 
whether the Government owns all the stock of the Panama kuil- 
way Company? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Every share of it. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; wholly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My recollection was that there was a bill 
passed in the Senate at the last session providing for tlie con- 
demnation of the balance of that stock, but that the bill did not 
pass both Houses. 

Mr. HALE. They have got it all in now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have every share of it. We had 
sell, putatively, one share to each of the directors in order to 
make them eligible to that position. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like also to inquire of the 
ator from South Carolina, since he seems well informed on the 
situation, as to whether that stock was acquired by condemna- 
tion or purchase. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know; but by purchase, I supp 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still in the Senate ss 
in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. If there 
be no further amendments, the bill will be reported to 
Senate as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and tlie 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SO 


to 
I 


Sen- 


Se 


bill 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House lad 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (1! 
10225) granting an increase of pension to Nathan B. Rich«ard- 
son. 

The message 
following bills: 

8.9. An act 
Bolster ; 

8.11. An act granting 
Gurney ; 
S. 16. 
S. 74. 
Currier ; 
S. 80. An 

tanyan ; 
8.81. An 
Everett; 

8. 96. An 
Francis; 

§. 120. An 
Buckley ; 

S$. 122. An 


also announced that the House had passe tlie 
granting an increase of pension to D 
an increase of pension to Ruth 


An act granting a pension to Susan H. Cutler; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Aa! l 


act granting an increase of pension to J\ \. 


‘ 
wn 


act granting an increase of pension to D 


act granting an increase of pension to G A. 


act granting an increase of pension to Jo 


XI 


act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to Will J. 


S. 126. An 
Street; 

S. 138. An 
Linehan ; 

S$. 140. An 
Freeman ; 


. . a el 
act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to Mai| 
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S.142. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 644. An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
urlong; Hubbell; 
S. 148. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. S. 647. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
lvert: Harmony ; 
S145. An act granting an increase of pension to Wellington | 8S. 666. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
rlatt ; | Patrick ; 
S, 164. An act granting a pension to Helen A. Frederick; | §. 669. An act granting an increase of pension to Laurence 
S.178. An act granting an increase of pension to Irene A. | Mericle; 
‘brane: 8.670. An act granting an increase of pe m to Anthony 
8.179. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. | Barrett; 
yhew ; S. 706. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha BE. 
S.183. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry F. | Saitar; 
Hunt: | $. 707. An act granting a pension to Alice E. Gilley 
s.185. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. | _ *- 414. An act granting an increase of pension to Susi 
7 | Place; 
( : | ara ‘ ‘ ; ; 
5.193. An act granting an increase of pension to John C.| 5-415. An act granting a pension to Georgia A. Rollins 
rly S. 727. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper H 
206, An act granting an increase of pension to Gordon H. Keys ; . ' : , : 
nard: S. 785. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin ¢ 
" . o . a Marra: 
S.209. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. | Pierce . / ? 
R : S. 787. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
210. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas P. | Ernst ; _ ; 
S. 8387. An act granting an increase of peusion to Elizabeth C 
5211, An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson J. | Dunton ; ; 
P S. 845. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
’ . < . noe: 
212, An act granting an increase of pension to John T. Page . ; ‘ , ; 
I ae | §.850. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur | 
5.228. An act granting an increase of pension to John | I CVEreUx ; : ' : 
Ss ae S.851. An act granting an increase of pension to Freder 
: ae , : ; : | Houser ; 
44. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ss as : ; : 
r el. alias Thomas Bramble: S. 923. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel L 
a Sea ae 5 , | Badger; 
279. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace E. at cae : : ; ; 7 ; 
” ie S. 949. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob H. 
, 1 4 ; Epler ; 
14. An act granting a pension to Aletha E. Reynolds; . 950. An act granting a pensi ie Mo] 
- . ° . “ } TW, £ act gr gi ension to hinmma fen 
S315. An act granting an increase of pension to George a > = Og ; . ose 
= »* I —— S$. 986. An act granting an increase of pension to Carol M 
. : . Doan: 
22. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella . oO ; : 
\\ - ' = J t S.991. An act granting an increase of pensi to Jai 
: ; J McMahon: 
Ss. 529. An act granting an increase of penston to William E. | ~ « ; ‘ ; ; 
1 wr . - 6: I S. 994. An act granting an increase of pensi » Henry Wes 
I ty : : ; ton ; 
ws. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. ." < 
v 4 ii I J S$. 1015. An act granting an increase of ision to Joseph 
aaa : : : “ , McSwain; 
0. An act granting an increase of pension to Kemenskio S 1025 : An act er ee ae . 
\ L.. Collins, alias Lewis Collins ; MeCl a ee on Vrs oe oe o Andrew 
- . . : os ae s 
S.385. An act granting an increase of pension to George W.|~ «& oo ' , 
; : E = I George W S. 1038. An act granting an increase of per n to James 
; 2 z Frazier ; 
2 n ac ors Oo ¢ -rease nsi *j ‘ “ . . . . . 
eS . An ict granting an increase of pension to Lucinda S. 1041. An act granting an increase of pet . to Mvron E. 
- + ianeaiiies oe e ’ : _ | Billings; 
() aC oT € erense ns Ore ‘ ‘ . : . 
- ie 4 n act granting an increase of pension to George W. S.1042. An act granting an increase of pension to Fi 
, ’ \ i. oe - f 3 ; Piccard ; 
‘72 J ac Vi ow ¢ ‘rease ons ay “ . = : . : 
2 2. An act granting an increase of pension to David F. S. 1163. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha G 
‘i * . 
; ; Cushing ; 
p 3. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. S. 1212. An act granting an increase of pens to John S. 
v : . . ee Wilcox ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 1258. An act granting an increase of p »Cl es W 
: Y 5 . Paige, alias Jackson Mors« 
). An act granting a pension to Annie L. Tredick ; S.1270. An act granting an increase of to John ( 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis | Barr: 
I McCready, alias Thomas Buckley ; S. 1271. An act granting an increase o 1 to E 
An act granting an increase of pension to William H. | Irwin: 
» Wait; S. 1303. An act granting a pension to Harrison Brot 
!, An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis A. S. 1367. An act granting an increase of | » All 
i Foster ; 
!. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson S. 1268. An act granting an increase of > WwW m HH. 
Hicks ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lumbard B. S. 1482. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo W 
Foreaker ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry G. S. 1456. An act granting a pension to Joann M 
» vy: S. 1466. An act granting an increase of p » K ena 
\n act granting an increase of pension to John Flynn; | Davis: 
\n act granting an increase of pension to Frederick S. 1407. An act granting an increase of pens to Laura A 
Vv: Blodgett ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. S. 1474. An act granting an increase ¢ sion to J 
; Davis; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lide S. $. 1509. An act granting an increase of )x I a. 
: -. Hodges ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to John H. S. 1517. An act granting an rease of pens J 
Kennedy ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram S. 1524. An act granting an increase of | J 
ferkey ; 
, nN a . 
An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe J. S. 1525. An act granting an increase of pe Z 
t | Bradfield ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to John D. S. 1529. An act granting an increase ¢« é I. 
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S. 1709. An act granting a pension to Florence Greeley De | 
Veaux; 

S. 1755. An act granting an increase of pension to Washing- 


S. 1527. An act granting an increase of pension to George C. 


S. 1559. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura | 


S. 1828. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin | 


S. 1841. An act granting a pension to Robert Catlin; 


S. 1842. An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom O. | 


S. 1852. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
S. 1987. An act granting a pension to Ella T. Hapeman; 

S. 2023. An act granting a pension to Amanda M. Richey; 

S. 2071. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
Anshutz;: 


S. 2112. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
S. 2115. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 


S. 2144. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. M. Brown; 


Ss. 2229. An act granting an increase of pension to William I. | 


Hilkey : 

S. 2200. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Thompson ; 

S. 2256. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
I’. McConnell; 

S. 2295. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Hitcheock ; 

S. 2415. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie I. 
Edgerton; 

S. 2481. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah R. 
Wilkins; 

S. 2555. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Bargar; 

S. 2564. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Matheney ; 

S. 2583. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Robey “ 

8.2730. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Ford ; j 

S. 2779. An act granting an increase of pension to James J. 


S. 2825. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
S. 2879. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 


$.3180. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 


244. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 





S. 3286. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
MWeGeliee; and 


S. 3307. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip W. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it be until Monday next. 
rhe motion was agreed to. 


EXE rIVE SESSION. 


S. 3248. An act granting an increase of pension to Akey C. | 
F 


Griffith T. Davis, of Pennsylvania, to be collector of inte 

revenue for the twelfth district of Pennsylvania. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

To be ensigns in the Navy from the 3d day of February, 1: 

John 8. Abbott, 

Thomas H. Taylor, and 

Charles BE. Brillhart. 

Samuel Gordon, a citizen of New York, to be an assistant 
engineer in the Navy from the 2d day of February, 1906. 

To be chief boatswains in the Navy from the 25th day 
January, 1906, upon the completion of six years’ service, j ; 
cordance with the provisions of the act of Congress approve) 
March 3, 1899, as amended by the act of April 27, 1904: 

Martin Fritman, 

John McCarthy, and 

Henry C. Jarrett. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
General officers. 

Brig. Gen. Frederick D. Grant to be major-general from I 
ary 6, 1906. 

Lieut. Col. William E. Birkhimer, Artillery Corps, to 
brigadier-general. 

Lieut. Col. Palmer G. Wood, Eleventh Infantry, to be brig 
general. 

Lieut. Col. Henry A. Reed, Artillery Corps, to be brigad 
general. 


i 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


Infantry Arm. 

Maj. William T. Wood, detailed inspector-general, to be lieu- 
tenant-colonel of infantry from February 3, 1906. 

Lieut. Col. George H. Roach, United States Army, retired, to 
be placed on the retired list of the Army with the rank of 
colonel from February 38, 1906. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA, 

George McC. Allison to be postmaster at Globe, in the county 

of Gila and Territory of Arizona. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Bela C. Ide to be postmaster at Arroyo Grande, in the county 
of San Luis Obispo and State of California. 

George BE. Lund to be postmaster at Fruitvale, in the county 
of Alameda and State of California. . 

William L. Leonard to be postmaster at Oroville, in the 
county of Butte and State of California. 

GEORGIA, 

Walter Akerman to be postmf&ster at Cartersville, in the 
county of Bartow and State of Georgia. 

Joseph S. Garrett to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county 
of Muscogee and State of Georgia. 

Hervey D. Bush to be postmaster at Covington, in the county 
of Newton and State of Georgia. 

Jerome FE. Poche to be postmaster at Washington, in the 
county of Wilkes and State of Georgia. 

KENTUCKY. 
Jacob B. Coffman to be postmaster at Russellville, in the 


| eounty of Logan and State of Kentucky. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of executive busine 
n 


The motio 


was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent | 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock | 


and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Feb- 


ruary 12, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 9, 1906. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Benjamin F. Keith, of North Carolina, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Wilmington, in the State of North 
Carolina. 

COLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Edmund B. Allen, of Missouri, to be collector of internal 

revenue for the first district of Missouri. 


LOUISIANA. 
Virginia H. Jordan to be postmaster at Rayville, in the parish 
of Richland and State of Louisiana. 
Thomas R. Morse to be postmaster at New Iberia, in t! 
ish of Iberia and State of Louisiana. 
NEW YORK. 
James L. Moore to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the cou 
Oswego and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
McMurray Furgerson to be postmaster at Littleton, 
county of Halifax and State of North Carolina. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Jacob R. Zuck to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant, in thie 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
Elmer W. Robinson to be postmaster at East Provid in 
the county of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 


P. Brooks Connor to be postmaster at Greenwood, in tle 
county of Greenwood and State of South Carolina. 
Charles J. Purcell to be postmaster at Newberry, in the ty 
of Newberry and State of South Carolina. 
TENNESSEE. 


Robert F. Haun to be postmaster at Milan, in the cou of 
Gibson and State of Tennessee. 
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TIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, February 9, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

Che Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
yved. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
uurn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
rhe question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
\LIZING REMOVAL OF THE COUNTY 
OKLA. 
Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill H. R. 
9, and ask it be placed upon its passage. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island 
nimous consent for the present consideration of the bill, 
h the Clerk will report. 
the Clerk read as follows: 
A ll (H. R. 71389) 


ad- 


SEAT OF WASHITA COUNTY, 


rhe 


legalizing the removal 
Washita County, Okla. 
it enacted, ete., That the action of the majority of the electors 
Washita County, Okla., as determined by an election 
lay of August, A. D. 1900, for the purpose of removing the county 
of said county from the town of Cloud Chief to the town of New 
( iell, in said county, be, and the same is hereby, in all things ratified 
nfirmed, and the county seat of said county is hereby declared to 
the said town of New Cordell. 
the SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I understand that there has been an election out there by the 
people and they want this removal. Is that true? 
Mr. CAPRON. That is true, sir. 


of the county seat of 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


ir hears none. 
rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CAPRON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
; laid on the table. 


Cl 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What would be the objection 
gentleman buy the land at an upset price? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I did not 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 


to let this 


understand the gen 


What 


would be the objection to let this 
gentleman buy the land at an upset price? 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I think the party would be 


very glad to do that, but I think it would be unusual and with 
that quantity of 
entry 

What about the amount to be paid for the 
Is that left in the discretion of the Secretary 


the public domain that is subject to homestead 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
lease of the land? 


| of the Interior? 


held on the | 


LEASING LANDS IN STANLEY COUNTY, 8. DAK., FOR A BUFFALO | 
PASTURE. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask’ unani- 


mous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
A (H. R. 18542) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to lease 
land in Stanley County, S. Dak., for a buffalo pasture. 
t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


\uthorized to withdraw from entry and to lease for a period | 


under 
5,000 acres of the public domain, in the county of Stanley 
' of South Dakota, to be used exclusively for the pasturing 

uuffalo, and for no other purpose: Provided, That no lands 

ised except such tracts as may have been subject to home- 
try for a period of fifteen years and have not been entered or 
ited: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior 
ny time cancel any lease which may hereafter be made under 
sions hereof and restore said land to the public domain. 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
Ws: 


ears 


rules and regulations to be by him prescribed, not | 


6, after the word “ exceeding,” strike out “five thousand” | 


t “three thousand five hundred.” 

6, after the word “* domain,” insert “in townships 5 and 6 
idian.” 

12, before the word “Provided,” insert “ unless 
ficient period so that entries that may have been made have 
eled and the land has reverted to the public domain.” 


SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
like an explanation of the purpose of the bill. 
BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, in Stanley 
, S. Dak., there is a gentleman who has a herd of native 
I think 118 head. 
i River and he wants to get additional land adjoining 
ture so as to enlarge it, and the land is hilly and bluffy 
is been open to homestead entry now since February 
1), and although it is within a distance of 3 miles from 
n it never has been filed upon because of its rough char- 
This bill simply authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
3,500 acres of that land coming up to the township 
these buffalo are now pastured, and provides that it can 
‘ used for a buffalo pasture, and for no other purpose; 
may be leased for a period of not exceeding ten years, 
it the Secretary of the Interior may at any time cancel 
Se that may be made. It is a unanimous report from the 
ttee on Public Lands. 


the right to object, I 


Hie e 


f range 30, and townships 5 and 6 north, range 31 east, Black | 


abandoned 


He has them in a pasture on the | 


| 


j 





| of the Secretary of the Interior, who makes rules and reg 
asks | 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That is left in the discretion 
tions. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The committee is of the opinion the Gov 


ernment would get more money out of it this way than in 


any 

other way? 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I do not think the committee 
considered the question of getting any money out of it. I do not 


think it will bring any money into the Treasury. It simply was 
to permit the use of this land that is lying there practically 
worthless and of no value at present, so that he can inclose it in 
his pasture. Now, if anybody comes along and wants to acquire 
any part of it, they have a right to file a homestead, and if there 
is any lease covering any part of it the Secretary of the Interior 
may cancel it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
was to pay 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As to whether he shall pay anything at all 
or not? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. As to whether he shall pay 
It is to be leased under rules and regulations to be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior. 


I understood the gentleman to say that he 





It is left to the discretion of 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Can the Secretary of the Interior, under 
this bill, let him have the land for nothing? 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I do not suppose he w d do 





so. There would be some nominal consideration, I presunx I 
will state, Mr. Speaker, that this bill does not give any person 
any exclusive right whatever. It simply says that the Secretary 


of the Interior may lease certain land for a buffalo pasture and 
for no other purpose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that, but I understand that if 
the Secretary of the Interior does lease it, that he is not going to 
cancel it. Of course, it is left discretionary with him to cancel 
it, and it is left discretionary with him to let it go as h 
but, as a matter of fact, of course, the gentleman 
know if he leased it for ten years, 
years under his control. 


mestead ; 
and I bo 


it is going to remain for ten 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to say to the gen 
tleman that this land has been open to settlement and entry 
since February 10, 1890, and the land is taken for a distance of 
nearly a hundred miles west, and yet this particular land has 
never been taken, nor does anybody care to take it at the present 
time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If it is good enough to pasture buffalo upon, 
of course it has some value. I understand the sentiment unde 
lying the bill. We do not want the buffalo to become ex t in 
this country, and this man is doing a very useful work from : 


zoological standpoint; but if it is possible for the , 
the Interior to let one man have public lands, or lease them, 
for nothing, it starts a very bad precedent regardless of the sen 
timent that is behind the bill. 

If it is mandatory upon the Secretary of the Interior 
something in return, why it seems to me that the bill is unob- 
jectionable, and if, as I understand the gentleman now, the Sec- 
retary has the discretion to let him have it for nothing, or vir 
tually for nothing, it seems to me we ought not to start that 
precedent. 


secretary ol 


1 


to get 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I think, Mr. Speaker, that 
the Secretary of the Interior would naturally consider whethe 
or not it is proper to make any charge or whether anything 
could be gotten as a charge. We have authorized the sale of 
reservations under the rules and regulations to be prescribed 


by the Secretary of the Interior and left him to fix the 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will insert in 
some minimum price at which the Secretary of 


his I] 
the Interior may 


lease the land, I would have no objection to the bill I would 
like to see the bill go into operation, but to start the precedent 


by letting anybody have the public lands for nothing, either by 
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lease or by sale, seems to me a bad preeedent, no matter how 
good the sentiment behind it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to 
man if he will suggest what he would prepose as a minimum? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, I would be willing to leave that with 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], who knows more about 
values in this regard than I do—say 25 cents per acre per an- 
num, or 10 cents per acre. What does the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. LAcry] think? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that 
lands in our State that are only suitable for grazing purposes 
lease for somewhere about 6 or 7 cents an acre; but those are 
grass lands. Now, these lands mentioned in the bill, as I say, 
are rough and hilly, and largely gumbo. I presume the gentle- 
man is familiar with the character of the land along the Mis- 
souri River, and the purpose of getting this additional land is 
to enlarge the range, because the buffalo is an animal which 
will not stand confinement, and the more range he has the better 
for him. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that.. Now, in attempting to 
state a proper price, I was, as I intimated, purely guessing. I 
know very little about the proper price for leasing in that sec- 
tion of the country. The gentleman states that grazing lands 
there are leased by the State for from 6 to 7 cents; so I would 
suggest that he put 5 cents, at least, in this bill. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
suggest to the gentleman that we incorporate an amendment 
limiting the Secretary to the right to lease at not less than $50 
per annum, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. How many acres are there? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Thirty-five hundred acres. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman from South Dakota yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
from Towa. 

Mr. LACEY. I will say to my friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
WILLIAMS] that there were three little herds of buffalo started 
by the saving of the calves when the general extermination took 
place along in the seventies, and there were seven calves saved 
by some Indians, which have been the basis of this herd. These 
seven calyes have inereased to 118—probably the finest speci- 
mens, I think, of buffalo living to-day on the continent. 

They are the plains buffalo. They are kept by Mr. Philip, 
who married an Indian wife. They are in the bluff lands of 
the Missouri River. The lands proposed to increase his pas- 
ture is of the same bluffy character. The buffalo are healthy 
there, and have been making a steady increase. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that, and I sympathize with 
the undertaking. 

Mr. LACEY. It has not been a profitable venture. In fact, 
instead of charging Mr. Philip anything, I think the Govern- 
ment could very well afford to give him some aid, direct aid, in 


ask the gentle- 


I will yield to the gentleman 


his laudable purpose of saving these animals from extermina- 
tion. ‘The Indians of the Flathead Agency saved 35, and their 
herd has grown to 352 animals. There are only four or five 


large herds in existence—the Austin-Corbin herd of 154; the 
Flathead Indian herd of 352; the Goodnight herd, 40 or 50; 


the Yellowstone herd of 44, and this herd, which is the third 

in magnitude, and perhaps the finest in its quality, and so re- 

garded by people who are interested in saving these animals. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I am in perfect sympathy with the object. 
Mr. LACEY. And this land is only to be used for this pur- 


pose. It must be exclusively used for this purpose, and the 


lessee can not put cattle on it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. 

M LACEY. And if there should be any consideration 
ch 1 at all, it ought to be a very nominal one. I visited 
{ rd three or four years ago and was profoundly inter- 
‘ n it. Instead of mixing the breed, as they have in other 
he by importing animals from other places, he has con- 
i d to breed the pure plains buffalo, the original stock being 
healthy, and he succeeded, and will go a long ways to preserve 
this magnificent animal from extinction. 

I will incorporate in my remarks a report on this subject- 
matter made by me in the Fifty-sixth Congress: 


the Royal Canadian Society, in May, 1890, made the 


bison. © * ® 





At this time there are in all proba- 
als alive on the continent.” 
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aps no fact in the natural history of America which | 
1 on civilized man as the reckless and almost total | 


Americi as discovered the American Indians, measured by 
th flocks and herds, were as opulent as any people on the globe. The | 
bison was the common property of all. He took care of himself both | 
winter and summer, and furnished a never-failing supply of food and 
raiment for the aborigines. Through inconceivable ages this animal had 
become adapted to the soil, climate, and surroudings. The bison is the 


most typically American of all the indigenous beasts on the continent. 
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In 1832 the last of the bison was killed east of the Mississippi k 
Before the development of the railroads vast herds of these an 
avoided the destructive effects of the white settlements by emier 
to the Far West, and down to as late as 1870 they still numbered 
many millions. The building of the Pacific Railroad was the signa . 
the destruction of these vast herds. They were slaughtered wi: ¢ 
mercy, for sport and for profit. i 

The most pitiful story in the history of all animal life is Prof. \j 
liam T. Hornaday'’s report on the extinction of the American )j 
The mania for slaughter seems to have affected everyone. The En 
lord, the miner, the cowboy, and the immigrant slew right and left 
ting the plains with thousands wpon thousands of tons of blea: 
bones that have since been gathered up and transported to the ; 
refineries on the Atlantic coast. ‘These herds, that could have readily 
been converted into domestic animals and preserved as a perm: t 
source of wealth, have been literaly swept from the face of the earth. 

The cattle which have taken their place are unable to withstand the 
rigors and severity of the changeable climate. Where the bison turned 


his head to the storm and fought it out with the blizzard, the America 
cattle of to-day turn tail to the wind and drift to destruction. The 


bison was clothed expressly to resist the severity of the climate in w} 
he was living. Prehistoric man, in his long warfare against the mam 
moth, left not one to tell the tale. Necessity for food, no doubt, wag 
his excuse, and the slow breeding of these gigantic beasts made the 
extermination comparatively easy. When America was discovered the 
bison was the king of American beasts. By ages of gradual modification 
and natural selection an animal was developed fitted in the most admira- 
ble way for a life in the vast region from Hudson Bay and Great Slave 
Lake to the Gulf of Mexico. 

The United States Government has tardily attempted to preserve some 
of the wonders of nature on the continent. The word “ extinction” 
does not literally apply to the bison, but we have arrived at a point 
where nothing but heroic treatment will prevent this animal from join- 
ing the dodo, the great auk, and the mammoth. s 

Professor Hornaday thinks that there are at present 1,500 living 
buffalo in the whole world. The herd of the Flathead Indians, the 
“ Buffalo Jones” herd, the Goodnight herd, the Corbin herd, a few 
specimens here and there in zoological parks, remnants still of perhaps 
twenty in the Yellowstone National Park, and a few scattered “ wood 
buffalo” west of Hudson Bay embrace all that are left of the countless 
millions of a generation ago. 

We recognize the fact that the buffalo, like the Indian, must be do- 
mesticated or disappear; but it is also true that an adequate home 
must be found for the few remaining, or else they can not be protected 
and preserved. After a few generations of domestication their breeding 


ich 


ean no doubt be carried on without the broad range that now se 
necessary. To turn these animals out on the plains of any of th 
Western States or Territories to take their chances with domestic cattle 
would result in their destruction. A range sufficiently large and at the 
same time fenced in should be provided for that purpose. The owner of 
this herd is willing to bear all the expense of this experiment and asks 
no Government aid. He can not turn these animals out on the open 
range without danger of their entire loss. 

In 1873 Congress passed a law to protect the buffalo, but the Presi- 
dent of the United States failed to sign it, and it did not become a |! 
The failure to sign this bill might be called another “ crime of seventy- 
three.” Action then would have been in time. The failure to act now 
in this matter will be fatal. We believe that the Government should 











make this experiment. It ought to be made, even if it had to be made 
entirely at public expense, but under the plan proposed by this bill the 
Government will not expend a single dollar. The land to be used f 
the purpose is public land. It belongs to the people. The whole ; 


ple of the United States are concerned in saving our nation from 
reproach of allowing the entire extinction of the American bison. 
children’s children would curse us, and they ought to, if we do not | 
vent this reproach on the American people from being consummated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I know the gentleman is engaged in a 
work of high zoological importance, but it ought not to be oper- 
ated at the expense of the Federal Government. There ought 
to be something come to the Federal Government for the use 
of this land, and if it is to be of any benefit to him, there ought 
to be something paid for it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. These lands have been used 
since that country was occupied up to the present time wit! 
paying anything. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 


the 
Our 


tf nre- 


nT 


By people whose cattle were squatted upo! 


it. The Government was not recognizing their right, but to give 
it without remuneration in this way would be establishing a 
precedent that I do not think ought to be established. I do not 
care what the amount is; if the gentleman would put it as low 


as about $50 I would be satisfied, so that a precedent is not set 
of granting it for nothing. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I offer the following amend- 
ment: Insert after the word “ years,” in line 5, the words “at 
an annual rental of not less than $50.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendm 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “ years,” in line 5, the words, “at an annual 
rental of not less than $50.” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is that Buffalo Jones’s het 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It is not. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agre 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th: 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Burxe of South Dakota, a motion to re’ 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 
table. 


[After a pause.] 
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mad 


“cA 





CLOAKROOM MEN. 


HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 


| report from the Committee on Accounts. 


Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 145. 
lved, That hereafter Arthur Lucas, L. W. Pulies, Robert Coates, 
rt Seott, “ cloakroom men” in charge of the Republican and 
tie ecloakrooms, House of Representatives, shall be classified as 
laborers and their compensation shall be at the rate of $840 each 
num. 
d, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives is hereby 
ed and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, 
ur Leeas, L. W. Pulies, Robert Coates, and Albert Scott, re- 
ly, the difference between their pay as “ cloakroom men,” at the 
$60 per month, and the rate of $70 per month each as skilled 
, during the remainder of the present Congress, and the Com- 
) Appropriations is hereby authorized to provide, in one of 
eral appropriation bills, for said increase from and after the 
rent of the first session of the Fifty-ninth Congress. 
resolution was agreed to. 
ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privi- 
report from the Committee on Accounts. 
Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 210. 
That the chairman of the Committee on the Territories is 
ithorized and directed to appoint an assistant clerk to said 
for the sessions of the Fifty-ninth Congress, to be paid out 
tingent fund of the House, at the rate of $6 per day. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


y 7 


9 
eS 3 


and 4 strike out the words “ for the sessions of the Fifty- 

and insert the following: “ To serve during such por- 
remainder of the present session as in the discretion of the 
an may be actually necessary.” 


» amendment was agreed to. 
» resolution as amended was agreed to. 
CHIEF PAGES. 
HUGHES. I also submit the following resolution, with 
of the committee. 
Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 97. 


1, That from and after July 1, 1906, the compensation of the 
es of the House of Representatives shall be $1,200 per annum; 
on ee on Appropriations is hereby directed to make pro- 
me in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
lution at this time? 

RUMPACKER. 
n «f this resolution, reserving the right to object. 
IIUGHES. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is reported ad- 
by the committee. The proposition was to increase the 

if the chief pages from $75 to $100 a month. I ask for 


( gress ”’ 


the 





ig of the report, and move that the resolution be laid 
le. 
Clerk read as follows: 
ittee on Accounts, to whom was referred House resolution 
increase the salaries of the chief pages of the House from 
000 per annum, have had the same under consideration and 
| that it be laid on the table. 


e the annual salary now paid is sufficient to cover the greater 


work performed by the chief pages over and above that per- 
other pages, which latter are paid for the session only. 


‘EAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia moves 
resolution on the table. 

otion was agreed to. 
CARTAGE 

Mr. Speaker, I present the following report. 

read as follows: 


OF DOCUMENTS. 


HES. 


t the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized to em- 
proval of the Committee on Accounts, necessary la 
rtage at a total cost not to exceed $1,500, to be paid out 


nt fund of the House, for the purpose of delivering to 
f Congress the bound volumes of original papers, ge 
inted matter, books, and manuscripts in the files of 
b, in his judgment, are not required to be retained in 
istody of the file clerk, in accordance with the pro- 
t of June 6, 1900. 


AKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 









RKINS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
c@ some explanation of that resolution. 
‘TLETT. Mr. Speaker, is that not a privileged re- 


‘AKER. The resolution seems to be privileged. 
rHES. 
ie House asked for an amount to be set apart, and 
remove the surplus books to make room for current 
the building. The Clerk says that this amount is 
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necessary and only such an amount can be used 


l on that 

as is O. K.’ed by the chairman of the Comm on A¢ 

Mr. PERKINS. What is this for 

Mr. HUGHES. To remove surplus bo { ! 
of the building——— 

Mr. PERKINS. To make room for more su 

Mr. HUGHES. There are certain books to be ' t 
these will have to be removed to make room for i 
ones. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, this re 
out an act of Congress passed in 1900. <A 
appropriated at that time for the remo 
Clerk has informed us that another amount I 


carry out the provisions of the act of Congress, a 
ported this resolution for that purpose. 
Mr. HUGHES. The act of Congress was passed June 


Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like t 
gentleman, in view of the fact that the reso s 


vide for the disposition or transfer of pub! 
believes that it is a proper charge on the contingent fi 


Mr. BARTLETT. It is made a charge on the con ore 
by the act of Congress. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems to me that the cont 
fund ought not to be used for such a general purpose 

Mr. BARTLETT. Perhaps it ought not to be, but the | 


quires that it be charged to the contingent fund. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUGHES. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the committ 
true that this appropriation is to furnish space for t 
of documents that are entirely worthless and can not 
tributed, if it does not seem to them that there should | 


action taken by which the accumulation of these 
worthless, costly documents should be stopped, instead 
stored? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I agree with the gentleman thot 
and I will cooperate with him. The Committee on A 
has no jurisdiction of that subject, but the s ( 
organized by the House for the purpose of disposir 
useless snd worthless documents. N a 
offer any method by which the printing of useless do¢ 

i the accumulation of unnecessary and unprofitable y 
be stopped, I will cooperate with | sfarasla le 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope at the proper t he ¢ 

will be willing to cooperate to check the pri g of su 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some | 


uments. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I certainly will. 
The resolution was considered and agreed to. 


NATHAN B. RICHARDSON. 








The SPEAKER baid before the House the | i 
act granting an increase of pension to Nathan B. Ric! 
with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS ON THE PRIVA CAI 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. S| , I ask 
that bills on the Private Calendar in order 
in the House as in Committe f the W le 

The SPEAKER. ‘The n f 1 Ne I 

! unanimous consent f! on e P ( 
1 « rder to-day under l 
( mitte of the Whole. ( l 
Lpere was bho obj ] 
( N I I 
rhe first pension busin the 1 (H 
ise of pension to John L. | 
l was re a I 3: 
’ et | Si 
zed and d i to 
ind t t 
ite of C ’ One 
i r Inf 

The amendment led ul 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty and 
word “ twenty-four.” 


I will say in regard to the resolution that the | 


The amendment was agres 

The bill 
reading; and being engross 
time, and passed. 


as amen 
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CARL W. BLOCK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6178) granting 
an increase of pension to Carl W. Block. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisi and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Carl 
W. Block, late of Fifth Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 

I V receiving 

rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows 


In line 8 strike out the word ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


“ fifty ’ 


word “ thirty.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ISAIAH QUEMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6408) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaiah Queman. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Isaiah Queman, late of Company D, Forty-first Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
pe 


onth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readihfg: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passsed. 
EDWIN BILLING. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R 
an increase of pension to Edwin Billings. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


. 12156) granting 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Edwin Billings, late of Company E, First Regiment Nevada Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
f that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Billings” and insert in lieu thereof 
t word “ Billing.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof 
t word ‘“ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
yn to Edwin Billing.” 

WILLIAM U. MALLORIE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 51¢ 
a pension to William U. Mallorie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


pens 


»» 


>) 


granting 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed *o place on the pension roll, subject to 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam 1 Maliorie, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment Vennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 








in line 7, after the word “ Pennsylvania,” insert the word “ Reserve.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty-six.” 

ir e 9, before the word “ receiving,” insert the word “ now.” 

Lhe mendments were agreed to. 

he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
{ nd passed. 

\ nd the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pe to William U. Mallorie.” 

ISAAC HENRY OBER, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4206) granting 
an increas¢ ension to Isaac Henry Ober. 

The b | ad, as follows: 

Be it « That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, autt directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provision limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
Henry Ober, late of Company A, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunte Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 
rate of $30 p month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Tl mendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


e amendment was agreed to 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES B. BABCOCK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10477) 
ing an increase of pension to James B. Babcock. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na: 
James B. Babcock, late of Company F, First Regiment Wis 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per m 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Wisconsin,” insert the word “ Volunt: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty’ and insert in lieu thereof 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


oy 


ORTON D. FORD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2823) granting 
an increase of pension to Orton D. Ford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su} 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na: 
Orton D. Ford, late of Company G, First Regiment Minnesota \ 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $7 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thi! 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


word “seventy-two” and insert itn lieu 


WILLIAM H. ACKERT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6109) 
an increase of pension to William H. Ackert. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name W 
liam H. Ackert, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment New York \ 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


grant ng 


ALEXANDER MILLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1909) granting 
a pension to Alexander Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su tt 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o 
ander Miller, late of Company B, First Regiment Connecticut 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 


In line 7, before the word “ Heavy,” insert the word “ Volunt 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu 
he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for : 


, 


] 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tl: l 
time, and passed. 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an inci of 


pension to Alexander Miller.” 
AMHERST F. GRAVES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6180) ¢ 
an increase of pension to Amherst F. Graves. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 4! 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the. 
Amherst F. Graves, late second lieutenant Company I, Twe. 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee wer 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “lieutenant,” insert the words “> 
McClellan’s Dragoons, and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ 
the word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


rm 


* and insert in licu 





1906. 
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rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | J. 


aw 
hg; 


and passed. 


DAVID F. M’DONALD. 


he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
crease of pension to David F. McDonald. 
bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


o~--—9 
vVvve ) 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


granting 


is 


and he 


, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
rov 


Fr. 


isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
McDonald, late of Company C, One hundred and twenty 

giment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 

the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


» amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


and 7 





e vords 
ifantry.” 


Pennsylvania 


strike out the words 


Vol 


D, Third B 


ae Cc, 
inteer 


ttalion, 


amendment was agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


1d passed. 


ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 1043) 


HORACE 


HOUNSOM. 


One hundred and twenty 


Infantry,” 
Fifteenth 


of pension to Horace Hounsman. 


II 


, 
was read, 


as follows: 
enacted, ete., That 


an 


Regiment 


d 


in 


the Secretary of the Interior be, 


rized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


and 


of 


yn 
n. late 


limitat 
Company 
Volunteer 
month in lieu of that 


D, 


Infantry, 


ms of tl 


One 


ie nsion 
hundre 


pay h 


pe 
and 


laws, 


d 


im 


the 
and 


name 
fi wrty-second 


in lieu 
United 


ert 


granting 
and he is 


subject to 
of Hora 


Regi 


ce 


a pension at the rate 


he is now receiving. 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


ve: 


6 strike out the word “‘ Hounsman ” 


*‘ Hounsom,”’ 


strike out the word 


S 


enty-four.” 


“ fifty ” 


and 


ndments were agreed to. 
ll as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly 


| passed. 


the title so as to read: “A bil 
to Horace Hounsom.” 


CASPER 


YOST. 


and insert in lieu thereof 


insert 


ors 


pre 


in 


inting 


lieu 


thereof the 


read the third 


an i 


‘t pension business was the bill (H. R. 10437 
se of pension to Casper Yost. 
ll was read, as follows: 


; 
7 


, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
i and directed to place on the pension roll, 


nerease of 


granting 


and he i 
subject to 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Casper 


t lie 


ad 
na 


5 how 


itenant 


recely ing. 


Company 


B, 


First Regiment Illinois Volun 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 


iment recommended by the committee was read, as 


8 strike out the word “ fifty 


” 


endment was agreed to. 
as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


1d | 


issed, 


A pe 


XT 


ADAM COOK, 


e of pension to Adam Cook. 
| was read, as follows: 


l, et 
ial 


pension business was the bill (H. R. 11 


and insert in lieu 


°o 
Om 


0 


thereof the 


veing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


) granting 


.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
il and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam 


Company 
Pennsylvanis 
rm 


iD 
pet 


F, 


a 
} 


One hundred and forty-second and Sixty-first 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


dment recommended hy the committee was read, as 


7 strike out the words “ and Sixty-first Regiments’ 


2 


the word “ Regiment.” 


vendment was agreed to. 
| as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


d passed. 


pension business was the bill (H. R. 11¢ 
of pension to Franklin J. Fellows. 


FRANKLIN 


J. FELLOWS. 


was read, as follows: 


ted 





etc., 


oe) 


din 


’ 


and insert 


) granting 


‘ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin 


late of Company B, Fi h Regiment Ne 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pe at the 1 
lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the co 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” t V 
in lieu thereof the words “ second 

The amendment was agreed t 

The bill as amended was ord 1 to be « 
reading; and being engrossed, it acco! 
time, and passed. 

JOHN BURNS 

The next pension business was the bill (H. | 
an increase of pension to John Burns. 

The bill was read, as follows 

RB it ¢ t the Se ft | 
hereby, a Zz ected to p tl 
th rovis and limitatio1 of t on 
burns, late of Company C, Ter I it 
tillery, and pay him a pension he of $ ( 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the « 
follows: 

In line 7, before the ‘ AI t 

The amendment was agreed 

The bill as amended was ordered to be eng 
reading: and being engrossed. \ ord 
time, and passed. 

PETER D ron 

The next pension business was the bill (H 
an increase of pension to Peter D utt 

The bill was read, as follo 

Be it enacted, ete.. That t 
hereby, auth 1 and l 
the provisions I 
D>. Sutton, late Cor t 
lilinois Volunteer Infant l 
per month in t ‘ f 

The amendment re 1! the 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the 1 l t v 
thereof the word ve 

The amendment was ag 1 to. 

The bill as amended dered to be ¢ 
reading; and being engros l ‘ d 
time, and passed. 

( G AIL. 

The next pension busines $s the bill (H. 
an increase of pension to George G. Brail 

The bill was read, as llo 

the Se of ti It 
ected | ( < 
itations of the pet 
nv Sixt f 
im a pension 


io 


th 


Fellows, 





lieu of th 
The amet 
llows: 


it I I 
1iment recommended by the co 


In line 8 stri 


e word “ th 


The amendment was 














wr 





er vin 


The bill as amended was ordered to be « 
reading: and being engrossed, it was 
time, and passed. 

DAN » v3 

The next pensir n bus 3 the bill (H 
an increase of pension to Daniel VY. Lo\ 

The bill was read, as foll 

Be it enacted, etc., That the §S t! 
hereby, t} ed 1 « ! ) 
to the provisions and limit ns of tl I 
Daniel V. Lowrey, of ¢ pany K, 7 I 
Volunteer Infantry, y 1 a | s { 
in lieu of that he r iving. 

The amendment recommended by th 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out tl word L y 
the word “ Lowar; 

The amendment was agreed to 


re 
ti 


an increase of pension to Mely 


The bill as amended was orders 


and being enero 


~ading ; 
me, and } 


( 


issed. 


Amend the 
pension to Daniel V. Lowary.” 


art ‘ 


title so as to rear 


IN 


The next pension business was 


w 


l to be engl 


S20 


York 


Voluntes 


23051 


r 


l 





GR 















































250 


ae? OF me 


as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


The bill was read, 





hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melvin 
J. Lee, late of Company I, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty ” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


GEORGE T. B. CARR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1859) granting 
an increase of pension to George T. B. Carr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
T. B. Carr, late sergeant-major of the Twenty-second Reg nt Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 






The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ of the.” ‘ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two ”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE GIBSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8714) 
an increase of pension to George Gibson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, 


granting 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
( late of Company F, Fifty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Fifty” 
word * Sixty.’ ; 3 s , 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “* tsrenty-four.”’ 


rlpson, 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EMORY EDWARD PATCH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9795) granting 
of pension to Emory E. Patch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


an increase 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 





hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emory 
E. Patch, late of Company E, Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
nte Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
i 1 if that he is now receiving. 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 

6, before “Patch,” strike out the letter “ E.” 
* Edward.” 


the word 


it t in 1 1 thereof the word 


and 


| 8 strike out the word “ fifty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
\ irt 
The amendments were agreed to. 

i bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
t nd passed. 

\mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 


pension to Emory Edward Patch.” 


CHARLES A. PHILLIPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6873) 
an increase of pension to Charles A. Phillips. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


granting 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
A. Phillips, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and Company K, Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiv ing. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “ and Company K, Eleventh.” 

In line 8 strike out the words “ Regiment United States Infantry 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

EDWARD J. M’CLASKEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5988) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward J. McClaskey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject { 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Id d 

. McClaskey, late of Company G, Two hundred and tenth Reg 
’ennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat 
30 per month j* lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


J 
I 
> 


word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu there 


DAVID HANNA. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6399) 
an increase of pension to David Hanna. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Hanna, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regi ! 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


granting 


AHIJAH BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4764) granti) 
an increase of pension to Abijah Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj: 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A 
grown, late of Company G, One hundred and tenth Regiment Ohi 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 1 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Abijah” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “Ahijah.”’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” 
word “* thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 1 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an in 
of pension to Ahijah Brown.” 

WILLIAM H. BYNON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5909) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Bynon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of \\ 

H. Bynon, late of Company A, Ninety-eighth Regiment Ohio \ 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per mont! 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


and insert in lieu ther 


. ° . a 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for : 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th i 
time, and passed. 
JACOB C. RARDIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6085) 1 < 


an increase of pension to Jacob C. Rardin. 
The bill was read, as follows: . 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 2! & 


hereby, authorized and directed to ge on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name \ 


C. Rardin, late of Company F, Second Regiment West Virginia in 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per ™ 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 











The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
] ssed. 

MARQUIS DE LAFAYETTE BURKET. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4886) granting 
increase of pension to Marquis De Lafayette Burket. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marcus 

1). Burket, late of Company E, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu 

hat he is now receiving. 

he amendments recommended by the committee were read, 

follows: 


line 6, strike out the-word and letter “ Marcus D.” and insert in 
thereof the words “ Marquis De Lafayette.” 
line 8, strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 
f the word “ thirty-six.” 
lhe amendments were agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
\mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
sion to Marquis De Lafayette Burket.” 


CHARLES W. FULTON. 

he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5186) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. Fulton. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

, authorized and dire:ted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
W. Fulton, late of Company H, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment 
I ivania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
* month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
» bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
| ¢ engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


] 
i. 


WILLIAM A. M’DONALD, 


rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9234) granting 
a1 rease of pension to W. A. McDonald. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
iuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
{ visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. A. 
) ld, of Lignum, Va., and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
I th in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
llows: 
ne 6 strike out the letter “W”" and insert in lieu thereof the 
V { ** William.” 
» line strike out the words “of Lignum, Virginig,” and insert 


i hereof the words “late of Company A, Second Kegiment New 
} unteer Cavalry.” 
amendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
<; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
nd passed. 
nd the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
| 1 to William A. McDonald.” 


ISAAC H. WITHERWAKX. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4878) granting 
ease of-pension to Isaac H. Witherwax. 
ill was read, as follows: 


} 


ted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
iuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
vax, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
it he is now receiving. 


‘ndment recommended by the committee was read, as 






S strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
enty-four. 
mendment was agreed to. 
hill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
1 passed. 
WILLIAM CHANDLER. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2762) granting 
“ise of pension to William Chandler. 

ill was read, as follows: 

cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
late of the United States Navy, and pay him a pension at 
or 550 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


XL——148 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 


as 


In line 6, before the words “ United States,” insert the words U.S. 3%. 
Ohio, Gemsbock, and Rhode Island.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. HULL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8918) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Hull. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | ind 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject ) 
the provisions and limitations of the penson laws, the 1 of A. J 
Hull, late of Battery H, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light A 
tillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 





that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “A.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Andrew.” 

In same line, after the word “ Hull,” insert the words “alias S 
J. Hull.” 

In same line strike out the word “ Battery " and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Company.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty ” and insert in lieu the 
word “ thirty.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
crease of pension to Andrew J. Hull, alias Spencer J. Hull.” 

ELIZA THOMPSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. 
an increase of pension to Eliza Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


R. 8317) granting 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi e, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 5 ect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
Thompson, widow of William G. Thompson, late of Company A, Fi 
Louisiana Volunteer Cavalry Scouts, and pay her t t 


of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ First,’’ insert the word “R 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ETHAN BLODGETT. 

The next pension business was the bill (HW. R. 8556) granting 
an increase of pension to Ethan Blodgett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Et } 
Blodgett, late of Company A, Twenty-first Regiment Massa: etts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mont 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

FREDERICK A. AMENDE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8665) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederick A. Amende 

The bill was read, as follows: 











Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on ft . 
to the provisions and limitations of the pet » | n 
Frederick A. Amende, late of Company A, One hundred ’ 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay | | 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now g 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for t! 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t 
time, and passed. 

EDWARD H. PINNEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. S541) 
an increase of pension to Edward H. Pin 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the ! nd 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nace 


] I. Pinn late captain Company F, One hundred and forty-third | 
I ment N Y« Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the | 

‘ Lt I n in lieu of that he is pow receiving 

rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
foll s 

2 ike out the letter ‘ E.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
a thirty x 

fhe amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Che title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 

ease of pension to Edward H. Pinney.” 


EBENEZER S. EDGERTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
increase of pension to Ebenezer S. Edgerton. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


9059) granting 
an 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ebe- 
nezer §. Edgerton, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-third 


Regiment New 
rate of $50 per 


York Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee y¥ 
follows: 


ras read, as 


In line 8 strike out the 


word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. COLLIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12507) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Collier. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
he provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Collier, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Ca ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in i 


of that he is now receiving. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, oa | 
1¢ ws; 


line &, 


Che 


after the word “ thirty,” insert the word “ six.” 
amendment was agreed to. 

e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, 


time, and passed 


JOSEPH C. GRISSOM. 


The next pens 
rease of pension to Joseph GC, Grissom. 


Che bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
‘ I m, late of Company H, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment 
ly na Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
I nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


endment recommended by the committee was read, as 


( fl 
cllil 


» 6, before the word “Company,” insert the words “ Company 
] Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and captain.” 
en ent was agreed to. 
ll as amende d was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rm and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
tl a j “UL. 


HENRY 


e next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6385) 
. of — n to ar oe Hastings. 
ras read, as follo 


HASTINGS. 


granting 


‘retary of the Interior be, and he is 
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} per 


it was accordingly read the third | 


| time, 
ion business was the bill (H. R. 12289) granting | 


I 1 al os to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
t d tir ns of the pension laws, the name of David 
} | tit te of Company D, Fourth Regiment Illinois Volun- | 
t Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in | 
li t he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ David.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as 


res 


ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
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Amend the title so as to read: 

| pension to Henry Hastings.” 
JAMES M. BUSBY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6507) grant 
an increase of pension to James M. Busby. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam: 
James M. Busby, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Missouri \ » 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mon in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


“A bill granting an increase 


~ 


SUSAN WHORTON,. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3570) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan Whorton. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na ( 
Susan Whorton, widow of James W. Whorton, late of Compa: y A 
Ninety-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: 
Provided, Th: it in the event of the death of Ella Nora Whorton, he!p- 
less and dependent daughter of said James W. Whorton, the addi- 


tional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided 
further, That in the event of the death of Susan Whorton, the name of 
said Ella Nora Whorton shall be placed on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of 
$12 per month from and after the date of death of said Susan Whorton. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
HARVEY T. DUNN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12388) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Harvey T. Dunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ilarvey 
T. Dunn, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment, 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Illinois,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany F, Sixty-first Regiment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 

WILHELMINA HEALEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12102) to 
restore to the pension roll of the Unij‘ed States the n: of 
Wilhelmina Healey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a 


hereby, authorized and directed to restore to the pension rol! 
United States the name of Wilhelmina Healey, widow of the lat: 


M. Healey, late of Company , One hundred and sixty-ninth Rk t 
New York Volunteer Infantry, at the same rate as slie hereto! 
ceived. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was r 3 
| follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu th: a 


following : 

‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wi 
Healey, widow of James M. Healey, late of Company I, One 
and sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and | 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is ! 
ceiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th« l 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: 
of pension to Wilhelmina Healey.” 
HENRY WASCHER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8664) ¢! 5 
an increase of pension to Henry Wuescher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, hao 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ‘of 
Wuescher, late of Company F, Thirty-seventh Regiment Ohio 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month i 
of that he is now receiving. 


ieee Ts 


“A bill granting an i! Q 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
in line 6 strike out the word “ Wuescher’ 
word “* Wascher.” 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
usion to Henry Wascher.” 


and insert in lieu thereof 


JAMES R. TODD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3193) granting 
increase of pension to James R. Todd. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
hk. Todd, late of Company F, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol 
r Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month 
1 of that he is now receiving. 
rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
LOllOWS: 


“ ’ 


line 8 strike out the word 


f the word “ thirty-six.” 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
‘he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ling; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
, and passed. 


seventy-two’ and insert in lieu 


DARIUS H. RANDALL. 

rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5656) granting 
crease of pension to Darius H. Randall. 
» bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 

, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Darius 

ndall, late of Companies G and B, Twenty-first Connecticut Vol- 

Infantry, and Company H, Twenty-fifth Regiment United Stat 

( 1 Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
I nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 


is 


and he 


Ss 


7, after the word “ First,” 
same line, after the word 
nt.” 
rhe amendments were agreed to. 
e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 


insert the word “ Regiment.” 
“and,” insert the words “ second 


WILLIAM G. RICHARDSON. 

next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9851) granting 
rease of pension to William G. Richardson. 

bill was read, as follows: 


cted, 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
late of Company BE, Sixty-eighth Regiment Pennsyl 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


“ason, 
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bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and | 


£ engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
d. 


MYRON E. BILLINGS. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8913) granting 
crease of pension to Myron E. Billings. 
» bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Myron 
ings, late of Company L, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
he is now receiving. 
SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that this bill be laid 
table. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the table. 
ere was no objection. 


Without objection, the bill will 


ELIZA C. JONES. 


hext pension business was the bill (TH. R. 8169) granting 
crease of pension to Eliza C. Jones. 
bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza C. 
widow of W. M. Jones, late of Company H, Third Regiment 
‘see Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
oth in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ W.” and insert in tl f tl 
word * William.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tl hird 
time, and passed. 

J. FREDERICK EDGELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 12891) grant 
ing an increase of pension to J. Frederick Edgell! 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 ; 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of I 
erick Edgell, late of Company B, Fifty-fourth Regiment New } 
National Guard Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat f 3 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof t 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


CLARA M. THOMPSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11846) grant 
ing a pension to Clara M. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ectc., That the Secretary of the Inte r and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nar 
M. Thompson, widow of Merrill C. Thompson it ( ip 
Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ 
word “ eight.” 

In line 9, after 
to cease upon proc f 


twelve "’ and insert in lieu thereof t 


the word 
that 


‘ month,” 
the soldier is livi 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was acc 


time, and passed. 


ssed 
re 


thire 
thir 


for a 
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ANTON RIEDMULLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (1H. 
an increase of pension to Anton Riedmuller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of ‘ nterior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on t pension 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension vs : 
Riedmuller, late the Ninth Independent Batt 
teer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at t rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by t 
as follows. 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Riedmuller ” 
the word “ Riedmiiller 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
reading; and being engrossed, it was according] 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: 
pension to Anton Riedmiiller.” 

DANIEL D. DIEHL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10256) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel D. Diehl. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of th 
hereby, authorized and directed to place 
to the provisions and limitations the pension laws e nal 
Daniel D. Diehl, late of Company H, Eighty-eighth Regiment | 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engr 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM LEIPNITZ, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. 
an increase of pension to William Leipnitz. 


R. granting 


7U49 ) 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

-e it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Leipnitz, e of Company G, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and y him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word . 
nt was agreed to. 












as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rr ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ALFRED F. WHITE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8520) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred F. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

Dp isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
KF. Whi late of Company G, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and Com- 
pany G, First Regiment West Virginia Veteran Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM MONTEITH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8213) granting 
an increase of pension to William Monteith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

B 1, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
her¢ rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t provi and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Monteith, late of Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
tt , and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


J e 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN GIBBONS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6913) 
an increase of pension to John Gibbons. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


granting 











Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
‘ is, late of Company K, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 

ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
t he is now receiving. 
Ph endment recommended by the committee was read, as 
foliows 
8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
d “* twenty-four.’ 
! imendment was agreed to. 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
I ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
1 | passed. 

SADIE A. WALKER. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6098) granting | 
‘ e of pension to Sadie A. Walker. 
bill was read, as follows: 
t ena l, etc., TI the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
} Lut zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t \ I nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sadie 
A. Walke i of R. L. Walker, late captain of Company C, Nine- 
‘ I t O Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
! $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
lments recommended by the committee were read, as 
strike out the letter “R.” and insert in lieu thereof the 





e, after the word “ late,’”’ insert the words “ first lieuten- 
any I and.’ 
I 7 strike out the word “ of.’’ 
Ir » line strike out the letter “C” and insert in lieu thereof 
tl etter “SA.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ seventeen.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OWEN DONOHOE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4179) 


gsrantil 


an increase of pension to Owen Donohoe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject { 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ow 
Donohoe, late of Company F, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volun 
teer Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. «s 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Militia” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

PETER WETTERICH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5647) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter Wetterich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 
Wetterich, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read. as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof t! 


SYLVENUS HARDY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5880) granting 
an increase of pension to Sylvenus Hardy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sy!- 
venus Hardy, late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MAURICE HAYES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8302) granting 
an increase of pension to Maurice Hayes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su! 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M 
Hayes, late of Company D, Twenty-ninth Regiment Maine Volu: 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in |i 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 4s 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu ther the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 1 l 
time, and passed. 

HEART ECHARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8061) gra g 
an increase of pension to Hart Echard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su D 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ol 
Echard, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in ! 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were reac, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Hart” and insert in lieu there 
word “ Heart.” . ae ‘ - 

In same line before the word “and” insert the words “ late 0! , 


Sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry.”’ ‘ 
” and insert in lieu t 


a 


we 


In same line strike out the word “ thirty 
the word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. nird 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a tut 
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line 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Ten- 


‘ 





| 





| laws, at the rate of $12 per month each fr 


ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
» and passed. 
{mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
sion to Heart Echard.” 
HENDERSON ROSE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9567) granting | 
increase of pension to Henderson Rose. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hen- 
n Rose, late of Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
r Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
of that he is now receiving. 
rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the | 
** twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Che béll as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e, and passed. 
RACHEL E. WARE. 
» next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2156) granting 
rease of pension to Rachel E. Ware. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel 
Ware, widow of James Ware, late captain Company BH, Tenth Regi- 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
s follows: 


line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five”’ and insert in lieu thereof 


word “ sixteen.” 
In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words 
t she is now receiving.” 


‘ 


‘in lieu of 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


| 


ling; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 
WILLIAM M. SHULTZ. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1889) granting 
nerease of pension to William M. Shultz. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 

1 M. Shultz, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment Tennessee Volun- 

Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
that he is now receiving. 

rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ne 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
d “ twenty-four.” 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

‘I bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
<; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
ind passed. 

HARRISON WHITE. 
rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3250) granting 
nsion to Harrison White. 
bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Har 
Vhite, late of Company I, Second Regiment Kansas Militia Vol 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
WSs: 
7, before the word “ Militia,” insert the word “ State.” 

me line strike out the word “ Volunteers.” 

amendments were agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
<; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
und passed, 

ELIZA SWORDS. 

next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1160) granting 
on to Anna Swords and William Swords. 

bill was read, as follows: 

' enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
Visions and limitations of the pension laws, the names of 
words and William Swords, crippled children of Kinsey Swords, 


Company C, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 





of Company 
unteer 
per 

The amendment recommended by the « 
follows: 


In line 5 strike out the words “the 
8, 9, 10, and 11, and insert in lieu thereof tl 
Eliza Swords, widow of Kinsey Swords, late of Com; y BH, ¢ 
dred and fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volur 
a pension at the rate of $32 per month in lieu of that 
ceiving: Provided, That in the event of the death 
Swords or William Swords, helpless and ‘ 
Kinsey Swords, the additional pension herein anted 
to $20 per month, and in the event of the death of 
dren the whole of said additional pension shall cea and 
And provided further, That in the event of the death of | 
the names of said Annie and William Sword hall be p 
pension roll, subject to the provis and limitations of 
ym and after 


BE, 
infantry, 
month. 


One 
and 


hundred 
pay each 


and fifty-se nt Regiment O 
of them 


nam 





ons 


of said Eliza Swords. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engri 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a 
pension to Eliza Swords.” 

SARAH A. PITT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. 
a pension to Sarah A. Pitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensior 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam 
A. Pitt, former widow of Caleb C. Haney, late of Company G, 
sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay ! 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third ti 
passed. 


Rh. 


or | 


FITCH 


SPOOR. 
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if 
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third reading; a! 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11070) granti 
an increase of pension to Fitch Spoor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int r be, d | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol ib 
to the provisions and limitations of the } on ys, the name 
Fitch Spoor, late of Sixteenth Independent ttery, New York V« 
teer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the te of $36 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and ins 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 1 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the t 
time, and passed. 

MICHAEL COMER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11105) gran 
an increase of pension to Michael Comer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed to on the pe : 
to the provisions and limitations e pel ! . 

Michael late of Company , One } red and 
Regiment isylvania Volunteer Infantry, ; i 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of t he i Ww i g 

The amendment recommended by the committee was reac 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty und in 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be el go sseqd for 4 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordi d the 1 
time, and passed. 

WEBSTER THOMAS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11808) 
an increase of pension to Webster Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of t I r be d 
hereby, authorized and directed to place « t : 
to the provisions and limitations of the pens 
Webster Thomas, late captain Company E, For R 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension ‘ te $ 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committe 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,’”’ ins Ww 


Company D and.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in lieu t 
word 
The amendments were agreed to. 


“ twenty-four.” 


Pact fe 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

SALLIE H. MURPHY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5753) granting 
an increase of pension to Sally H. Murphy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be 


her« 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Sally H. Murphy, widow of John Murphy, deceased, late first lieuten- 
ant in Company D, Fortieth Indiana Regiment, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 


Vy 


as 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Sally ” and insert in lieu thereof the 

word “ Sallie.’ 

In same line strike out the word “deceased.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “ in.” 
In same line, before the word “ Indiana,” insert the word “ Regi- 
ment.”’ 


In same line, after the word “ Indiana,” strike out the word “ Regi- 
ment’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Sallie H. Murphy.” 

SUSAN J. WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1485) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan J. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan 
J. Williams, widow of James H. Williams, late of Company G, Ninth 
Reg?ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Se 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. MARTIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
a pension to William M. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations ofthe pension laws, the name of William 
Martin, late of United States Navy receiving ship Great Western, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


or 


3500) granting 


in line 6, before the word “ Martin,” insert the letter ‘ M.”’ 

In same line strike out the words “ United States Navy receiving,” 
and in line 7 the words “ ship Great Western,’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ U. S. S. Great Western, U. S&S. Navy.” 


T 
i 


the 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to William M. Martin.” 


LEWIS L. 


n line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six ” 


word “ twenty four.’ 


DAUGHERTY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Lewis L. Dougherty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ena etc., That 


99 
vo 


ted, 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Lewis L. Dougherty, late of Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment Indi- 
ana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “‘ Dougherty ” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Daugherty. y 
In line & strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word * twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


and insert in lieu thereof | 


15) granting | 


the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 





| 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thirg 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increas 
pension to Lewis L. Daugherty.” 


GEORGE W. HENRY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6898) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Henry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su} ject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nai of 
George W. Henry, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Miss:yj;j 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Captain.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


if 


SETH PHILLIPS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10382) granting 
an increase of pension to Seth Phillips. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Seth Phillips, late of Company G, Fifty-second Regiment Illinois Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, «s 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH MURRAY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1569) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Murray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Taxat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sulj 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Elizabeth Murray, widow of Christopher Murray, late of Company K, 
Ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 


the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; a 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

DEXTER E. W. STONE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2204) grantii 
a pension to Dexter E. W. Stone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su! to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of |) 
E. W. Stone, late of Company I, Thirtieth Regiment Massachus+ 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of —— doll: 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was rsad, as 


follows: 
In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “twenty-i 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a ‘lird 


reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the d 
time, and passed. 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an incr rf 


pension to Dexter E. W. Stone.” 
GILBERT FORD. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1902) ¢! ng 
an increase of pension to Gilbert Ford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a1 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su or 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ford, late of Company E, Third Regiment Volunteer Cavalry, ° y 


him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that. he 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the word “ Tenn: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


¢g:; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
ie, and passed. 


ail 


JAMES H. BEULEN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
increase of pension to James H. Beulen. 
lhe bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
-ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Leulen, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer 


3230) granting 
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| 
| 


| hereby, authorized and dire« 
| the provisions and limitat 


y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu | 


it he is now receiving. 
rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


llows: 
In line 7, before the word “ Wisconsin,” insert the words “and 
( iny E, Twenty-third Regiment.” 


in line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” 
t word “ twenty-four.” 


and insert in lieu thereof 


| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 


rhe amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHAUNCEY P. DEAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2954) granting 
{ ision to Chauncey P. Dean. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he , authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Chaun- 
‘ ?. Dean, late of U. 8S. S. Hartford and U. 8S. S. Tecumseh, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

fhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 

follows: 
ines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ United States steamship 
I ford and United States steamship” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ the U. 8. 8S.” 
ne 7, after the word “ Tecumseh,” insert the words “U. §S. 
ne 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
? 


yw receiving.” 

amendments were agreed to. 
' bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
¢:; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
t nd passed. 
end the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 


I 1 to Chauncey P. Dean.” 
MARTHA 8S. CAMPBELL. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10886) granting 
rease of pension to Martha 8. Campbell. 
bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
ell, widow of James A. Campbell, late of Company C, Second 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
{ 3 
» 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
y twenty.” 


imendment was agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
I gz; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
{ nd passed. 

LETITIA D. WATKINS. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10954) granting 
ase of pension to Letitia D. Watkins. 
bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Letitia 
ns, named in pension certificate No. 486364 of the civil war, 
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she 
ceiving. 
amendments recommended by the committee 


8: 


vere read, 
oy 

3 G, 7, and 8 strike out the words “ named in pension certifi- 
486364 of the civil war” and insert in lieu thereof the 
widow of James Watkins, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment 
> Volunteer Cavalry.” 

9 strike out the word “ twenty-five 
1 “sixteen.” 

mendments were agreed to. 
ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
1 passed. 


MARTHA J. WILSON. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11000) grant- 
ucrease of pension to Martha J. Wilson. 


and insert in lieu thereof | 


2399 


The bill was read, 
Be it enacted, etce., 


as follows: 
That the Secretary « e Int 
d to pla on the per 
ns of the 
J. Wilson, widow of Braman J. Wils 
iment New Hampshire Volunteer 
the rate of $30 per month in lie 
The amendment recommended by 
follows: 


te 





In line 8 strike out the word “ 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly re 
time, and passed. 


thirty 
be engrossed for a I l 


ABEL THOMPSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. 
an increase of pension to Abel S. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tl 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the sion 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n 
Thompson, late of Company A, One hundred and twent 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the commit 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 


8. 


and insert in lis 


time, and passed. 


WILLIAM OSTERMANN., 


The next pension business was the bill (H. 
an increase of pension to William Ostermann. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secret 
hereby, authorized and directed to p 
to the provisions and limitations of the 
William Ostermann, late of Company K, 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
per month in lieu of that he is now re 

The amendments recommended 
as follows: 


, 
\- 


I 


of the 


on 


Interior be, and 
ace 1@ per rol 

pension 
Sixty-second Regiment 
pension at t rat yf 


eivin 
by the committee 

In line 6 strike out the 
thereof the word “ Pifty-sec 

In line 8 strike out the word “ 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e1 
reading; and being engrossed, it wa ordil 
time, and passed. 


word 
ynd 


thirty ” and insert in lieu t 


ALBERT M, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. 
an inerease of pension to Albert H. Hunter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
hereby, authorized and directed to }| e on 
to the provisions and limitations of the pet 
Albert H. Hunter, late of Company C, 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
lieu of that he is 


now receivir 
The amendments recommended 

as follows: 

strike out the lett 


line 6 
wt tm 
same line, after the word 
in lieu thereof the word 
line 7, the word ‘ 

Home Brigade.” 

The amendments were agr 
The bill as amended was 
reading: and being engrossed, it was : 

time, and passed. 
Amend the title so as to read: 
pension to Albert M. Hunter.” 


EDW 


In 
letter 
In 
sert 


In 


in 
before 





T 


ed to. 


rdered 


‘A bill 


} 


L. K » 

The next pension business was the bill (TT. 
an increase of pension to Edward L. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
hereby, authorized and directed to place o 
the provisions and limitations of the I 
L. Kim l, late of ¢ ’ 
unteer Cavalry, and pay him a 


ARD IMBA 


TT 


Kimbal 








mp 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
being engrossed, it was accordingly rea 
passed. 
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ISAAC P. KNIGHT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 39 
an increase of pension to Isaac P. Knight. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension layes, the name of Isaac 
’. Knight, late of Battery B, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


= ) 


73) granting 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


strike out the word “ of” and insert 


second lieutenant.” 


In line 6, after the word “ late,” 
in lieu thereof the words “ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


EDWARD SARLLS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6115) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward Sarles. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ed- 
ward Sarles, alias Edward Sarlls, late of Company E, One hundred 
and twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Sarles, alias Edward.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Sarlls.” 


WILLIAM HOUSE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1975) granting 
an increase of pension to William House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 
liam House, late of Company E, Twenty-first Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
line 8 strike out the word 
* twenty-four.” 


In 
word 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


time, and passed. 


JULIA A. POWELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1912 
a pension to Julia A. Powell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be etc., 


granting 


it enacted, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia 
A. Powell, widow of Albert M. Powell, late lieutenant-colonel First 
Regiment Missouri Light Artillery, United States Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month from the date of the passage 


of this act 


The 
as follows: 
after ‘* Missouri,” insert ‘‘ Volunteer.” 
and 8 strike out “* United States Volunteers ”’ 
Thirty-first Regiment United States Infantry.” 
“fifty ’’ and insert *“* twenty.” 
“from the date of the passage of this act.” 


In line 7, 

In 7 
‘and captain, 

In line & strike out 

In line Y strike out 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; 
time, and passed. 


lines 7 


BENJAMIN F, BIBB. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2114) granting | 


an increase of pension to Benjamin Bibb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benja- 


min Bibb, late of Company B, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteers, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 






“ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the | 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 
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and insert | 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 
Insert the initial “F.” in the claimant’s name where it appears ip 


the title and the body of the bill. 
In line 8 strike out “thirty ”’ and insert “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thi: 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
vension to Benjamin F. Bibb.” 


~ 
i< 


JULIUS D. ROGERS. 


The next pension business was the bill CH.-R. 2709) granti 
an increase of pension to Julius D. Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julius 
I). Rogers, late of Capt. Asa Stewart's company, Florida Volunteer 
Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were rey 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “Asa” and insert the initials “A. A.” 


In line 7, after ** Florida,” insert ‘“* Mounted,” and in the same line 
strike out “ Seminole” and insert “ Florida.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


L 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

STEPHEN WEEKS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2703) granting 
an inerease of pension to Stephen Weeks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to i. on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Stephen Weeks, late of Capt. A. D. Johnston’s company, Florida 


Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at th: 
of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after “Johnston's,” insert “ independent.” 
In line 7, after “ Florida,” insert ** Mounted.” 
In the same line strike out “ Seminole” and insert “ Florida.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

SARAH JOHNSON. 


299, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3220) granting 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah Johnston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hie is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sulj: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 5 
Johnston, widow of Owen Johnston, late of Company I, Second esi 
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the name “ Sarah,” strike out “ Johnston ”’ and insert 
“ Johnson ;” and in the same line, after the name “ Owen,” strik it 
“ Johnston ” and insert “ Johnson.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Volunteer,” 
“Florida Indian war.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty ’ and insert “‘ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


and after ‘“ Infantry” rt 


| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
| Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah Johnson.” 
JOHN H. PEPPER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4403) gr: 1g 
a pension to John H. Pepper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a! is 

| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s! ‘t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name « I 
H. Pepper, late landsman, United States Navy, and pay him a | n 
at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readi! nd 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tim nd 
passed. 

RICHARD H. KELLY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5711) gr ng 


| 
| 


a pension to Richard H. Kelley. 











1906. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
xelley. late of Company L, Thirteenth Regiment Minnesota United | 
tes Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. | 
rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 
lows: 


Change the spelling of the surname where it appears in the title and 
of the bill to ** Kelly.” 
line 7 strike out “ United States Volunteers’ and insert “ Volun- 
Infantry, war with Spain.” 
n line & strike out “ thirty” and insert “ twelve. 
fhe amendments were agreed to. 
‘he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
rd time, and passed. 
(mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Richard H. Kelly.” 


HENRY 8S. STOWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6137) 
nerease of pension to Henry 8. Stowell. 

lhe bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


. authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 


granting 





S well, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment United States Army, | 
vith Mexico, and pay him a pension at rate of $50 per month in 
f that he is now receiving. | 
rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 
ine 7 strike out “Army” and insert “ Infantry.” 
ne 8 strike out “ fifty ” and insert “‘ twenty.” 

‘he amendments were agreed to. 

(he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the | 
third time, and passed. 

HARRY W. OMO. 
rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6400) granting | 
ension to Harry W. Omo. 
fhe bill was read, as follows: | 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
H W. Omo, late of Company G, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer 
I try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


» amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ne 6 change ‘“ Company G” to “ Provisional Company F.” 
ne 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 
ne & strike out “thirty” and insert “ twelve.” 

e amendments were agreed to. 

ie bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
¢; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
nd passed. 


LORENZO D. STOKER. 


‘The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7628) granting 
crease of pension to Lorenzo D. Stoker. 
bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
1). Stoker, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment United 
fantry, in the war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
$72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


imendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


, after the word “Infantry,” strike out the words “in the.” 
, after the word “of,” strike out the word “seventy” and 
Vy 


amendments were agreed to. 

hill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
<; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
nd passed. 


i 
& 
t 


PHILIPP CLINE, 

iext pension business was the bill (H. R. 8216) 

ease of pension to Philipp Cline. 

bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philipp 

as Francis Klien, late musician, Twelfth Regiment United | 

intry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month | 
that he is now receiving. 


imendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


granting 


and he is 
subject to 


6 change “ Klien” to “ Klein.” 
mendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in 


crease of pension to Philipp Cline, alias Francis Klei 


MARY J. M’CONNELL., 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8376) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. McConiiell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
J. McConnell, widow of the late Samuel M. McConnell, deceased, 
sergeant-major First Georgia Volunteers, in the war with Mexico . 
having been a pensioner of said Mexican war, pension No. 1756, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is 


now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out “ the late.” 


In line 7 strike out “ deceased,” and after “ First” insert “ Regi 
ment.” After *“ Volunteers” strike out “in the.” 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out “he having been a pensioner of said 
Mexican war, pension No. 1756.” 

In line 10 strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 





DAVID A. JONES. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8494) granting 
an increase of pension to David A. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
A. Jones, late of Company C, First Regiment Alabama Voluntes I 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 p 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty ’’ and insert “ twenty 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
SARAH A. CHAUNCEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. I 
an increase of pension to Sarah A. Chauncey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be 


t. 8939) 


granting 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 





hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 of S h 
A. Chauncey, widow of J. D. P. M. Chauncey, late ( | 

D, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, : sold 

war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of pe 





in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 





In line 6 amend the soldier’s Christian name so as to 1 1 ] i 
ee ae 

In line 7, after “late,” strike out “ captain id sert *‘ id 
lieutenant.” In the same line strike out D ind insert B, 1 i.” 
In the same line strike out “ Thirteent! 

In line 8 strike out also soldier in,” and afte Mexico t 
“and captain Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana \ 
Infantry.” ‘ - 

In line 9 strike out “ thirty-five’ and insert “ sixteen 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALBERT RICHARD CLARK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8949) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert Richard Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Int d 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the p S ‘ ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pensior ws \ 
tichard Clark, late principal musician, Second R O \ 
teers, Mexican war, and pay him a pension at the rate S20] t 
in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee wel 
as follows: 


‘fleld and 
and afte s val I t ! 


“ musician.”’ insert 
out * Mexican,” 


In line 6, after 

In line 7 strike 
Mexico.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
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SAMUEL ENGLE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Samuel Engle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


RB it enacted, ete 


9077) granting 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


he y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
Br late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lieu of that 
1e is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out “ sixty ’ and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARIE G. BONHAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9851) granting 
an i f pension to Marie Graves Bonham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Increase Gz 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Marie 


Graves Bonham, widow of William B. Bonham, late second lieutenant, 

Second Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 

rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 

_Change the Christian name of “Graves” where it appears in the 

title and the body of the bill to the initial “ G.”’ 

Add to the end of the bill the words “and $2 per month additional 
on account of the minor child of said William B. Bonham until he 
reaches the age of 16 years.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Marie G. Bonham.” 

CHARLES WORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9651) granting 
an increase of pension to C. S. Word. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the vrovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of C. S. 


as 


’ 


8. 





Word, late of Capt. William Delay’s company, First Regiment Missis- 
sippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 
as follows: 

Change the initial “C.” where it occurs in the claimant’s name in 
the title and body of the bill to ** Charles.” 

In » 8 change “‘ twenty-five” to “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Charles 8. Word.” 

CHARLES T. HESLER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10476) grant- 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 
| 





the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Tho 


| Clark, late of Company D, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infar 





| C. G. Tucker, late of Company C, war with Mexico, and pay 


ing an increase of pension to Charles T. Heslex. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be te., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
here and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the prov l ations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
i. He ) iny C. Fifteenth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Inf hi pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 

I y re S 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows 

Ss in the bill after “ Infantry,” in line 7, and insert “ war 
with S ; 

rl imendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
re: if; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to | 
Charles T. Hesler.” 


THOMAS CLARK. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10741) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
That 


icted, etc., the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


subject to | 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of th; 
is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were r 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out “ D™” and insert “ C.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Ohio” and insert “ Pennsylvania.” 

In the same line change “ Volunteer Infantry” to “ Volunteers 

Also in line 7, after *“* Volunteers,” insert “war with Mexico, 
Company D, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a tli 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thi 


time, and passed. 
DAVID WILBORN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10789) gran 
a pension to David Wilborn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub. 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of |) 
Wilborn, late of Company A, Ninth Battalion Ohio Volunteer Inf 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were 1 
as follows: 


In line 7, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 
In line 8 strike out “ twelve” and insert “ eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a { 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 


time, and passed. 
GEORGE LARSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10967) gra: 
a pension to George Larson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of G 


Larson, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, : 


pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, : 


follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tlie t 
time, and passed. 

CALAWAY G. TUCKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10969) gr 
an increase of pension to C. G. Tucker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 





to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, tl 





sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiy 
The amendments recommended by the committee were r 
follows: 


Change the initial “‘ C.” where it appears in the title and the | 
the bill to the Christian name “ Calaway.” 


In line 6, after “Company C,” insert “ Third Regiment Tem 
Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 2 ' 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the | 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an incr 
pension to Calaway G. Tucker.” 

LIZZIE BELK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11416) ¢ 
an increase of pension to Lizzie Belk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, : 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the ! 
Lizzie Belk, widow of William L. Belk, late of Companies | 
Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pa 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is no' 
ing. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was r 
follows: 

In line 8, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Mexico,” and 
same line strike out “ twenty” and insert “ twelve. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t! 
time, and passed. 


ras ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
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MADISON M. BURNETT. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11657) 
pension to Madison M. Burnett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Madison 
Burnett, late of Troop E, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, 
| pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
ng engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


granting 


MARY C. KIRKLAND. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12285) granting 
pension to Mary C. Kirkland. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
(. Kirkland, widow of John D. A. Kirkland, Coles’s company First Regi 
Louisiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
m at the rate of $20 per month. 


‘he amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
ines 6 and 7 strike out “ Coles’s company” and insert “late of 
( iny G.” 
line & strike out “ twenty ” and insert “ eight.” 
ie amendments were agreed to. 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOHN M’WHORTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
nerease of pension to John McWhorter. 
ie bill was read, as follows: 


2510) granting 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 

rter, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 

y, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 

in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


llows: 


ies 6 and 7 strike out “‘Company A, Fourth Regiment Kentucky 
\ er Infantry, war with Spain,” and insert “ Eighty-secom]l Com 

[nited States Coast Artillery.” 

e 8 strike out “ twenty-four ” and insert “ seventeen.” 

amendments were agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

¢; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 

JAMES 8. RANDALL, 


» next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12516) granting 
m to James S. Randall, jr. 


ited, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James S 
son of James S. Randall, sr., late of Company K, Third 
Kentucky Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension 
ite of $20 per month until he shall have reached the age of 16 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
WS: 


out the word “ junior” where it occurs in the title and body 


6 strike ont “son” and insert “minor child.” In the same 
ut “* senior.” 
, after “ Kentucky,” insert “ Volunteer.” 


S strike out 
% 


*‘iwenty ” and insert “ ten.” 
% strike out “shall have reached ”’ and insert “ reaches.” 
nendments were agreed to. 

ll as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
©; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
id passed. 

| the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
S. Randall.” 

AUGUSTUS WALKER. 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 12640) granting 
ase of pension to Augustus Walker. 
ll was read, as follows: 
cted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Au 
late of Company C, Fourth Regiment United States 


with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


iendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


1iKer, 
var 


S change “ twenty-four” to “ twenty.” 
nendment was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 


time, and passed. 


for a third 
read the third 
WILLIAM 


G. CROCKETI 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R 
an increase of pension to William G. Crockett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the I ‘ 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W 1m 
G. Crockett, late of Captain Murray's company, Second Regiment 
nessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and | him a pe! 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; a 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


13050) gr: 


ELIZABETH F. PARTIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (11. R. 


Parten. 


13078) grant 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it That the Secretary of 
hereby, authorized and directed to place o 
to the provisions and limitations of the p 
Elizabeth F. Parten, widow Andrew J. Parten, e of ¢ 
First Regiment Virginia Volunteer Infant: war with Mexico 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by 
as follows: 


enacted, etc., the | t \ I 
n the pension rt ect 
‘ m iaws the I 


of 


the committee were 


Change the spelling of the surname where | 
the body of the bill to “ Partin 

In line 7, after “ Company,” insert “ E.” 

In line 9 strike out “ twenty ” and insert 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: 
pension to Elizabeth F. Partin.” 


for a 
read the tl 


“A bill granting a 


WILLIAM DIXON. 








The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13084) granting 
an increase of pension to William Dixon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte . ‘ id 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the ‘ 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension vs 
William Dixon, late of Company A, First Regin Ni ee. 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him | 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, d 
passed. 

THOMAS BRAMEL, ALIAS THOMAS BRAMBLI 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 244) g g 
increase of pension to Thomas Bramel, alias Tho 3 Br 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
Bramel, alias Thomas Bramble, late of ¢ 
Illinois Volunteers, war with Mexico, and 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was ecord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ISABELLA WORKMAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. $22) g1 ° 
increase of pension to Isabella Workman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tl Ir nd 
hereby, authorized and directed to plac n t er 
the provisions and limitations of tl pension | the nar 
bella Workman, widow of Oliver G. Workman, ( 
Mormon Battalion, lowa Volunteers, war with Me n 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that sh 
receiving 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. PURVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 407) Gy 
increase of pension to George W. Purvis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on 
the provisions and limitations of the pension | : 

W. Purvis, late of Company D, First Regiment Ge 
with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2 
lieu of that he is now receiving 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 


ingly read the third time, 


and passed. 
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JOHN D. O'BRIEN. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 637 
increase of pension to John D. O’Brien. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
BR t enacted, 
ere Vv. 


e pi 
) 


) granting an 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
rovisions and limitatcons of the pension laws, the name of John 
Brien, 


] 
1 
D 





late of Company F, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, 
nd captain Company F, First Battalion Wyoming Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANDBEW M’CLORY. 
The next ] 

increase of pens 
The bill was r 
Be it enacted, et 

hereby, a 


ension business was the bill (S. 1085) granting an 
n to Andrew McClory. 
ad, as follows: 


, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
d and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


ithor 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
McClory, late first lieutenant Company H, District of Columbia and 
Maryland Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD IRWIN. 


\- 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 127 
increase of pension to Edward Irwin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
Irwin, late of Company 


1) granting an 
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it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


A, Stevenson’s regiment New York Volunteers, | 


war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month | 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; 


g; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1474) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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THOMAS ROBEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 2583) grantin 
increase of pension to Thomas Robey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj: 
the provisions and limitations of the ae laws, the name of T! 1S 
Robey, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per m 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES A. GALLT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10483) granti: 
a pension to James A. Gallt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jam 
Gallt, father of Alexander Gallt, late of Company BE, Ninety-sey 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at th 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ father,” insert the word “ dependent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


n 


is 


to 


J2 


> ea2aocen 


JOSEPH NICHOLS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5658) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Nichols. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, avchorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Nichols, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment, and Company A, 
Twelfth Regiment, United States Infantry, and Company F, Sevente: 
tegiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 





as follows: 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph | 


Davis, late of Company F, Georgia Battalion Mounted Volunteers, war | 


with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


and it was accord- 


FLORENCE GREELEY DE VEAUX. 


Strike out all of line 7. 
In line 8 strike out the words “and Company F, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1709) granting an 


increase of pension to Florence Greeley De Veaux. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Florence Greeley De Veaux, widow of James G. De Veaux, late acting 
assistant surgeon, United States Army, war with Spain, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $17 per month and $2 per month additional 
on account of the minor child of the said James G. De Veaux until she 
reaches the age of 16 years. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON HOGANS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1735) granting an 
increase of pension to. Washington Hogans, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

} 1, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Washington Hogans, late of Captain Ledwith’s company, Florida Vol- 
unteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
16; month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


Be it enacter 


F 


JAMES A. M. BROWN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2144) granting an 
increase of pension to James A. M. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the persion laws, the name of James 
A. M. Brown, late of Capt. N. P. Willard’s company, First Regiment 
Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


nageenseneeeeeee 





| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 


time, and passed. 


CHARLES E. CROWE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6065) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles Crowe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
Crowe, late of Company G, Eighty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in licu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Charles,”’ insert the letter “ E.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an inc! of 
pension to Charles E. Crowe.” 

MARY J. ALLHANDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7241) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary J. Allhands. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. 
Allhands, widow of Francis M. Allhands, late first lieutenant in ‘ 


E, Thirty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pa) a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that she is re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was reac, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ in.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tl 
time, and passed. 


third 





1906. 





GEORGE STREET. 
rhe next pension business was the bill (H, R. 
crease of pension to George D. Street. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
DPD. Street, late of Second Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $75 per month 
1 of that he is now receiving. 
. amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


dD. 
4246) granting 


line & strike out the word in lieu 
the word “ thirty.” 

» amendment was agreed to. 

. bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
- and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
nd passed. 


“ seventy-five’ and insert 


MARY E. SCOTT. 
» next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6489) granting 


sion to Mary E. Scott. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
] authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
' provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
M . Scott, late nurse Medical Department United States Volunteer 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 








7 strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry” and insert in 
of the word “ Volunteers.” 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
r ig; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
t and passed. 
WILLIAM J. STURGIS. 
t pension business was the bill (H. R. 4962) granting 
rease of pension to William J. Sturgis. 
bill was read, as follows: 
iacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
nd pay him a pension at the rate $24 per month in lieu of 
yw receiy 
imendment recommended by the committee was read, 
6 strike out the words “of Company B” and insert in lieu 
word “ sergeant-major.” 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
r ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
t nd passed. 
HIRAM WILDE. 
xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 2100) granting 
se of pension to Hiram Wilde. 
bill was read, as follows: 
t icted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
! thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
ul ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram 
\ of Company A, Seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 


sn receiving. 


Ww 


endment recommended by the committee was read, as 


trike out the word “ fifty 


endment was agreed to. 
as amended was ordered to be eng 
ind being engrossed, 
1 ‘Soe 


rossed for a third 
it was accordingly read the third 


WARREN A. BLYE. 


‘t pension business was the bill (H. R. 3 
to Warren A. Blve. 
read, as follows: 
ted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
and limitations of the pension laws, 
ite of Company C, Ninth Regiment 
him a pension at the rate 
receiving. 


425) granting 


was 
be, and he 
subject to 
the name of War 
Michigan Volunteer 
$30 per month in lieu 


pay of 


now 


idment recommended by the committee was read, as 


6 strike out the letter “C” and insert in lieu 


( ndment was agreed to. 
‘as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


” and insert in lieu thereof the 


reading; and being engrossed, it was 


| 





is | 


thereof the 


In line 8 strik t tl l 1 
word “ twelve 

In same line, after the word 
same to be paid to him um . = 
mode and time of | ment t ded 
of former a ced overp: I er! 3 pa 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
reading: and being engrossed, it was ac 
time, and passed. 

JOHN D. MOOR! 

The next pension business was the bill 
an increase of pension to John D. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secret f ti 
hereby, anthorized and dire: tl 
the provisions and limit s 
D. Moore, late of Company PB, Ninth R 
and pay hi na sion att f 10 | 
is now recelvin 

The amendment recommended by the 
follows: 

| In line 7 strike out the word 
word “ thirty-six. 
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time, and passed. 


Amend the title so as to read: \ 

pension to Warren A. Blye.” 
GEORGE N. DU 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to George N. Dr ier 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec1 ry of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed to p! on the pe! 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws l 
N. Dutcher, late captain Company I, Fifth Regiment 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate « : 
lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended the « 
follows. 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’’ and 
word “ forty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engr 
reading; and being engrossed, it was according 
time, and passed. 

JESSE HARRISON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Jesse Harrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tl I 
hereby, authorizes 1 and directed to place on the pensi 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law t 
7 irrison, ae of Company A, First Regiment No 

er Infanti and pay him a pension at t rate of 
lie u of that Ye is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a ¢ 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 

passed. 
HENRY M. ROBINSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Henry M. Robins 

The bill was read, as aie: 

Be it enacted, etc., the § iry of the I 
hereby, authorized an ted to | on the pe 
the provisions and lir ns of the nsion W 
M. Rob iinson, late of mpany K, Ni I Mi 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at ! $ 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended | ‘ t 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word t id i ix 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engr 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
time, and passed. 
GENERAL M. BROWN. 

The next pension business was the m ts. B. 
a pension to General M. Brow: 

The bill was read, as follows: 

je it enacted, etc., That the Sec y of t I 
hereby, anthorized and directed to | on tl I 
the provisions and limitations of the pens 
M. Brown, late of Company H, Fifth Ré nt Mi 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rat $8 per! 


The amendments recomn 





follows: 


The amendment was ag 


LOUSE. 





nended by the 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thira | JOSEPH J. COOPER. 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2048) granting 
time, and passed. an increase of pension to John J. Cooper. 

AMANDA L. HILL. The bill was read, as follows: 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1979) granting Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
an increase of pension to Amanda L. Hill ; hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj to 
more a i = : a ons : the provisions and limitations of the —— laws, the name of John J, 

Che bill was read, as follows: | Cooper, late of Company F, Thirty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts \o!- 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | UBteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | lieu of that he is now receiving. 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
L. Hill, widow of James M. Hill, late of Company E, Forty-seventh | .. follows: ; 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the | as LOMOWS ; 
rate of $i7 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. In line 6 strike out the word “ John” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Joseph.” 





Thea « } or . Pag onde , oC j A were vs as | ‘ 7 - . 
J he amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
follows: word “‘ twenty-four.” 
_ In line 6, before the word “Company,” strike out the word “of” and} The amendments were agreed to. 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
In line 7 strike out the letter “ BE.” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 


ter “K reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
In same line strike out the word “ Forty-seventh” and insert in lieu | time, and passed. 
thereof the words “ One hundred and fifteenth. Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 


‘In line 8 strike out the word “seventeen” and insert in lieu thereof ‘ol 
ieee “ioe Soe pe Ome ; “| pension to Joseph J. Cooper.” 


The amendments were agreed to. FELIX G. STIDGER. 


rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third) me next pension business was the bill (H. R. 650) grantin 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir : acta 1S 
‘im Se aaa ed & engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | . jension to Felix G. Stidger. 
i, all passed, 7 . 
: 2b yas reé ‘ 7S: 
aeeniiet ‘eee The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2059) granting | ae Sen oa eee nana = — — roll, subject to 
dios Ahlen: steele “= sf la al : 1e provisions and limitations o e pension laws, the name of Felix G 
an increase of pension to Jerome Washburn. | Stidger, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunt: 
rhe bill was read, as follows: | Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerome | 
Vashburn, late second lieutenant, Company C, Thirty-eighth Regiment 


as follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty" and insert in lieu thereof th 





Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | word “ twenty-four.” 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | In same line, after the word ‘“‘ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 


” 


that he is now receiving. 


‘The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as a 
rhe amendments were agreed to. 


follows: 


In line @ +] t tl i C ny Cc.” iin line 7 tl is | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
I strike l he words * ompany i in line > fords | . * . : 
“Ttirtyeizhth Reciment. and insert in’ lieu thereof the words | reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
“Twentieth Unattached Company.” | time, and passed. 
The amendments were agreed to | Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
l I as ° ” Rolie CY 44% ” 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | Pension to Felix G. Stidger. 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | SYLVENUS A. FAY. 


time, and passed. a : : ‘ ~ : 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 524) granting 

an increase of pension to Sylvenus A. Fay. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2099) granting | ‘The bill was read, as follows: 


MAURICE O’FLANIGAN. 


an increase of pension to Maurice O’Flanigan. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
The bill was read, as follows: hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
aad oe : : , : the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sy! is 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 4, Fay, late of Company F, Eighty-fifth Regiment New York Volunte 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in | 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | that he is now receiving. 
Maurice O’Flanigan, late of Nineteenth Regiment United States Infan- 3 


try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 





In line 6, a fter the word = late,” strike out the word “of” and insert In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu tl: th 
in lieu thereof the word unassigned. ¢ » : | word “ twenty-four.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the ie 
word * twelve.” Che amendments were agreed to. 
The amendments were agreed to The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
g : — randinas ¢« ; » rryeree j r« > rwaad tha thir 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | Te#ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | U™@e, and passed. 
time, and passed. NANCY F. SHELTON. 
JOHN G. PARKER. The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13348) granting 


1 : : a, . an increase of pension to Nancy Shelton. 
1a — ne : ree "IVR > > », ors o : 
: The Sh ee eee was the bill (H. R. 1200) granting The bill was read, as follows: 
The 1 ill al tdete . aad follows: Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 

ee eee er ee eee eee hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o! Nat y 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | Shelton, widow of William A. Shelton, late captain Compa! D, Firs 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | Regiment, Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and colonel Forty-fift ssour! 
John G. Parker, late of Company D, Twenty-first Regiment Indiana | Enrolled Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 pe 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. | lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee w read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “ Nancy,” insert the letter “ F.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ Twenty-first Regiment Indiana In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteer” and insert in | re 
Volunteer Infantry ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “and second | the words “ State Militia.” ; 
lieutenant Company L, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Ar- In same line and in line 8 strike out the words “and co! I 
tillery. ot pre fifth Missouri Enrolled Militia.” ais 

In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that In line 9 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in ticu therevt 
he is now receiving. the word “ seventeen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. The amendments were agreed to. ; ird 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read (he third 
time, and passed. time, and passed. aie 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an lucrease 


pension to John G. Parker.” pension to Nancy F. Shelton.” 











ee 


FREDERICK BRIERLEY. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12948) granting 
‘ease of pension to Frederick Bierley. 
bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


} authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


{ sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
F tierley, late of Company G, Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 


he is now receiving. 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pt Ll. 
DANIEL T. FERRIER. 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 12903) granting 
rease of pension to Daniel T. Ferrier. 
- u 
bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
} authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
{ visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
" er, late of Company K, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
( and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
( he is now receiving. 


‘amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
f B 
» 8 


strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


W thirty. 

amendment was agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rt ig; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


t and passed. 
SARAH DUFFIELD. 

next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12720) granting 

a] on to Sarah Duffield. 
bill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ms and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
ther of William H. H. Duffield, late of Company B, First 


] t Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the 
ri $20 per month. 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


6, before the word “ mother,” insert the word “ dependent.” 
trike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
W elve 


endments were agreed to. 
as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
r ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
t | passed. 
ESTELLE KUHN. 

ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 12297) granting 

to Estelle Kuhn. 

| was read, as follows: 


ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
} orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Estelle 
kK of Charles N. Kuhn, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment 
M Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
endments recommended by the committee were read, 
: ifter the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” and insert 
1] eof the words “ first lieutenant.” 
strike out the letter “C” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 
t 
line, before the word “ Sixth,” insert the words “and cap- 


t ( 


t rike out the word “ thirty 
v nty.” 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


endments were agreed to. 
1 as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
t 1 passed. 

DAVID L. KRETSINGER. 


‘t pension business was the bill (H. R. 1 
ease of pension to David L. Kretsinger. 
was read, as follows: 


on 


at 


0) grant- 


icted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
*, late lieutenant Company G, Fifty-sixth Regiment United 
ed Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
ieu of that he is now receiving. 


ndments recommended by the committee were read, 


before the word “ lieutenant,” insert the word “ first.” 
, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


v rty. 
ichndments were agreed to. 
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The bil) as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES H. BURLEIGH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. | 
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Burk 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pe n rol t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t name of ! 
H. Burleigh, late of the United States Navy, and pay him a 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendment recommended by the committee 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “the” and insert in 
words “ U. 8. S. Wabash, Philadelphia, and Princeton.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th 
time, and passed. 


y of the Inte r be, and he I 


a thir 


MANSON B. SCOTT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Manson B. Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensio1 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t 
B. Scott, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment 'Té 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was r« 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ twenty,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en fo 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
time, and passed. 


or 


11777) 


Ue 








f $2 


insert the word “ fe 


grossed ra tl 
the thir 
JAMES WILSON. 

The next pension business was the bill 
an increase of pension to James Wilson, 

The bili was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta 
hereby, authorized and directed to pla 
the provisions and itations of the pension 
Wilson, late of Second Company, Sever 
Militia, and pay him a pension at th 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended 
as follows: 

In 

In 


(H. 


2 
Av 


rv 


by the committee were 1 d 


line 6 strike out the word “S nd 
the same line, after the word *“ Company,” 
In line 7, after the word “ Militia, i 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty and insert in li 
word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed f 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 1 l 
time, and passed. 


or 
=i 4 


GOULD E. UTI 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1165s 
an increase of pension to Gould E. 

The bill was read, follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the ry i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
the provisions and limitations of the pe! 
E. Utter, late of Company IF’, Forti 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per n 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended 
follows: 

In line 8 strike 
word “ thirty.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engr ed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Utter. 
as 


Se 


by tne Com e 


out the word 


GEORGIA A. 

The next pension business was the 
a pension to Georgia A. Richardson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
hereby, authorized and directed to place o 
the provisions and limitat t per 
A. Richardson, widow of 
Forty-third Regiment Massachus 
pension at the rate of - dollars per w tI 

The amendment recommended by 
follows: 

In line 8, after the word “ of,” 

The amendment was 


RICHARDSON. 


bill (H. R. 4258 


ions O11 Une 
Zanoni 


‘tts 


inse 


agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ENOCH BOLEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11343) granting 
an increase of pension to Enoch Bolen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Enoch Bolen, late of Company H, Seventy-third Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of ——— dollars per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JEREMIAH SPICE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11205) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Spice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized 


and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Jeremiah Spice, late of Company H, One hundred and eighty-sixth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike cut the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HCRACE E,. LYDY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11132 
an increase of pension to Horace E. Lydy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Iiorace E. Lydy, late of Company C, One hundred and fourteenth Regi- 

t Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


) granting 


men 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ”’ 
word ‘* twenty-four.” 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. BAKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11101) granting | 


an increase of pension to Andrew J. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 





to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Andrew J. Baker, late of Company H, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 


passed. 


HENRY T. M’DOWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11051) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry T. McDowell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
here iuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
T. McDowell, late lieutenant-colonel Thirty-ninth Regiment Ohio Voi- 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof 
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ISAAC C. DENNIS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10925) grant. 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac C. Dennis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he jg 


hereby, authorized and directed to ges on the pension roll, subject roe 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaae 
C. Dennis, late of Company M, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lie, of 


that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being*engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


lS 


STEPHEN V. STURTEVANT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11908) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen VY. Sturtevant. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he j 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Steph. 
V. Sturtevant, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment New York Volun 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passeyl. 

JOHN HAMILTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10914) granting 
an increase of pension to John Hamilton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to —s on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Hamilton, late chaplain One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $5 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


ELLEN 8. CUSHMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10775) granting 
a pension to Ellen 8. Cushman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, : ect to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pllen 


S. Cushman, sister of Benjamin 8. Cushman, late of Company | 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee wer d, as 
follows : 
In line 6, before the word “sister,” insert the words “helpless and 


dependent.” ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof th 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for : 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 1 
time, and passed. 





LEVI N. BODLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10564) granting 
an increase of pension to Levi H. Bodley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, + 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Sodley, late of Company K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indian 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee wer d, a 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “H.” and insert in lieu 
letter “‘ N.” Bae, 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu | 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fi 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read ‘ 
time, and passed. 


\ 
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\mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
sion to Levi N. Bodley.” 
JAMES SPENCER. 
. next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10280) granting 
crease of pension to James Spencer. 
. bill was read, as follows: 
t cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
_ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
« r, late of Company G, Forty-second Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
that he is now receiving. 
SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be re- 
itted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
e motion was agreed to. 


ORLEAN DE WITT. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9929) granting 
rease of pension to Orlean De Witt. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
iuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orlean 
De V late of Company M, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
nd pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
s now receiving. 


» amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


7 strike out the word “ Infantry” and 


‘ Cavalry.” 
iendment was agreed to. 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
eiding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
id passed, 


insert in lieu thereof 


PHILANDER BENNETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9122) granting 
se of pension to Philander Bennett. 
| was read, as follows: 
cted, ¢ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phi- 
nett, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-third 
R \llinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
inendment recommended by the committee was read, 


Sl Vs: 


The bil 


te.., 


ia 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| ll as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
il passed. 


HENRY GUY. 
‘] ‘xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 8202) granting 


se of pension to Henry Guy. 
‘J ll was read, as follows: 


cted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


! orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ns and limitations of the pension laws the name of Henry 
G ' Company G, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
| nd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
is now receiving. 
mendment recommended by the committee was read, 
ans ys: 


8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the | 
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S strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the | 


ity-four.” 

ilendment was agreed to. 
ll as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
ume L passed. 


LOREN H. HOWARD. 


t pension business was the bill (H. R. 8156) granting 


al se of pension to Loren H. Howard. 

| | was read, as follows: 
cted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


“- ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Loren 


ate of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer | 


Ir nd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
( s how receiving. 


endments recommended by the committee were read, as | 


{ 

it , before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of” and | 
1 thereof the word “ captain.” L 

t S strike out the word “thirty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof | 


twenty-four.” 
endments were agreed to. 

as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
XL——149 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM F. BOTTOMS. 


The next pension business was the bill 


(H. R. 8048) grantil 
a pension to William F. Bottoms. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s ect 





the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, el WwW. | 
Bottoms, a veteran soldier of the United States in the ci va ind 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in uu of that he is 
now receiving under pension No. 537,634 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ W.” and insert in lieu the f the 
word * William.” 

In same line and in line 7 strike out the words “a veteran soldiet 
the United States in the civil war” and insert in li t! f the 
words “late of Company F, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In 
fantry.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu the tl 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ under” and all of lines 9 and 10 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to William F. Bottoms.” 

FRANCIS M. KELLOGG. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7982) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis M. Kellogg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frat 
M. Kellogg, late quartermaster-sergeant Company A, Eleventh Reg 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Company.” 

In line 7 strike out the letter “A.” 

In line 8, after the word “ twenty,” insert the word “ four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES W. REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7948) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Reynolds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nar 

W. Reynolds, late of Company F, First Regiment Independ I ! 
Rangers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 

of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Reynolds,” insert the words “alias Wil 
liam Reynolds.” 

In same line, after the word “ Company,” strike out the words “ FPF, 
First Regiment,’ and insert in lieu thereof the words B, Loudoun 
County (Va.) Independent Rangers.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Independent Loundon Ranger 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 


of pension to James W. Reynolds, alias William Reynold 


MUS 


BURGESS COLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7770) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Burgess Cole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pens 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam: 
gess Cole, late of Company C, One hundred and first Ré nent | 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension the rate S20 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and in in 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 






























































reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
HERMANN LIEB. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7622) granting 
an increase of pension to Herman Lieb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Herman 
Lieb, late colonel and brevet brigadier-general, United States Volun- 


teers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Herman” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Hermann.” 

In same line strike out the word “ colonel” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ major Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, colonel 
Fifth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery. 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Hermann Lieb.” 

S. D. JESTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3966) granting 
an increase of pension to 8S. D, Jester. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 8. D. 
Jester, late of Company H, Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letters “S. D.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Samuel.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Jester.” 

WILLIAM D. HATCH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6340) granting 
an increase of pension to William D. Hatch. 

The bill was read, as fc lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
D. Hatch, late of Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANCIS M. HATTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6565) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis Marion Hatter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis 
Marion Hatter, late of Company H, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 
: In ot ae out the word “ Marion” and insert in lieu thereof the 
— line 7, before the word “ Mounted,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
gvord “ twenty. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Francis M. Hatter.” 
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WILLIAM FOAT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4221) granting 
an increase of pension to William Foat. 

The bill was read, as follows: ‘ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of \W ’ 
Foat, late of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Vo! 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month i 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; anj 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, anq 
passed. 

JOSEPH J. SPARLING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4751) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph J. Sparling. 
The bill was read, as follows: q 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suljec 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ; 
Joseph J. Sparling, late of Company H, Second Regiment New Jers . 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; ang 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, ang ~ 
passed. C 


BLANCHE DOUGLASS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3983) granting 
an increase of pension to Blanche Douglass. . 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js & 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject EY 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nar , 
Blanche Douglass, dependent daughter of Albert C. Douglass, ( 4 
Company K, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and be 
pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month, ; 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
as follows: 

- line 6, before the word “ dependent,” insert the words “ helple: 
an ei . 

In line 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu a 
thereof the word “ twelve.” ' 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 








THOMAS T. FALLON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5708) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas T. Fallon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
T. Fallon, late of Company H, eee Regiment New Jersey Vol- ; 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month y 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
as follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third ® 
time, and passed. ‘— 





HARRY C. THORNE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1978) cranting 
an increase of pension to Harry C. Thorne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll t 
of Harry C. Thorne, late of Company C, One hundred and 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pe! 
rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, % 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ twenty-five’ and insert in | th 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 1 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
time, and passed. 








ELIZABETH DILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6117) srantes 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Dill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior FS 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro), 58.0 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na + ane 
beth Dill, widow of Henry Dill, late of Company A, First Kezimeat 
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‘ York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay her a pension at the rate of | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ¢ ge 
3 «12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. | A. Francis, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment New Hamps vi 
ef nN ent recommended by 1 ittee was re; ag | Unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 | month in 

: ie amendment ended by the committee was read, as | jos Cr that he is now receiving. 

‘ f vs: mn : ; ; 

cf ae tter the word “H ee ee The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 

line 6, after the wore enry,’ inser he letter ** C. ingly read the third time. and passed. 

4 rhe amendment was agreed to. JOHN M. BUCKLEY 

: he bill as amended was ordered to bagengrossed for a third| 4 eee oe 

i reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third rhe next pension business was the bill (S. 120) granting an 

a { and passed. | increase of pension to John M. Buckley. 

MS DAVID P. BOLSTER. | The bill was read, as follows: 

a | 

3 . : : : : | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

i my — ne . ee "ae - 2 € € = , . 

~ he next pension busine ss was the bill (S. 9) granting an in- | pereny, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

+ crease of pension to David P. Bolster. | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 

P rhe bill was read, as follows: M. Buckley, late of Company E, First Regiment West Virginia Volun 
ae ‘ teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 

SS it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | lieu of that he is now receiving. 

be he y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to The bill was order . ird reading: and i as accord 

B the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David P. | . ie bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accor 

Ns Bolster, late assistant surgeon Twenty-first and Sixteenth Regiments | ingly read the third time, and passed. 

, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 coe a 

: per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. MICHAEL STUMP. 
re he bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- The next pension business was the bill (S. 122) granting an 
Bs ngly read the third time, and passed. increase of pension to Michael Stump. 

2 ‘ — The bill was read, as follows: 

ii RUTH B. GURNEY. i De ipa yore a 2 ood 
. ‘ s Silda heicios : ~ a . ew enacted, etc., iat the Secretary of the Interior be, an ie Is 

fhe next pension business was the bill (S. 11) granting an | pereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

’ se of pension to Ruth B. Gurney. the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michae 
xg lhe bill was read, as follows: Stump, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment West Virginia Volun 
Pi 4 . : teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 

; Re it enacted, ete. Fan the Secretary of & panoraey be, yee ae . lieu of that he is now receiving. 

: ! authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjec Thea hi i BS H = ae ee eae ; a a 
ye the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of |. rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
Be Ruth B. Gurney, widow of Horace M. Gurney, late of Company K, First ingly read the third time, and passed. 

° Reg nt Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a LI . 2 — 
ne , at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. WILLIAM J. STREET. 
2 rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- The next pension business was the bill (S. 126) granting an 
ely read the third time, and passed. increase of pension to William J. Street. 
; SUSAN H. CUTLER The bill was read, as follows: 
: . . a a : > b . Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 16) granting 4 | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
pe on to Susan H. Cutler. the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
rhe bill was read, as follows: J. Street, late of Company C, Third Regiment West Virginia Voluntee 
2 ’ Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is. that he is now receiving 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject The hi "22 ordere “4 ird reading: : it wre , 
provisions Gnd: MEMAMMAOE GE tie gametes baue. the mame of |. Che bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accoré 
Susan H. Cutler, widow of Nathan Cutler, late of Company B, Twenty- | ingly read the third time, and passed. 
we elg ee ee ee Infantry, and pay her a pension at MICHAEL LINEHAN. 
Che bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | _ The next pension business was the bill (S. 158) granting an 
‘ly read the third time, and passed. increase of pension to Michael Linehan. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
AARON T. CURRIER. 


‘ i a . Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
e next pension business was the bill (S. 74) granting an 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensior 


se of pension to Aaron T. Currier. the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M 
. Linehan, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteer | 
hy voe pas ac "a: ’ > ene cs . nf 
ill was read, as follows: fantry, and Company F, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, and 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | now receiving. 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
rain er, late of Company B, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer being engrossed. } ‘as accordingly read the third ti: 7 
Inf and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu eing engrossed, it was accordingly rea 1 vir ime. and 
of t he is now receiving. passed. 
} 


5 (he bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- MAITLAND J. FREEMAN. 
ing ead the third time, and passed. 





The next pension business was the bill (S. 140) granting an 





JULIA A. STANYAN. increase of pension to Maitland J. Freeman. 
next pension business was the bill (S. 80) granting an he bill was read, as follows: 
e of pension to Julia A. Stanyan. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hil “28 Pes ag aa ’ hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ll, s ect to 
The bill was read, as follows : the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name fM 
t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is land J. Freeman, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment Wiscons \ 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mor n 


ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia lieu of that he is now receiving. 

widow of John M. Stanyan, late captain Company B, The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
itegiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a_, el wand he third time, and p: J 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- | Ng!y read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM FURLONG. 





| d the oe ae al cae i aac aa The next pension business was the bill (S. 142) granting an 
ad the third time, and passed. increase of pension to William Furlong. 


DAVID E. EVERETT. The bill was read. as follows: 














next pension business was the bill (S. 81) granting an in- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
F f pensio Oo avi 4. Lverett. reby, ¢ ned ¢ rec lace or > snsio li, s er ) 
( f pension to David BE. Everett 7 reby ones _ dir gg la mn - pension ! tt 
3 | as Tres ag _— the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
es il was read, as follows: Furlong, late of First Independent Battery, Minnesota Volunteer Light 
acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | that he is now receiving. 
t sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David . ; “ag ordera ‘ ied reading: ; ‘+ wes anane 
a late first lieutenant Company D, Twelfth Regiment New |, rhe bill on ord red to a third reading; and it was accord 
ci e Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of _ ingly read the third time, and passed. 
$ ionth in lieu of that he is now receiving. JAMES W. CALVERT. 
bill was ordere ‘ j reading; and it was accord- 7 . . ; ‘ ‘ 
it d the ‘Sui tana and enon nT , The next pension business was the bill (S. 143) granting 
Br oe pi an increase of pension to James W. Calvert. 
GEORGE A. FRANCIS. The bill was read, as follows: 
ext pension business was the bill (S. 96) granting an in- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
: cl of pension to George A. Francis. ee authorized and directed to place on the sion ro subject to 
f. ll was res . wake the provisions and limitations of the pension law the 1 e of James 
is read, as follows : | W. Calvert, late of Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
. rnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 


thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | of that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WELLINGTON MARLATT. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 145) granting an 
increase of pension to Wellington Marlatt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Welling- 
ton Marlatt, late of Companies E and A, First Regiment Missouri Vol- 
unteer Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

IRENE A. COCHRANE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 178) granting an 
increase of pension to Irene A. Cochrane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Irene A. Cochrane, widow of William H. D. Cochrane, late first lieuten- 
ant Company E, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and captain and assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers, 


and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES H. MAYHEW. 


and it was accord- 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 179) granting an | ( : 
| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
| to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 


increase of pension to Charles H. Mayhew. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be 


hereby, authorized 


to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charles H. Mayhew, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment New Hamp- | 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY F. HUNT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 183) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry F. Hunt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 








it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | 
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Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
¥. Hunt, late of Company I, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Cavalry, and Company K, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer | 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in | 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS H. CATE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 185) granting an | 


increase of pension to Lewis H. Cate. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


] , authorized a directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 
H. Cate, late of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. EBERLY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 193) granting an 


pension to John C. Eberly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 








RB t »., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
het ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ind ns of the pension laws, the name of John 
Cc. I | of Company I, Ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
ul infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GORDON H. SHEPARD. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 206) granting an 
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GEORGE F. ROSS. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 209) granting an 
increase of pension to George F. Ross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sy! t ti 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of (je 
F. Ross, late second li@tenant Company G, Thirteenth Regiment | 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 on 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. F 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accorq. 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
SILAS P. HALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 210) granting an 
increase of pension to Silas P. Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas 
P. Hall, late of Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volyn. 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILSON Jd. POOL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 211) granting an 
increase of pension to Wilson J. Pool. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


ne of 
Wilson J. Pool, late of Company H, Forty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN T. LIDDLE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 212) granting an 
increase of pension to John T. Liddle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 





John T. Liddle, late of Company C, Hatch’s independent battalion 
Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN SAVAGE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 238) granting an 

| increase of pension to John Savage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John Savage, late of Company G, Bleventh Regiment Michigan Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per th 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

HORACE E. BARKER. 
The next pension business was the bill (8S. 279) granting an 


increase of pension to Gordon H. Shepard. 

The bili was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
her aut! i i directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gordon 
Hi. Shepard, late of Company M, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month | 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly 


read the third time, and passed. 


increase of pension to Horace EB. Barker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t! 
Horace E. Barker, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment Rho ind 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of >0V pe 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


nd he fs 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was rd- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
ALETHA E. REYNOLDS. 
The next pension business was the bill (8S. 314) 2: s 4 
pension to Aletha E. Reynolds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bh = 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensivn roll, os 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name a 
£. Reynolds, dependent mother of Cyrus W. Reynolds, late of | aod 
D, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay Ler 4] 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. ; a 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it \ mr 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE PIKE. 
y an 


ors 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 315) 
increase of pension to George Pike. 





1906. 








e bill was read, as follows: the provisions and limitations of the pensio \ e! 
_ . . M. Wittig, late of Company B, Eight ‘ ‘ : f \ 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | teer cine aoe d pay hi s pension at the = e@ *, . : 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | iat of that he ta now recetrins, ans ; ' 
rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George — ad 7 — : 
ite of Company A, First Regiment Dakota Volunteer Cavalry, | rhe bill was ordered to a third reading ul 1- 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he | ingly read the third time, and passed. 
receiving. | “a 
: ae omens : cident : : WILLIAM KRESS. 
bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- j ; 
read the third time, and passed. i Che next pension business was the bill (S. 508) l 
nerenase of ns] Tillis ress 
JOHN W. WARNER. increase ¢ f pension to W illiam Kress, 
i nal the bill Se te Ihe bill was read, as follows: 
Che “xX ENS1O siness was e S. 32! eri ing ¢ : - 
next pension business was the bi (S. 328) granting an | Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
ise of pension to John W. Warner. | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the per 
» bill was read, as follows: | the provisions and limitations of the pension lav ! 
“ . } liar ‘ress, late of Company G, Twenty-fifth R l 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | foe ie 7 a ao I a et Bh 2 the te of § 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | ng eigees p e aig, qed ne asap UP agg one dee: 
: a : a 2 ” | month in lieu of that he is now receiving 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John | pa * “a : : 
1 arner, late captain Company M, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer | rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; i it 
( y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of | ingly read the third time, and passed. 
t is now receiving. | 2 
+ : . : | ANNIE L. TREDICK. 
bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 5 a 
read the third time, and passed. rhe next pension business was the bill (S. 509) 
ensi Annie L. Tredick. 
WILLIAM E. BLEWETT. pension to Annie L. Tredick 
“ . : ‘aia s The bill was read, as follows: 
» next pension business was the bill (S. 329) granting an ws ' 
, : ; awed » | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | and | 3 
i e of pension to William E. Blewett. hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 ) 
bill was read, as follows: | the provisions and limitations of the } on laws, the name of At : 
. . . 4. Tredick, idow John Tredick, late of Company venth R 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ~ we eee Inf ' ce a ne ae = soa ; nited 
} ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | states Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of £12 ws 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- | ~“™ “?? © yey oo eae wee + ssn oe 5 : 
Blewett, late first lieutenant Company F, Second Regiment New | The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac 
; olunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 | ingly read the third time, and passed. 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ceedrietin ach : am . 
; ‘ : . : NENNIS BUCKLEY M’CREADY, ALIAS THOMAS BUCKLEY. 
bill was ordered to a third reeding; and it was accord-{ SED SUE MEADE, AMIAS THOMAS BUCKLEY. 
ingly read the third time, and passed. | _ The next pension business was the bill (S. 515) granting an 
are , } increase of pension to Dennis Buckley McCready, alias Th 
KEMENSKIO A. N. L. COLLINS. | Buckley P 
J 7 5 . , } bout kley. 
next pension business was the bill (S. 330) granting an | ‘The bill was read, as follows: 
j e of pension to Kemenskio A. N. L. Collins, alias Lewis| p,, i¢ enacted, ete.. That the Secretary of the Int 1 
( hereby, authorized and directed to place on the | 
bill was read, as follows: — provers = limitat 0 of = pension laws name 
‘ | suckley McCready, ali mas suckle ate of ted St 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is evennin and Savann nited States Navy. and pay | : 
! thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | the rate of $20 per n in lieu of that he is r ; 
1 sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kemens- i ; : ae ao “aie . ‘ 
} N. L. Collins, alias Lewis Collins, late second-class fireman, | _ Phe bill was ordered to a third reading; 1d it W d- 
ony, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate | ingly read the third time, and passed. 
onth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
1 . . . 7 t | y 
ill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | WILLIAM H. SATTERTH WAIT. 
| the third time, and passed. The next pension business was the bill (S. 531) gra g 
GEORGE W. GEAREY. inc rease of pension to William H. Satterthwait. 
, ‘ . . eax ; rhe bill was read, as follows: 
‘xt pension business was the bill (S. 385) granting an me 42 ted. etc. That the & € the I 
" " . > fo je it enacted, ¢ m ha 1e Secretary of the I I I 
» of pension to George W. Gearey. hereby, autharinnd and directed to place on the pens 
ill was read, as follows: the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 of W 
: | Ss arthwai ate of Company fteenth Reg ent O \ 
enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he its as ee ee a v an I eee a 
} orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to liew f t} - - a ————- mes _ vas oO 
1 ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George | **~ ° ee ted. ene me ; ' ; 
\ , late of Company H, Forty-third Regiment Massachusetts The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was l 
' ‘ Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per | jnely read the third time, and passed. 
1 of that he is now receiving. =r P 
was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | DENNIS A. DAVIS. 
j 1 the third time, and passed. The next pension business was the bill (S. 5 
LUCINDA STAMPER. | increase of pension to Dennis A. Davis. 
xt pension business was the bill (S. 393) granting an Phe bill was read, as follows: 
pension to Lucinda Stamper. Be it ena ted, etc., rn" at t e § retary of the 
ll was read, as follows: sien ainaene on: > o ‘ : 
he provis 
ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | A. Davis, | int ¢ F, I 
ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | Regiment Pe ' er 
is and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lu- | the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
c pe dependent mother of William DB. Stamper, late of The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it : 
( , Bighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay. lv read the third time, and passed 
! yn at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now | Ms'y read U a See — 
: WILSO HYATT. 
ll was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- The next pension business was the bill (S. 5 
i the third time, and pas ed. | increase of pension to Wilson Hy 
DAVID F. MAGEE. The bill was read, as follows: 
pension business was the bill (S. 472) granting an Be it enacted, That t s 
pension to David F. Magee. her aut direct 
. ne vi hs il 
il was read, as follows: Ht t. late of Compan i} 
ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | Artillery, and \ I 1 at t 
zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | of that he is now i 
d limitations of the pension laws, the name of David The bill s ordered to a t ; 
e first lieutenant Company LV), Ninth Regiment Iowa Volun- |, 7) es , 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in | ingly read the third t nda pass 
is now receiving. I \ 
was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- The next pensiot 
the thir ime asse . : aa : 1 
third time, and passed. increase of pension to Lumbard B. A 
CHARLES M. WITTIG. The bill was read. as follows 
xt pension business was the bill (S. 493) granting an Be it enacted, etc., That the S« 
pension to Charles M. Wittig. — Ys Pe pee ae d ted t 
l was res on 2 ath i he provisions an¢ imitat is of 
is read, as follows: B. Aldrich, late of Company A, Twelfth Res \ 
; ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | Infantry and pay him a pension at t te of $30 | t 
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‘thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to! that he is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 





HENRY G. SALISBURY. 


mo? 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 572) granting an 


increase of pension to Henry G. Salisbury. 





The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
( Salisbury, late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Connecticut 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FLYNN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 575) granting an 
increase ef pension to John Flynn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the pr ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 


ovis 





Flynn, late of United States steamer Hastings, Un.ted States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK J. SHELLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 576) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick J. Shelley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject 
to the provi and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Frederick J. Shelley, iate of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Conecti- 
cut Volunteer 
month in lieu of that he is now 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


isions 


receiving. 


ELIZA J. HARDING. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 596) granting an 
increase of pension to Eliza J. Harding. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
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WILLIAM R. HUBBELL. 


The next. pension business was the bill (S. 644) granting an 
increase of pension to William R. Hubbell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W m 
R. Hubbell, late of Company K, Thirty-fourth Regiment Illinois \ n 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was a 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

LEONARD HARMONY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 647) granting 
increase of pension to Leonard Harmony. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na 
Leonard Harmony, late of Company F, Ninety-third Regiment 1: 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ot 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was acc 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


LAURENCE MERICLE. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 669) granting a 
increase of pension to Laurence Mericle. 


rd- 


an 


S24 


rd 


et 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, et 


| to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per | 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
liza J. Harding, widow of Charles G. Harding, late of Company C, 
Kighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. CROWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 606) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Crowell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Join 
H. Crowell, late captain and assistant quartermaster, United States 


Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


and it was accord- 


HIRAM SWAIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 622) granting an 





Laurence Mericle, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third readin 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


oe 


g; and it was accord- 


ANTHONY PARRETT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 670) granting an 
increase of pension to Anthony Barrett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anthony 
Barrett, late of Company G, Fiftieth Regiment Wisconsin \ n 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month iu lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA E. SALTAR. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 706) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha I. Saltar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
I. Saltar, widow of John C. Saltar, late of Company BE, Second Kesi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now recciving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ALICE E. GILLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 707) 





gral 


| pension to Alice EB. Gilley. 


increase of pension to Hiram Swain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
here a rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hiram | 
Swain, late of Company I, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in If~u of | 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

PHEBE J. BENNETT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 625) granting an 


increase of pension to Phebe J. Bennett. 

The hill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phebe 
J. Bennett, widow of Edwin W. Bennett, late of Company I, Twenty- 
sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay rer a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a: 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam: 





E. Gilley, widow of Charles B. Gilley, late of Company D, | I 
ment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and Company G, First Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate >S pet 
month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wa: rd- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

SUSIE PLACE. 

The next pension business was the bill (8S. 714) gra in 

| increase of pension to Susie Place. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, = 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, “ _ 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na: _— 
Place, widow of Charles E. Place, late of Company K, Tw: ioe 
tegiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pens he 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it w: rd- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGIA A. ROLLINS. 
er’ ga 





The next pension business was the bill (S. 715) 
pension to Georgia A. Rollins. 








bank 


906. 


rhe bill was read, as follows: 


é¢ enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Georgia 
lins, widow of Willis A. Rollins, late of Company H, Seventeenth 
ent Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
. per month, 
e bill was ordered to a third reading; 
read the third time, and passed. 


and it was accord- 
JASPER H. KEYS. 
he next pension business was the bill (S. 727) granting an 
ase of pension to Jasper H. Keys. 
bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
1uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jasper 
captain Company G, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
he is now receiving. 
ill was ordered to a third reading; 
oie the third time, and passed. 


Cc. 


rhe 
h LI 


visi ns 
, late 
ntry, 

at 


and it was accord- 


FRANKLIN PIERCE 
» next pension business was the bill (S. 
se of pension to Franklin C. Pierce. 

bill was read, as follows: 


t enacte d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 

yns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin 
e, late of Company C, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer In- 
ind Company B, First Regime nt Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


785) granting an 








bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ead the third time, and passed. 


and it was accord- 


STEPHEN ERNST. 
e next pension business was the bill (S. 

e of pension to Stephen Ernst. 

bill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen 
te of Company E, One hundred and nineteenth Regiment New 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 

lieu of that he is now receiving. 

bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

d the third time, and passed. 


787) granting an 


and he is 
subject to 


ELIZABETH C. DUNTON. 


next pension business was the bill (S 
of pension to Elizabeth C. Dunton. 
ll was read, as follows: 


837) granting an 


} 


vacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 

visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

th C. Dunton, widow of Warren R. Dunton, late first lieutenant 

( y B, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and first 


Nineteenth 


tegiment United States Infantry, and pay her 
the rate 


of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now 


1 at 
bill was ordered to a third readin 

id the third time, and passed. 
SARAH 


g; and it was accord- 


A. PAGE. 


ext pension business was the bill (S. 845) granting an 


se of pension to Sarah A. _Page. 
ill was read, as follows 
ected, ete., 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Page, widow of Leverett H. Page, late of Company C, Third 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ad the third time, and passed. 
ARTHUR F. DEVEREUX 
ext pension business was the bill (Ss 
of pension to Arthur F. Devereux. 
ll was read, as follows: 
acted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, 
1X, = lieutenant-colonel and colonel Nineteenth Regiment 
tts Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-general, United 
unteers, and pay 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
d the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK HOUSER. 


. 850) granting an 


of pension to Frederiek Houser. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Sex 
hereby, authorized and directed to 
the provisions and limitations of t 
erick Houser, late of Company A, 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a p 
in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to a third re 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

NATHANIEL L. BADGER. 

The next pension business was the bill 
increase of pension to Nathaniel L. Badger 

The bill was read, 


f the Interior be, and he is 
the pension roll ject to 
nsion law ime of Fred 
first Re nent New Y c Vo 
the rate of $30 per month 











as follows: 





——-— 


subject to | 


That the etait of the Interior be, and he is 


and pay her a pension at the | 


subject to | 
the name of Arthur | 


him a pension at the rate of $30 per | 


ext pension business was the bill (8S. 851) granting, an | 


Be it enacted, ete 
hereby, authorized 
to the provisions and limitations of tl 
Nathaniel L. Badger, late of Compar Cc 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him I 
month in lieu of that he is now receivir 

The bill was ordered to a third 
ingly read the 


, That the Secre 
and directed 





third time, and 
OSCAR R. ARNOLD. 

The next pension business was the bi 
increase of pension to Osear R. . 
The bill was read, a 
Be it enacted 
hereby, 


s follows: 


authori 
to the provisions 
Oscar R. Arno! 
unteer Cavalry, 





and : 
ind limitations pen 
d, late of Company C, Fourth Regimer 
t and pay him a pension : 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended 
as follows: 
In line § st 
thereof the wor 
was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and 

was accordingly read the third time, a1 

JACOB H. EPLER. 

the bil 
:cob H. Epler. 


: ° 1 
as foll 


by 





The amendment ag 


u 
l 


The next pension business was 
increase of pension to J: 

The bill was read, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
hereby, authorized and directed to | e 
to the provisions and limitations of 
Jacob H. a late of Cor 
teer Infantry, and pay hi: 
lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to a third 
ingly read the third time, and passe 

EMMA M. REA. 

The next pension business was the 
pension to Emma M. Rea. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That th 
hereby, authorized and dire 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension la 
Emma M. Rea, widow of John P. Rea, late captain Compar i, J 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
of $20 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a 
ingly read the third time, 

CAROLINI 

The next pension business was the 
increase of pension to Caroline M. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
hereby, authorized and directed to 
the provisions and limitations of the pen 
M. Doan, widow of Amos Doan, late of 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay h 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiy 

The bill was ordered to a third 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JANE 


vt 
ows: 





Secret 


to place on tne 





third re: 
and p 


ding; a 


assed. 
M. DOAN, 


bill 
Doan. 


(S. 986) 








ing. 
ading; an 


was 


M’MAHON, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Jane McMahon. 

The bill was nr as follows: 

Be it enacted, c., That the Secretary of the In 
hereby, aut! See can direeted to place on the pension ct 
| the provisions and limitations of uae msion laws, the name 
| McMahon, widow of Patrick McMahon, late of Compa * 
ment California Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
} of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now recei 

The bill was ordered to a third readii 
ingly read the third time, and passed 

JOSEPH 

The next pension business was the 

increase of pension to Joseph McSwain. 


M’SWAIN. 


bill (S. 













































































. ay . 
9370 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
here ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 


McSwain, late of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES FRAZIER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1038) granting an 

incré 


ase of pension to James Frazier. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Frazier, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

Che bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MYRON E. BILLINGS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1041) granting an 
increase of pension to Myron E. Billings. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


the provi 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Myron I. Billings, late of Company L, First Regiment United States 
Volunteer Sharpshooters; Company L, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 


hi 
and 


Cavalry captain, One hundred and twentieth Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS PICCARD. 

‘he next pension business was the bill (S. 1042 
increase of pension to Francis Piccard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


) granting an 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charlies 
W. Paige, alias Jackson Morse, late of Battery I, Fourth Regi 
United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 , 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 

ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. BARR. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1270) granting a) 
increase of pension to John C. Barr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johny 


C. Barr, late acting ensign, United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


HARRISON BROTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1803) granting a 
pension to Harrison Brott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ha ) 
Brott, late of Company B, Fifty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunte 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ALMON FOSTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 1867) granting an 
increase of pension to Almon Foster. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 





| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Almon 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject | 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
Francis Piecard, late of Company A, One hundred and ninety-third 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1098) granting an 
increase of pension to William J. Grow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hers authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
J. Grow, late of Company H, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA G. CUSHING. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1163 
increase of pension to Martha G. Cushing. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 


GROW. 


G. Cushing, widow of Martin G. Cushing, late first lieutenant Company 
H, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $17 per month in-lieu of that she is now 


receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN WILCOX. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1212) granting an 
increase of pension to John S. Wilcox. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


8. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of, John 
S. Wilcox, late lieutenant-colonel and colonel Fifty-second Regiment 


Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. PAIGE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1258) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles W. Paige, alias Jackson Morse. 

The bill was:read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That. the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


) granting an | 


Foster, late captain Company G, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volun 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. HICKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1868) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Hicks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of \Wi! 


H. Hicks, late of Company F, One hundred and forty-fourth Rezin 
Illincis Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 


is 


i 
t to 





| per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. FOREAKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1482) granting an 

| increase of pension to John W. Foreaker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Foreaker, late of Company K, First Regiment Delaware Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accor 
ingly read the third time, and passed. * 


JOANN MORRIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1456) granting a 
pension to Joann Morris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o! nn 
Morris, widow of Jordan D. Morris, late acting assistant s yn, 
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per ith, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord: 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

PHILENA DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1466) grant an 
increase of pension to Philena Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 1! a 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 0! a 


Davis, widow of Martin V. B. Davis, late of Company B, Sec: ot 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at t 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. a 


The bill was ordered to a third. reading; and it was : 
ingly read the third time, and passed 
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LAURA A. BLODGETT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1467) grantin 
ierease of pension to Laura A. Blodgett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ors 


g an 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
reby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura 
Blodgett, widow of Pearl D. Blodgett, late captain Company E, 
enth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company G, 
nd Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the 
te of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ely read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS T. HODGES. 
‘he next pension business was the bill (S. 1509) granting an 
rease of pension to Thomas T. Hodges. 
lhe bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he. is 
_ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
r. Hodges, late of Company H, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Wolun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
‘ly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. KENNEDY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1517) granting an 
rease of pension to John C. Kennedy. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 4 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


and it was accord- 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
C. Kennedy, late captain Company G, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois 
\ eer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


eu of that he is now receiving. 
. bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
y read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M. BERKEY. 

rhe next pension business was the bill (S. 1524) granting an 
rease of pension to John M. Berkey. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


I y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


rhe 


J M. Berkey, late lieutenant-colonel Ninety-ninth Regiment Indiana 
\ nteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
I th in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
vly read the third time, and passed. 
ZACHARIAH BRADFIELD. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1525) granting an 
rease of pension to Zachariah Bradfield. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Z iriah Bradfield, late of Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Missouri 
\ uteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


1 of that he Is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third readin 
y read the third time, and passed. 


or 


g; and it was accord- 


JAMES L. SMALL. 


he next pension business was the bill (S. 1529) granting an 
ease of pension to James L. Small. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
‘visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
all, late of Company H, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
t he is now receiving. 
ie bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
read the third time, and passed. 
LAURA CLARK. 
i¢ next pension business was the bill (S. 1 
ise of pension to Laura Clark. 
' bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura 
widow of William T. Clark, late brigadier-general and brevet 
general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the 
f $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
ie bill was ordered to a third readi: and it was accord- 
read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE C. CHASE. 
next pension business was: the bill (S.'182 
se Of pension to George C. Chase. 


De 


ao 
1g ; 


7) granting an 


)) granting an | 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be 


it enacted, etc 
hereby, authorized and directed to pla 


, That 


r 


the Sec 


the provisions and limitations of the 
Chase, late of Company BK, " 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

lieu of that he is now 


Sixteen 


eceiving. 


pe 
tl 


retary of the 
e on the | 
nsion law 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1828) grantin 


ALVIN Al 


sBOTT. 


increase of pension to Alvin Abbott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the | 


Abbott, late 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wy 


of 


Tenth 


Independent 


Battery, 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT C. 


ATLIN. 


1 Regiment 


2377 
~*® 4 d 
Inte nd he is 
i ] to 
s. ft n of Geo! 
Ne Lar \ 
SoO4 pe ¢ 
and it was ord 
ge l 


n 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
Mass 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rat: 

lieu of that he is now receiving. 


vas accord- 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1841) granting a 
pension to Robert Catlin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interio e, and he I 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
Catlin, helpless and dependent child of Robert Catlin, late second | 
tenant, Fifth Regiment United States Artillery, and captain, Forty 1 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the r t 
$20 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

RANSOM O. THAYER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1842) anting a 
increase of pension to Ransom O. Thayer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec retary of the Interi le nd he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ran- 
som ©. Thayer, late of Second Battery, Michigan Volunteer Light Ar 
tillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 


that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading: 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1852) 
| increase of pension to Milton Marsh. 


MILTON 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be 


Marsh, late captain Company G, 
teer Infantry, and pay him a 
lieu of that he is now ret 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


pension to Ella T. Hapeman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be 


Hapeman, 


widow 


it enacted, etc., 1 
hereby, authorized and directed to place 


MARSH. 


hundred and fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 


a pension at the rate of $30 per m« 


and 


it was accord- 


granting an 


of the Interior be, and he i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 , Subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton 

Eighty-second Regiment Ohio Vo 
pension at the rate of $24 per nt 
eiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ELLA T. HAPEMAN, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1987) granting a 
That the Secretary of the Int I 1 he 
on the pens ‘ ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, f J | 
of Douglas Hapeman, late lieuts one On 
Infantry, and pay her 
mnth, 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was aceord 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 


AMANDA M. 


RICHEY. 


The next pension business was the bill ( 
pension to Amanda M. Richey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on th 


S 


pension ro 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t} 


M. Richey, widow of John Richey, 


| twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 


ingly .read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY T. 


ANSHUTZ. 


and 


The next pension business was the bill ( 
increase of pension to Henry T. Anshutz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That 
hereby, authorized and directed to place or } 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


the Secretary 


on 


of 


the 


‘ 


the 


I 


Ss. 


late of Company 


may he 


29071) 





te 


O(yo* 


> 
, 


) granting a 


I, One } ndred nd 


was accor 


or ; ‘ 
h Lranting al 


be, and he 
n roll ) t to 


the name of Genry 
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T. Anshutz, late second lieutenant Company B, Twelfth Regiment West 
Vir i \ nteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
; nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN HECK. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2112) granting an 
i ease of pension to John Heek. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, 3 ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t roy s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
] Company I, First Regiment Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, | 
‘ 1 pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
n r. 

il was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
AGNES ZENTZ. 

rhe next pension business was the bill (S. 2113) granting an 
l e of pension to Agnes Zentz. 

bill was read, as follows: 

I vacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
) a rized and dit ed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t I and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Agnes 
Z Chal \ late of Company A, Sixth Regi- | 

[ Volunteer In , and pay her a pension at the rate 
2 in li of that she is now receiving. 
i bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
g read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM I. HILKEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2229) granting an 
increase of pension to William I. Hilkey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
} authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
t t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
W I. Hilkey, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment 
\ Inf y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
f that he is now receiving. 
ie bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES THOMPSON, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2255) granting an 

rease of pension to James Thompson. . 

he bill was read, as follows: 

t t etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
‘ hoerized and dire to place on the pension roll, subject 
_pl ons and limi of the pension laws, the name of 
| I n fC pany G, Second Regiment Michigan Volun- 
d pay m a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 

of t he is now receiving. 


he bill 


was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
F. 


ALEXANDER M’CONNELL. 


? 


ll (S. 2256) granting an 
IF. McConnell. 


The next pension business was the bi 
sion to Ale 
ad, 


increase of pen xander 


as follows: 


hat the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 








} y, the and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
t e " ind limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
\ ander I nell, late of C any K, One hundred and twenty- 
R I » Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
f $60 | month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
“he bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
giy read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C. HITCHCOCK. 


rhe next pension business was the bill (S. 2293) granting an 


rease of pension to William C. Hitchcock. 
bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
i and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 


d mitations of the pension laws, the name of 
te of Company D, First Regiment Oregon Vol- 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 

iving. 

red to a third reading; and it was accord- 


rd time, and passed. 


ELIJAH R. WILKINS. 
: was the bill ( 
n to Elijah R. Wilkins. 


isiness w S 


. 2481) granting an 


follows: 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ted to place on the pension roll, subject to 


t ; ‘ 1s of the pension laws, the name of Blijah 


Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
n at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ig ‘ aud passed. 
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SARAH A. BARGAR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 
pension to Sarah A. Bargar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A, 
Bargar, widow of Jeptha Bargar, late of Company B, EBighty-eichth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


oOn~ 


2555) granting 


1 
“ 


MICHAEL MATHENEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2564) granting an 
increase of pension to Michael Matheney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enaeted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M 
Mathepey, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment West Virgin 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mon 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES P. FORD. 

The next pension business was the bill (8S. 
increase of pension to James P. Ford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
P. Ford, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Maryland Vol! 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month i 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


979 


2730) granting an 


JAMES J. EGAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2779) granting : 
increase of pension to James J. Egan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ja: 
J. Egan, late first lieutenant Company B, First Regiment Min: a 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


n 


and it was accord- 


JOHN M. SCOTT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2825) granting an 
increase of pension to John M. Scott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and $ 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ot! 
M. Scott, late of Company A, Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Vo! f 
infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 1 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


and it was a 


IGER. 


JACOB A. Gi 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3180) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob A. Geiger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ai 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
A. Geiger, late of Company A, First Regiment New Jersey \ 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was a l- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
AKEY C. JOHNSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (8. $245) granting au 
increase of pension to Akey C. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
3 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ani 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, si J 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ( 
Johnson, late of Company D, First Regiment Minnesota Volunt: 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
he is now receiving. ; 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was : 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA F. KEITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3244) granu 
increase of pension to Anna F. Keith. 


2 








1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL 











RECORD—HOUSE. 2379 








rhe bill was read, as follows: the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of FE: 
ae 4 Kinsauls, late of Company EH, Fourth Regiment United Stat \ 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | teer wre nl wna and aay him a pension oe t] “ rate of $12 t 
yy, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to re oe a 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna | rhe amendments recommended by the committee we 
Keith, widow of William Keith, late first lieutenant Company F, | as follows: 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at li aan : ite ah ms . ; oa 
te of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. sa - “th a ee out the word “twelve” and insert in Ii = 
; 7 ; | wor iirty. 
he bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- In same line, after the word “ month,” insert \ i 
ly read the third time, and passed. that he is now receiving.” 
FRANCIS A. JONES. The amendments were agreed to. 
; , : : , The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a t I 
fhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9146) grant- “sath ; : ree car ; : 
ee eee ; : . : | reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
+ an increase of pension to Francis A. Jones. | as 
bill was read, as follows | time, and passed. 
1e D as read, as S: : : 
rE a ~ si Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increas 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | Nnsior Mmelev Kine: « 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to } pension to Emsley Kinsauls. 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis 





WILLIAM 


. ‘ ; ° ; HUGHES. 
nes, late of Company G, One hundred and fifth Regiment Illinois Pa Hl ; 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per | Che next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6494) grant 
n lieu of that he is now receiving. an increase of pension to William Hughes. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as The bill was read, as follows: 
VS: Be it enacted, etc., That the See vy of the Inte 1 
ne 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
hirty.” to the provisions and limitations of the pension law I 
5 bie William Hughes, a seaman on the 1 ed States g M 
* ane ndment was agreed to. : . and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 1 of t 
fhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | is now receiving 
r ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
and passed. follows: 
MATTIE SETTLEMIRE. In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ yn the 1 as 
: 23 F . . : f >» 2 : gunboat Michigan ”’ and insert in lieu tl \ i late of U. S 
‘next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3108) granting 


ion to Mattie Settlemire. 

bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mattie 


widow of John Settlemire, late of Company A, First Rezi 

\labama Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
month. 

amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
| WS: 


6, after the word “ 


John,” 
strike out the letter “A” 


the letter “ 
insert in 


insert 
and 


_ 
lieu thereof the let 


ie line strike out the word “ First”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
‘ Seventh.” 

e line strike out the word “Alabama” 
i * Tennessee.” 

8 strike out the word “ twelve” 

ght.” 
amendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
r; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
nd passed, 


and insert in lieu therecf 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


third 
third 


LOUCETTE E. 

next pension business was the bill (H. R. 72 
ease of pension to Loucette E. Glavis. 
bill was read, as follows: 

icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 

thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Loucett 
widow of George O. Glavis, late hospital chaplain, ‘ 
inteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per mont! 
l she is now receiving 


GLAVIS. 


13) 





mendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


8 strike out the word “ forty’ 
een.” 


1endment was agreed to. 
ll as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
x: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


' 
i passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


LEVI J. WALTON. 


roo 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
ise of pension to Levi J. Walton. 
1 was read, as follows: 
cted 


granting 


l, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is | 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi J 
of Company I, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan 


hi 





1 a pension at the rate of $30 per ! 


celving. 


onth in lieu of ths 


| was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
zrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


EMSLEY KINSAULS. 


ext pension business was the bill (H. 
to Emsley Kinsauls. 
il was read, as follows: 
ted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


R. 


6313) granting 


L 












S. Michigan U. S. Navy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engr: 
reading; and being engrossed, it was ac 
time, and passed 


ssed for a third 


ordingly read 


GEORGE BRUNER. 
The next pension business was the bill (1H. R. 6226) gi ting 
an increase of pension to George Bruner 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it « Tha S eta Ir 
here 4 zed and di l ) ! 
1 lin ns 
(ye I ’ of ¢ j ) j I 
Ne Y k \ inteer Infantr d pay | t 
of $30 | ' t in 
The amendment recommended by the commi tte read s 
follows: 
I line 8 strike out the w l thi " and ji t i lieu t 
+} ‘ y i ‘ ; ‘ —— ¢ 
The amendment was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rending: and being engrossed, it was a ording] read the third 


time, and passed 


MARY BAGLEY. 








The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6 g t 
an increase of pension to Mary Bagley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacts etc., That the Secret of the Int« nel 
hereby, authorized and directed 
the provisions and limitations of the per { 
Bagley, widow f Alexander Bagls te of ¢ t \ 

Re ent Maine Volunteer Infa! 1 | 
of $50 per month in lieu of t I I 

The amendment recommended by the com tes 3 re 2 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the w ] fifty and 1 
word “ sixteen 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be ¢ f 
reading; and being engrossed, it Ss according i 
time, and passed. 

MARIA I 

The next pel! sion busi! ess was th bill ¢] t. OOG ; g 
an increase of pe nsion to Mar Dvel 

The bill was read, as follow 

I it enacted, etc., That e Secret of t 
he y, authorized and directed to pla n t) 

provisions and limitatio é the pensior 
I r, widow of John N. Dyer, late of ¢ 
Ohio Volunte Infantry, and Ly i : 
month in lieu of that she is 1 

The amendments recommended by tl 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ ¢ ! 1 
insert in lieu thereof 

In line S strike out the wt 

| word “ thirt; 
| The amendments were agreed 
| The bill as amended was ordered to b l for a third 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time nd passed. 
HENRY G. GARDNER. 
rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5692) granting 
i ‘ase of pension to H. G. Gardner. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
I , authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
il. G. Gardner, late lieutenant-colonel Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month | 
1 of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
Ss low # 
In line 6 strike out the letter “ H.” and insert in lieu thereof the | 
v 1 ** Henry 
In same line, after the word “ late,” insert the words “‘ captain Com- 
pal Ir, and 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 
‘The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t third 
time, and passed. 


mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 


pension to Henry G. Gardner.” 
ABRAHAM MATHEWS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5640) granting 


crease of 


ion to Abraham Mathews. 


read, as follows: 


pens 


The bill was 









Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he , au ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to e pl and limitations of the pension laws, the ne of 
A m Mat , late of Company B, First Regiment Arkan Vol- 
unt Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lie of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 s » out the word “ Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “Ca ry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ’”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ thirty. 


he amendments were agreed to. 





i 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES S. PELLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5605) granting 
an increase of pension to James 8. Pelley. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., TY the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he 1ut “1 and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the } isi nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
S. Pelley, late of Company K, First Regiment Virginia Volunteer In- 
fant nd pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
1 ving. 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


ossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


GILES SLOCUM. 


Q. 
iness was the bill (H. R. 5212) 


to Giles Q. Slocum. 


granting 


The next nension bus 









f ¢ é pension 
e bill is read, as follows: 
et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
] d at d to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t i li s of the pension laws, the name of Giles 
( f ¢ y H, Seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
( a ion at the rate of $50 per month 
j i 
t rec ( i by the committee was read, as 
{ 
‘fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
v 
rreed to 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
5 engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
til 1 |} 
SA} EL P. CAI 
} <t pension business w the bill (H. R. 5028) granting 
an rease of pension to 8S: 1 P. Carll 
e bill was read, as follows 
it ¢ ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, : horized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the S d limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
P I f Company I, One hundred and sixty-seventh Regiment 
oO} er Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per | 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 














FEBRUARY 9, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
word ‘*‘ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELIJAH J. SNODGRASS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4957) granting 


| an increase of pension to Elijah J. Snodgrass. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | h 
J. Snodgrass, late an armorer upon the U. S. gunboat Mound City in 
the war between the States, who was honorably discharged at M 1 
City, Ill, on the 27th day of August, 1865, and pay him a pens 


the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 1 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “an armorer upon the United Stat 
and all of lines 7 and 8. 

In line 9 strike out the words “seventh day of August, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-five,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ of 
S. Mound City, U. S. Navy.” 


l, 


In line 10 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
| word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
STEPHEN DICKERSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4741) gr ig 
an increase of pension to Stephen Dickerson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of § en 
Dickerson, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania n- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, a 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu the: 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALICE BOURK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4704) g1 g 
, a pension to Alice Rourk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to ne on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice 
Rourk, widow of Francis Rourk, late acting assistant surgeon ted 


States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per mont! 

The amendment recommended by the committee was reid, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty 


” 


and insert in lieu the f the 





word “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a rd 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th: d 
time, and passed, 

JACOB RICH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4685) gr g 
an increase of pension to Jacob Rich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a1 is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Rich, late of Company K, Sixty-seventh Regiment Indiana \ i 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $100 per month 1 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was | as 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the words “one hundred” 
thereof the word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 2 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t! 
time, and passed. 


and inser 


JOHN C. CAVANAUGH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4192) ¢ in 
| an increase of pension to John C. Cavanaugh. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John C. 
avanaugh, late a private in Company E, Thirty-seventh Regiment 
lllinois Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 


as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ late,” insert the words “alias John Car- 
nter 


In same line strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu | 


thereof the word “ of.’ 

In line 7, before the word “ Infantry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty ”’ 
rd “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
ime, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


c pension at the rat $ 
of that he is now receiving 
The amendments recommended by the « read 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Cor pany 
the word “‘ Companies.” ; 
In same line, before the word “ Thirts ert 1 wo 
| “and D.” 
| In same line, after the word “ Thirty-first,” in y | “3 
ment.” 
In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteet 
| the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 1 l the tl l 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of | 


pension to John C. Cavanaugh, alias John Carpenter.” 


EBER WATSON, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3571) granting 


pension to Eber Watson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
‘by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Watson, late of Company C, Third Regiment Iowa Cavalry, and 
him 


eiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
is follows: 
In line 6, after the word “ Iowa,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
to Eber Watson.” 


as 


amendments were agreed to. 

ie bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 


The 
I 


ume, 


} 
I 
} 
i 
j 
i 


JOSIAH M. GRIER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
a pension to Josiah M, Grier. 
bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


s ‘by, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 


on 


vw 


44) granting 


, Lie 


he 


ot 


J M. Grier, late of Company I, Eighty-second Regiment Pennsyl- 
v . Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
I month “ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as iOWws: 

I ne 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ four.” 

l me line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 

is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

: bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
se of pension to Josiah M. Grier.” 
MORRIS OSBORN. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3502) granting 
& pension to Morris Osborn. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Osborn, dependent father of William L. Osborn, late of Com 
Highth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
it the rate of $17 per month. 


nendments recommended by the committee were read, 


wWS: 
6, after the word “late,” insert the words “ first lieutenant 
B, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and.” 
i strike out the word “ of.” 


8 strike out the word “ , 
“ twelve.” 

imendments were agreed to. 

ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

id passed. 


seventeen ’’ and insert in lieu ther: 


LEMUEL P. WILLIAMS. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3483) granting 
ease of pension to Lemuel P. Williams. 
ill was read, as follows: 

‘ enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
rovisions and limitations ef the pension laws, the name of 
P. Williams, late of Company F, Thirty-first Massachusetts 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar ; tr : 
hereby, authorized and directed t 0 er ! 
the provisions and limitations of I name of 
A. Baker, late of Company I, Vert ylu I \ I 
pay him a pension at the rate of . i of 3 
now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ Company,” insert the words s i 
Battery Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, and First ] let 


a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 


Volunteers, and pay him a 






















































time, and passed. 
GEORGE A. BAKER. 
The next pension .business was the bill (H. R. 340 
an increase of pension to George A. 
The bill was read, as follows: 








In same line strike out the leiter “I.” ~ 

In line 7 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accord 
time, and passed. 








ALBIN L. INGRAM. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3342) grant 
an increase of pension to Albin L. Ingram. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the S« I i 
hereby, authorized and directed to 6 
the provisions and mitations t I i \ 
L. Ingram, late first lieutenant ( a A, &S I I 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay h $30 
month in lieu of that he is now 1 ving 

The amendments recommended by the « 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Company,” str t t word 

In line 8 strike out the word “ tl al 1 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for : 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE 


W. ADAMSON. 


The rext pension business was the bill (H. R. 2949) 





an increase of pension to George W. Adamson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
hereby, authorized and directed t 
to the provisions and limitatior 
George W. Adamson, late of Company ‘ I 
souri Volunteer fantry, and pay him a | 
month in lieu of t he is now 

The amendment recommended by the « ~ 
follow Ss 

In > 8 strike out the word “ thirty 
word “ twenty-f 7 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be ¢ ] 
reading; and being engrossed, it was g 
time, and passed. 

ASA M. FOOTE. 


The next pension business was the bill 
pension to Asa M. Foote. 
The bill was read, as 





Be it enacted, etc the S« c 
hereby, autho ‘ d é 
to the provis i 1 ms o 
Asa M. Fo . ( I A, Nir 
Cavalry, and pay him a pens th 

The amendments recommended by the 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word 
word “ twenty-four 


In same line, after the word 
that he is now receiving.” 


The amendments were ag! 


asi 


The bill as amended was ordered 


"O4 
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reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Asa M. Foote.” 
NATHANIEL BUCHANAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2174) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Nathaniel Buchanan. 

Che bill was reaa, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Na- 
thaniel Buchanan, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment New_ Jersey 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the 
thereof the word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu 


GEORGE M. DRAKE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1658) granting 
an increase of pension to George M. Drake. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be 


hereby 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
M. Drake, late of Company A, Second Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
- of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Volunteer, 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


insert the word “ Veteran.” 
and insert in lieu thereof 


DAVID L. FINCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 628) granting a | 


pension to David L. Finch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

reby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
L.. Finch, late guide and scout : < 
afterwards First Division, Fifth Army Corps, and pay him a pension 
it the rate of $30 per month. 

rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
strike out the words “ guide and scout attached to 
division, afterwards First Division, Fifth Army 
in lieu thereof the words “ scout and guide, United 


and 7 
Porter's 
Corps,” and insert 
States Volunteers.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; 
time, and passed. 


In lines 6 
General 


’ 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


PETER CINE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13536) 
ing an increase of pension to Peter Cline. 


grant- 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
the provisions and limitations of the pensiom laws, the name of Peter 
Cline, late of Company H, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 

he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In 
the word “ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
thirty.” 


JOHN H. M’LEAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1 
ing a pension to John McLane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
McLane, late of Company B, Forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


— 
35 


12) grant- 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ McLane” and insert in lieu thereof 
the letter and word * H. McLean.” 
: In ee line strike out the letter “‘B” and insert in lieu thereof the 
etter ‘“‘A.” 


= 


In line 7 strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry” and insert 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘ Emergency Militia.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 2 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen 
sion to John H. McLean.” 
WILLIAM A. SOUTHWORTH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13141) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Southworth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willi:xm 
A. Southworth, late of Company A, One hundred and fourteenth Re; 
ment, and Company BE, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

PINKNEY W. H. LEE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18129) granting 
an increase of pension to Pinkney W. H. Lee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pinkney 


W. H. Lee, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
ALICE B. HARTSHORNE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13010) granting 
an increase of pension to Alice B. Hartshorne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subi: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alice I? 
Hartshorne, widow of William R. Hartshorne, late colonel One hundred 
and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
a pension at_the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
ceiving. 2 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “‘ R.” 
“* Ross.” 

In line 7, after the word “late,” insert the words “ first lieut: 
and adjutant, Forty-second Regiment, and.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


and insert in lieu thereof the word 


| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 








time, and passed. 
JAMES HOOVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12937 
an increase of pension to James Hoover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | s 
Hoover, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were reid, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “and I'ifty- 
second Company, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps. 


granting 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a d 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the t)ird 


time, and passed. 
WILLIAM B. EVERSOLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R, 12754) granting 


an increase of pension to William B. Eversole. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of \\ 
B. Eversole, late captain Company L, Fourteenth Regiment Ker 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per | 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





















1906. 


The amendment recommended 
follows: 


by the committee was read, 
n line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two 
word “ forty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| 


time, and passed. 
AUGUSTUS F. BRADBURY. 
he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12713) 
nerease of pension: to Augustus F, Bradbury. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., Thet the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augcus 
Bradbury, late of Company I, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Vol- 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
of that he is now receiying. 


granting 


. bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
¢ engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
sed, 


JOHN T. HOWELL. 
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he comn Tree wW ‘re read 


The amendments recommended by t 


| follows: 


” and insert in lieu thereof | 


he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
ading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


In line 6 strike or 
the word “ Cassady.” 

In line 7 strike out 

In line 8 strike out 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordere 
reading; and being engrossed, it was ac 
time, and passed. 

Amend the title so as to read: 


* word “C 





the 


the 


word Vete 


word “ 


| pension to James Cassady.” 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12506) granting 


nerease of pension to John T. Howell. 
» bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
‘ ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Ilowell, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
of that he is now receiving. 
» amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
ne 9 strike out the word “ thirty” 
rd “ twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
ANDREW DUNNING. 


» next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12384) granting 
a crease of pension to Andrew Dunning. 
» bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


] vy, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
I ng, late first lieutenant, United States Volunteers, and pay him 


ion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


11 "ea. 
as follows: 


es 6 and 7 strike out the words “ United States Volunteers ”’ 


rt in lieu thereof the words “Company D, Eighth Regiment 





I s Volunteer Cavalry.” 4 
ne 7 strike out the word “ fifty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


thirty.” 
rhe amendments were agreed to. 
‘ bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ig; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
t and passed. 


NATHAN C. BRADLEY. 


» next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12027) granting 
é rease of pension to Nathan C. Bradley. 
bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan 
late of Company K, One hundred and forty-fourth Regi 
w York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
r month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


unendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


lla 
ley, 


» 8 strike out the word “ fifty” 
rty.”’ 
mendment was agreed to. 
ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
©; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
1d passed. : 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


JAMES CASSADY. 


iext pension business was the bill (H. R. 12016) granting 
ease of pension to James Cassaday. 
ll was read, as follows: 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
1uthorized and directed. to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
, late of Company M, Ninth Regiment New York Veteran Vol- 
ivalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
hat he is now receiving. 





JAMES M. NOBLI 
The next pension business was the bil 
n increase of pension to James M. Noble. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret 
hereby, authorized: and directed to | * pension l 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law e name of 
M. Noble, late of Company F, Twelftl 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee 
follows: 


9 
a 








In line 8 strike out the word 
word “ forty.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engro 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly re 
time, and passed. . 


‘fifty’ and insert i there 


JAMES D 


The next pension business was the bill (H. 
ing an increase of pension to James D. Billings! 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to plac t 
the provisions and limitations of the 
D. Billingsley, late of Companies C 
State Militia Cavalry, and pay him 
month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendments recommended 
as follows: 


BILLINGSLEY. 





ce on 


recel 


In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,” i1 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en 
reading; and being e1 
time, and passed. 


sert the word 
and insert in lieu ther 


crossed for third 
iwrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


JOHN A. CONLEY 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11724) ¢ 
ing an increase of pension to John A. Conley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the } 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, é 
Conley, late of Company BH, Fourth Regiment Arkansas Volu1 ( 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of t 


he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for ! 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read thx 
, time, and passed. 
EMMA A. SMITH 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1 ot) 2 
a pension to Emma A. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I 6 l 
hereby, authorized and directed to | m the p 
the provisions and limitations of the } f 
A. Smith, dependent daughter of Samuel F. ( 
One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Pennsylvania \ I 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per I 
The amendments recommended by the committ 
follows: 
In line 6, before the word ‘“ depend 
and.” 
In line 7, strike out the word “ fifteenth d i 
the word “ fiftieth.” 
In line 9 strike out the word “twenty-f ; 1 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 
The amendments were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be eng l { i third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was according] d the t d 


time, and passed. 
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EGBERT -P. SHETTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11561) 
an increase of pension to Egbert P. Shetter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


e it 


Vv 


and he is 
subject to 


B 
here! 


auth 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Egbert 
I’. Shetter, late of Company F, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7, after the word ‘ Infantry,” insert the words “and second 
lieutenant Company F, Second Regiment West Virginia Veteran Vol- 
unteer Infantry 

In line & strike out the word “ fifty’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC 


M. WOODWORTH. 


9 


? ID 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11: 
an increase of pension to Isaac M. Woodworth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


) granting 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac | 
M. Woodworth, late of Company —, First Regiment Massachusetts Vol- | 


unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in | 


he is now receiving. 
recommended by the committee was read, 


lieu of that 
The amendment 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word ‘*‘Company,” insert the letter 
The amendment was agreed to. 


as 


’ 


"ke 


j 
granting 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
WILLIAM LEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10883) granting 
an increase of pension to William Lee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
» provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infan- 


ee, late of Company C, 
ry. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
e is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” 


line 8, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ six. 


HELEN P. MARTIN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10770) granting 
a pension to Helen P. Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro 


the Secretary of the Irterior be, and he is 
ll, subject to 


il, 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen 
. Martin, widow of Herman H. Martin, late of Company A, One hun 


dred and fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer and 


pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
; follows: 


Infantry, 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Herman” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Harman.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


JACOB J. LONG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10807) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob J. Long. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the tl 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob | 


J. Long, late of Company F, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





| time, and passed. 
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JOSEPH F. CALDWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 107 
an increase of pension to J. F. Caldwell, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J 
Caldwell, late of Company K, One hundredth Regiment Pennsylva: 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were re: 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “J.” 
word “Joseph.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu th: 
the word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
crease of pension to Joseph F. Caldwell.” 

SAMUEL PRESTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 106° 
an inerease of pension to Samuel Preston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sanne! 
Preston, late of Company I, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer | I 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in li 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Regiment,” insert the word “ East.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
rd 


20) granti 


and insert in lieu thereof 


32) grant 


fs 


time, and passed. 
LEVI I. SHIPMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10637) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Levi I. Shipman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, si 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name oi 
Shipman, late of Company C, First Regiment West Virginia \: 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per mont 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were 1, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “and ( 
pany E, Second Regiment West Virginia Veteran Volunteer Int 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty’ and insert in lieu thei 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a rd 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tl rd 


time, and passed. 
MILTON A. SAEGER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10307) 2 
an increase of pension to Milton A. Saeger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a: 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
A. Saeger, late of Company E, Two hundred and second I 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at t! 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readii nd 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tii 
passed. 


NICHOLAS HERCHERBERGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10297) 
an inerease of pension to Nicholas Hercherberger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam 
olas Hercherberger, late of Company F, Highty-eighth Regin 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t 








i906. 
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ANDREW RICKETTS. 
the next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10269) granting 
nerease of pension to Andrew Ricketts. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
vrovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 


| etts, late of Company B, First Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland 
nteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
th in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


follows: 
line 6, after the word “ First,’ insert the word “ Regiment.” 
line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in 
f the word “ twenty.” 

he amendments were agreed to. , 
e bill as amerided was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 


lieu 


HUGH LONGSTAFF. 
(he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10216) granting 
crease of pension to Hugh Longstaff. 
bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 
staff, late of Company B, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cav 


nd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that | 


w receiving. 

» amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

ne 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” 

word “ twenty-four.” 

e amendment was 

e bill as amended 

re ug: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


agreed to. 


HINMAN RHODES. 
rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9906) granting 
‘ rease of pension to Hinman Rhodes. ’ 


e bill was read, as follows: 


cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
horized and directed to. place on the pension roll, subject to 
and limitations cf the pension laws, the name of Hinman 
R late colonel Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
d pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 

w receiving. 
amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


i I OWS: 


ne 6, after the word “ late,’ insert the words “‘ major and.” 

ne 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
forty.” 

amendments were agreed to. 

e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
tin id passed. 

PATRICK CURLEY. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9279) 
ease of pension te Patrick Curley. 
ill was read, as follows: 
nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Patrick 
ite of Company D, Sixty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Vol 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month 
he is now receiving. 
amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


WS 


granting 


iantry, 


f that 


6 strike out the word “ Sixty-seventh” and insert in lieu 
» word “ Sixty-second.” 
S strike out the word “ fifteen ”’ 


venty.’ 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


iendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
x; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
d passed. 
JACOB DACHRODT. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9237) granting 
ase of pension to Jacob Dachrodt. 
ll was read, as follows: 


nacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
te lieutenant-colonel One hundred and fifty-third Regiment 


nia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 


onth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





hereby, 


F, One 
and pay him 
is now receiving. 

amendments 
as follows: 


the word 


was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


iorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


| was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and | 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Be it 


First 


Add at end 


“Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
9 payable by virtue of the passage of 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be eng 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
time, and passed. 


The next pension business was the bill 
ing an increase of pension to Stephen D, Cohens. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That 
authorized } 
the provisions and limitations of the | 


Be it 


I). Cohens, late 


The 


In line 6 


In same line 
In line 7 


word “ twenty 


The amendments were agreed t 

The bill as amended was orders 
reading; and being engrossed, 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so 
crease of pension to Stephen D. C 


The next pension business was the 
ing an increase of pension to 
The bill was read, 
ted, et 
y, authorized 


Be it ena 


rovisions 


han Wood, 


the pi 
nonth in lieu 

The 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter 


ter “G 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thi 
word “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agi ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be eng 
reading ; and being engrossed, it w: 
time, and passed. 


The next pension business was the 
an increase of pension to Newton E. 
The bill was read, as foll 


enact 


Be it 
E. Terrell, 
fantry, and pay 
t 


hat he is now 


The amendments recomim« 


as follows: 





word “*" 
In line 
word “ twenty 


The amendments were ag 
The bill as amended was ordere 
and being engrossed, it 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to r 
crease of pension to Newton FE. Terrill - 


reading ; 


The next pension business w: 
an increase of pension to 8: 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, } S« 
j hereby, authorized and directed to 






























































M’*KENZIF. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. 
relief of James McKenzie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, 
move the charge of desertion standing 
pany D, 
him an honorable discharge as of date f1 

The amendment recommended by 
follows: 


om August 


the committee 


retary of the Int 


hundred sixty-seventh 


a pension at the rate 350 per month 
recommended 


strike 
* Cohen.” 
strike out the 
strike 
In line 9 strike 


JONATHA 


limitations 
late 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pa) 


amendments recommended 


authorized 
the provisions and limita 


late 
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1 limitations of the pension laws, the 
I ‘ iny Bb, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
J h i nsion at the rate of $30 per month in 
Was « red to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
I engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
I ] 
EDNA BUCHANAN. 
ension business was the bill (H. R. 7546) granting 
a | 1 to Edna Buchanan. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

] it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
I thorized i dire to place on the pension roll, subject 
t mitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ed I l Columbus, Bartholomew County, Ind., widow of 
Willia P. B inan, late a private in Company A, Ninth Regiment 
Indiana Legio rnd | her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

J imen¢ ts r uneuded by the committee were read, 
as fe ws 

In e 6 strike out the words “of Columbus, Bartholomew County.” 

In 7 strike out the word “ Indiana.” 

im > line strike out the words “‘a private in” and insert in 
in line 9 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ght. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
til i passed 

WILLIAM K. SPENCER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7525) granting 
an increase of pension to William K. Spencer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
te provis and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Wi 1 K. Spencer, late of Company B, McLaughlin’s squadron, Sixth 
Re ent Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Rn 
Che 


imendments recommended by the committee were read, 
s follows: 
In line 7 strike out the words “ Sixth Regiment.” 
I e 8 strike out the word “forty ’”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
; and being en 


nd passed. 





HELEN A. FREDERICK. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 164) granting a 
yn to Helen A. Frederick, 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
] et ary of the Interior be, and he is 
l a lace on the pension roll, subject to 
and | > pension laws, the name of Helen 
k, wide Frederick, late lieutenant-colonel 
I teer Infantry, and Fifth Regiment 
| ( * a pension at the rate of $30 per 





The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | 
ngly read the third time, and passed. 


LIDE 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 603) granting an 
se of pension to Lide 8S. Leonard. 


ill was read, as follows: 


S. LEONARD. 








grossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
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e of Samuel 





| word 


et ic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lide 
w of William L. Leonard, late second lieutenant Com- 
| t Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and late of Com- 
| Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, 
ension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she | 
The 1} was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
1 d the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW PATRICK, 
T) ext ne n business was the bill (S. 666) granting an 
l * pension to Andrew. Patrick. 
‘T was read, as follows: 
ted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
i d directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
»visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
ie ‘ pany I, One hundred and tenth Regiment New 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per | 
th in lieu of that he is now ‘eiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 


sly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. CAMPBELL. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
William J. Campbell. 


roo 


The 238) granting 


pension to 


FEBRUARY 9. 





The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and q 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name « 
liam J, Campbell, late of Company D, Eighty-eighth Regiment 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $1 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were l. 
as follows: 

In line § strike out the word “fourteen” and insert in lieu 
the word “ thirty.” 

In same line, after the word ‘“ month, 
of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. “ 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a: 
crease of pension to William J. Campbell.” 

FRANCIS L. BROWN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5855) granting 
an increase of pension to Francis L. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, t 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n f 
Francis L. Brown, late a captain of Company L, Twenty-fourt 
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at t 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


” 


insert the words 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “a.” 
; In the same line, before the word “Company,” strike out th: rd 


of. 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu tl f t 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 


1 
i 
1 
A 


JOHN C. UMSTEAD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4202) granting 
an increase of pension to John C. Umstead. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a: 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na: John 
C. Umstead, late of Company C, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsy! 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 pe 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


| follows: 


” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu tf! 


“ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t! 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES A. POWER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Charles A. Power. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nan 
A. Power, late of Company D, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per m 
of that he is now receiving. 


R999 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read ‘ 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third i 


passed. 
CHARLES FALBISANER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 648 
a pension to Charles Falbisaner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior |! 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nan 
lalbisaner, late of Troop D, Fourth Regiment United St 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee w 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ twelve. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly rea: 
time, and passed. 


” 


JOSEPHINE E. QUENTIN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 148° 
an increase of pension to Josephine E. Quentin. 









906. 
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4 
i 
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Che bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
ereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
he provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
yphine BE. Quentin, widow of Julius E. Quentin, late of Company B, 
| teenth Regiment United States Army, and pay her a pension at 
‘ ite of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
» amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 
6 


rhe 


and 7 strike out and insert 


lines 

enant.” . ’ iv 
line 7 strike out “Army” and insert “ Infantry. 

in line 8 strike out “ fifty’ and insert “ twenty-five.” 


rhe amendments were agreed to. 


“of Company B” ** first 


’ 


rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e, and passed. 
WILLIAM T. SCANDLYN. 


Che next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1888) granting 
nsion to William T. Scandlyn. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
m T. Seandlyn, musician, late of Company G, 





Twenty-ninth | 


United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate | 


7 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 


ine 6 strike out “ musician.” ; 
Ir ne 7, after “ Twenty-ninth,” insert “ Regiment; 
ine, after “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Spain.” 
In line 8 strike out “ seventeen ”’ and insert “ twelve.” 
fie amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e, and passed. 


and in 


aing ; 


RALPH A. ADAMS. 


Tl t. 


e next pension business was the bill (H. I 
rease of pension to Ralph A. Adams. 

ie bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ralph 


2054) granting 


nd I 
is now receiving. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


VS: 


ne 8, after the words “rate of,” and insert 
tv-two.”’ 

he amendment was agreed to. 

e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
nd passed. 


strike out “ fifty” 


DANIEL HAYS. 


‘next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2116) 
rease of pension to Daniel Hayes. 
bill was read, as follows: 


granting 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 


>of Company B, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
it he is now receiving. 


mendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


it the letter “‘e” in claimant’s surname in the title and body 


8% strike out “ thirty ” 
amendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
nd passed. 
was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in 
f pension to Daniel Hays.” 


and insert “ twenty.” 


JAMES W. STELL. 


> 99 


t. 2306) grantin 


o 
> 


next pension business was the bill (H. 
ise of pension to James W. Stell. 
bill was read, as follows: 


the 
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That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


late of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment United States In- | 
ay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of! 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


ithorized 
Visions 


and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
s and limitations of the pension laws, the name James 

ate United States soldier in Mexican war, and pay him a 

at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 
imendments recommended by the committee were read, 


OWS: 
ne 6 strike out “ United States soldier in 


line, after “late,” insert “of Capt. J. 
Mounted Riflemen, war with Mexico.” 


and in 
Gillett’s company, 


Mexican war,” 
Ss. 
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In line 7 strike out “ fifty” 
In line 5, after “ name,” 
The amendments were agreed 


and insert 
insert f 


\ 


* twent 


to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOSEPH JONES MARTIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (HH. R. 2807) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph J. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
Joseph J. Martin, late of Company F, Thirteen R t i 
States Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a per 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receivins 

The amendments recommended by the committee were rea 
as follows: 

Change the initial “ J.”’, where it appears in the t's name 
the title and body of the bill, to “* Jones 

In line 8 strike out “ fifty ’ and insert “ twer 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fi third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
crease of pension to Joseph Jones Martin.” 

RUFUS G. CHILDRESS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2897) ant 
ing an increase of pension to R. G. Childress. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol hject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension t I R 
G. Childress, late of J. S. Bagger’s company, Mounted Ts 
commanded by Capt. Pat Calhoun, United States <A Ind 
of 1854 and 1855, and pay him a pension at the te of $24 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the co ittee we! ead 
as follows: 

In line 6 change the initial “R.” to “R s In t 
change “ Bagger’s to ‘“ Boggess’s,” and after M I ] i 
line, insert * Battalion.’ 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out “ con ded Captain Pat ¢ ' 
United States Army;” and in lines 8 and 9% strike o . ghteen 
hundred and fifty-four and eighteen hundred and fif 

In line 10 strike out “ twenty-four” and insert 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read 
crease of pension to Rufus G. Childress.” 

SUSAN W. SELFRIDGE. 

The next pension business was the bill (HH. 
an increase of pension to Susan W. Selfridge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 
hereby, authorized and directed to | e on the 
the provisions and limitations of the pe! n la e e of S 
W. Selfridge, widow of James R. Selfridg n, | ed 
Navy, and pay 
that is now 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read tl thit 


passed. 


Secre vy of the Inte eC, § 1 } 


at the te 


her a pe! 
iving 


ion 


she rece 


GEORGE W. J 


The next pension business was 
an increase of pension to George 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Re it enacted, et 
y, authorized 
the provisions 
W. Jackson, late m 
Infantry, war with Spain, 
month in lieu of that he 


W. 


, That the 
and d 
and limit: 


ere 








~ 


and pay him a yp 
is 1 


h 
t 
{ 
1 eer 
$24 per 
The amendments recommend 
follows: 


In line 6, after “ late,” insert h 

In lines 7, 8, and 9 strike out d pay him I n at t 
$24 per month in lieu of that he I 

The amendments were agre 

The bill as amended was 
reading ; and being engrossed, it w: 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to 
sion to George W. Jackson.” 


d by 





SALLIE } SHE! 


The next pension business was the 
an increase of pension to Sallie F. Sheifie 
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ees 


The amendments recommended by the committee were yeaq 
as follows 





In line 7 strike out “ First,” and in the same line, before “ 
sippi,” insert “ Regiment.” 


In line 8 strike out “ Regiment” and insert “ Volunteers.” 

In line 9 strike out “ twelve” and insert “ eight.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read thx rd 
time, and passed. 

REANNA PILE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11061) granting 
an increase of pension to Reanna Pile. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and } 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su { rm 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | na 
Pile, widow of William O’Brien Pile, late of Company D, Fifth Regi. 
iment Tennessee Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension 


at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receivin 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: a) 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


| passed. 


rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
I autl i and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Sallie F. Sheffield, widow of John Sheffield, late of Company B, Siebel’s 
Alab: 1 Battalion Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
I of $30 | month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

imendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ié 

I yut “thirty "and insert “ twelve.” 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
r ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed 

CATHERINE B. CASEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9530) granting | 
a] on to Cat ril q ‘ M 

ry} | vi read, as f ows 

I t tL, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
} d directed to place the pension roll, subject to 
i 1 limitations of the p laws, the name of Cath- 
f ( vy, Widow of William J. Casey, late of Company F, First 
R nt M Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
r $20 | ‘ 

I mendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as iol 

I t | “BG.” after “ Cathering in the title and the body 
of 1 

ly 7 ‘ ‘EK and ‘7.” 

It , after insert war with Spain.” 

In lir strike out “ twent insert “ twelve,” and add to the 
end of the the words “ er month additional on account of 
the min ( f said Wil . Casey until he reaches the age of 16 
years 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 


sion to Catherine B. Casey.” 


CHARLES M. PRIDDY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9593) granting 
a pension to C. M. Priddy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hers auth zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of C. M. 
Priddy, late of Company M, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer In- 
fant ind pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

rhe ame nents recommended by the committee were read, 
























Change the initial ‘C.” where it occurs in the claimant's christian 
nar t title 1 body of bill to “ Charles.” 

In line 7 strike out “ Inf ’ and insert “ Cavalry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
readil ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, ¢ 

rhe t amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 
Sion to ¢ . Priddy.’ 

MATTHEW A. KNIGHT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10175) granting 
an increase of pension to Matthew Knight. 

Nhe bill was read, as follows: 

B t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hers authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matthew 
A. | ; George Holmes’s independent company Flor 

t him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
] tl t re ivil 

The recommended by the committee were read, 
as fi s 

I 7 Vo teers,” i “war with Mexico,” 

Ir e out hirty I * twenty.” 

rl wendme! were reed to 

Che bill as led w ordered to be engrossed for a third 
read and | engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed 

[ARIA ELIZABETH POSEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10677) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria Elizabeth Posey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, et t the Se retary of the Interior be, and he is 
herel oriz ‘ected to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t! pro ions ¢ tations of the pe nsion laws, the name of Maria 
Ib h Posey, I and dependent daughter of Carnot Posey, late 
first lieutenant Company B. First Mississippi ‘Regime nt, war with Mex 
ico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 





JOHN HOPPER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11122) granting 
an increase of pension to John Hopper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Hopper, late of the United States Marine Corps, war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

DAVID M’GINNIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11297) granting 
a pension to David McGinnis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etg., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
McGinnis, late of Company —, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “of Company” and insert “ recruit.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty-four ”’ and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for : 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 








time, and passed. 
JAMES D. BLANDING. 

The next pension business was the bill (IT. R. 12008) granting 
an increase of pension to James D. Blanding. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place’ on the pension roll, s bce £0 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
D. Blanding, late of Company A, Palmetto Regiment South C i Vol 
unteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate p00 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In lines 6 and 7 strike out “of Company A, Palmetto at 
South Carolina Volunteers.” Ban 

In line 6, after “late,” insert “captain and acting com! y of 
subsistence, United States Commissary Department.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty ’ and insert “ twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. a 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed ‘i 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read thir 
time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH L. H. LABATT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12583) NS 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth L. H. Labatt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, , 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol’, mies 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam th 
beth L. H. Labatt, widow of David C. Labatt, late of Compan 
Regiment Louisiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, ane pay ving. 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now ; 


1906. 





The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 

ine 6, after “late of,” insert “ Captain Hyam’s.” 

line 7 strike out “*G.” 
rhe amendments were agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e, and passed. 


¢ 
) 


MARTHA MILLER. 
he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12837) granting 
increase of pension to Martha Miller. 
he bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


vy, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
widow of William Miller, late of Captain Pauncey’s company, 
Volunteers, Creek Indian war, and pay her a pension at the 

f $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
rte amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


WS. 


line 7 change “ Pauncey’s’”’ to “ Pouncey’s.” 
amendment was agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ling; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
ind passed. 


ine 


KATHRYN G. HAYT. 
he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12839) granting 
crease of pension to Kathryn G. Hayt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 





y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kathryn 
yt. widow of Stephen K. Hayt, late second lieutenant, Philippine 

United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
nth in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


il 


} 
‘ 
oO 


VS: 

ine 8 strike out “ fifty ”’ and insert “ twenty-five.” 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ling; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

ne, and passed. 


b 
, 


LYMAN CRITCHFIELD, JR. 


‘next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12955) granting 
ion to Lyman Critchfield, jr. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lyman 
d, jr., late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
, and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 per month. 


amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

s 7 and 8 strike out “ and pay him a pension at the rate of $15 
nth” and insert “ war with Spain.” 
‘amendment was agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 


ims 5 


ELIZABETH JANE KEARNEY. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13037 
ise of pension to Elizabeth Jane Kearney. 


» bill was read, as follows: 


granting 


? 





t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
1orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

r nd limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
Kearney, widow of Peter Kearney, late of Company - —, 

I ent Louisiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and 
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is 
ndments recommended by the committee were read, 


7 strike out the words “ Company ' 
same line insert “ Captain Blanchard’s ind 
e amendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
d passed. 


Regiment.” 


ependent company.” 


LYDIA B. BEVAN, 


ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 1 
rease of pension to Lydia B. Bevan. 
bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia 
an, widow of James M. Bevan, late second lieutenant Thirty- 
Company Coast Artillery, United States Army, and pay her a 
b at the rate of $30 per month, 


” 


Om 


S82) granting 


f 


slop 


e amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 
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The amendments recommended by the « ‘ vere read, 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out “ Thirty-third Cor ny ¢ t nd r “A 
lery’”’ insert ** Corps.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ 1 at end 
the bill add “ and $2 per month additional or 1 

| of said James M. Bevan until he reaches the « 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engri 1 for iird 
| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the l 
time, and passed, 
JOHN REYNOLDS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13402) ¢ ; 
a pension to John Reynolds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the I 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t i 
Reynolds, late of Company EK, Fifth Regiment United I , 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 

The amendment recommended by the committee vy read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty’ and insert “t 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

| time, and passed. 
WILLIAM M. M’CAY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13457) granting 
an increase of pension to William M. McCay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int ind is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pens ect t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension the nal ft W 
M. McCay, late of Company I, First Regiment s Volunteer 
try, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the ra f $30 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert “ twe 

The amendment was agreed to.- 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMON MILLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15579) granting 
an increase of pension to Amon Miller, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I and 3 
hereby, authorized and directed to pla on nsi l, s t 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Amon Miller, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment United States 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pensio t] e of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tir ind 
passed. 

JAMES SUTHERLAND 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18582) granting 
an increase of pension to James Sutherland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cet That the Secretary of » Tr I ¢ 
hereby, authorized and directed to pl on the pe n  s ‘ 
to the provisions and limitations of e pensi ns f 
James Sutl and, late of Capt. J. S. Willia: s epende1 : 
pany, Kentucky Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he i 1 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows : 

In line 8 str‘ke out thirty and insert “ twe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he bill as amended was ordered to be e1 ad for third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
WILLIAM CLOUGH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13611) grant 
an increase of pension to William Clough. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary the I: ‘ 1 
hereby, authorized and directed to pl ‘ 
the provisions and limitations of the pen I 
liam Clough, late of Company PF, F« 1 Re sia \ 
infantry, and pay him a pension at the r > 
of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the « tee e read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “ Company F nd 
of,’ insert “‘ Captain Staple’s c« ; 

In line 7, after “‘ Infantry ” insert war M 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty” and insert 


The amendments were agreed to. 






































































































The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | Hampshire moves the reconsideration of Senate bill 1098. 


time, and passed. 
DAVIS W. HATCH. 
The next pension business was fhe bill (H. R. 18648) granting 
an increase of pension to Davis W. Hatch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
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ey 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from N 





The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the word 
“twenty” be stricken out and that the word “ twenty-fo 
be inserted in lieu thereof. I am informed that is a mistak 


| the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreei) 


| the amendment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate bill as am: | 


will be considered as read the third time and passed. [At 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he , authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t i s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Davis 
W. Hat late of Company C, Texas Mounted Rangers, and pay him a } 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 

‘The zmendments recommended by the committee were read, 

S 1] s 
In » 6 strike out “Company CC.” In the same line, after “late 
f ‘Captain Walker's dependent company.” 

In line 7, after ** Rangers,” insert *“ war with Mexico.” In the same 

yut ** thirty and insert “* twenty.” 

fhe amendments were agreed to. 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
FANNIE I. EDGERTON. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2415) granting an 





i ease of pension to Fannie I. Edgerton. 

The bill was read. as follows: 

Be it « ted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie | 
I. Edgerton, widow of Wright P. Edgerton, late | fessor, With rank 

f > t onel, United States Army, and pay a sio the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu « that she is now receiving anc per 
month additional on account of the minor child of said rs 
Edgerton until she reaches the age of 16 years. 


rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY J. HOGE. 

‘he next pension business was the bill (S. 2879) granting an 


of pension to Mary J. Hoge. 

















The bill was read, as follows: 

t the S ry of the Interior be, and he is 

ted to p * on the pension roll, subject to 

t i ns of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Ww f D. Hoge, late of Captain Jones's company, 

: rent Illi s I t Vo teers, Ww with Mexico, and major 

Or 1 and tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

I mn: tt rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
re 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ngly read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY WESTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 994) granting an 
iner » of pension to Henry Weston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ¢ ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, a xed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
t l vi and limitations of the pension laws, the nar Henry 
\ t l ’ Captain Stapp’s company, Illinois Mounted Volunteers, 

Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
ir “uu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MARY J. M’GEHEE. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3286) granting an 
f pension to Mary J. McGehee. 

Phe il was read, as follows: 

} it « ected, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hers thorized and directed to place on the penison roll, subject to 
t ‘ and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. 

low of Hi y L. McGehee, late of Capt. John E. Davis’s 
| t } ‘nt Geogria Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 





nsion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
PHILLIP W. CORNMAN. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3307) granting an 
increase of pension to Phillip W. Cornman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Phillip 
W. Cornman, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment United States In 


fantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 | 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accogd- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that in the case of 
Senate bill 1098, Calendar No. 777, the vote by wltich it passed 
be reconsidered. I make that motion for the purpose of asking 
to amend the bill. 


pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the votes 
which the several bills were passed be reconsidered and that 
motion lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its re 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the fi 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repres: 
tives was requested : 

8S. 8402. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse VW. 
Elliott ; 

S. 1799. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry L 


gan >; 


S. 1798. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert K, 
Smith; 
8.201. An act granting an increase of pension to Lym E 


Farrand ; 

S. 984. An act granting an increase of pension to Willi W. 
Benedict ; ? 

S. 2797. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


S. 2328. An act granting an increase of pension to Benj 
Franklin Bigelow ; 

S$. 207. An act granting an increase of pension to Mai 
Howe: 
S. 1414. An act granting an increase of pension to Sid G. 

h: 


S$. 3120. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
] 


S. 2975. An act granting a pension to Mary L. Miller; 
8.2529. An act granting an increase of pension to Knu 


S. 2227. An act granting an increase of pension to Sid F. 


— 


l 
165. An act granting an increase of pension to Dat 
S. 3123. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 


An act granting an increase of pension to EF s 


An act granting an increase of pension to M J 


- 


An act granting an increase of pension t 





) 


An act granting an increase of pension t 


Winget ; 
§. 1883. An act granting an increase of pension to Ne! 
mond ; 
S. 87. An act providing for the withdrawal from pub! 
of lands needed for town-site purposes in connection w 


gation projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1% l 
for other purposes ; 

S. 533. An act granting an increase of pension to Fr: M 
Munson ; : 

S. 2702. An act granting an increase of pension to Gr \\ 
Dightman ; rs 

S. 3537. An act granting an increase of pension to Ant WV. 
Presley ; 

S. 3039. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Smith; ; 

S. 1753. An act granting an increase of pension to Waldo WV. 


Paine; 

S. 992. An act granting a pension to Albert E. Lyon; 

S. 3630. An act granting an increase of pension to M L. 
Barber ; 

S. 1670. An act granting an increase of pension to \ 
McNabb; 

S. 894. An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. > 





S. 3643. An act granting an increase of pension to Set) «)" 
mond ; . 
S. 125. An act granting an increase of pension to Jv! E. 








Hadsall ; 
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< 9377. An act granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers; 
1433. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
124. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Curtis B. 


1029. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha G. | 


1835. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 


Ss. 620. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth §. 


] ; 
640. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh P. 
j mm; 
3667. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha J. 
3687. An act providing for the segregation of $1,000,000 
he reclamation fund created by the act of June 17, 1902, 
for other purposes ; 
S, 3522. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
construction and maintenance of roads, the establish- 
nd maintenance of schools, and the care and support of 
e persons in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes,” 
ved January 27, 1905. 
9. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
S. 2752. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
590. An act granting a pension to John White; 
587. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza Orr; 
. 507. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Van 
urg ; 
291, An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew D. 
} 
8. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis W. 
T 
731. An act granting an increase of pension to William O. 
( ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 


2. An act to establish a fish-culture station at the city of 
the State of North Dakota ; 

An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An act 

le for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska,” 

d June 9, 1896; 

1236. An act to authorize payment to the Henry Philipps 

1 Implement Company for seed furnished to, and ac- 

i by, the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal year 


7 


An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
ing an increase of pension to George P. 
‘rease of pension to Stephen B. 


inting an increase of pension to Cutler A. 


An act gi g an increase of pension to Albert 
i. 2 t granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 


An act granting an rease of pension to Charles 


\y t 


t gra 1g an increase of pension to William H. Hall; 
A 


ntir 

n act granting a pension to Indiana A. Paul; 

An act granting a pension to Mary EB. Wolf; 

An act granting a to W. W. Gauthier ; 

An act to prohibit aliens from taking fish in the waters 

rict of Alaska > 

An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
1 public building thereon at Rawlins, in the State of 


) 


pension 


An act providing for the erection of a public building 
of Fernandina, Fla., and for other purposes; 

An act extending the provisions of the pension laws 
United States to persons engaged in the operation and 
tion of military telegraph lines during the war of the 


An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
of a public building thereon at Alexandria, in the State 
nesota ; 
S. An act making an appropriation for a public building 
ston, Tex.; and 


n of a public building thereon at Dover, in the State of 
Hampshire, 
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35. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the | 


The message also announced th = te I l 
amendments bills of the follow 
rence of the House of Representat swasr ted 

Hl R. 7302. An act grantil l mm to ty LI 

H. R. 4708. An act granting a pe! n to W rw 

H. R. 1201. An act granting a pension to | 

H. R. 1057. An act granting an ease I ( é 
D. Ferguson; and 

H. R. 5597. An act granting an i ise ¢ to O 
Williamson. 

LEAVE OF AB N 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Rogerrs ‘ I 

granted leave of absence for two weeks on 


business. 


PHILIPPINE T 


On motion of Mr. Payne, the House resolved t 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for ft! 
consideration of the bill (H 13104) amend tl Ph 


R 








tariff laws, Mr. OLMsSrep in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 1] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13104) to amend an act entitled “Ar t to re 

nd the tariff laws of the Philip; Islan 
poses,” approved March 3, 1905. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous « t] 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with and that it be read « 
for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Y¥ 
mous consent that the reading of the bill be d ed } 
the re obje tion / fAfter a pause | The Chair |] irs 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this bill is a bill t 
amend the tariff laws of the Philippine Is! 1 f 
purposes, approved March L905 At that 
vision of the tariff act upon goods coming fre g 
and from the United State } P ¢ is 
passed and became a law D r the | f 
gentieme! l gg to re e@ ¢ n 1 
United States, se red } ent id heen 
came incorporated t l ‘ u et tt 
ment would give advantage t { I ul f f | 
states over the manul irers of fo! rn 
representation the amendme Ww 
part of the law. Aftel 
h ly ing the 1 ; } 
excluded t t £ { 
from the trade 1e | pine d l 
reasons for that \ I 
roods, say 22 es V ie | ft { 

s y used e loon I 22 1 1 

i ies wide ss T 
machine at through g i 

are st lt { 

In |] 
in width and ‘ 
| ‘SH t 
pleted t é I 
the piece, 1 pt 
of } » each 
hav one t! 
work, half t! 

} nf "G } 

h ‘ . ‘ 

f ture f the | = 

chan I t Ss m 

re I I 

time that all t! é 
The result is 1 t 
| en 1] f he } ‘ ; 

‘ ] y g | ‘ ; 

id allow the { 
20, 22, 24 hes W i 

It describes and de t] 
selvage, and it places a do 
our manufactures will have at 
| ket with the manufactures of other ¢ 
| goods. Other amend 
changing the classifi I tl 
piece of goods. The reasons for th 
i T he preset t tariff ] L\ i base ! 
| schedule «f counts which was cont el 
| tariff devised about fifty year d 
the benefit of Furopean n ifact A 
present time are manufactured upo! 

i struction from the textiles known tha S ‘ 
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ippine Islands have come into the possession of the United 
States, it is only fair that the counts scheduled in the tariff 
should conform to the American methods of manufacture. It 
is also only fair that the American manufactured product should 
have the best possible position in that market in competition 
with the products of other countries, and in order to insure that 
fairness to the American products it is absolutely necessary that 
the system of counts should be made to conform to the American 
schedules. 

The warvel to me, Mr. Chairman, is that this act, passed in 
1905, which was under consideration perhaps for a whole year, 
first. by <be War Department and through the War Depart- 
ment by the people in the Philippine Islands and the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands for about six month afterwards, 
then extensively advertised, sent to American manufacturers 


and people who were exporters to the Philippine Islands for | 


their suggestion and their amendment, and finally approved by 
them and approved again by the government of the Philippine 


Islands and by the Secretary of War, after investigation, should | 


have still this old idea of the Spanish tariff as to the classifica- 
tion of the number of threads, and should have been left to work 
injury to the manufactures of the United States and give them 
an unequal chance. 
tlemen have come to the conclusion, 
nearly a year 
sion, that the classification actually worked against the Ameri- 
can manufacturer and aided the European manufacturer. 
Now, they have suggested certain changes in the classification 
of these goods, dependent upon the number of threads in a yard 
of the article. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


and they have taken 





Mr. Chairman, I would like to know if 


classification. 

Mr. PAYNE. It certainly does by way of classification, and 
upon these false-selvage goods. It admits American goods with 
a full selvage on an equal footing, at least, with the European 
manufacturers who make false-selvage goods. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Are these changes recommended by the 
Philippine Commission ? 

Mr. PAYNE. They are not. I want to say in that connection 
that Mr. Shuster, who is the collector of customs in Manila, pro- 
posed a different scheme from this, which is recommended by the 
inanufacturers of the United States, and the manufacturers of 
the United States, all of them substantially, I am informed 
now—and I have no reason to doubt the truth of it, except the 
statements that were made a year ago when only a part of 
them were said to be all of them—all of them seem to have 
united upon this form of bill. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is, the 
United States? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; and I do not understand that after that 
has been formulated there has been any protest from any other 
source. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
Philippine government? 

Mr. PAYNE. It will slightly increase them, as I was about 
to say when the gentleman asked the question, because upon 
the finer goods—the goods with the greater number of threads 
to the yard—it advances the classification and puts them into a 
little higher grade of duty, so that there will be a slight in- 
n the revenue. Just exactly how much, of course, we do 
not know; but it will be a slight increase on the whole—not 
much of an increase, because most of them are at the same rate 
and some at a little higher rate, and I believe some at a slightly 
lower rate of duty than in the original act. 

Mr. CRUMPACKRER. The gentleman, I suppose, in his exam- 
ination of this question, is satisfied that it will not operate to the 
material injury of the Philippine people? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think not. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Now, in times past we have enacted 
legislation, I think, promptly largely by home interests, par- 
ticularly the proposition to repeal the export taxes on hemp. 
The Philippine Commission recommends now that that tax be 
restored for the re 
specting this bill as to what its bearing will be upon conditions 
down there. This country is responsible, of course, for the ad- 
ministration of affairs in the Philippine Islands, and it can not 
afford to do a thing that will in any degree embarrass the 
situation or result in hardship. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desire to say to the gentleman that this bill 
gives no preferential duty—no lower duty—to goods imported 


manufacturers of the 


How will it affect revenues of the 


crease 
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Mr. CRUMPACKER. I hope in a very few years we will | 
able to have absolute free trade, so that all of our goods will | 
preferred. I think they ought to be. 

Mr. PALMER. We all trust that; and of course that is yp 
to the Senate now in the bill we have already passed in tha 
House. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I have a good deal of faith in the 
Senate on some things, too. 

Mr. PAYNE. I sometimes have. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, 
question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 


ay I ask the gentleman 4 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 


| man from New York if this bill deals mainly in the matter of 


reducing tariff duties on cotton goods going into the Philippin 
Islands—that is, upon the coarser grades of goods? I mean in 
the matter of reduction. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would say it would upon some of them, and 


| upon the higher class of goods there is a slight increase because 


But, after due consideration, these gen- | 


of the classification. Goods between a certain number of 


| threads are to be in one class, and between a certain number of 


since the act passed to formulate that conclu- | 


threads in another, and so when they get in a higher class they 


| pay a correspondingly higher rate of duty; but on the coarser 


grades the rate of duty, I think, in all cases is the same as in 
the original act. There is a reduction, however, in one place— 
a reduction of 2 cents—from thirteen to eighteen thread, in par- 
agraph 118; but generally the tariff is the same upon the lower 


| grade and a little higher upon the higher grade. 
the amendment proposed by this bill gives American-made cot- | 
ton goods any preference, either in nominal duties or by way of | 


| instance, they want to make a 22-inch goods, and they ma 


venue, and I am only anxious to know re- | 


| 


from the United States than goods imported from any other | 
country, except as it increases the duty on the false selvage 


goods. They come in on the same classification. 





Mr. BARTLETT. I understand from the gentleman’s report 
and from what he has said that the change has become neces- 
sary on account of the peculiar kind of goods that some of the 
foreign manufacturers make and that are imported into the 
Philippine Islands under the present law. And by reason of the 
peculiar 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; I tried to explain that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I was not present, and therefore did not 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYNE. The manufacture abroad is on looms of double 
the width and a little more than the width of the cloth. For 

hu- 
facture upon a 46-inch loom and manufacture the whole piece. 
Then it is woven so they can cut through the center and leave 
a false selvage on each side of that center line, making the 22- 
inch piece, giving opportunity in one operation to weave two 
pieces at a time and color them and bleach them and finish 
them and conduct all the operations that are necessary for the 
completion of the goods. Then afterwards they cut them open. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And that peculiar manufacture is con- 
fined mostly to the cheaper grades of goods, as I understand it? 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand so. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And by reason of that fact the American- 
made cotton goods of that particular kind have not been able to 
compete with the grades of foreign manufacture in the Philip- 
pine Islands? 

Mr. PAYNE. The statement is made that it will absolutely, 
if the law continues as it is, close the trade to American manu- 
facturers of that class of goods. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But if this bill is enacted into law. the 
provisions made in it and reported by the Committee on \Vays 
and Means will put the American-made goods upon an equality, 
so far as the Philippine tariff law or duties are concerned, and 
also as far as opportunity to compete with English-made goods 
is concerned? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is the object of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. So that on the whole, as I 
understand it, this will help the export trade of cotton manu- 
factured goods from the South. 

Mr. PAYNE. The representatives of the manufacturers of 
cotton universally and absolutely say that it will. I am il 
expert in that business. I have to take what others have to say 
upon that subject. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am not an expert, but I want t yl 
have a great many factories in my district that make t! lass 
of goods that this bill refers to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not with the false selvyage? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that there are no looms in the 
United States on which they can make those goods \ the 
false selvage. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does that class of goods find reacy sae 
in the Philippine Islands, namely, cotton goods? 

Mr. PAYNE. They sell just as readily as the other sv 
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the cheaper grade with the false selvage. 
nts ip paragraphs 117, 118, 119, and 120. 


Those are the amend- 


he bill also amends the shoe schedule, paragraphs 223 and 
oo5, This is in pursuance of a telegram received from Mr. 
Shuster, the collector of customs in the Philippine Islands, to 
the Secretary of War, and is embodied in a letter of the Secre- 
{ of War addressed to the chairman of the committee on the 


icth of January, while the bill was before the committee. 
retary of War says: 


The 
Ti 
Wark DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 16, 1906. 

DeaR Mr. Payne: On January 5 I received a cablegram signed 
tically all of the merchants of Manila dealing in boots and 
commending changes in paragraphs 223 and 225 of the Philip- 
customs tariff. Upon the receipt thereof I cabled the governor- 

il to see them and secure their specific recommendation, and asked 
recommendation. The following has just been received in 


is 


Collector of customs met parties concerned. Recommends 
. oon 


aad, 


para- 
223, paragraph 


and similar leather, 
size No. 54, or large 
size No. 54, per pair, 20 
, or larger, per pair, 25 cents. D. 
KE. For babies, 


Shoes or gaiters of calfskin, kid, 
buttons or for lacing: A. For men, 
cents. B. For boys, smaller than 
( C. For women, size No. 24 
I ‘ls, smaller than size No. 24, per pair, 20 cents. 
per pair, 5 cents. 
25. Other boots and shoes, fancy, per pair, 50 cents. A. Other 
and shoes not specially provided for, A, B, C, D, E, same as in 
iph 223.’ ” 

have repeated in the bill the full provision of paragraph 
2 r A, B, C, D, and E in regard to these shoes not spe- 
( lly provided for. 
_ that is a slight decrease in the duty upon this class of 
not enough to affect the revenue to any appreciable ex- 
with the present importation, and enough, perhaps, to in- 
the sale of shoes in Manila. 
lo is to provide so that every man, woman, and child in the 
ppine Islands shall become accustomed to wear shoes; and 
tle encouragement in that way is given in this without 
ting the revenues of the Philippine government to any con- 
extent. The only other amendment is also inserted 
‘count of this letter from the Secretary of War: 


=. 





r or 


Ss, 


VOW 


‘able 


ive also received another cablegram from the governor-general, 
I understand was brought about by the recommendation of ex- 
Philippine products, reading as follows: : 
\cting governor province of Moro and collector of customs for the 
P} ne Islands recommend that paragraph 402, tariff-revision law 
05, be amended to read as follows: ‘ Copra, fresh or dried, 100 
I 10 cents’ 
The original law reads “copra and cocoanuts,” including 
( nuts in the export tariff duty of 10 cents per 100 kilos 
sent tariff discriminates greatly against exportation fresh cocoa 
xport trade practically destroyed in that article. Change sug- 
would inyolve very small diminution customs receipts and it is 
would stimulate exportation fresh cocoanuts.” 


, 


existing tariff, be amended to read as fol- | 
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Of course what we want | 
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On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday next, at 12 o’clock m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive ¢ 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and 
as follows: 


vote by 


m- 


d 


referre 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tr 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the brig Ruby, Luke Keefe, 
| master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
| copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interio 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for the transportation 
of pupils at Indian school at Carlisle—to the Committee on In 


dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the schooner Active, Patric! 


Drummond, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legis] 


tion to enable the per diem employees of the War Department 


to have Labor Day as a holiday—to the Committee on Appro 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting, with a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of In 
dian Affairs, a recommendation of an appropriation for the 1 
lief of the Kaibab Indians of Utah—to the Committee on In 


| dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (Ii. R. 13854) to pro 

| vide for filling in the United States quarantine station at Hon 
| lulu, Hawaii, reported the same without amendment, acco 


~ | panied by a report (No. 1113) ; 


. nv = « os * * 
Of course that is a minor amendment, which might be of great | 
nee to the raisers of cocoanuts in the Philippine Islands. 
It ctically does away with very little revenue and may 
| increase the trade in cocoanuts. At present it is almost 


tive. It is an export trade, and as the cocoanuts come 
United States and every other country, why there is no 
nation in it. 
RUMPACKER. Do I understand that the export tax is 
or repealed on cocoanuts? 
PAYNE. On fresh cocoanuts, that now would pay 10 
er hundred kilos. 
CRUMPACKER. What is the purpose? 
PAYNE. In order to increase the trade. 
much trade, hardly any revenue from it, and it is hoped 
ng this off it will increase the demand for cocoanuts out 
the islands. 
are all the changes suggested in the bill. I do not 
hether any gentleman desires to participate in the gen- 
‘or not; if not, I will call for the reading of the bill 
graphs. 
CILIAIRMAN. 


will 


If no gentleman desires to be heard, the 
report the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

bill was read by paragraphs. 

PAYNE. I move that the committee rise and report the 
the House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 
motion was agreed to. 





which said bill and report 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
the Union. 


Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
| which was referred the House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 92) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the Southern 
Historical Society certain unidentified battle flags, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1114); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to tl 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the U1 i. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Co ittee « 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which yv ref d ti 


They say there | 


of the House (H. R. 138548) to autl 1D yr 
court of Baldwin County, Ala., to construct a bridge across Per 


e the coi 


dido River at Waters Ferry, reported the s: with 1d 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1115); whicl b nd 
report were referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (HH. ] 
13567) to authorize the Campbell Lumber Company to « 
struct a bridge across the St. Francis River in Clay County, 
Ark., at or near the point where the section line between sex 
tions 21 and 28, township 19 north, range 9 east, touches said 
river, reported the same without amendment, acco1 “| i 
report (No. 1116); which said bill and report were ferred t 
the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred tl 
bill of the House (H. R. 13568) to authorize the ¢ ) 
Lumber Company to construct a bridge across the St. ] 


River, in Clay County, Ark., at or near the point wher: 


, tion line between sections 23 and 26, in township 20 
committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | 9 east, touches said river, reported the same without end 
the chair, Mr. Otmstep, Chairman of the Committee of | ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1117); which said bill and 
“'wle House on the state of the Union, reported that that | report were referred to the House Calendar 
tee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 13104 and | Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and F 
directed him to report the same back to the House with the eign Commerce, to which was referred the | yf the H 
imendation that it do pass. | (H. R. 13308) to authorize the construction of ! S 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and | the Arkansas River at Pine Bluff, reported same \ yun 
5 Cngrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1118); wh sid 
ed, | bill and report were referred to the House Calendar 
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. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, to which was referred the Senate joint resolu- 
t. 25) providing for an extension of time for com- 

pleting the highway bridge and approaches across the Potomac 
River at Washington, D. C., reported the same with amendment, 
by a report (No. 1119); which said resolution and 


tio (S. 


panied 


rt were referred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 2106) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 


Arkansas River at or near Van Buren, Ark., reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1121); which 
suid bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 10475, reported in lieu 


thereof a resolution (H. Res. 265) referring to the Court of 
Claims the pers in the case of the legal representatives of 
the estate of Isaac Johnson, deceased, accompanied by a report 


(No. 1112); which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 
Mr. BUCKMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12286) grant- 
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ing relief to the estate of James Staley, deceased, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1120); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- | 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 
By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 14511) amendatory of an 
f nt i “An act to provide for payment of damages on ac- | 
‘ ‘ hanges of grade due to construction of the Union 
s istrict of Columbia,” approved April 22, 1904—to the 
( 1 the District of Columbia. 
(H. R. 14512) to amend the provision in an act 
M h 3, 1899, imposing a charge for tuition on non- 
r the public s 0ls of the District of Colum- 
bi on the D ‘strict of Columbia. 

1] R. 14513) to prevent the giving of false alarms 
of 1 j t of Col to the Committee on the 
DD ( { u 

(H. R. 14514) to amend sections 877 and 878 of 
Dis t of Columbia—to the Comm itt 
i ‘ ( ) 
‘ , a | (H. R. 14515) making it a misdemeanor in the 
ID t of ( to abandon or wilfully neglect to provide 
for the s1 rt and m ‘nance by any person of his wife or of 
] » he minor chil n in destitute or necessitous circum- 
» » on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. ¢ ES LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 14516) to estab- 
] 1 at Fourt h street and Columbia road—to the 
Co on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
1 (H.R 7) to extend School street to Columbia 
connect School street thus extended with Fourteenth 
» mittee on the District of Columbia. 
| I A l (H. R. 14518) to provide for the im- 
J e T ssee River and some of its tributaries in 
’ ha ( e on Rivers and Harbors. 
| \ LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 14519) to distrib- 
1 » Department of the Navy in relation to 
el—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
\ (H. R. 14520) to repeal section 3186 
t he Committee on Ways and Means. 
BE: A | (H. R. 14521) to provide for the 
el t Brig. Gen. Francis Marion—to the 
‘ T 
] Ir. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14522) 
to « tional ¢ to navigation in Delaware Bay and | 
River—t e Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


IRTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 14523) to pro- 
y and improvement of the Smyrna River, in 
ate of Delaware—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


to th 
By Mr. BI 
vide for the 
the 
bors. 


By 


survey 
st 
Mr. 


WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14524) pro- 
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viding for appointments in the consular service and for fj 





vacancies in the higher grades—to the Committee on For 
Affairs. 
By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 14525) to increase the |i:it 


of cost of the United States public building at Elizabeth, N. 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14526) to provide for th: 
provement and widening of Branch avenue from Pennsy! a 
avenue extended to the Bowen road, in the District of C; 
bia—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A Dill (H. R. 14527) for the re! f 
gaugers, storekeepers, and storekeeper-gaugers—to the Co: t- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
resolution (H. Res. 265) referring to the Court of Claims II. 
10475—to the Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (H. Res. 266) asking the Sec. 
retary of the Treasury for information concerning the custom- 
house property in New York City—to the Committee on Public 
Bu@Mings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGHER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish brass cannon to the 
General Howell Post, No. 31, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Woodbury, N. J.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


R. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 14528) granting an i: se 
of pension to Emilie Wood Reich—to the Committee on |’en- 
sions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 14529) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel G. McLaughlin—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 14530) granting a 
pension to Louisa BE. Satterfield—to the Committee on Pelisions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14531) grant 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Stormer—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 14532) 
ing a pension to Augusta N. Manson—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 14533) granting a | n 
to Sherman Swafford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen: S. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14534) granting an increase of pe! 
Jasper Harrelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

By Mr. COCKRAN: A bill (H. R. 14535) for the rel of 
Robert Callan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 14536) granting 
crease of pension to Donald Wilcox—to the Committee « 

lid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 14587) granting an i 
of pension to Robert B. Crawford—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 14538) granting an 
of pension to Eliza L. Norwood—to the Committee on | 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (TI. R. 14539) granting an i 
of pension to Louis C. Robinson—to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 14540) granting 
crease of pension to Martha EB. Geesman—to the Com! 

Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 14541) for the : 
C. R. Williams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14542) for the relief of Abner B 
son, heir of Abner B. Robertson, deceased—to the Comn 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 14543) granting an e 
of pension to Charles Barnell, alias Richard North—to t , 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14544) granting an increase of pe! 
William A. Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 14545) granting an i 
pension to Hilen L. Nixon—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 14546) granting 
crease of pension to James A. McDavid—to the Comm a 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14547) granting an increase of pe! 
Thomas Chapman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1454° ro- 
viding for the issuance of patent in fee to an Indian al! e 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. I 


> 
- 


of desertion against Eugene E. Smith—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 14551) to authorize | 
{ Secretary of the Treasury to pay the claim of Mrs. Mattie | 
Qt it Glover and Mrs. Katherine Stewart Ruse, the heirs | 
inw and only legal representatives of the late William 
S irt. of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. } 


“=. 


ty Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 14552) granting an increase of 
i in to Henry Davey—to the Committee on Pensions, 
so, a bill CH. R. 14553) 
Jesse Liewallen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 14554) granting an increase of pension to 


Welech—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Wr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 14555) for the relief of the 
I yyterian Church at Macon, Mo.—to the Committee on War | 
( s. 
\lso. a bill (CH. R. 14556) for the relief of the heirs of James 
P deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
a bill (H. R. 14557) for the relief of the Methodist Epis- | 
copal Chureh at Macon, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 14558) granting an in- 


of pension to Martha L. Wood—to the Committee on In- 
Venslons, 
| Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 14559) granting an increase of 
to Henry West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. McMORRAN: A Dill (H. R. 14560) granting an in- 
of pension to Elizabeth Weston—to the Committee on 
| Pensions. 
| Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 14561) granting a pension to 
\ ne Fraker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mir. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14562) 
g an increase of pension to Patrick P. Toale 
1 Invalid Pensions. 
r. PRINCE: A bill (H. I 
pes to Edwin L. Higgins 


ali 


to the Com- 


t. 14563) granting an increase of 


to the Committee on Invalid 
RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 14564) for the relief of Wi! 
Payne—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 14565) 
relief of the heirs of Jane McCartney—to the Committee 


> 
&. 


( Claims. 
ir. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 14566) granting an increase 
on to Robert E. McKiernan—to the Committee on lDen- 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 14567) granting 


to Francis M. Gustin—to the Committee on Invalid 


SULZER: A bill (H. R. 14568) to correct the military 
of Patrick Galligan—to the Committee on Military Af- 


> 
\. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14569) granting an 


f pension to Lucian L. Watson—to the Committee on 
| Pensions. 
Ir. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 14570) granting an in- 


of pensi 
ions. 
bill (H. R. 14571) granting an increase of pension to 
VY. McBurney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
i bill (H. R. 14572) granting an increase of pension to 
V. Whitsett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 14573) granting a pension to Hattie Arm- 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
i bill (H. R. 14574) for the relief of Sallie A. Chinn— 
Committee on War Claims. 
. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14575) to pay the owners of 
wegian steamship Nicaragua for damages—to the Com- 
nu Claims, 


m to Sophie Stephan—to the Committee on In- 


It 
7 | 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
vere laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

‘ir. ACHESON: Petition for the relief of the General 

urvivors—to the Committee on Claims. 
petition of citizens of Long Branch borough, for the re- 

m of imimigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
lization. 

‘ir. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of the Cambria News, 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
nd Means. 

Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: 


. 


Petition of the Englewood 





14550) to remove the charge 


granting an increase of pension to | 
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on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the National Business Leagu 
to the Committee on Foreigi 
tl 
Committ 


consular service- 


Mr. 


By 
League, 
Affairs. 


V0 


fa 


BARCHFELI 
voring bill 


* 


By Mr. BARTLETT: 


the tariff on linotype machines 


Means. 


By 


Mr. 


BIRDSALL: 


S 















a of 


the 


Petition 
1345—to 


Petition of the 


1e 


l 


\ 


‘ 


News 


tiser, against the tariff on linotype machines 
on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of citizens of Iowa, for re 


on denaturized alcohol- 
By Mr. 


ord, against the tariff on linotyp 


BRADLEY: 


on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Sullivan County 
tariff on linotype machines 


Means. 


By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: 


pea 


Petitions of the Signal 


to the Committee on W 
Petition of the Chenan 
machine to 

Tk Oo 

to the Committes 
Petitions of ¢ 


{ 


‘ 


to the Committee 


| 


enby, the Ouray Herald, and the Press, against the 


type machines 


Phillips Ti 


tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
Means. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Petition of the ¢ ZA 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
Means. 

iy Mr. BURGESS: Petitions of Albert A. E: 
cury, and the Wave and Calhoun County News r 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on W 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition o 
Business League, favoring bill S. 1345 ) 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Pittsburg Cathol nid 
against the tariff on linotyp ! s 1 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. BE. Fernald, fa ig p 
1709S to the Committee on the Merch it M 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition « 
Dakota, g for penny postage to th ( 
Post-Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. BURLEIGH : Petition of Local 1 
ers, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of Ame! 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Co! 
and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 13662 
Sullivan Harbor, Maine—to the Con t 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Petitio t! 
ocrat, against the tariff an linotype chine 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Junior Order United A 
of Little Crab, Tenn., asking restriction of 
Committee on Immigration and Natural 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Petitio 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to 
Ways and Means. 

Iso, petition of Post No. 119, Grand Army of 
of New Albany, in favor of bill H. R. 4495—to the 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Washington, D. C 
gious legislation—to the Committee on the Distric 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Petition of the Re 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
Means. 

Also, petitions of Joseph Menke and Fort Ds 
No. 267, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National Business Lé 
1545—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

Also, petition of the Ohio Swine Breeders 
Ottawa, Ohio, relative to trade relations with 


tries 


to the Committee on Ways 
By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of the 
on linotype machines 


and Me 


on 


VW 


bv Mr. CLAYTON: Petition of the Dothan E 
tariff on 


Means. 
By 


Mr. 


linotype machines 


COCKRAN: 


Journal, the Financial 


HOLY 


| Railway News, against the tariff on lil 
| Committee on Ways and Means. 


\ 


to the Comm 
Petitions of th 
Age, Wilshire’s Mag 


Inquirer, ag 
to the Cominittee 


Sty 


; 
ny Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 14549) granting an in- | Press, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the C 
( -e of pension to Isabella Van Arman—to the Comunittee | 
1e, rela 
Aff 


yh 


tive to 


\\ 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. BROWN: Petition of the 


tte 


2390 
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| 


| 
| 
| 
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By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of William Mc- 
Manus, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
favoring bill 8. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine | 
and Fisheries. 

Al petition of J. T. Wighman, secretary of the Religious 
Liberty Bureau, against passage of bill H. R. 10510—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petitions of the Recorder, 
the Racine Daily Times, and the Eagle, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petitions of the Western Telephone Jour- 
nal, the Times, the Democrat, the Courier, the Reporter, the 
lowa Prohibitionist, and the Iowa Post, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of the Republican, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means 


Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Lewis Mock—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE: Petitions of the Straz, John R. Farr, secretary 
of the Press League of Pennsylvania; the Scrantonian; the 
Kkvangelical Publishing Company, of Scranton, Pa.; the Up to 
Date, the Times, the Wachenblatt, the Signal, the Citizen, and 
the Swoboda, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Asso- 
ciation, for agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee 


on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the National Piano Manufacturing Associa- | 


tion, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of McKees Rocks Council, Order of Railway 


Conductors, in favor of the anti-injunction bill—to the Commit- | 


tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Allegheny County, Pa., 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, 


Pa., relative to merchant marine—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., to pass the Pen- | 


rose and Dalzell bills relative to ex-prisoners of war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

petition of St. Stephen’s Church, of Wilkinsburg, Pa., 
for an amendment to the Constitution against polygamy—to the 
Commi on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the McKeesport Times, the Express, and 
the Daily News, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 


Also, 





ttee 





Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petitions of the Enterprise ahd the Her- 
ald, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petitions of the News and the 
futchinson Leader, against the tariff on linotype machines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. DAWSON: Petitions of the Ruralist, Der Korrespon- 
dent, the Leader, the News-Tribune, and the Courier, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: Petitions of the Versailles Re- 


iS 


publican and the Franklin Democrat, against the tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petitions of the Ripley Journal, the Bulletin, the Herald, 

nd the Daily Dewener, against the tariff on linotype ma- 


hes to the Committee 


on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. DOVENER: Petitions of the Enterprise 


an 
an 


1 the Her- 


l, against the tar on linotype machines—to the Committee 
Ways and Means 
Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of the Journal of Pedagogy, 

g t the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Way l AYE ns 

By Mr. DUNWELI Petition of the American Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the 
‘ imitte 1 Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, pe mn of the American Agriculturist, against the tariff 
( ty] ichines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, pet n of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 

nst the Esch-Townsend bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
Foreign Commerce. 

Als : tion of the National Board of Trade, approving of 
bill S. 52 to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
‘ iCS 

Also, petition of the Association for the Protection of Com- 
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a 


merce, for an appropriation to widen Coney Island channe! 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of the Oxford Times, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petitions of the Free Press, the Gazette, and the Owego 
Times, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Cou 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of L. A. Clapp, the Deposit Courier Journa) 


to 


the Owego Gazette, and the Spencer Needle, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the La Crosse Tribune, against 

| the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 
Also, petition of the National Business League, for bill §, 


1345—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers, opposing repeal of the present Chinese- 


exclusion law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali 
zation. : 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevent 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the Commit 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


n of 


> on 


Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, of Philadel- 
phia, approving bill S. 529, for improvement of the merchant 


marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and lish- 
eries. 

Also petition of sundry citizens and cerporations of Brooklyn 
N. Y., for the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petitions of the Hardware Trade and 
the Commercial Bulletin and Northwestern Trade, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: Petition of the Courier-Herald, of Sagi- 
naw, Mich., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of Walter A. Legeman, 


’ 


’ 


| against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 


Ways and Means. 


3y Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of Joseph Auld, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committ yn 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of the New Jersey Patriot, 


against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Protection Lodge, No. 2, Brotherhood of Fire- 
men, of Phillipsburg, N. J., for bills H. R. 239, S. 1657, and 
H. R. 9328—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the New Jersey Society for the Preventi 
of Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 47—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

sy Mr. FRENCH: Petitions of the World, the Star, and the 
Advance, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Cou 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the People’s Advocate and the Index, a¢ 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on W nd 
Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the News, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Me 

Also, petitions of the Reporter and the Sun Bulletin, 
the tariff on linctype machines—to the Committee on \\ 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Peoria Humane Society, against am 
to the stock-transportation law—to the Committee on I 
and Foreign Commerce. 

ty Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of the Daily 
Enterprise, the Elmer Times, the A. C. Free Presse, , 
Jersey Patriot, the Pleasantville Weekly Press, the ¢ 
County Gazette, and the Daily Pioneer, against the tari 
type machines—to the Committee en Ways and Means. 


By Mr. GARRETT: Petition of the Calvin Enterpris: st 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on \ 1d 
Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of p! ns 
and manufacturers of Springfield, Mass., for repeal of 1ue 
tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on W nd 
Means, 

Also, petition of automobilists of Springfield, Mass e 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the © ttee 


on Ways and Means. 




















































By 











cunft, the 


thea 
Lit 


cil, No. 


Mr. GOEBEI 


; C. Robinson 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE: 
~w York, 


in the 


sels 


»nt 
iii 


il Slocum 


de 


Paper to 


accompany 


bill f 


or relicf 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


coastin 


Charles 


Dersch 
to the Committee on Claims. 


ag 


to the 


and < 


Petition of the Maritime 
to remove discrimination 
¢ trade 
Marine and Fisheries. 

so, petition of 
survivers 


ainst <A! 


» Committee 


ythers, 


f 


Association 
nerican 
the 


on 


or relief of 


, petition favoring passage of bill to create a post-graduate 


ity 


| 
of New 
to the Col 
Mr. GRAHAM 
g bill §S. 
tition of 

ce by the G 


eon M 


r. GRANGER: Petition of Rev. L. 
r traffic 
Committ 
so, petition of the Newport 
Medical Depa 
Affairs. 


f the liqu 


to the 


ing the 


n Military 


at Washi 
r. GOULDEN: 


York ¢ 
ni 


ines 


ngton, D. 


‘ity, 


Littee on 


Petition of the Daily 


1d Mes 


C.—to the Committee on 


Banke 


against the tariff on linotype 
Ways al 
[: Petition of the National Business Lea; 


1345 


ans, 


Educ: 


r and Stock 


to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


the Colorado 
overnment of 
and Mining. 





Sele ol ( 
st 


f Mines 


e mining schools 


W. Hensen, 
n the Indian Territory and Oklaho 
» on the Territories. 
(R. I.) Medical Society, 


rtment of the Arimy 


, relative to 
to the 


for prohi 


for re 


to the Com- 


Mr. GRONNA: Petition of the Express, of Buffalo, N. Y. 


the tariff 





ys and Means. 


Mr. HAUGEN: 


Petitions of the Lansing Mirror, 


on linotype machines—to the Committee on 


he West 


Union, the Chester Sun and Herald, and the Daily Press, 
st the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 


nd Means. 
Mr. HAYES 





is Commercial, 


th: 


on Ways and 


Petitions of the Spokesman, the Herald, the 


the 


Ledger, 


Means. 


the Mags 


Couri 


-to 


the Free 


er, 


Greene County Herald, and the Waynesboro News- 
n, against the tariff on linotype machines- 


the Com- 


Mr. HEARST: Petitions of the Treasury Magazine, the 


Church 


Insurance 
Electrie, 


Index, t 


agains 


he Fruit 
t the 


tariff 


and P1 
on 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Mr. HENRY 


16, 


Order 


of Connecti 


United 


‘ut : 


Petition 
American 


of 
Mechan 


tion of immigration—to the Committee on 


turalization. 


‘oduce News, 
linotype ma 


Buckingham 
favoring 


ics, 


of | 


sail- | 


Immigration | 


petition of the Trinity Church Quarterly Conference, 
liquor selling in any Government building—to the Com- | 
»on Aleoholie Liquor Traffic. 


Mr. 


HEPBURN: 


Petition 


of the 


New Ti 


mes, against 


‘iff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Bridge- 
Conn., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol— 


Mr 


‘Committee on Ways and Means. 
HILL of Mississippi: Petitions of the Herald and the 


Press, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
ittee on Ways and Means. 
\Ir. HINSHAW: Petitions of the Enterprise Printing Com- 
the Champion, and the Register, against the tariff on | 
‘ machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
resolution of the Nebraska Swine Breeders’ Association, 
‘of bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
petition of J. B. Nerud, for repeal of revenue tax on 
urized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Mr. 
for a 


0 


f 


waterway 


rom Chi 


to 


“azo 


HITT: Petition of the Illinois Manufacturers’ Asso- 
deep 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


the Gulf of 


, petitions of the Independent, the Gospel Messenger, the 


m News, 
er, the 
the 


Sentinel, 
the 


tl 


Tornado, 


Journ 
the 


ie 


Press, the Mount Morris Index, the Elizabeth 
the 
Record, 


al, the 
Daily 


Democrat, 
News, the Ashton Gazette, and the Spike, against 


Ogle County 


ff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


petition of 


the 


National Business League, 


0 the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
the Chicago Federation of Labor, for bill 
12472—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


petition of 


es, 


\T 
~ 
Jil, 


HOLLII 


AY: Petition 


of the 


Banner, 


for bill S. 


against the 


n linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


MMy 


agall 


on Ways and Means. 


to the Com 


By Mr. HUBBARD: Petitio f tl P 
the tariff on linotype machin oO ‘ 
and Means. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of tl N 
for bill S. 1345—to the Committee on Fo 

sy Mr. JOHNSON: Papers to 
Thomas Chapman, of Glenn Ss. ¢ 
mn Pensions. 

Also, papers to a ny bill for 1 
David—to the Comm ttee on ] 

Also, paper to acco ny bill ! 
to the Committee on I 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Re 
linotype machines—to the C tt 1 W 

y Mr. KEIFER: Petiti f 
London, Ol -_ l of re 
hol—to the Committ VW 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resol of tl 
mological S ty 1 far f 
alcohol—to the Com WW 

By Mr. KENNEDY e 
Nebr., against the t oO rt 

n Ways and Means 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of R G 
igainst bill H. R. 7043 » the Committee on M 

Also, petition of the Dutchess and C 
Relief Association, for repeal o 
alcohol—to the Commit on Wa al M 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of the Herald 
linotype machines—to the Committé Vi ; 

By Mr. KN APP: Petition of the I yo Ee 
against the tariff on linotype m ‘ » tl 
Ways and Means 

ty Mr. LACEY: Papers to I 
of the charge of desertion against ] 
Committee on Military Affair 

Also, petition of the Lynny Star, against tl 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and 

By Mr. LAWRENCE re ion of tl W 
against the tariff on linotype 1 hine ) 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LESTER: Petitions of the Gaze tl 
| prise, and the Germania Publishing Co1 . 
on linotype machines—to the C itte 1 W: 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of citizens Bi 
port of the bill for national forest reserves—t 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Emil J. Dinger, for a nation 
tion in the White Mountains » the Cor { 


News, the | 


the 


fr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the Weekly | 
ist the tariff on linotype machines 


| type machines 





Also, petition of the Nationa 
in the consular service 


form 

fairs. 
By } 

ers, ag 


on Way 


fr. LITTLE: 
iinst 
rs and Means. 


Petition of 


the tariff on 
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notyvp 





By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of T. M. Day, 
election of .United States Senators by dire 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accomp bill for 
Demorey—to the Committer 1 Military A 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompa! 
West—to the Committee on Invalid IP 

By Mr. McCALL: Petitions of the W 
Herald, the Medford Leads i the W 
the tariff on linotype machine to the ¢ 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Congreg nalist, 
linotype machines—to the Committee on W 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: Pet I 
Williams & Bales, the Rantoul Nev M 
Journal, the News, the Echo, the At l 
toon Star, against the tariff on linot; 
mittee on Ways and Mea 

By Mr. McKINNDBY: Petitions of the A 
Beandinsville Star-Gazette g t 
chines—to the Committ WW 3 

Also, petitions of the Eaglk i the § 
tariff on linotype mach ti he ¢ 
Means. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition 
tariff on linotype 1 0 ( 
Means. 

Also, petitions of the ter, 1 I 


Leader 


and Press, 


to the Com! 


23597 


Tee 


2398 


By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Lieutenant G. E. Hackenberg 
Camp, No. 76, for amendment to bill H. R. §131—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Petitions of the School Science and Mathe- 
matics, the Live Stock Journal, the Inland Architect, and the 
Trade Periodical Company, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of the Oakes (N. Dak.) Times 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Herald against the tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
petitions of the Steele County Tribune, the Rolette 
County Herald, and the North Dakota State Journal, against the 





} 
ALSO, 
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tariff on linotype machines—-to the Committee on Ways and | 


Means. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of the Suffolk Herald, of Suf- 
folk, Va., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the News and Advertiser, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Morton Post, No. 329, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Kansas, for passage of bill H. R. 
4495—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: Petition of the Door County Democrat, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


By Mr. MORRELL: Petitions of the Ecclesiastical Review 
and the Northeast Philadelphia Banner, against the tariff on 


linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petitions of the Dos Palos Star, the San | 


Lucas Herald, and the Kingsburg Recorder, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Redlands Board of Trade, for control of 
Owens River watershed, in Inyo County—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 
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and the Daily Democrat, against the tariff on linotype » 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Paper to accompany 
bill for relief of heirs of Jane McCartney—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petitions of the Daily 
News, the Deunas, the Leader, and the Morning Courier, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 0; 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Courier, against the tariff on linoty) 
machines—to the Committee on Ways nad Menas. 

Also, petitions of the Herald, the Press-Eagle, and the Re- 
counter, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petitions of the New Yorske Listy and 
the Columbia Law Review, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of New York Produce Exchange and 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of New York, against 
repeal of the Chinese-exclusion law—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

$y Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Otto Graffon, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of G. P. Garland, 
Mitchell & Mitchell, and A. C. Bledsoe, against the tariff on 


| linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of the Mullin Enterprise, of 
Mullin, Tex., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMALL: Petition of the Freewill Baptist, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


| Means. 


Also, petition of the Shipowners’ Association of the Pacific | 


Coast, against Government transportation 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Redlands Board of Trade, relative to irri- 
gation in California—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petitions of the Herald, the Daily Signal, 
the Hamilton Evening Democrat, the Democrat, and the Daily 
Republican News, against the tariff on linotype machines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. NORRIS: 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Herald, against the tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the Advocate and Veidick and 
the Pulpit and Preachers’ Helper, against the tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Fort Steadman Camp, No. 52, Sons of Vet- 
erans, favoring amending bill H. R. 8131—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of C. B. Pickering and others, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petitions of the Labor Journal and C. H. 
Jones, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POLLARD: 


gyainst 


of troops—to 


the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Wa and Means. 

By Mr. POU: Petition of the Graphic, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of the Enterprise Herald. against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

\lso, petition of W. H. McClure, E. B. Garland, and R. W. 
Pittman and others, opposing repeal of the anticanteen law—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition of the Illinois Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, relative to waterway between the Great Lakes and the 
Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
Also, petition of the National Business League, favoring bill 
1345—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of the Enterprise and the Weekly 
Post, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Federation of Labor, favoring 


VS 


S. 


bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 
sy Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of the Democrat-Standard 


the | 


Also, petition of W. R. Jacobson, the Washington Gazette, 
and the Daily Messenger, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of the Gleaner, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 


| Ways and Means. 


Petition of the Clarion, against the tariff on | 


By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of the Republican Era, 
of Murphysboro, Ill., against the tariff on linotype machines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petitions of the Record, A. H. Gusell 
& Son, and the Mento Review, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of the Poncho Herald, of 
Point Rock, Tex., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 





| Committee on Ways and Means. 


sy Mr. SNAPP: Petitions of the Republican, the Daily News, 


| and the Chronicle, against the tariff on linotype machines—to 


Petition of the Nebraska Farm Journal. | 





the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petitions of the Train Dispatchers’ 
Bulletin, the Democratic Exposition, and the Ottawa County 
Herald, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 
favoring the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of East Haddam, Conn., for repeal! of 
revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on \Vays 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Haven, favoring estal)lish- 
ment of forest reserves—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Haven, protesting : 
conditions in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on for 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of the Fertile Journal, 
again-t the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 





By Mr. STERLING: Petition of the Times, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Mea 
Also, petition of the News, of Minonk, Ill., against the tarifl 


on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and M« 

Also, petition of the Pontiac Sentinel, against the tariff « 0- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the Naut 
lus and the Herald, against the tariff on linotype machin to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ; 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts State Board of Tr n 
favor of shore approach to breakwater at Point Judith 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Preven! if 
Cruelty to Animals, in opposition to bill H. R. 221—to the ‘ 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the New England Opthalmological Soc °ty, 





ff ? 
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peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 

» on Ways and Means. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of Ohio Waisenfreund, 
nst the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 

and Means. 

Mr. TOWNSEND: Petitions of the Daily Times and the 
rd, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
ee on Ways and Means. 

), petition of Mary E. Carpenter, of Adrian, Mich., favor- 

| 
Roads. 

0, petition of Charles BE. Greening, of Monroe, Mich., for 

of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Commit- 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of residents of Jersey City, 
N. J.. favoring the metric system—to the Committee on Coin- 
Veights, and Measures. 

), papers to accompany bill H. R. 14498, for relief of Eliza 
I son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petitions of the Herald, the Herald- 

the Swift Company Monitor, the News, the Commercial, 

{ ira City Herald, the Journal, the Independent Press, the 

] i, the Gopher Press, the Journal, the Banner, and the 


J ly 


1 


H. R. 9022—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 
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CARS IN RAILW MAIL SI 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before t} 
tion from the Postmaster-General, trans) iit 
resolution of the 5th instant, certain info 
accidents involving loss of life or I 
which, with the accompanying paper, wa 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and « 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the 
| tion from the Postmaster-General, trar 
papers and documents not needed in the 
business in the Post-Office Department 
manent value or historical interest; h 
Select Committee on Disposition of Usel 
tive Departments, and ordered to be print 


| tion 


Standard, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the | 


( nittee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Fountain Index, against 


the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of the Hope Gazette, against 
riff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 

\ 


\Mr. WEBBER: Petitions of the Butler Times and the Ex- 
I ent, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
»on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petitions of the National Sportsman and the 
Bro ne Press, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
( ttee on Ways and Means, 

\ petition of Local Union No. 709, of Brookline, Mass., for 
! of revenue tax an denaturized aleohol—to the Committee 
ys and Means. 

petition of the National Business League, of Chicago, 
[ll., for passage of the Lodge bill (S. 1845)—to the Committee 
( ‘eign Affairs. 

ir. WEEMS: 
] f revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
( vs and Means. 
WEISSE: Petition of the Neosho Standard, against 
iff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


ir 


Mr. WILEY 


ery, 


of Alabama: Petition of the Advertizer, of 
Ala., against the tariff on linotype machines—to 
nittee on Ways and Means. 

YOUNG: Petitions of the Pioneer Tribune and the 
( Record, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
( tee on Ways and Means. 








SENATE. 
Monpay, February 12, 1906. 


r by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp BE. HAre. 
journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 


CARLISLE 
VICE-PRESIDENT 


INDIAN SCHOOL. 


laid before the Senate a communi- 


Petition of Bloomingdale Grange, for re- | 


mm the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter | 


Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate of 
tion for inclusion in the urgent deficiency appropria- 
r the support of the Indian school at Carlisle, Pa., for 
tion of pupils, etc., for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
0; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
mmittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL TRAINING STATION, RHODE ISLAND, 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
Secretary of the Navy submitting an esti 
for inclusion in the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, 
0, for the erection of necessary detention buildings, shops, 
urtenances to replace those destroyed or damaged by 
1¢@ Naval Training Station, Rhode Island; which, with 
impanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


mate of appro- | 


on | 


will be printed under the rule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are 1,682 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask that 4,000 
printed for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communic: 
ferred to the Committee on the Geological Si 

| The Senator from Indiana requests that 4,000 
be printed for the use of the S« 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ° o the Si 
that he increase the number to 5,000 copies 
be a very large demand for the document 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Very well, I will modif 
ask that 5,000 additional copies | rinted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator fr 
that 5,000 additional copies be printed for tl 
Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the order was a 

Ordered, That 5,000 additional yy 
of the Interior, transmittir t J 
eal Survey, embodying a summary ol re 
vestigations under the Geolog | Sur of 
terials at the testing plants at St. Lo Mi 
of the Senate. 

KAIBAB INDIANS IN 1 i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid e the S« 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, ti 
from the Commissioner of Indian Afi 
representations made concerning t cond 
Indians in Utah, and requesting that an apy 
be included in the Indian appr mm b 
which, with the accompanying paper, w r 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to I 

INTERNATIONAL PR N } 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid bef Se 
tion from the Secretary of State, tr: 
Samuel J. Barrows, commissioner for the 1 
International Prison Commission, req i 
the reports of the National P ison \ 

1870, 1873, 1874, 1d from 1883 to 1904 
gress as one of the reports for the Inte! 
sion; which, with t accompanying 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to 
ESTIMATE OF A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the § 
tion from the Secretary the Tre J 
from the Chief of the Bureau of Engra g 
mitting an estimate of ad Dy 
printing for the current fiscal r to te 
daily amount of unfinished S, r 
required by the Treasurer of the United St 
that an app1 iation of $2: 2 
deficiency appropriation bill for 
accompanying paper, was referred 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATIONS 


AT TI! 


IN 


‘ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the § 


from 


rector of the Geological 
| results obtained 


St. Louis, Mo., and requesting that an 
be made for that purpose; which, wi 
was referred to the Committee on the Geolog 


the 


secretary of 


dered to be printed. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 


l 


he 
| Sponse to a resolution of the 25th 


Survey, 


t 


Li 


mib¢ 
in the investigations w 


vey of fuels and structural mat 


‘ 
er 


Mr. President, 


iter 


ultim 


Luis 


h tl 


or, 


Mavi 


in vi 


ide 
at 
appl 


ropr 


vit 


mand for the printing of this document, I 



















































































FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIM. 


| 


H. R. 1484. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | L. Lovell ; 


tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- | 


ting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 

January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 

findings by the court relative to the vessel brig Jane, Robert 

Knox, master; which, with the accompasying paper, was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of Mariane T. Lemelle, administratrix of the estate 
of Alexander Lemelle, deceased, v. The United States; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 


Barthelemy Lemelle, administrator of the estate of Euphemnie | 


Lemelle, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the | 


assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
The Trustees of the Mount Olivet Methodist Protestant Church, 
of Alexandria, Va., v. The United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EAST WASHINGTON HEIGHTS TRACTION COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the report of 
the East Washington Heights Traction Railroad Company for 
the four months (September, October, November, and Decein- 
ber) operated during the year 1905; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT VERNON RAILWAY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Rail- 
way .Company for the fiscal year ended December 31, 1905; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, each with an amendment, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 943. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar R. 
Arnold; and 

S. 1098, An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Grow. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12320) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, asks a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Lirraver, Mr. TAWNEy, and Mr. LIVINGSTON mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

Il. Rk. 524. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvenus 
A. Fay; 

if. R. 628. An act granting a pension to David L. Finch; 

Hi. R. 648. An act granting a pension to Charles Falbisaner ; 

ll. R. 650. An act granting an increase of pension to Felix 
G. Stidger ; 

II. R. 1032. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth 
Phillips ; 

H. R. 1048. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
Hounsom ; 

Hi. R. 1160. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Swords; 

H. R. 1200. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Parker ; 

H. R. 1287. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Moore; 

H. R. 1359. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
M. Robinson; 

H. R. 1483. An act granting an increase of pension to Jose- 
phine E. Quentin ; 


H. R. 1485. 
J. Williams; 
H. R. 1569. 
H. R. 1585. 
N. Dutcher; 
H. R. 1658. 
M. Drake; 
H. R. 1859. 
[. & ere: 
H. R. 1888. 
T. Seandlyn; 
H. R. 1889. 
M. Shultz; 
H. R. 1902. 
Ford; 
H. R. 1909. 
ander Miller; 
H. R. 1912. 
H. R. 1975. 
louse; 
H. R. 1978. 


| C. Thorne; 


Hi. R. 1979. 
L. Hill; 

H. R. 2048. 
J. Cooper ; 

H. R. 2054. 
A. Adams; 

H. R. 2059. 
Washburn: 

H. R. 2093. 

H. R. 2099. 

H. R. 2100. 
Wilde; 

H. R. 2108. 
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An 


An 





, 





act granting an increase of pension to Jo|)y 


act granting an increase of pension to §) i 


An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Murray - 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


An 
An 

An 
An 
An 
An 

An 

An 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Georze 
act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to Willi 
act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


\ 


act granting a pension to Julia A. Powell: 


act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Harry 


act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Ralnh 
act granting an increase of pension to Jerome 
act granting a pension to Sarah A. Pitt: 


act granting a pension to Maurice O’Flanigan;: 
act granting an increase of pension to [Hiram 


act granting a pension to Mattie Settle: 


H. R. 2114. An act granting an increase of pension to Len- 


jamin F. Bibt 


5 


H. R. 2116. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


Hayes; 
H. R. 2156. 
E. Ware: 

H. R. 2174. 
iel Buchanan 
H. R. 2204. 
E. W. Stone; 
H. R. 2306. 

W. Stell: 
H. R. 2307. 
Jones Martin 
H. R. 2478. 
Foote: 

H. R. 2595. 
D. Sutton; 

H. R. 2614. 

H. R. 2703. 
Weeks; 

H. R. 2709. 
D. Rogers ; 

H. R. 2762. 
Chandlez ; 

H. R. 2823. 
D. Ford: 

H. R. 2849. 
Harrison ; 

H. R. 2897. 
G. Childress ; 

H. R. 2949. 
W. Adamson 

H. R. 2954. 
cey P. Dean; 

H. R. 3193. 
R. Todd; 

H. R. 3220. 
Johnson: 

H. R. 3230. 
H. Beulen; 

H. R. 3250. 

H. R. 3315. 


An 
An 
in 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


, 


An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


L. Dougherty ; 


H. R. 3342, 


| Ingram; 


H. R. 3403. 
A. Baker; 


An 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
act granting an increase of pension to Nathan- 
act granting an increase of pension to ])oxter 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to Asa M. 


act granting an increase of pension to leter 
act granting a pension to General M. 1 n; 
act granting an increase of pension to Steplien 
act granting an increage of pension to Julius 
act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Orton 


act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
act granting an increase of pension to [iutus 


act granting an increase of pension to Gcorge 


act granting an increase of pension t un- 
act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to * 


act granting an inerease of pension to nes 
act granting a pension to Harrison \\ 5 
act granting an increase of pension | wis 

I. 


act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to ' 


















R. 3425. An 
A. Blye; 
Rn. 3483. An 
VP lliams ; 
r. 3500. An 
M. Martin; 
i. k. 3502. An 
Rk. 3544. An 
M. Grier; 
i R. 3552. An 
FE. McDonald; 
R. 3570. An 
W ton; 
3. 3571. An 
\V ms 
H. R. 3679. An 
M. Hunter; 
H. Rk. 3966. An 
Jester 5 
H.R. 3973. An 
P. Knight; 
H.R. 3983. An 
H.R. 4179. An 
D hoe: 
H.R. 4192. An 
{ iaugh, alias 
H. R. 4202. An 
Umstead ; 
H. R. 4206. An 
Hi Ober ; 
H. R. 4221. An 
I : 
[. R. 4246. An 
D. Street; 
H. R. 4258. 
H. R. 4403. An 
Ii. R. 4685. An 
R ' 
H. R. 4704. An 
H.R. 4741. An 
Dickerson ; 
H. R. 4751. An 
J. Sparling; 
H. R. 4764. An 
Br n: 
R. 4878. An 
H. Witherwax; 
Ht. R. 4886. An 
De Lafayette Burket; 
H. R. 4957. An 
d. dgrass ; 
R. 4962. An 
J gis; 
R. 5028. An 
Pp ll: 
1. R. 5163. An 
t llorie :* 
1. R. 5186. An 
W. Fulton ; 
R.5212. An 
Q eum ; 
R. 5605. An 
». ley; 
Rk. 5640. An 
I Mathews; 
lt. 5647. An 
\ rich; 
I. R. 5656. An 
I ndall ; 
R. 5658. An 
R. 5692. An 
( rdner ; 
ht. 5708. An 
llon: 
R.5711. An 
R. 5753. An 
\ hv: 
R. 5830. An 
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s Hardy; 

R. 5855. An 
srown ; 

K. 5909. An 
ynon; 


An act granting a pension to Georgia A. Richardson. 
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act granting an increase of pension to Warren 






act granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 





act granting an increase of pension to William 








act 
act 


granting a pension to Morris Osborn; 
granting an increase of pension to Josiah 






act granting an increase of pension to David 








act granting an increase of pension to Susan 


act granting an increase of pension to Eber 








act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 





act granting a pension to Blanche Douglass; 
act granting an increase of pension to Owen 






act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
John Carpenter ; 
act granting an increase of pension to John C. 






act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 






act granting an increase of pension to William 









act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting a pension to John H. Pepper; 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 









act granting a pension to Alice Rourk ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 






act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 






act granting an increase of pension to Ahijah 







act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


act granting an increase of pension to Marquis 










act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 







act granting an increase of pension to William 









act granting an increase of pension to Charles 






act granting an increase of pension to Giles 


























act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
act granting an increase of pension to Darius 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


act granting a pension to Richard H. Kelly; 
act granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. 


act granting an increase of pension to Syl- 
act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


act granting an increase of pension to William 













H. R. 5938. 


An 


J. McClaskey ; 


H. R. 6063. 
Dyer ; 
H. R. GOG65. 
Crowe: 
H. R. 6085. 
C. Rardin; 

H. R. GO98. 
Walker; 

H. R. 6109. 
H. Ackert; 

H. R. 6115. 
Sarles; 

H. R. 6117. 
beth Dill; 

H. R. 6133. 
sagley ; 

H. R. 6137. 
Stowell ; 

H. R. 6178. 
Block ; 
H. R. 6180. 
Graves; 
H. R. 6226. 
Bruner ; 

H. R. 6340. 
D. Hateh: 

H. R. 6385. 
Hastings: 

H. R. 6398. 
W. Henry; 

H. R. 63899. 
Hanna; 

H. R. 6400. 

H. R. 6408. 
Queman ; 

H. R. 6489. 

H. R. 6494. 
Hughes: 

H. R. 6507. 
M. Busby; 

H. R. 6565. 
M. Hatter; 

H. R. 6813. 
Kinsauls ; 

H. R. 6873. 
A. Phillips ; 

H. R. 6913. 
Gibbons: 

H. R. 7139. 


E. 


F. 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


An 
An 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


Washita County, 


-. 


H. R. 
Glavis; 
H. R. 7222. 
Walton; 
H. R. 7238. 
J. Campbell; 
H. R. 7241. 
Allhands ; 
H. R. 7478. 
H. R. 
K. Spencer ; 
H. R. 7546. 
H. R. 7622. 
Lieb; 
H. R. 76% 
D. Stoker ; 
H. R. 7649. 
Leipnitz ; 
H. R. 7711. 
Dunnan ; 
H. R. 7721. 
V. Lowary ; 
H. R. 7750. 
Riedmuller ; 
H. R. T7790. 
Cole; 
H. R. 7948. 
W. Reynolds, 
H. R. 7955. 
EB. Terrill ; 
H. R. 7982. 
M. Kellogg ; 


13. 


it~ 


E 
5 
‘de 


Or 


Dard. 


Ss. 





An 


An 


An 


AI 


~ 


An 
An 


An 
An 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
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act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


act granting 
act granting ; 


act granting 


an increase of to Maria 


pension 
in increase of pension to Charles 


an inerease of pension to Jacob 


act granting an increase of pension to Sadie A. 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


act granting 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Eliza- 


an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 


act 
act granting 
act granting 
act 
act granting 
act granting 


act granting 


granting an increase of pension to Carl W. 


in increase of pension to Amherst 


an increase of pension to George 


granting an increase of pension to William 


an increase of pension to Henry 
an increase of pension to George 


an increase of pension to David 


act granting a pension to Harry W. Omo; 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Isaiah 


act granting a pension to Mary BE. Scott; 


act granting 
act granting 
act granting 
act granting 
act granting 


act granting 


an increase of pension to William 


an increase of pension to James 


€ 
‘ 


in increase of pension to Francis 
an increase of pension to Emsley 
an increase of pension to Charles 


an increase of pension to John 


act legalizing the removal of the county seat of 


Okla. ; 
act granting 


act granting 
act granting 
act granting 


act granting 
act granting 


act granting : 


an increase of pension to Loucette 
an increase of pension to Levi J. 
an increase of pension to William 


Y 


an increase of pension to Mary J. 


a pension to George W. Jackson; 
an increase of pension to William 


1 pension to Edna Buchanan; 


act granting an increase of pension to Hermann 


act granting 
act granting 
act granting 
act granting 
act granting 
act granting 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
an increase of pension to William 
an increase of pension to Samuel 
an increase of pension to Daniel 


an increase of | to Anton 


ension 


an increase of pension to Burgess 


James 


an increase of pension to 


alias William Reynolds; 


An 


An 


act granting 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Newton 


an increase of pension to Francis 

















or 
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Ii. R. 8048. An act granting an increase of pension to William ae 9929. An act granting an increase of pension to Orlean 
I’. Bottoms ; | De itt; . . . 
Ii. R. 8061. An act granting an increase of pension to Heart H.R. 10175. An act granting an increase of pension te \iat- 
Echard ; | thew A. Knight; 
H. R. $156. An act granting an increase of pension to Loren H. ; H. * — An act granting an increase of pension to [ h 
lloward: 4zongstaLl 3 
Hi. R. 8169. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza C. H. R. 10256. An act granting an increase of pension to J) l 
Tones: D. Diehl; 
" H.R.8202. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Guy ; H. R. 10269. An <ct granting an increase of pension to An. 
H.R. $215. An act granting an increase of pension to William | drew Ricketts; : z : 
Monteith ; | H.R.10297. An act granting an increase of pension to Nich- 
Hi. 2. 8216. An act granting an increase of pension to Philipp | olas Hercherberger ; ; : 
Cline is Francis Klein; H. R. 10807. An act granting an increase of pension to ! 
Il. R. $238. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | A. Saeger; 
A. Power ; H. R. 10487. An act granting an increase of pension to ( r 
[.R. 8251. An act granting an increase of pension to Abel S. | Yost: ' 
Nnpson H. R. 10476. An act granting a pension to Charles T, | "s 
H. R. S802. An act granting an increase of pension to Maurice H. R. 10477. An act granting an increase of pension to q 
Hayes | B. Babcock ; 
I. R. 8317. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza H. R. 10483. An act granting a pension to James Gallt 
Thompson ; | H.R. 10564. An act granting an increase of pension to Leyi 
Hf. R. 8876. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. | N. Bodley ; 
McConnell ; | H.R. 10632, An act granting an increase of pension to § uel 
Ii. R. 8406. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan | Preston ; 
W. Selfridge ; , H.R. 10637. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi I, 
I. R. 8493. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie | ghipman; 
I effield ; , f ; H. R. 10677. An act granting a pension to Maria E eth 
Ii. R. 8494. An act granting an increase of pension to David | posey; 
A. Jones ; ; 4 S ; ; | H.R. 10720. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
iH. R 8520. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred | F. Caldwell ; . . 
FP. White ; : : . | H.R.10741. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomag 
H.R. 8541. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | Clark : 
H. Pinney ; ; ‘ i : H. R. 10770. An act granting a pension to Helen P. Martin; 
H. R. 8556. An act granting an increase of pension to Ethan H. R. 10775. An act granting a pension to Ellen S. Cu: Ly 
Blodgett ; , p " H. R. 10789. An act granting a pension to David Wilboi 
H. R. 8562. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- H. R. 10807. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
liam Ostermann ; JI oat 
’ ce ; ca . Long; 
| i. R. 8663. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- | H.R.10888. An act granting an increase of pension to VWil- 
erick A. Amende ; apg Seige? : me eae | liam Lee: 3 : i vs 
+. H - S664, An act granting an Increase of pension to Henry | “ry p 40886. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
’ scner : S Campbell " 
> OF 7. me rien ine « ; rence o Ni (x ca ~— - 7 ° : = . . . 
il. R. 8714. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 10914. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Gibson: | 7 
“ caiadiianada neieniatie iit dineeail xy | Hamilton ; 
H. R. 8918. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew H. R. 10925. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaa¢ 
J. Hull, alias Spencer J. Hull; aarah | C. Dennis; - 
A H.R. 8939. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah | H. R. 10954. An act granting an increase of pension to Letitia 
( auncey y * 
‘ CAs ‘ : ~ | D. Watkins; 
H. R. 894! ct granting a ‘rease ensid Albe b : ; Se 
_H a 9, An act granting an increase of pension to Albert | H. R. 10967. An act granting a pension to George Larson; 
siya ae 0969 act granting an increase of pension to Cala- 
li. R. 9052. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- | mas R. 10969. An ct g 6 i 
t \\ L: way G. Tucker; ‘ J f eet Dante 
on oe eee . ; - t. 11000. An act granting an increase of pensi Oo Maru 
H.R. 9059. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebe- | J Site ' act g 8 
iezer S. Edger : |= ™ a . = a ‘ celle 
oR oa aa’ + granting an increase of pension to George | H-R.11051. An act granting a pension to Henry T. Mi Do rell 5 
G _ ee eT i ae a aa Si “" | H.R. 11061. An act granting an increase of pension to Reanna 
+. Brail; 5 ; : as | Pile; 
> OnT7 20 ory ting ¢ ePreasea 2" . Si >i | , = - . . a : _ Min} 
E er R. 9077. An act granting @n Eacteane 46 penton te Eau | H.R.11070. An act granting an increase of pension to Fitch 
nvrie: | ‘ 
"TT PD : : aaa ;_ | Spoor; 
H. R. 9122 act granting an increase of pension to Phi- | *» . ‘ ‘ - ndrev 
5 cei ae a ee : | H.R.11101. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
cil er © le ° ‘ | iin 
iT. R. 9146 act granting an increase of pension to Francis | J- Baker ; r : a a 
A os = Ee OR ee | H.R. 11105. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
J AOTES . asi 
H. R. 9206 act granting an increas pension to Stephen | Comer ; : E ; a 
<< oe ~ oe a eT ' | H.R.11122. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
, Tonen , } on 
H. R. 923 n act granting an increase of pension to William | Hopper; ; ? a 
A M D ere AoE SE ee | H.R.11132. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
i icWDonald 5 | mr rcler ° 
Hi. R. 9237. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob | B. Lydy; Cs S Miele ae wension to Metvin 
Dachrodt | H.R.11145. An act granting an increase of pensi 
[. R. 9279. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick | J. Lee; ; , a ie 
( a . . | H.R.11205. An act granting an increase:of pension re 
Il. 8.9351. An act granting an increase of pension to Marie | miah Spice; f . id McGinnis: 
G. Bonham ; H. R. 11297. An act granting a pension to David McG a 
mh ‘ Qs anit iner nsion to Adal 
H.R. 9405. An act granting an increase of pension to John| H.R. 11320. An act granting an inerease of pension 
Burns: | Cook: : es 
H.R. 9530. An act granting a pension to Catherine B. Casey; | H.R. 11348. An act granting an increase of pension t 
H.R. 9567. An act granting an increase of pension to Hen- | Bolen; 3 ; ‘ee . 
derson Rost H. R. 11353. An act granting an increase of pension 
H. R. 9593. An act granting a pension to Charles M. Priddy; | M. Woodworth ; ia eee a eaten ty Tissie 
H. R. 9651. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | H. R. 11416. An act granting an increase of pension 
S. Word; | Belk ; r i j msion to Lgbert 
H. R. 9795. An act granting an increase of pension to Emory | H.R.11561. An act granting an increase of pension ly 
i aial atch ° >, Shetter ; 
Kdward Patch; ; P. § + . iS emnith 
H.R. 9851. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 11654. An act granting a pension to seme ou ett; 
G. Richardson : H. R. 11657. An act granting a pension to Mad ohn ee 
° L ‘ ‘ . . . | oO pe 7 . . - sNnsio rf ! 
H. R. 9906. An act granting an increase of pension to Hinman} H.R.11658. An act granting an increase of pens! 


Rhodes ; 


| 


BE. Utter ; 
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aerey 


H.R. 11672. 
J. Fellows; 
H. R. 11724. 
A. Conley ; 
. R. 11745. 
sillingsley ; 
.R. 11748. 
\ son; 
II. R. 11777. 
B. Scott; 
HI. R. 11808. 
mas 5 
H. R. 11842. 
M. Noble: 
Hi. R. 11846. 
R. 11908, 
VY. Sturtevant ; 
H. R. 11916. 
L. Kimball ; 


J 


i 
1 


1. R. 12008. An 
D. Blanding ; 

H. R. 12016. An 
Cassaday ; 

H. R. 12027. An 
C, Bradley ; 

H. R. 12038. An 
H. Burleigh; 

I. R. 12102. An 
na Healey ; 

I. R. 12156. An 
] ng ; 

I. R. 12285. An 

I. R. 12289. An 
C, Grissom: 

Ht. R. 12290. An 
L. Kretsinger ; 

H.R. 12297. An 

H. R. 12384, An 
Dunning; 

Hi. R. 123888. An 

. Dunn; 

I. R. 12391. An 

I'rederick Edgell ; 


1. RR. 12506. 

lr. Howell; 
1. R. 12507. 

\W. Collier; 
R. 12510. 

Whorter ; 
Rt. 12516. 


H. R. 12583. 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


An 
An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


An 
An 
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act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 


act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting 
act granting an increase of pension to Manson 
act granting an increase of pension to Webster 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting a pension to Clara M. Thompson ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Stephen | 


act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to James | 


act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
act granting a pension to Mary C. Kirkland; 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to David 
act granting a pension to Estelle Kuhn; 


act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
act granting an increase of pension to Har- 
act granting an J. 


increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting a pension to James S. Randall; 
act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


L. H. Labatt; 


Rh. 12640. An act 


Walker; 


R. 12713. An act 


I’. Bradbu 
R. 12720. 
R. 12754. 
] rsole; 
837. 


ie 


R. 12839. 
G. Hayt; 


R. 12903. 
rier; 
Ri. 129387. 

er * 


R. 12948, 
Bierley ; 
R. 12955. 


R. 18010, 


rtshorne;: 


s] 


ry; 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


‘ 


granting an increase of pension to Augus- 


granting an increase of pension to Augus 


act granting a pension to Sarah Duffield; 
act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Martha 

act granting an increase of pension to Kath- 
o 

act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

act granting «™: increase of pension to James 

act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 

act granting a pension to Lyman Critch- 


act granting an increase of pension to Alice 


R. 13037. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


Jane Kearney ; 


™ 


° .. ° 
‘ CKeCTTE 5 


I 
bh. aN. 


il. Partin; 
i. R. 18084. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


if. 8.13104. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to revise | 


. 12050. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


13078. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


| amend the tariff laws of the Philippine Islands, and for 
Other purposes,” approved March 3, 1903; 


an increase of pension to James 








| read 
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H. R. 13129. An act granting an increase of pension to Pink- 
ney W. H. Lee; 
H. R. 13141. An 


act granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Southworth; 


H. R. 13282. An act granting a pension to Lydia B. Bevan; 
H. R. 138348. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
F. Shelton; 
H. R. 18402. An act granting a pension to John Reynolds; 
H. R. 13456. An act for the relief of James McKenzie; 
| H.R.18457. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. McCay; 
H. R. 13512. An act granting a pension to John H. McLean 
H. R. 13536. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
| Cline; 
H. R. 13542. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to lease land in Stanley County, 8S. Dak., for a buffalo pasture 
H. R. 13579. An act granting an increase of pension to Amon 
Miller ; 
H. R. 13582. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
| Sutherland ; 
H.R. 18611. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam Clough; and 
H. R. 13643. An act granting an increase of pension to Davis 


W. Hatch. 

Subsequently the foregoing House pension bills were severally 
twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Pensions. 


Comittee on 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the California 

Fruit Growers’ Exchange, of Los Angeles, Cal., praying 


+? 
Lie 


for 


| enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 


of intoxicating liquors; Comm 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Eureka Lodge, No. 14, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying fo 
the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate 

He also presented a petition of the Bryn Mawr Orange Grow 
ers’ Association, of Redlands, Cal., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Comn 


which was referred to the ittee 


which 
Commerce. 


ree 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Aldermen of 


Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to estab 
lish a national telegraph to be operated as a branch of the VPost- 


Office Department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of S. C. Williams, of 
Rochester, N. Y., praying for an investigation of the existing 


conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


He also presented the petition of G. W. Nichols and sund 


other subscribers to the stock of the People’s United St 
Bank, of St. Louis, Mo., residing at Holley, N. Y., praying f 
an investigation of the fraud-order business which caused the 
destruction of that bank; which was referred to the Committ 
on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 283, of 
Geneva: of Local Union No. 106, of Ogdensburg; of Local Union 
No. 142, of Lockport, all of the Cigarmakers’ International 
Union of America, and of Central Labor Union, American Fed- 
eration of Labor, of Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, 
remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars and 
tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which were re 
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. MILLARD presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Nebraska, remonstrating against the enactment of legislatic 
providing for a reduction of railroad rates; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of the Sailors’ Union of the 
Pacific, of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion relating to the complement of crews of vessels; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of the Organization of 


Kings’ Daughters, of sundry citizens, of the Woman's Chr in 
Temperance Union, and Parish Aid Society, all of Newport, in 
the State of Rhode Island, praying for an i * tl 

| charges made and filed REED 





s iTioO ‘ 


against Hon. SMooT, a Se 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Co tte 
on Privileges and Flections. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Te: 
perance Union of Portsmouth, of sundry citizens of Newport, of 
the Woman’s Christian Union and Parish Aid Society of New 

| port, and of the Organization of the King’s Daughters of New 


the enrct- 


ils 


| port, all in the State of Rhode Island, praying for 
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aun 
| 


| 


| 





ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
ting liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
[nterstate Commerce, 

Mr. KEAN presented the petition Fred. J. Miller, of East 
Oran N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- | 
ing for the adopti-: of the metric system in the various Depart- 
ments of the Government; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

Ile also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 101, Cigar- 
makers’ International Union of America, of Elizabeth, N. J., 
remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars and 
tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of the State Granae, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Mullica Hill, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to remove the duty on grain alcohol used for indus- 
trial purposes ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the pure-food committee of 
the State Federation of Women’s Clubs, of Asbury Park, N. J., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jersey City, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to establish the 
Naval Militia and to define its relation to the General Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the board of agric ulture of 
Union County, N. J., praying that increased appropriations be 

ade for the support of State agricultural experiment stations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Ile also presented the memorial of Samuel VY. Hoffman, of 
Morristown, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation extending the time for the interstate transportation | 
of live stock; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Hie also presented the petition of C. E. Eaton, of Orange, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a 
national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hamp- | 





shire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game. 
[ie also presented a petition of the Children’s Protective 
Al e of the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
f legislation to establish a children’s bureau in the Department 
of Commerce and Labor; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 
Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of General Washington 
‘ neil, No, 49, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
o, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Imnmi- 
gration. 
Iie also presented a petition of the California State Federa- 
tion of Labor, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment 


of legislation providing for the adjustment of the claim of the 
hip keepers of the Mare Island Navy-Yard; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a pet tition of the Chamber of Commerce of 





San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 

propriate, for a period of twenty years, 75 per cent of the 

nal and customs receipts from the Territory of Hawaii as 

cial fund to be expended in Hawaii for Territorial and 

purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 

He also presented a memorial of the California State Federa- 

tion of Labor, of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against 

red n of the duty on cigars and tobacco imported from 

P pine Islands; which was referred to the Committee 

resented a petition of the Outdoor Art League De- 

' the California Club, of San Francisco, Cal., praying 

t of legislation granting to the State of Cali- 

ent of the net proceeds of all the cash sales of 

! state, ete.; which was referred to the 

‘ | 

| ( rinl of the Sailors’ Union of the 

P e San Francisco Labor Council, in 

{ State of ¢ fornia, remons rating against the enactment of 

g to the « leme nt. of crews of vessels; 

eferred to the Com ‘ittee on Commerce. 

le also pr ted a petition of the California State Federa- 

tion of Labor, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment 

legislation to increase the compensation of surfmen and 

keepers sufficient to retain the efficient men in the se mavens and 

secure a better class of recruits; which was referred to the 
Cc I tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of San 








i 
‘ 


| tion, of Santa Barbara, 


| custom-house, 
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Bernardino, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 


To 
secure the ownership of private lands within the San Berna) 
dino Forest Reservation, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 


Game, 
He also presented a petition of the American Civie Associa- 
Cal., praying for the enactment of |; zis. 


| lation to prevent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls 


the American side by the diversion of waters for manufactur- 
ing purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
West Derry, N. H., praying for an investigation of existing eon 
ditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of N 


Nor an, 
Hobart, Helsel, and Lexington, all in the Territory of Okla- 
homa, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 


sale of intoxicating liquors in that Territory when admitted to 
statehood; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 


relief of the victims of the General Slocum disaster in New 
York Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also presented the petition of George W. Urlson, of Minot, 


S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation for the re- 
moval of the tariff on composing and linotype machines and 





parts thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented a petition of the National So 
ciety of Colonial Dames of America, of Indianapolis, Ind., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prevent the destruction 
of Niagara Falls on the American side by the diversion of the 
waters for manufacturing purposes; which was referred to the 


Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 
He also presented a petition of Fidelity Lodge, No. 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Logansport, Ind., pr 
ing for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of members of the Home Guards 
of Indiana, praying that they be granted remuneration for their 
services to the United States in Indiana during the war of the 
rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
He also presented a petition of Hamilton Council, No. 8, 
i 


109, 


Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Noblesville, Ind., 
| praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- 


tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration 
He also presented a petition of the Retail Lumber Dealer 
Association of Indiana, praying for the removal of the duty on 
white pine and rough lumber imported from Canada; \ 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York 


} 
biCil 


praying for the enactment of legislation for the relief of th 
victims of the General Slocum disaster in New York Harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the professors and students of 
St. Meinrad College, St. Meinrad, Ind., praying for the repeal 


of the present tariff on all works of art imported for use ib 
churches and educational institutions; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. _ 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of Local Union No. 4, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of Minneapolis, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “ 
ippine tariff bill; ’’ which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of Flour City Lodge, No t, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Minneapolis, ‘ 
praying for the enactment of the so-called “ employers’ li 
bill; ’ which was referred to the Committee on the Judi: 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition of the North C \ 
Society of Colonial Dames of America, of Wilmington, : 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the il 
ing destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side 
diversion of the waters for manufacturing purposes; wh! 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and t! 
tection of Game. : 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerc ‘ 
Wilmington, N. C., praying that an appropriation be m: : 
the erection of a public building for the United States 
and other maritime branches of the public s 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on ! 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a an of the Chamber of Commer" 
Industry, of Raleigh, N. C., praying for the enactment of 
lation to provide a ad market commission to consider wa 


nd 


ys 
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and means for enlarging the export in cotton products and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


ther manufactures of the United States; which was referred | 


» the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 431, Order 


Railway Conductors, of Greensboro, N. C., 


praying for the | 


sage of the so-called “* employers’ liability bill” and also the | 


nti-injunction bill; ” 

iterstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Local Councils Nos. 112, lf 
8, 11, 58, 136, 75, 33, 178, 89, 66, 3, 1, 
Glencoe, Stoneville, Roanoke Rapids, Kenly, Morrisville, Rober- 
del, Ashpole, Virgin Springs, Graham, Walkertown, and Ra- 
leigh, all of the Junior Order of United American Mechanics, in 
the State of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of legis- 


which was referred to the Committee on 


—-) 


Désy 


of Rutherfordton, Vance, 


lation to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Com- 
\ittee on Immigration. 

Mr. McENERY presented sundry papers to accompany the 
bill (S. 2528) for the relief of Mary BE. Barrow; which were 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Local Grange No. 59, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Sinks Grove, W. Va., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill,” the parcels-post bill, 

- the retention of the tax on oleomargarine, and also that an 
yropriation be made for the construction of national roads; 
ch was ordered to lie on the table. 


} 
Wh 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial of Atlanta Lodge, No. 354, 
Brotherhood of Railway Carmen, of Atlanta, Ga., remonstrating | 


against the passage of the so-called “ railroad-rate bill; ” 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the National Board of 
rrade, praying for the enactment of legislation providing Gov- 
nment control of interstate insurance; which was referred to 
he Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented petitions of the United Lodge, No. 174, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Altoona; of the Order of 





I 





Railway Conductors, of Pittston; of Quaker City Lodge, No. 
149, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Philadelphia, and of 
I | Lodge No. 85, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of 


ston, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage 
the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ”’ which were referred 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
ig for the enactment of legislation to amend the Chinese 
sion law by excepting from its provisions Chinese students, 
ss and professional men, merchants, bankers, doctors, 
rs, and travelers, but rigidly enforcing that portion of 
iw prohibiting the admission of Chinese laborers; which 
V eferred to the Committee on Immigration. 
lso presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
ig for the passage of the so-called “ railroad-rate bill;’ 
i was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
BRANDEGEE presented a petition of the congregation of 
ty Church, of New Britain, Conn., praying for the enact 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
Government buildings and grounds; which was referred 
» Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
SPOONER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
1 and Racine, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for an 
igation of existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
1 was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
BULKELEY presented petitions of 20 members of The 
iher Club, of the Connecticut- Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
Danbury, Conn., praying for the passage of the so-called 
food bill; ’ which were ordered to lie on the table. 
FRYE presented a petition of the Maine State Grange, 
g for the removal of the internal-revenue tax from alco 
ndered unfit for use as a beverage; which was referred to 
immittee on Finance, 
also presented a petition of Kennebec Lodge, 
ierhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Waterville, Me., 
ie passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill; ” 
eferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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also presented a petition of Kennebec Lodge, No. 343, 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Waterville, Me., praying 
he passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” 


was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


also presented a petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union, 
ng for the adoption of certain amendments to the so 


d “ship subsidy bill; ” 
1 Commerce, 
j KNOX presented a petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy 
praying that an appropriation be made for the support 
agricultural experiment stations; which was veferred to the 
nittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 355 


which was referred to the Committee 


Tnio 


oo, Cigar | Carmalt, 


which | 


wer 










Makers’ International Union of Ame if Tlonesd Pa 
monstrating against the reduction of the duty « 

ported from the Philippine Islands; w] l $1 d 
Committee on the Philippine 

He also presented a memorial of th V ( 
tian Temperance Union, of Pittsburg, 1 
the repeal of the present antican l 
to the Committee on Military Aff: 

He also presented a petition of s \ 
praying for the enactment of legis! 
victims of the General Slocum di rj i 
which was referred to the Committee on ¢ 

He also presented a petition of sundry « nof W 
Barre, Pa., praying for the enactment of | to 
gambling by interstate telegraphs and t 
referred to the Committee on the Judik L 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 337, ] 

Railroad Trainmen, of Sayre; Lodge 610, I hood of R 
road Trainmen, of Norristown; Lodge No l 
Railroad Trainmen, of Harrisburg; Nic] s D 1, No. 229 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Reading; | ( ! 
No. HDT, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fit ( of 1) 
Laughlin Lodge, No. 633, Brotherhood i e ] 

of Pittsburg; Youghiogheny Lodge, No ) i | 
comotive Firemen, of Connellsville; Lodge No. 19 
Railroad Trainmen, of Philadelphia; Ente I 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of West P 

United Lodge, No. 174, Brotherhood of I . 
Altoona; Division No. 65, Order of Railway Condu 
Pittston, all in the State of Pennsylvania, p ng for 

sage of the so-called “ employers’ li ity bill 

ferred to the Committee on Interstate Co el 

He also presented petitions of May Flower ‘| neil, Ju 
Order United American Mechanics, of Derry; Yough ¢ 
No. 1382, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Mor 
Station; D. E. Wyatt, of Connellsville; Ernest Krause, of ¢ 
nellsville; Iron Molders’ Union N 216, of W ( 
cil No. 313, Order United American Mec! 

| Waynesboro Council, Junior Order U1 1A M 

of Waynesboro; Walter Frank, of Pitts ( 
Bradford; H. G. Colbert, of Dawson; ] l , D 
son; Daniel Webster Council, Junior Order U1 1 A 
Mechanics, of Johnstown; L. L. Parkhill, of D son 

| Council, No. 159, Order United Am« 

all in the State of Pennsylvania, p1 r 

legislation to restrict immigration; which 

Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Laurel H e, No 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Milan; Sum ( No. 1 
Summit; Burrell Grange, No. 515, Pa | 
Kelly Valley, and Union Grang N a 
bandry, of Charleston, all in t S 
for the enactment of legislation to « 

United States to use wu ced denatu l 
fuel in farm engines and for | 
poses ; which were referred to the C ] 

He also presented petitior 3 f F. E. ] of | 
Hanna E. Neill, of Bradford; | 
Nellie A. Fonda, of Bradford; D n |] 

City ; Etta Emerson, of Beach I e; Cl es S. ¢ 
Chester; Miller M. Boyd, of Westt \ 

tian Temperance Union of P ure } . 

Chester; Charles Forsythe, of Chadds Ford; W 

Chadds Ford: W. 8S. Clark, of Bradford; M. L. R ~ 
worthtown; Union Methodist Church, of A S 
Jamison, of West Chester; W ns ¢ 

Union of Lebanon: Janet M. H ood, ( 
Davey, of Be h Lake; F. J. Em I I | 
Barnes, of Beach Lake; E. B. Dicl I 
Davey, of Beach Lake; Olive J. Bart I l 

Davey, of Beach Lake; Wallace J. ! } 

Henry H. Van Gorder, of I - a O 
Beach Lake; and of sundry cl V\ 

the State of Pennsylvania, prayi i 

charges made and filed against Hon. R ) 

from the State of Utah: whi 

on Privileges and Electio1 

He also presented petitions of G 
ters of the American Revolution, of 

|} ment Association of Ger : 
delphia; Carl Barba, of Philadelp] 
burg; the Towanda Historical ¢ 
of Philadelphia; Em e. J 
Woman’s Club of Sewicklk \ 


Pittsburg ; 


of 
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Edith M. Tevitmyer, of Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the 
impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side 


by the diversion of the waters for manufacturing purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations 


and the Protection of Game. 

Hle also presented petitions of Second United Presbyterian 
Church of Wilkinsburg; Congregational Church of Susque- 
hanna; First Presbyterian Church of Montrose; Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Susquehanna; Bridgewater 
Baptist Church, of Montrose; Methodist Church of Susque- 
hanna: Holy Name of Mary Church, of Montrose, and Presby- 
terian Church of Honeybrook, all in the State of Pennsyivania, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit polygamy ; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

[le also presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society, 
Wakefield Presbyterian Church, of Philadelphia; Home Mission- 
ary Society, Methodist Episcopal Church of Tarentum; Mrs. 
Joseph S. Dodds, of Pittsburg; Levina Y. Meyers, of Pittsburg; 
John L. Cox, of Philadelphia, and of Oseal H. Alles, of Phila- 
delphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Indian Territory when admitted to statehood ; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Alexander Young Company, 
of Philadelphia; Edward Trainer, of: Philadelphia; Otto Frey, 
of Pittsburg; Thompson Distilling Company, of Pittsburg; 
Wolf, Siessel & Co., of Pittsburg; Louis J. Adler & Co., of Pitts- 
burg; Rosskam, Gerstley & Co., of Philadelphia; William Mul- 
herin Sons, of Philadelphia; Schwartz, Strauss & Co., of Phila- 


delphia, and Emil Cauffman & Co., of Philadelphia, all in the | 


State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the clause in the 
so-called “ pure-food bill” requiring formula to be printed on 
packages containing blended liquor; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the petitions of E. M. Mellor, of German- 
town; J. A. Cuerten, of Philadelphia; H. W. Decius, of Phila- 
delphia; R. E. Gill, of Philadelphia; Edward Pennock, of Phil- 
adelphia; M. Lewis, of Philadelphia; M. Maukre, of Philadel- 
phia; H. D. Weaver, of Philadelphia; H. H. Cresson, of Ger- 
mantown, and L. J. Hutchinson, of Philadelphia. all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of ligislation grant- 
ing separate statehood to the Indian Territory; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a memorial of the North Dakota 
Retail Hardware Dealers’ Association, remonstrating against 
the adoption of proposed changes in the classification of third 
and fourth class postal matter, and also against the passage of 
the so-called “ parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present resolutions of the American 
Baking Powder Association in support of the pure-food bill. 1 
only desire in presenting the memorial to call attention to the 
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fact that of all the food manufactures that have been attacked | 


most viciously perhaps not one has been so viciously and so per- 


sistently attacked as the product of the American Baking Pow- | 


der Association. Unlike many of those who are manufacturing 
food 
food law, feeling certain that their product will answer every 
requirement. 
I ask that the memorial be referred to the appropriate com- 
mittee and that it be printed in the REcorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let it lie on the table, then. 
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Baking Powder Association be instructed to transmit to Senator MM, 
CuMBER and Representative HEPBURN copies of these resolutions, {] 
they may become a part of the public records. aa 
AMERICAN BAKING POWDER ASSOCIATION 
Cuas. E. Jaques, President. 
A. CRESSY MORRISON, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present a memorial of. the Commissic; 
ers of Agriculture of the Cotton States, assembled at Richmond 
Va., November 26, 1905, urging on the United States Senate the 
importance of taking up for consideration and passing at the 
present session a pure-food bill. I ask unanimous consent, 
it is very short, that it be read, and that it lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be printed in the Recorp without reading 

Mr. McCUMBER. If there is objection, of course I will no: 
ask that it be read. 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on 
the table, and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Memorial to the United States Senate. 
To the Senate of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Whereas at a meeting of the commissioners of agriculture of the cot 
ton States, held in Richmond, Va., November 26, 1905, a resolution was 
passed appointing a committee to draft a memorial to the Senate of the 
United States respectfully urging upon that honorable body the impo 
tance of taking up for consideration and passage at its present session 
the Hepburn pure-food bill, now pending before it; 

Therefore in compliance with the terms of this resolution, the com 
mittee does most respectfully urge upon your august body the impo: 
tance to the people of the whole country of your early consideration of 
this long delayed but highly important measure. We do most earnest] 
memoralize you that it is the sense not only of the convention which 
we directly represent, but also of the great majority of the people of the 
cotton States, represented by their commissioners of agriculture, that 
the passage of this bill, or some similar legislation, is most urgently 
needed ; that the delay and refusal of Congress to enact such legislati: 
up to date, after long and thorough investigation, operates by way « 
example as a bar to the passage of pure-food legislation by those Stat: 
having no actively enforced laws, and affords argument to the inte: 
ested opponents of such legislation. 

That the adulterator, protected by the failure of Congress to act, 
securely plies his trade by manufacturing his dishonest wares in one 
State and shipping in original packages into other States; 

That meanwhile the consuming public is suffering not only by reason 
of the frauds perpetrated on their purses, but also in health by the sub 
stitution of the impure for the pure; 

That the standard of commercial honesty is lowered and that the 
business of honest traders, merchants, manufacturers, and producers is 
threatened and in many cases ruined by the unscrupulous and unprin 
cipled competition of the adulterator ; 

That the growth and development of many young and promising agri 
cultural industries, such as the milk, butter, cheese, sirup, honey, and 
fruit industries in the Southern States are seriously retarded and ha 
pered by dishonest competition and lack of protective legislation. 

Praying that your honorable body may lend an attentive hearing to 
this our memorial, we most respectfully subscribe ourselves. 

NO. M. MCCANDLESS, 
B State Chemist of Georgia, 


E. Rose, 
State Chemist of Florida, 
B. W. KiILcore, 
State Chemist of North Carolina, 
E. W. MAGRUDER, 


State Chemist of Virginia, 
Committee 


PROTEST AGAINST UNION OF ARIZONA WITH NEW MEXICO. 
Mr. PATTERSON. There was a commission of twenty or 
more persons appointed by the Territory of Arizona to visit 
Washington to do what they could to prevent the passage of the 
bill to unite Arizona to New Mexico for statehood. That com- 
mission has prepared a memorial to the Senate upon the + 


[SEAL.] 


yn 
if 


| ject, which is short, and I hope that the memorial may, be read. 


s, this association are desirous of being protected by a pure- | 


Also a statement of facts in connection with the statu f 
Arizona accompanies the memorial. I should like to have both 
the memorial and the statement printed in the REcorp, and )ub- 
lished as a Senate document for the information of Senators in 


| connection with the bill for the creation of the new States. 


There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on | 


the table, and to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 
Whe 


reas the American Baking Powder Association, composed of those | 


manufacturers of baking powder using basic aluminic sulphate as an | 
ingredient of their powders, representing 85 per cent of the total baking | 
} 


sold throughout 


owder 


the United States, desiring to place itself un- | 


equivocally on record as in favor of a national pure-food law, herewith | 


} 


submits resolutions unanimously passed by it, tendering its coopera- 
tion and support to the pure-food movement in general and urging the 
passage of a stringent pure-food law, which shall, in its provisions, 
regulate the manufacture and sale of baking powders. 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the American Baking Powder Asso- 
ciation, composed of manufacturers and representing 85 per cent of the 


production and sale of baking powders throughout the United States, | 


that it most heartily indorses the movement in Congress for a va 
tional pure-food law and urges the members of the United States Sen 
ate and the House of Representatives of the United States to enact 
into law one of the measures now pending. 


Resolved further, That as this association has given its unqualified | 


indorsement for several years to the bill introduced by Senator Mc- 


| A 


CUMBER in the United States Senate and to the bill introduced by Rep- | 


the House of Representatives, that it hereby 
and 


in 
passage of either of these measures ; 


resentative HEPBURN 
specifically urges the 


Resolved further, That the president and secretary of the American 


| 


Mr. HALE. 
they be read? 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
which is short. 


The Senator from Colorado does not ask th 


I should like to have the memorial read, 


Mr. HALE. And the other paper is to be printed without 
reading? 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; I simply ask that the short 


morial may be read. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There are only twenty-odd names 
tached to the memorial. I trust the names will be prinicd 
with the memorial in the RrEcorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so orde 
There being no objection, the memorial was read, as follo 
memorial to the United States Senate from delegates from Ari” 
in Washington opposing the bill for the union of Arizona and y 
Mexico in a single State. 

To the Senate of the United States: ar 

As the delegates of the people of Arizona, coming to Washin i 
from all sections of our Territory as the chosen eases of a 
loyal American people to express their earnest and etermined oppost 
tion to the proposed union with New Mexico, we respectfully submit 





190€. 
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following reasons for the unalterable opposition of the citizens of 



























1a to this unjust measure, which we believe violates the very 
ples of the Constitution: 

t. The opposition of at least 95 per cent of the people of Ari- 
as proved by the written protests of nearly every social, re- 
is, political, and business organization within our Territory, and 
etitions of protest signed by many thousands of our citizens. 

md. The promise by Congress in the ibling act that the auton- 
f Arizona should be preserved. 

1. he decided racial differences between the people of Arizona 
1e large majority of the people of New Mexico, who are not only 
nt in race and largely in language, but have entirely different 
is, laws, and ideals, and would have but little prospect of suc- 
| amalgamation. 

th. The radical and irreconcilable differences in laws, legal cus- 


and procedure of the two Territories. 
The 


rleanic 
the settled communities of the two 


d 


se 








the 
1 
to 1 


mn 


such proportions both in resources and population as will 


ind 


i 
nency and high character of its popul 


devel 


e deriv 


tructic 


fact 


of unquestioned 


substantially both 


proof 


that Arizona is developing 
in 


resources and population, th 
tion, and the certainty that 
pment of its great natural resources and the immense 
ed from the Government irrigation works now under 
m within its borders that Arizona will eventu 











war- 





ngress in urging its admission to the Union as an independent 


A dual set of excellent public buildings existing throughout 


rritories, the value of which would be largely destroyed by the 
1 merger. 


nth. The unwieldy size of the proposed joint State, and conse- 
reat expense in conducting a State government, and the rugged 


char 


racter of a large portion of the country existing be- 


Territories. 


1. The exceeding difficulty of a proper adjustment of the debts 


two 
bank 


Terri 
rupt 


New 


great 


tories, certain counties 
and their securities at 


being 
while 


Mexico 
discount, 


in 
a 


prac 
Ari- 


securities, Territorial, county, and municipal, are well above par 
* the highest character. 

th. The objection by the people of Arizona, 95 per cent of whom 
\mericans, t 


of a 


different race, 
se and who outnumber the people of Arizona 


» the probability of the control of public affairs by 
many of whom do not speak the English 
two to one, while 


sssed valuation of Arizona exceeds that of New Mexico by over 
cent. 


ew 


, of the foregoing reasons we request that the joint statehood 


w before the Senate be amended by striking out of the bill all 


e to Arizona. If, however, an expression at the polis is 
desirable and necessary, we urge that the bill be amended 
ide that before the holding of the constitutional convention 


stion of joint statehood, free from any other issue, be submitted 
qualified voters of Arizona and New Mexico, voting separately 
‘ial election called for that purpose only, to be held on the same 


both 


Territories, and unless approved by a majority of the 
d voters of each Territory no constitutional convention for the 
of creating a joint State shall be held. 
tfully submitted. 
Dwight B. Heard, Phoenix, Ariz., irrigation farming and 


investment securities; Roy S. Goodrich, Phoenix, 
Ariz., attorney; James J. Riggs, Dos Cabezos, stock- 
man; Alfred Quetu, Prescott, Catholic pastor; W. 38. 


Sturges, Pima County, cattleman; Lee Crandall, 
Globe, miner; D. J. Brannen, Flagstaff, physician ; 
Georget French, Nogales, attorney; W. H. Brophy, 


Bisbee, banker; L. R. Pintle, Douglas, banker; B. H. 
Packard, Naco, live stock and agriculture; Edgar 8. 
Campbell, Prescott, mining; A. J. Doran, Prescott, 
mining; Frank R. Stewart, Prescott, Daily Journal 
Miner; Robt. BE. Moss, Prescott, lawyer; B. A. Fowler, 
Phoenix, rancher; Harvey M. Shields, by D. B. H., 
Bisbee, Episcopal clergyman; Eugene Brady O'Neill, 


by D. B. H., Phoenix, lawyer; A. J. Chandler, Mesa, 


irrigation. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


Colorado 


re- 


ts that a certain statement of fact accompanying the me 


] 
i 


just read be printed in the Recorp. 


‘e being no objection, the statement was ordered to be 
ed in the Recorp, as follows: 


in detail why Arizona should 


not be associated with 


New 


0 in statehood, proposed and submitted by delegates from Ari- 


and to accompany their memorial. 


r more than forty years of existence as an independent Territory, 


is now confronted with the prospect of 


the ¢ 


lestruction of 


and the loss of her identity by being forced into joint state- 
th New Mexico; this in the face of the promise of Congress 
1 1863, that Arizona should eventually be admitted as a State on 


n application. 
tatehood. 
ither than be annexed to New Mexico. 
but not as provided in the present bill. 


We 








ea 


The people of Arizona are unalterably opposed to 
We prefer to remain inhabitants of a Territory for all 


rnestly desire 


» redeemed this fair land from the Apache and the desert at a 
rifice of life and labor, and we believe our wishes 


should be 


1 has a population that is intelligent, patriotic, and sincerely 
to the Constitution and the principles of liberty as set forth in 


laration of Independence, 


ith we present reasons why our cause is ju 


€ permitted to work out our own destiny and not be co 





st 


the peers of any people under the flag. 


and why 





t jointure as proposed by the bill now under consideration by 
ngress, 
ITION OF THE PEOPLE OF ARIZONA TO THE PROPOSED JOINTURD 
WITH NEW MEXICO. 


people of Arizona are practically unanimous in their opposition 
nt statehood with New Mexico, and the numerous protests now 


Congress of nearly every organization within the Territory of 


na and the protesting petitions signed by thousands of Arizona’s 


A 1 


are certainly conclusive proof of the determined opposition of 


ple of Arizona to the proposed jointure. 


st of some of the many petitions of protest which have been pre- 


d to Congress on this subject is appended hereto. 
10st interesting and clear expression of the intense feeling of 
ple of Arizona on this question occurred at the last day of the 


r 


1895 
School ON Se Na i 15.201 
INS Sp cneninst ptaian 21 
Teachers Se ie Pal ‘ 
Expenditures -.--- ea 21 2 
} Properties $4 ‘7 OK 
Bonded indebtednes z 
Excess value of property over indebt 
edness $414 i 








Annual Territorial Fair, held at Phoenix | 
low rates made by the railroads had ight 
the fair grounds from every sect 1 the Te 
stand, holding over 3,000 | l 
resentative wd of Ari: 








sentiment of these peo] 






resolution protesting t] 
a megaphone, and : re 
to rise. The grand Se 


the ab 


of tl 


yve action was merely a t 
real feeling of th 
purpose, passed throt 
opposition of ou 
thirty minutes was 
presented to 
careful poll 
crowd was a] 
of those to w 
We therefore 
98 per cent who 
people of Arizona on 
feeling of our people on this 
result of the circulation on the street 
by one of the member f our del 
has also been presented to Congress 
In the two days referred t 
ecured, and a careful poll k 
but seven names. Of the fifty 
all but four are opposed to j 
Arizona is not as g Con 
to be left alone, with an 
within her own boundaries 
stitution Inspired by those c 
made the winning of the West | 
fear of the future. 





ie 











persons 
-oached, and 


the 
jory 
Pind 





Ss of Oo 





















CHARACTER OF ARIZONA’S I 
Arizona’s population is distinctly American 
all parts of the United States and t! 
other countries. Their idea of so cond 
tion, modern progress, future development 
census of 1900 shows percentage of w 
Mexicans, to be but 6 Seventy-five per 
graduates of higher institutions 
gratifying condition is that our tea 
in any State in the Union. Coun 
month more. Arizona 
than any State except Texas 
Kindergarten and manual-tr: 
the Territory. Our common s¢ MS are ¢ 
schools in every city in the Ter > 
Territorial University, and the Catholic Acads 
and under the careful, conscientious, and « 
excellent corps of prof and ass 
pe! ] and art an 
maintains a ni 
second largest 
are under 
The Territori 
tended by more 
statehood with Mexico 
The following table illustrates the splendid 
facilities : 


le 
is 





the 








of mrnin 


or pends m I 


ining sen 








us schools of 


nusic 





iber 





country ra) 


nt. 


hers’ convention, held 


"O00 tear he rs, V ited 
New 


efficient manageme¢ 
il tea 


than 








tious, zealous, 
towns and 
deep interest 








intellectual and social development tl 
highly organized as in any « 

Attention is directed to tl 
of the governor of Arizona, just issued 








M X 
Mining is one of the great de 

Territory. There is but one « ’ he w 
not produce mineral in paying quant W 
strated that our ore bodies are continuous a 
the greater depths obtained, showing that 

especially of the copper mines, to be almost 
copper mines have from fifty to seventy-five 3 


give an idea of the progress that has been mad 
we refer briefly to the production of 
514,894 


1894 we produced in Arizona 44,5 


of Indian schools, one of 


( 
yy 
l 
} 
i 
id | 
i é 
1905 
29, 200 
5 
5 is ) 
. “) 
4 j % 
> 
AD 
47. ¢ 
a; - , 7 
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» production of copper had increased to 241,400,000 pounds, which, at 









































the present value of copper, is worth $40,000,000, an increase of 600 
per cent in eleven years. There is not a State or Territory in 
the Union that can show so large a percentage of increase. It is 
safe to assert that within the next five years Arizona will produce 
more refined copper than any other State or Territory in the Union, and 
copper mining in Arizona may be said to be still in its infancy, al- 
though we are even now second in production. We produce annually 
proximately $5,000,000 in gold and about $1,500,000 in silver: thus 
have for 1905 a production, in round numbers, of over $45,000,000 
- of precious and useful metals. This does not include about one-half a 
million a year which we receive for lead, zinc, tungsten, onyx, asbestos, 
platinum, and other minerals which have not as yet been developed as 
they will be in the near future. 

We submit, in comparison with the above statement, the production 
of N Mexico for the year 1904, which shows their high-water mark 
I production of these minerals: Copper, 5,366,666 pounds; gold, 
SSS1.9030; silver, $124,103. It is unnecessary to comment on this com- 
parison It can readily be seen that it is a splendid proposition for 
Ni Mexico to absorb the Territory of Arizona. 

In t operation of the mines of Arizona and the reduction of ores 
iF dern appliances and methods are employed. The miner is a 
skilled laborer and commands wages ranging from $3 to $4.50 for eight 
h : wor Iie is generally married, with a fixed domicile, and be 
kk 3; to our best cla of citizens. A very large proportion of the 
miners own their homes. 

rhe 1 ng camp of to-day exists only in remote regions. We now 
] el ing cities For example, one of them, Bisbee, within the next 
f irs will rival Butte City, Mont., in population and wealth. Its 
po lation in 1900 was 7,000; to-day it is over 15,000, 

‘ indication of the permanency of these mining cities, such as 
B is, Prescott, Morenci, Clifton, Globe, Jerome, and others, 
tl f of the towns in the lake copper regions of Michigan can be 

d to, hich history shows that deposits of copper will produce 
periods of time. The early lumber buildings are being replaced 

by su antial and handsome structures of brick and stone. 

AGRICULTURE AND IRRIGATION, 

The development of agriculture by irrigation in the valleys of Ari 
one of the wonders of the West; a quarter of a million acres 
now cultivated within the territory, served by many canals, whose 
combined length is 1,776 miles. New canals are in course of construc 
tion wherever water is available for irrigation, and this is but the be 
ginning of Arizona’s irrigation development, for, in addition to the 
Ww r at present diverted for irrigation, the United States Government, 
under the wise provisions of the national reclamation act in construct- 
ing in Arizona two immense storage reservoirs, one near Phoenix, for 
the it of the wonderfully fertile lands of the Salt River Valley, 
and the other near Yuma, for the benefit of lands along the Colorado 
Riv Valley, largely in Arizona, which, when completed, will add im- 
mensely to the cultivated area of the Territory, and as there are mil- 
lions of acres of magnificent land lying under these projects, no one 
can tell, as more economical and scientific methods of irrigation are 

employed, what proportions the irrigated arexr may reach. 

fhe following extract from a recent statement by the Director of the 

logical Survey gives some idea of the certainty of our great growth 


this direction ;: 


Irrigation in Arizona, 1902. 


Number of Number of 


Source of water supply. | farms ir- | acres irri- 



































rigated. gated. 
Streams: | 
Colorado River and tributaries, exclusive of Little | 
Colorado River and tributaries and Gila River | 
ind tributaries 7 seatlces | 274 10, 661 
Little Colorado River and tributaries | 456 11,776 
Gila River and tributaries, exclusive of Salt River | 
and tributaries. -- bce ae a ee eee 1, 669 80, 448 
Salt River and tributaries. --_-......-. J ise laniocbibecaaaas 1, 293 138, 810 
White River and tributaries ....................--<-| 6 384 
Other sources: - 
Se ia 41 1,061 
We baw kdb cathe teacans eee eieke aie 128 4,110 
/ -———— ~ oP nae ~ a 
All sour « Gamnkh cicada eusulie cane 3, 867 247, 259 
Statement made by the Director of the Geological Survey, in Jan- 
1906, shows as follows: 
i Reclamation Service has under consideration a number of 
I ts in Arizona, upon two of which actual construction has com 
] They are as follows: 
ilt River project. which will increase the irrigated area in Salt 
I V; y by 100,000 acres; Colorado River projects, 300,000 acres ; 
I ( rado, 80,000 acres; Upper Gila, 40,000 acres; San Pedro, 
ot ) I ll total of 530.000 acres. 
te it inve rations indicate the possibility of extending irriga- 
n the plateau regions of the north and elsewhere by pumping to 
pproximately 100,000 acres ore 
so believed that dr ning can be extended over certain 
the eau reg to many thousand acres, but no esti- 
,att ‘ ve s to the extent. 
n { e estimates, it seems reasonable within the next 

F 1 t t irrigation in Arizona of a total of 887,000 

ore than three times as much land as is now irrigated. 

y ID s ff the present irrigated areas with the areas to be 
irl ted 1 ‘ il imation act are subject to qualification, on 
recount of eve | important considerations. The areas now under 
irrigat in most ¢ depe ent upon a precarious water supply, 
and the lands produce ot 1 portion of the products which will be 
grown with a complete water supply Under the projects constructed 
in pursuance of the reclamation act an ample water supply will be 
ivailable, making it possible for a larger number of people to make a 

tisfactory living upon corresponding areas. All of the areas re- 
claimed under the national reclamation act will be in small farm 
units, thus materially increasing the number of families. There are 
in the more densely settled parts of the country localities where the 
irrigated lands support a person to the acre.” 





million 


will be observed from the foregoing that nearly a 


li 


acres 





will be highly cultivated in Arizona with the known water supply 
irrigation alone—nearly as much land as lies within the entire st; 
of Delaware. cs 

The fact that the climate of the principal valleys of Arizona 
such that crops can be grown continuously the whole year under 
system of water storage, with a soil of great depth and richness » 
continuously fertilized by nitrogenous silt from the mountains, ma} 
it possible to maintain a large population on a comparatively sm: 
area. When the storage reservoir near Phoenix is completed, it is . 
servatively estimated that the Salt River Valley will have an in: 
sively cultivated irrigated area of over 200,000 acres—larger than 
the irrigated land in southern California south of Tehaticipi P 
which supports such populous cities as Los Angeles, San Diego, Is 
dena, Redlands, and Riverside. The great variety and characte; 
the crops, many of which can be grown only in a limited area in 
United States, makes these irrigated lands highly desirable to the 
class of home seekers. Not only the staple crops of wheat, barley. 
potatoes, corn, and alfalfa (of which six crops can be produced in 
year) and most of the deciduous fruits are grown, but the semitropic:| 
fruits—such as lemons, oranges, figs, pomegranates, dates, olives, and 
grape fruit—are grown with marked success. 

The Arizona oranges being first in the New York market, bring d 
the price of the California oranges and have won first premium at 
California midwinter fair. The early cantaloupes grow most pro! 
ally, whole fields having averaged as high as $300 per acre in one 
son. Sugar beets grow to perfection and have a high percentage of 
sugar. On account of the dry atmospheric conditions the beets kept 
well in the ground for many months, making it possible for a fact 
to operate almost continually. A 1,000-ton beet-sugar factory 
already being constructed near Phoenix and others are contemplated 
Many flour mills of the most modern equipment are in operation in «)!| 
the irrigated sections, furnishing an excellent quality of flour, which 
is shipped throughout the Territory. 

The great diversity of crops in our irrigated valleys makes possille 
a very large population to the square mile. In some portions of 
Salt River Valley to-day, with an unregulated water supply, twe 
five to thirty families to the square mile are being supported, d 
through more intensive cultivation, which will be possible when 
Government storage works are in operation, the number of persons to 
the square mile will be greatly increased. The rapidly growing mi 
cities and towns in the mountains of the Territory furnish a conven 
ient and ample market for the agricultural products of the valleys 





- Dairying is one of the growing industries, and in the Salt River Val! 


alone six creameries are in operation with a daily output of m 
3,000 pounds of butter. Honey of the highest quality is also produced 
in great quantities, the honey association of one valley having shipped 
thirty carloads last year. The raising of poultry and eggs is anoth: 
rapidly growing industry, the demand being far in advance of the 
supply. 

It is practically impossible to get an accurate estimate of the annual 
agricultural production of the Territory. Its value certainly reaches 
many millions and is steadily increasing. 

In addition to the surface water, which, as above estimated, wil! sup 


ply 1,000,000 acres of land, there are large lakes of .water beneath the 
surface of the ground. This statement is not made on speculation, but 
is based on the facts as determined by borings made in several va s 


and reported by the Geological Survey in a recent report, and to-d 
thousands of acres in Arizona are in successful cultivation th 

the application of water pumped from these underground sources A 
comparatively small part of the water that falls upon the mountain 
side is carried away in the surface streams. It flows largely beneath 
the ground and finally percolates into the lower plains, which in m 

cases are surrounded by mountains, thus forming natural 
In all the far-reaching plains the soil is of great depth and fert 


reserv: 


beneath which is an impervious stratum of cemented clay which holds 
the water under pressure. When this is cut through, the water eS 
sometimes to the surface in flowing wells and in almost all cases to 


within 15 to 50 feet of the surface. This water is raised by centri! 
pumps operated either by steam or electrical power generated in thie 
mountains. It is impossible to estimate the area that can be 
gated by this method, but speaking conservatively it has already l 
determined that in some of Arizona’s valleys from 20,000 to 50,000 3 
can thus be reclaimed, and it is fair to presume that of all the 
dreds of valleys and plains in Arizona, with their many millior 


acres, the irrigated area can and will be vastly increased from this 
source. 

In addition to the land that can be irrigated, there is a larg ear 
which can be farmed without irrigation. This has gone beyond e 


experimental stages in Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, Wyoming d 
Texas, where the rainfall is no greater than in a large area of 
eastern and southeastern Arizona. Successful experiments 
farming in Arizona have already been made, where large orch: 
located in the north, of the finest grades of apples, which find a nu 
reaching even to London. 


COMMERCIAL AND BANKING DEVELOPMENT. 


In treating this subject the statistics are not available exc: n 
relation to the banking interests. We are, therefore, obliged 
upon our general knowledge of merchandise in Arizona to pla n 
estimate upon the stocks of merchandise carried and the volu 
business transacted per annum. In the past five years the grow 
Arizona from a purely commercial standpoint has been the wo! 
the entire West. The attention of northern and eastern capitali 
been drawn to her resources, especially her undeveloped mining 
and the investments of large sums of capital in the mining regi 
the successful development of paying properties has stimulat: 
merchandise and banking interests in a marvelous manner. It 
alone the development of the mines that has caused this pros 
condition, but of our stock raising, agricultural, and horticult: 
sources, which bring in a steady stream of home seekers of 2 \ 
sirable class, who find the soil of Arizona extraordinarily produ 

As an example of wonderful growth in business lines, in 1901 
of our mining cities there was only one bank, with a capital of > 
To-day there are three banks, the combined capital and sur} 
which amount to $320,000 and with deposits of $2,350,000. : 
one town there are thirty-six prosperous merchants, whose 
goods total $1,000,000, and whose annual sales exceed $4,000,000 
one failure has occurred within the past three years. 





Some years ago the representatives of eastern manufacture! d 
jobbing concerns on their semiannual visits to the Pacific slope 
stopped at Arizona points, but now they consider the trade of | 
places such a valuable acquisition that they call at every to ‘ 








1906. 





ortance in the Territory and carry away with them large orders 
formerly went to Pacific coast houses. The modern department 
re has made its appearance, and buildings, the cost of which range 
m $60,000 to $150,000, have been erected at Morenci, Bisbee, Doug. 
Tueson, Phoenix, Prescott, and Flagstaff, and stocks of mer- 
ndise embracing endless variety give a selection that vies with simi- 
establishments in the large cities of the Eastern States. 
\s stated before, it is very difficult to get at the exact amount of 
invested in merchandise by the merchants of Arizona, but a 
eryative estimate would place the figures at $12,000,000, with sales 
it least $30,000,000 per annum. According to the report of the 
ernor of Arizona for the year 1905, there are eleven national banks 
| eighteen Territorial banks in the Territory, having a combined capi- 
and surplus of $2,122,675, and showing individual deposits of 
1,000,000, These banks carry a cash reserve of about 40 per cent of 
- deposits. The governor’s figures are taken from the banks’ state 
its issued as of June 30, 1905, since which date have been made 
increases in deposits and accumulation of surplus. To-day the 
vidual deposits will total at least $12,000,000 and the capital and 
jus reach $2,250,000. Only one bank failure has occurred in 
ona during the past ten years, and that was for a very small 
nt. The stability and careful management of the banking institu- 
of the Territory is a fact of which its citizens are proud. 











THE LIVE-STOCK INTEREST OF THE TERRITORY. 


Ry a careful calculation of statistics obtained from the Government’s 
al report for 1905, the census numeration, and other evidence at 
il, a very close estimate can be made of numbers, and from market 
rts values are readily obtained. ‘There are of cattle in the Terri- 
750,000 head, valued at $16 per head, making $12,050,000. Of 
| es, 25,000 head, at $40 per head, making $1,000,000. Of sheep, 
1,000,000 head, valued at $3 per head, $3,000,000. Of goats, 75,000 
|. valued at $2.75, making $206,250. These values are at least 
ervative, for of the 70,000 sold and removed from the Territory 
i905 the average price was $3.75 per 100 pounds gross weight 
b. at point of shipment, and it is reasonable to suppose those 
sumed in the Territory, about 60,000 in number, were in value 
t equal to those sold to go out of the Territory. So that it is safe 
say that the 130,000 head of cattle disposed of during the year 1905 
geht, in round numbers, $4,810,000. 
e cattle and sheep, and, in fact, all stock are largely produced 
the ranges. The cattle, however, are taken from the ranges to 
fa fields of the different valleys for finishing. Alfalfa grown in 
na, according to the reports of the Government experimental sta- 
has fattening qualities exceeding that raised in any other section, 
a well-known fact that one ton of Arizona-raised alfalfa is worth 
t tons of that raised in Kansas or in California as a beef producer. 
0 finished animals are fitted for any market in the world, and some 
f these faney export beeves have been fattened in Arizona on alfalfa 
The plan is to take the cattle from the range in the fail of 
year, after having put on all the flesh possible by grazing on the 
crasses, then place them in the alfalfa pastures for a reasonable 
and under ordinarily favorable conditions, from two to four 
s, feeding prepares an animal for the market. 
grade or class of stock in Arizona compares favorably with the 
of any State. At the first annual Territorial fair, held at 
x in December, 1905, our live-stock display would have been a 
to any community, and was highly complimented by numerous 
udges of the Middle West. Bulls and heifers were exhibited that 
aken premiums at other State exhibits. As good sheep and hogs 
iid be found in any State were on exhibition. The horse, jack, 
1ule exhibit was particularly good, there being some of the most 
wned harness stallions and mares present. In the heavy-horse 
it a stallion, a blue-ribbon winner at the Royal Stock Show at 
K as City, held there in October, was a prominent feature of the 
t, besides other good ones of great quality, and mares in the 
t that were second to none in the United States. 
St. Louis first-prize senior champion jack, together with other 
winning jacks, was on exhibition, and a class of young mules that 
i do credit to any State fair in the United States, and all the 
rty of resident Arizonians and now in service Fine Hereford 
Durham bulls, the product of the best breeders, are steadily being 
ht into the Territory for the improvement of the cattle on the 
while high-grade Jersey, Holstein, and Galloway bulls are being 
ht in for the improvement of the valley cattle. The possibilities 
s industry in Arizona can not be computed, for with Government 
1 of the ranges, which is now being considered by the Depart 
of Agriculture and the Department of the Interior, and the plan 
hich is being acquiesced in by the Arizona range owners, will make 
ible for a man to lease at a nominal price the range he occu 
nd the stockman will improve his holdings by fencing and devel- 
water, thereby making it possible to raise three animals where 
ne is now produced. 
is been repeatedly asserted that “‘ the opposition of the cattlemen 
cona to joint statehood is prompted by the desire to retain con- 
f the vast open ranges in this country.” That this proposition is 
ly false is proven by reference to the resolutions passed against 
tatehood by the Cattle Growers’ Association, and to page 14 of 
I 62, entitled “Grazing on the Public Lands,” recently is 
Department of Agriculture, wherein it will be seen that 90 
it of the cattlemen of Arizona are in favor of Government control 
ranges under reasonable regulations. 
together with the increased production of alfalfa and grains of 
description after the installation of the Government reservoirs 
inals, will make Arizona one of the greatest stock-producing 
in the Union. 














LIVE-STOCK SANITARY CONDITIONS, 


seneral sanitary and health conditions of the live stock of the 
y has been excellent, due to the stringent laws that are in force 
ficient manner in which they have been administered. This 
h of the work is in the hands of a Territorial live-stock sanitary 
No outbreaks of any contagious diseases have occurred, and 
ed cases that have been discovered and promptly dealt with have 
traced to outside sources. Under the regulations in force all im 
tions of live stock are subject to inspection by the Territorial 
rinarian when, in his opinion, such inspection is necessary, and a 
plete history of the live stock imported is at all times available for 
ence. Owing to the statutory safeguards that have been provided. 
ha is practically free from the stringent Federal restrictions placed 
early all the range States and Territories. 

















of sheep in Arizona one of the most profitable of industries rhey are 
handled in bands of 1,000 to 3,000, which graze on the mountains in 
summer and the valleys in winter. The annual increase is over 100 
cent and disease in the flocks is practically unknown rhe freedom 
with which sheep roam and the excellent nutritious usses upon which 
they live make a quality of mutton which far surpasses that f id in 
the East and commands the highest market price. Nearly all the men 
engaged in raising sheep have doubled the money invested t! ts 
of the last three years. Much attention is given to breeding, and 
tical results are shown in increase of size, weight, and len nd 

| quality of the wool. Fully 1,000,000 sheep, producing 5,000,000 ds 

| of wool annually, worth, at prevailing prices, $1,000,000, are izin 
on Arizona's ranges. In no part of our country i us 
raising sheep more inviting and successful than in t i 

} Arizona, or those engaged in it more desirable as <« 

In addition to cattle, horses, and sheep, Arizona f 

| ostrich farms. Several are now in successful operation, on rm 

; ing over 1,100 birds under fence. This industry is dey ping 

|} most satisfactory lines commercially and promises to be « 
successful industries of the Territory. 

TIMBER RESOURCES. 

The vastness of the timber lands of Arizona can better be appre 

|} ated when it is known that Arizona has one of the largest unbroken 

| forests in the world, comprising a total acreage of 25,726,000, 1 \ 
one-third of the Territory, an area larger than Connecticu Delaware 
New Hampshire, and New Jersey combined. About one-half of this 
can not be classed as saw timber, but is equally valuable fuel ; 
being mostly cedar, juniper, and scrub oal Seven million two hundred 
and forty-two thousand one hundred and seventy acres are in Govern 
ment forest reserves (nine in number) and the greate part of @ 
remaining acreage is at the present time withdrawn from entry, and 
known as the “ Proposed Rio Verde Forest Reserve.” Much of this 
timber is now inaccessible by reason of the lack of railroad facilit 
The production of lumber on an extensive scale is confined ft vo 
lumber companies operating at Flagstaff and William Ariz I | 

| production for the year ending June 30, 1905, amounted to 57,50¢ ( 
feet. There is a great demand for our lumber which is increasin 
year to year by reason of the depletion of the white-pine f s 

| lumber States of the Eas it is only a question of e 

|} when Arizona will be recognized as one of the greatest ber-prod 

} States or Territories in the Union. 

MANUFACTURING AND ITS POSSIBILITII 

| Arizona has a magnificent future in the line of man turing ¢ 
velopment. Throughout the entire Territory are nd e and l 
uable deposits of iron, copper, 1 all kinds of lin pre i 
ing onyx, granite, marble, tufa, and sandstone This de l 
will undoubtedly be brought about by the utilization { | 
poses of the waters that fow in the various strear d ri f 
Territory. In the northern part of Arizona the ¢ Riv Ww 
through a tremendous chasm over a mile deep All 3 
are found rapids, and ii t many places it pra a cle 
velop water power and generate elect ity Unlimited ‘ 

| derived by this means and transmitted to the mine the il 

| the quarries, and can also be used on the mesa and t e-lam f 

} pumping water for agricultural purposes In Calife ia ele 
developed from mountain streams is transmitted 250 r 
out the Territory are numerous natural dam sites w e the y ‘S 

|} can be impounded and utilized for t purpose of generating e 

| tricity. At the junction of the Salt River and Tonto Creek the Recla 

| mation Service of the United States Government S now en d in 
the construction of the eat Tonto dam. Five thousand hor 

| is here being developed, and this will multiplied times t 

| is brought down into the Salt River Valley 

This power can be used for the purpose of 
enormous wool clip, the products of our forests, 

| manufacture of the output of our large pper mi 

| of transportation facilities it can truthfully . 

| solely by means of the utilization of her streams 

| can be made great manufacturing and indust: 

| States, the raw material being found there in un 

TRANSPORTATION, 

Arizona has within her borders 1,23 l he § 
Pacific traversing the Territory in t id 
Santa Fe system in the north. F diate 1 
small feeders. This furnishes tra f 
Territory. Several new lines of ra W 
construction In many of the citie ! 

In three of our cities new electric Ss are in i and 
completed during the year. Our cot roads are the of A ona 
and furnish a! ins of transportation in all parts o } iy 
Hundreds of thousands of dollars |! ve een and a 
roads to the mines, and Territorial io f 
been made to aid in building pub! roac ind bridges 
PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS 

The Territory has an asylum for ted at I x, on 
site containing about 160 acres ind hi } 
cultivated by the inmates of the ins tildin < 
well adapted for the purposes inte f ple ‘ 
ritory about a quarter of a millior rs ‘ything i 
be done for the care and maintenance of the unfortunate i : 

An industrial school, located at Benson, wa ‘ l { 
about $100,000, and is maintained for t} are « neo! le t 

The Territory maintains a prison at Yuma ! has cos 
a million dollars, and is conducted upon the most appre i 
government of such an institution 

The Territorial capitol at Phoenix, erected e1 t 
Territory, in architectural beauty and general ay 
very favorably with the capitols of 1 ! if the S 
ing grounds are beautiful and well kept \ 
well designed and adapted for the purp s i 
public pride. What will become of thes¢ l n 

GEOGRAPHICAL RI A 

Arizona and New Mexico tog ! re 

square miles, more than five times ' N 
| Phoenix, near the center of Arizona, » Ss be 
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I lr St I is 651 miles. It costs $30 and requires 
hours to get there. From Yuma, Ariz., to Santa Fe is 
‘ sts $40.25 nd requires thirty-two hours to make the 
t » Appendix for other comparisons. ) 
ntain g separate most of the settled communities 
. f i oO f New Mexico. The Continental Divide lies 
, 8 e distance east of the Arizona boundar The 
' t of it cut through deep canyons, while the general 
face of the country becomes more rugged as it 
it west On the Arizona side of these mountains there 
d ») of from one to several thousand feet over titanic 
huge tilted blocks. This formation extends north from 
- 3s, wl the Southern Pacific crosses in the south, 
S Fe ir 1 between those two railroads it is 
é d which will shorten the distance 
Al Mexico points. 
I to dwell on the inconveniences and expense of 
Oo! State yvernment under such physical disadvantages 
V ir f 1 conventions, State legislatures, ete. 
) JOINT I O0OD—CONSTITUTION PROVISIONS. 
( I 1 States, Article IV, section pro- 
admitted y the Congress into the Union, but 
) \ t l formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any 
t Stat nor any State be formed by the junction of two or more 
s rp ( States without the consent of the legislatures of 
States « “l as well as of the Congress.” 
! principles herein enunciated will be violated in uniting the two 
tories of New Mexico and Arizona as one State without their 
( 
YNGRESSIONAL PROMISE FOR SEPARATE STATEHOOD FOR ARIZONA. 
rhe organic t creating the Territory of Arizona, passed by the Con- 
g ; during Lineoln’s Administration, February 24, 1863, provided : 
‘That rnment shall be maintained and continued until such 
time the people residing in said Territory shall apply for and ob- 
tain imission as a State on an equal footing with the other States.” 
J dmi i at the Congress would have undoubted right to | 
ce} he indaries of Arizona as a Territory, but we insist that in 
ice l irness the provision of the organic act just quoted 
was pro! » to our people, when they applied for statehood, to be 
pe ted to come in as a separate and independent State on equ 
f th t other te Vith this promise in their minds, th 
j t } the ‘J ‘y, and those who have gone there sin have 
\ ted Al . fror control of the savage Apache and have also 
redeemed te thousands of acres from the desert by irrigation; have | 
built » a did American population of about 175,000, developed 
wo! ful mining and agricultural resources, and the promise made in 
1863 should be kept by Congress to the extent of leaving Arizona alone 
and mitting ] to remain at this time a Territory within her pres- 
ent indaries Arizona is not applying at this time for admission 
State. 
F NI MEXICO CONDUCTED THROUGH SPANISH INTERPRETERS. 
In counti of New Mexico where the centers of population are, 
I e people of that Territory are of Spanish descent and more 
in one-h these people do not speak and understand the English 
] gu cordance with the jury system in New Mexico, per- 
} 10 d speak and understand English are permitted to act as 
ind because of this the necessity for Spanish. interpreters is 
t and the courts in those counties are so conducted, and when a 
e is on every word that is spoken must be translated. 
PANISH INTI ETER IN THE LEGISLATURE OF NEW MEXICO. 
rule is that the majority of members of legislatures in New 
M » are from the “native’’ people and the Spanish interpreter is 
one of the officers in both houses of the legislature, made nec- 
é y because many of the members do not speak and understand the 
English languag 
NEW MEXICO STATUTES. 
The statutes of New Mexico are published in the same volume in 
] ish and Spanish for the convenience of these people. 
DIFFERENCE IN ELECTION LAWS 
ary election law and the Australian system 






o has not. 


DIFFERENCE IN LAWS. 


ve 


a code which has its source in the common law. 





















Ir statutes, to a great extent, are derived from the 
This is necessarily so because a majority of the people liy- 
' hat Territory are descendants from the Spaniards and are 
tomed to t ws and usage prevailing in old Mexico and Spain. 
ARIZONA JURY SYSTEM. 
I y before a person is qualified to act as a juror, either 
t I peak and understand the English language. 
{ vision In New Mexico there is no such limita- 
L. heretofore ited, persons who do not understand and 
> Engl language can rightfully sit upon juries. In Arizona 
‘eter is used except as in any other part of the United States, 
is on the in nd he can not speak English. Ari- 
1 1d ed er in English. The qualifications for 
1 shot ly to all districts and counties of 
d new In <« er words, there must be general legis 
t e Not for a moment is it to be hoped that this 
pI rhe 1 ve people would not consent and thus 
‘ tl the right of sitting on juries. We submit that it 
\ l y which would give the Mexicans a con- 
t t zht to act as jurors, and special legislation would 
ak t be ] ited the constitution of the proposed State. 
W MEXICO WILL CONTROL THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 
yrding to the provisions of the Hamilton bill, in the constitu- 
convention New Mexico would have sixty-six members and Ari- 
only forty-four. It will readily appear that the native people of 
Mexico, desirous of protecting the rights and privileges which | 





rave been theirs for so many years, will see to it that 
this convention from New Mexi« will stand for 
as will continue these special privileges, 


the members of 
only such legislation 


Oo 


and the fear of the people of | 


of 





Arizona Is that the conditions above mentioned will be continy, 
the new State. This would destroy our present system of lay 


procedure and cause us to meet conditions which it will be ad; 
are not such as tend to a development of our present system j 
zona. These suggestions of differences existing are not made w 
desire or intent of disparaging or condemning the “ native” popu 
of New Mexico. Many of these native people who are now in 
country known as “‘ New Mexico” were there when it was cut 
the mother country—old Mexico—by the treaty of Guadalupe-Hi 
and were brought within the boundaries of the United States w 
their consent, and they are entitled to have their customs and ric! 
they now exist, protected and not be disfranchised because they ¢ 
speak and understand the English Janguage; but the people of A 
should not be placed in a position where they will be subjected t 
conditions. 

DIFFICULTY OF ADJUSTMENT OF DEBTS. 

Certain counties of New Mexico, because of their large indebt: 
and small amount of taxable property, are practically bankr 
their securities at a great discount. Arizona's securities, Terri 
county, and municipal, are well above par and of the highest 
ter. Because of this state of affairs serious financial comp 
must necessarily arise if joint statehood is established. 


TAXATION, 


Railreads.—We wish here to emphatically deny the charges 
have been made that a corrupt mining and railroad lobby is in W 
ton endeavoring to defeat joint statehood. The members of th 
gation have come here representing the people of Arizona, paying 
own expenses, and under no obligations of any character to a1 
ticular class in Arizona, with the honest and legitimate object ii 
of presenting to Congress the reasons why the jointure of these 
Territories should not be effected. The condition of assessed 
tion of mines and railroads has been given a very prominent p 
discussion. We submit that the same difficulties are encount 
securing a proper assessment in Arizona as in other parts of the | 
States. So far as the railroads are concerned, we suggest this 
ment, and it is corroborated by the figures in the remarks of Mr. | 
of Missouri, in the House upon the consideration of the Hamilit 
this week, page 1553, CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. The amount 
paid by the railroads in Arizona in 1904 was $135 per mile; in 
$110 per mile. Hundreds of miles of the Santa Fe Railroad in A 
pay a tax of $175 per mile under an act of Congress. Continuing to 
quote from Mr. LLoyp’s statement, on the same page (1553 of Cone 
SIONAL RECORD) : 

“According to Poor’s Railway Manual, 1905, there are 
of railways, worth $15,422,873,305. They paid last year : : 
for taxes in the United States, or $254 per mile.” These figur: n 
eate that while our Territory is not receiving as-much revenue i 
its railroads it should, it has received, when real value is consid 
ered, about as much as is paid in the States of the Union. 

Mines.—The proper assessment of mines has always been a 
for serious contemplation. It is not possible to place the assessed \ . 
ation on a mine the same as on a lot in Washington, D. Cc. It i I- 
mitted for the sake of argument that the assessed valuation of 1 3 
in Arizona is too low. The difficulty is to discover and enforce an 
equitable method of assessment. This is true in New Mexico, i 
likewise true in States east of the Mississippi. In 1901 the min , 
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Arizona were assessed at less than $2,000,000; in 1904 they 
assessed at $4,440,000; in 1905, at $5,325,000, and increased by t 


Territorial beard of equalization to $14,440,000. It is suggested that by 
joining Arizona with New Mexico this evil in the assessment of ; 
will be corrected, and this, too, when, according to the report : 
governor of New Mexico, that Territory has $38,500,000 invested in 
mines, with an output last year of over $5,000,000, and not one dollar 
of this mining property is assessed. If it is true as alleged that t 
mine owners control these elected officers under a Territorial form of 
government, is it not also true that this control would continue 
a State form of government? The remedy which has been recently 
attempted to improve this condition was by the action of the pi 
governor of Arizona and the Territorial board of equalization. ’ 
governor is an appointee of the President, confirmed by the Senate, and 
he in turn appoints this board. This body at its meeting last su I 
raised the assessment of mines about $9,000,000. The supreme « 
of Arizona last week decided that this Territorial board had the | 
to raise the assessed valuaticg of patented mines. It is ap 
therefore, that an improved condition of the assessed valuat 
patented mines was the result of action by officers who were not « I 
and under a Territorial form of government. If the evils 
suggested in each of the Territories, then the uniting of thes: 
would not eradicate them, but make them easier of continuance. ‘To 
the conservative mind such an argument made in an endeavor to } 
joint statehood is lacking in logic and common sense. Let A! 
alone under the Constitution and flag, but as a Territory wit! 
present boundaries, and her intelligent and rapidly increasing 
tion, coming from the best blood of the nation, will work out tl 
salvation. - 

In every line of industry, as we have shown, Arizona is ma 
markable progress. Her population and wealth are rapidly 





ex 






ily increasing. Her agricultural valleys to-day are among the \ 
spots of the world, and are rapidly filling up with the highest 


home-making citizens. As we have shown, the population 
valleys will be greatly increased when the vast irrigation w 
in actual construction by the Government within Arizona's bor 
completed and the flood waters stored for the purpose of creatin 
sands of new homes. 

We have referred to Arizona's magnificent forests and the 
lumber industry under the wise control of the Government bu 
Forestry. The showing in the live stock industry will com[ 
ably with that of any State in the Union. ; 

We have shown the immense mineral resources of Arizona 
desirable class of home-making citizens in her mining towns an 
as well as the rapid development of these mining sections alo 
of permanent stability. The increase in Arizona’s school po 
during the past decade of over 100 per cent is certainly most 
cant, and the substantial homes, modern brick schoolhouses and 
public and private buildings which are being constructed in 
Arizona’s towns and cities, and her vast and rapidly develop! 
sources, give the assurance of a future of which not only Ariz 
the nation will be proud. When she applies for statehood, as 
right as provided in the organic act, the Congress will find her 


1 


bright and beautiful, fully equipped with population and wealth 
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nt to completely satisfy the requirements of every fair-minded Amer 
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Resolutions, annus! convention Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association, 
n citizen, and worthy to have a star placed in the blue field of our Resolution, John W. Owen Vost, Phoenix, Ariz 
tional flag. Resolutions, members Central Child Study, Phoenix, A 
—_——— Resolution, Business Men and Miners’ Association, Wickenburg, Mari- 
APPENDIX. copa County, Ariz = 
list of some of the petitions, protests, and resolutions of the people Protest. ‘MMethetiot Eplmepel Ghar. actee. 
of Arizona in opposition to joint statehood. Protest, Methodist Episcopal Church, Maricopa County 
rhe memorial of the Arizona legislature. Protest, Presbyterian Church, Phoenix 
Protest, mayor and common council, Tucson. | Protest, Arizona Federation of Women's Clubs. 
Protest, mayor and common council, Phoenix. j Protest, Volunteer Fire Department, Phoenix. 
rerritorial Baptist convention. Protest, Bar Association, Prescott. 
Roard of supervisors, Yavapai County. Protest, Territorial Bar Association, 
Vhoenix and Maricopa Board of Trade. Protest, mayor and common council, El Paso, Tex. 
fueson Chamber of Commerce. Protest, citizens, Valparaiso, Ind 
Miners’ Association of Arizona. } Protest, citizens’ mass meeting, Dos Cabezos. 
\rizona Cattle Growers’ Association. | Protest, citizens’ mass meeting, Tucson 
Che citizens of Clifton, Ariz. | Protest, by petition, of 3,200 people at the State fair at Phoenix, 
‘rotest of citizens of Coconino County, | obtained in thirty minutes, and a count of all refusing to sign showed 
otest of citizens of Mohave County. 


: | less than 2 per cent of the people. 
Vrotest of Republican central committee. 


1 l | General Sampson obtained in Phoenix 1,200 names of protestants 
‘rotest of Democratic central committee. against the bill, and, keeping strict count and making no discrimina 
‘rotest of citizens of Clifton, Ariz. 


tion, reports that only 7 persons refused to sign. 


Resolutions, board of supervisors of Cochise County. | Protest of Ministers’ Conference, Phoenix, January 19. 


Table showing distances, time, and fare from points in Arizona to Santa Fe, N. Mex., as compared with Phoenix, the present capital of Arizona. 


The time required to reach Phoenix from Globe and many other points in the Territory now, as shown, is due largely to dela 
I sary on account of existing schedules, all of which should shortly be remedied. This condition applies, in addition to Glob 
staff. Holbrook, Naco, Nogales, Solomonville, St. Johns, Tombstone, Tucson, and Yuma. } 


Vs occasion¢é 


i by lay-overs 


», to Bisbee, Douglas, Flag- 


| To Phoenix. 


To Santa Fe via El Paso. | To Santa Fe via A 














To Santa Fe via Deming. shfork. | | 
From— ibe cictitdeictmainassiiailing ici eaieaeeatndiaoeesen High st alti 
Miles.| Time. | Fare. | Miles. Time. Fare. | Miles. Time. Fare. | Miles. Time. Fare. | tude reached. 
— Scaiihiccaad } 3 ieee ‘ a ; ee eet 
| h. m. | h. m. h. m h. m Feet 
Bishee ...cscakvlledsaeeiendvaaated } 208 6 47 | $11.95 | 529 | 24 18 | $21.95 582 20 40 | $26.80 891 29 «46 | $42.00 | 7,228 and 4,614 
Doug its .. .u+ssasngeeeesbieadaeewon 234 8 22); 12.70 5bD | 20 15 | 20.45 5d6 19 5) 26.55 917 30 41 42.75 | 7,228 and 4,614 
Globe. ..:co<apedsudhens cnemeetaen 140 14 30 | 9.55 | 549 | oe a 2 a Se ae eee 791 42 39 | 39.60 | 4,357 and 7,228 
I BE Liisi ccncdgaeeeneg hates 254 et (GO eee eee eed ldelendcaaeahtanekakanLomwane 429 14 14/| 22.10 7,228 
| 10 ..csudels ecaken Rae wane 52 Oe oo ss ba elinunheneninaiinied ua sam | .736 25 14 | 32.85 7,228 
} DE. sins eal colette aie iniaramcnia 345 5 *| ncaa la a 2 sa Dearie 338 16 31 15. 30 7,228 
scheint einen eae 180 y 5 tet I once die diet aca ecelecbear linen a adeii-aetedadiiea ean 549 23 40 26. 06 7, 228 
RID... ns ndonc een 309 1 15} 16.90 Bie cea saa clit SS 602 26 50) 27.35 7, 228 
sada seeians cele cumiataieed 208 | ee ERE Se a 587 20 15| 25.55 RR 34 57 | 41.45 | 7,228 and 4,351 
N CS. narvincsektghamendeimedbin 247 9 22| 13.9% | 569 OY i dak cc wie seat ROS 37 «31 44. 00 +.614 
E nace nckitnn ota ee eee tada ee eee ae 651 SE ~ ND ices a skis iahcvepeicaiesbabaians ian 679 27 55!) 30.05 7, 228 
t....... casddbeundiceenceaus sume 137 en aad col seeedaa weane isnmenas is poke tienes i 542 J 22 10) 35.50 7,223 
s VIG. 2s. viidabisnndcxdannihes | 226 | RP EER Ue Satesatided lesingdernBacma femur Reale sian iath tia us 459 21 17/| 2.20 4.351 
St. JOR. .ccidenndienes eee | 415 | eee et ca slokeeas teats tunscens 408 28 3 21.30 | 7,228 and 5.057 
WED . icshicncntideees pein 170 5 2] 620 22 DB 22. 85 1.351 
sincoce webekbicbacoe aah 111 4 2) 540 | 24 7 | 23.65 ‘ie a +, 614 
} F . Reo 201 8 10 791 gg Se SS Raaaks : 880 3 5 40.25 | 4,614 and 7,228 








he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado asks 
the memorial and statement of facts be printed as a docu- 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 


A bill (8. 
Burlock ; 

A bill (S. 208) granting 
Needham; and 


3866) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 


t an increase of pension to Edward E., 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


A bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to Fredrich 
\ir. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were’ Behrens. 
erred the following bills, reported them severally without Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


dment, and submitted reports thereon: 


were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
bill (S. 969) granting an increase of pension to Howard amendment, and submitted reports thereon 
A bill (S. 466) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
ill (S. 2346) granting an increase of pension to John W. Lewis; 
l and A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to Abra 
bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Henry B. Walters; 


bill (S. 


1 A 
. Cordner ; 


: 8800) granting an increase of pension 
SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


red the bill (S. 2882) granting an increase of pension to A bill (S. 4227) granting a pension to John H. McKenzie 
: iel E. Johnson, reported it with amendments, and sub- and 
{a report thereon. A bill (S. 655) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 


ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
ed the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
and submitted reports thereon : 

hill (S. 2868) granting an increase of pension to Garrett 


cf 


sishop. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to wl 
were referred the following bills, reported 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon 


them severally with 


; A bill (S. 1978) granting a pension to Thomas Edsall : 

ll (S. 725) granting an increase of pension to William M. A bill (S. 4181) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
L. Hallett ; 

ll! (S. 2406) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A bill (S. 1399) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
nan; and Jordan ; 

il! (S, 1228) granting an increase of pension to Julia L. A bill (S. 482) granting an increase of pension to Amos M. 
pton. ind 


Runkle; ¢ 
A bill (S. 

Johnson. 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


ir. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
inendment, and submitted reports thereon : 


1020) granting an increase of pension to Henry C 


bill (S. 1604) to amend the act of March 2, 1903, increas- | referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
the pensions of those who have lost limbs or been totally | amendment, and submitted reports thereon: ' 

led in them in the military or naval service of the United A bill (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
pe Rauch; and 

bill (S. 4188) granting an increase of pension to Frank D. A bill (S. 3952) granting an increase of pension to David 
ith: | 


Rankin. 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
referred the following bills, reported them e 
ment, and submitted reports thereon 
A bill (S. 1624) granting an increase of pens 


bill (S. 4187) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
( lton: 

bill (8S. 4100) granting an increase of pension to Carlton A. 
leeler ; 


whom were 


ach with tmend- 


Sl he aeaaaea 





CONGRES 


SIONAL 


R 


ZECOR 


| order 


. bill (S. 527) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
ii 

\ bill (S. 1684) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
R. KR l 

\ ( ) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
We \ 

\ BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 

lm d 1itted reports thereon : 

A (S. 1420) gra ¢ an increase of pension to Sarah A. 

‘ ll (S. 180) gran in increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Les 

\ i (S. 25) grant . pension to Parthenia W. Baker; 

\ Lis. 2 ) gral increase of pension to George L. 
Ji 

aa (8. 7 granting an increase of pension to La Forrest 
C. J ; 

\ S. 22) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

\ 1 (§s 11) gran y an increase of pension to John P. 
; . 

(S. 2090) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 
Ad s ind 
\ | (S. 2968) granting a pension to George W. Hale. 
BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an 

4 it, 1 sul d reports thereon: 

\ bill (S. 3474) granting an increase of pension to James B. | 
Kell 

A bill (S. 790) gra g an increase of pension to William 
Be ( 

\ bill (S. 1178) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Fernald; and 

4 bill (S. 19) granting an increase of pension to Alphonso | 
B. Holland. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the f wing bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

4{ bill (H. R. 10582) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
B. ¢ vell; 

1 (H.R. 10258) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
S l 
\ bill (H. R. 10007) granting an increase of pension to Apple- 
t G n; and 

\ bill (H. R. 8649) granting an increase of pension to William 
B 

\ OV! [AN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
v rred the bill (S. 3888) granting an increase of pension 

B. | ‘1, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
al t ‘ ; 

] Iso, f t e ¢ tee, to whom were referred the 
fi ort lily without amendment, and 
SI lr he 

\ ll (S$. 3547) grant in ] of ] isi to * en M. 
I) 

\ 1 (H. R. 11302) g1 p icrease of pension to John 
R 

\ il (H. RB. 9104) et g an increase of } sion to He 
B ; 

1 (H 10459) granting a pension to Alta M. West 
\LIAI tRO, 1 1 the Committee on Pensions, to 
\ ed the bill (8S. 1789) granting a pension to 
S orted it without amendment, and submitted 
) ¢ O ittee, to whom was referred th 
] 3. 2153 ting an increase of pension to Helen Read, 
I i f nd submitted a report thereon. 
mi N, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
‘ lov x bills, reported them each with an 
re] t +1 
( y an rease of pen to John M. 
4 
( n inet f } mn to R iM 
q) 

\ ‘ ) ( ] 1 I David } 
Pr 

\ (S it I to J L. P 

Mr. PATI ON, from the Com: 1s, to who 
v red 1 1 (S. 1138) i f pension 
to Albert S. Bilal re rted it witl lmen 1 submitted 
a} rt thereon 

CLARK of Wyo1 the ¢ ttee on the Judi 
c to wit \ e ref ed the re utions of the G t East- 
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OR FEBRUARY 12, 
ern Lodge, . 4, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Pop+. 
land, Me., and ote ‘rs, favoring the passage of the bill (8. 1657) 


re lating to liability of common carriers by railroads in t} 


trict of Columbia and Territories and common ¢arriers } 
roads engaged in commerce between the States and f 


nations to their employees, asked to be discharged fro) 
further consideration, and that they be referred to the C 
tee on Interstate Commeree; which was agreed to. 


RAILROAD DISCRIMINATIONS AND MONOPOLIES. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on | 
state Commerce to report a joint resolution and ask for j 
mediate consideration. I would want to discuss the joint 
lution briefly, and therefore I ask that we may recur to { 
of business after the Senator from Massachusetts | \r. 
LopcE], who gave notice of his intention to speak this m 
has been heard. I do not want to interfere with that S E 
but the committee is anxious to have the joint resolution acted 
upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South ¢: na 
reports from the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
resolution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. My request is that the Chair will not at thi 

time have the joint resolution laid before the Sen: ite, 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who had given notice of a 
desire to speak this morning, to proceed, and as soon he 
finishes then I should like to have this order of business 

curred to by unanimous consent, in order that I may | t 
the joint resolution and have it read, be given an opport 

to say something about it, and have it acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the routine 
ness—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. After the Senator from Massachus: 
concluded his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the routine morning | 
is closed the Senator from Massachusetts. will be recog 
and after he has concluded his remarks the Chair will rr 
nize the Senator from South Carolina to make report 
joint resolution from the Committee on Interstate Comme! 


A JULI 


but 


morning 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 
crease of pension to H. §. Bennett; which was read tw 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4819) granting an incr of 
pension to Frederick C. Sturm; which was read twice 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4820) for the r 
certain members of the National Board for the Promotion 
Rifie Practice; which was read twice by its title, and, w 

‘ompanying papers, referred to the Committee on M 
Affairs. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 43821) for an addit ) 
the public building at Greenville, S. C.; which was read t 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build l 
Grounds. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S ) to incr 
limit of cost of the United States post- “office and land 
Gainesville, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and 1 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 4823) for the 
Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, cd: 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the acco 
paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced the following bills; whi 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the ¢ 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4324) granting an increase of pension to J 
Noble: 

A bill (S. 
Miller; and 

A bill (S. 4326) granting an increase of pension to J 
Clark (w ith an accompanying paper) 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills; which 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the ‘ 
on Claims 

A bill (S. 4827) 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 4828) for the relief of the Methodist Pr 
Chureh; and 

A bill (8S. 
ecopal Church, 


4318) granting a1 


C4 


4399) 


4° —— 


4325) granting an increase of pension t 


for the relief of Tilman Jeter (with 


1329) for the relief of the vestry of St. Pa 
of Alexandria, Va. 


Mr. FULTON introduced the following bills; which w 
id twice 


sions: 


erally re: by their titles, and referred to the Col 


Pen 


on 
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\ bill (S. 4880) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
ins; and 
bill (S. 4331) 
ison. 
KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4382) to correct the military 
rd of James Danielson; which was read twice by its title, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
Military Affairs. 
Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4833) granting an increase 
sion to Albert 8. which was read twice by its 
nd, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
» on Pensions. 


\ir. ALLEE introduced the following bills; 


granting an increase of pension to George 


Scroggins ; 


which were sey- 


read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
l’ensions : 
bill (S. 4834) granting an increase of pension to Alfred J. 
ford; and 
i Lord, 


o\or 


\ bill (S. 4335) granting a pension to George W. Farquhar. 
Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 4336) to establish a light and 
signal station at the entrance to Resurrection Bay, Alaska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Commerce. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4337) granting an increase of 
n to Barney McGirl; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
CARTER introduced a bill (S. 4338) to authorize the 
P lent to classify and allot Indian reservations and restore 
public domain the surplus unallotted lands; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 4339) to amend 
1502 of the Revised Statufes of the United States, relat- 
to bonds and oaths of shipping commissioners; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
( eTrce 
NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


‘ e Judiciary: 
| (S. 4840) to amend section 1026 of the Revised Statutes | 
( e United States, relating to review of questions of law in | 
( il cases: and 
ll (S. 4841) relating to the right of review in criminal 


HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4342) to provide an 

board for the District of Columbia, and for other pur 

I ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
( ttee on the District of Columbia. 

CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 4843) granting 

to John W. Miller; which was read twice by its title, 

th the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee | 


n tne 
( ns, | 
BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 4344) granting an in- 
of pension to William R. Bartlett; which was read twice | 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
so introduced a bill (S. 4845) granting an increase of 
to J. Dillon Turner; which was read twice by its title, 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
VETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4346) granting an in- 
of pension to William E. Holloway; which was read 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
Committee on Pensions. 
WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4347) to authorize the 
nt of a United States commissioner for the Shoshone 
Reservation, in the State of Wyoming, and for 
‘s; which was read twice by its title, end, with the 
ng paper, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
» introduced a bill (S. 4348) for the relief of Augustus 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
e on Military Affairs. 
» introduced the following bills; which were severally 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


l River 


e by 


(S. 4549) for the relief of James I. Patten; and 

(S. 4850) for the relief of Arthur A. Underwood. 
GALLINGER introduced a bill (8S. 4851) for the relief 
» MeIntire; which was read twice by its title, and 

» the Committee on Milit iry Affairs. 

roduced a bill (S. 4352) for the removal of snow 
mm the paved sidewalks of the District of Colun * 
her purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on the 
f Columbia. 
ENROSE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4853) to 
d an act to provide revenue for the Government and to ! 





| the efficiency 


encourage the 
twice by its t 


le also introduced the followi 
twice by thei 


read 
Pensions: 


A bill (S. 
Allen. 


» in 


itle, 





ore 
od ) 


Mr. PENROSE 


entitled “An 


United States,” 


by its title, a 


Mr. McCUMBER 
severally read twic 


lustries of the 
ind referred tf 


r titles, and 


granting an 


introduced a 
act to 
approved March 


. les } 
regulate the 


nd referred to the Co 


introduced t 


e by their titles 


mittee on Pensions: 


A bill (8. 
McCormick ; 

A bill (S. 
Lince In: 

A bill (S. 
Dunn: 

A bill (S. ¢ 
Daley; and 

A bill (S. 


" } 
Fleugel 


4358 } 


4359) 


43560) 
$361) 


1262) 


Mr. FORAKER 


crease of pe 
twice 


nsion 


Mr. HALE. I 


of the Unite 


mainly, not entirely, in the Nay 


granting an 
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granting an 





granting an 


introduced a 


to Charlies 


bil 


3 
by its title, and referred to 
introduce 


of the personnel ol 
d States. It is 


tain provisions in it to which I 


the personne 
States, 
mittee on Na 


severally read twice 
| papers, 


A bill (S. 
Kerwin; ant 
A bill (8S. 

Wilthelmy. 
Mr. DANI 
Mrs. C. N. G 


ferred to the Commi la 
He also introduced a bill (S. 
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the uniform 


w 


of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Revenue-Cutter 
vice of the United States, etc., first session Fifty-ninth Congress. 


COM MITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, about ten days ago I was 
appointed to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I ac- 
cepted the appointment with some protest and a very great deal 
of reluctance. Since the appointment was made I find that on 

ccount of the mass of other business in connection with other 
comlnittees to which I must give my attention, it is utterly im- 


possible for me to give that degree of attention to the business 
which is before the Committee on Privileges and Elections that 
the great importance of the question before the committee re- 
quires. For that reason, I ask unanimous consent that I may 
be permitted to resign from service on that committee. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent to be relieved from further service upon the 


Committee on Privileges and Elections. Is there objection to 
the request? The Chair hears none, and the resignation is ac- 
cepted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the junior Senator from 


Tennessee [Mr. Frazier] be assigned to the vacancy just made 
upon the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the junior Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
FRAZIER] be appointed to fill the vacancy upon the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask that resolution 

now on the table, may be laid before the Senate. 


No. 61, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution submitted by the 


Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray] January 18, 1906, may be laid 
before the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the resolution is before the Senate. The resolution will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resclved, That in the opinion of the Senate there is a governmental 
power to fix maximum future charges of carriers by railroad, vested in 
the legislatures of the States with regard to transportation exclusively 
j » States and vested in Congress with regard to all other trans- 






hough legislative power, properly speaking, can not be delegated, 


t! lawmaking body having enacted into law the standard of charges 
which shall control may intrust to an administrative body not exercis- 
ing the true sense judicial power the duty to fix rates in conformity 


with that standard. 
is the duty of Congress to provide by law that all interstate rates 
reasonable and just, and then to delegate to the Interstate 
( merce Commission the power to ascertain what rates are reasonable 
t, and to enforce its findings, this power to be exercised in re- 
ing rates already put in operation by the roads and on complaint. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, Coleridge, in his “ Table Talk,” 
said on one occasion : 

I have heard but two arguments of any weight adduced in favor of 
pas this reform bill, and they are in substance these: 1. We will 
blow your brains out if you don’t pass it; 2. We will drag you through 
a horsepond if you don’t pass it; and there is a good deai of force in 
both 


In the discussion about railroad rates which has been going 
on during past year I have been frequently reminded of 
Coleridge’s words and I have come fully to appreciate the jus- 
tice of his saying that there is much force in what may be called 


the 


the “‘knock-down and drag-out” mode of argument. But if 
there is some excuse for reasoning of this robust kind when a 
ountry is on the edge of revolution, as England was in 1832, 


it is curiously inappropriate to a question which is not the vital 


and yet simple one of obtaining a larger freedom and more 
genuine popular representation, but which is intricate to the 
last degree and complicated with every variety of perplexing 
details as well as with the gravest economic Gifficulties. 
liipressed by the magnitude and the importance of the rail- 
road question, I have for some months devoted such ability as I 
iniuy possess to studying it in its various phases and to an earnest 


ieavor to understand the conditions of the problem. 


ends Startled 
t the outset at the extent of my own ignorance and the diffi- 
culty of the subject, I have been soothed as I proceeded by the 


growing conviction that the question was not understood thor- 
oughly, if at all, by many of those who had awed me by the 
with which they disposed of it and by the glib way in which 
they offered solutions so compact and simple that they could be 
uttered as confidently as if they were established aphorisms 
instead of mere fractions of truth, often more misleading than 
complete misstatements. 

[ am very certain that my own inquiries, which have been 
diligent, although, I am only too well aware, very far from ex- 


ense 


haustive, have not enabled me to master the problem; but they 
have disclosed to me very plainly the many political, economic, 
and legal questions which rise up at every stage of this investi- 








gation. I have also been brought to certain very definite « 
clusions of a general nature beyond which lies a wildernes: 
details, all important, all more or less serious, upon whic!) | 
should enter with hesitating steps. Yet I shall venture to sj 
the general conclusions at which I have arrived, because | 
think the subject one which is in such great need of full and ¢ 
passionate public discussion that even the most imperfect ef 
to arrive qt the truth, if honestly made, will not be wit), 
value. 

I began my inquiries with the firm belief that there were 
rious defects in our methods of carrying on railroad trans) 
tation which had given rise to injustice and to discrimina; 
productive of grave evils in the body politic and economic. | 
also believed that these evils must be met and cured, if t); 
could be cured, by Government regulation and supervision 
wisely applied, unless we were prepared to see a movement { 
ward Government ownership, which, if successful, I should 
regard as an unmitigated disaster and one fraught with the de- 
struction of the institutions and principles of government 
der which we have risen to greatness as a people and which we 
all revere and love. These beliefs have been strengthened by «|! 
that the study- of the problem has taught me. Yet I }h 
learned at the same time that the matter can not be dealt w 
as a simple question of right and wrong, and that success de 
pends absolutely on the manner, the measure, and the form of 
the legislation by which we seek a solution of the difficulty. 
The vital point is not what we desire to do—upon that ai! 
thoughtful men are agreed—but how we are going to do it, and 
there we come to wide divergence of opinions. 

The second conclusion which I reached, and I reached it very 
soon, was that since the foundation of the Government there 
have been very few questions before Congress more serious or 
more momentous than the one involved in this measure. This 
may seem an exaggerated, if not an extreme, statement, and yet 
I believe it to be well within the bounds of sober truth. Kvco- 
nomically there is nothing which approaches in importance our 
system of transportation with the single exception of the main- 
tenance of a sound money standard. Tariffs and banks, rat 
of duty, and internal taxes are trifles compared to our system 
of transportation, whether we consider the advantages which 
are produced by a good system or the evils which may flow 
from a bad one. Like the money standard, the transportation 
of people and of freight comes home, sensibly or insensibly, to 
the daily business and the daily life of almost every member 
of the community. Moreover, while it touches and affects the 
individual, it is also the chief factor in the general prosperity, 
as well as in the ability of the country to obtain its due share 
in the markets, the trade, and the commerce of the world. 
deal with this great question wisely and successfully will tend 
to promote the well-being and prosperity of millions of human 
beings. To make a mistake in dealing with it will not only 
cause commercial and financial disaster of a magnitude almost 
beyond computation, but will involve possibilities of political 
change and of alterations in our principles of government tlie 
gravity of which can not be overestimated. The subject, th 
fore, is one which must be approached without rhetoric and 
without partisanship, soberly, discreetly, with a full sense of 
its vast importance, and with a thorough realization that 
action of Congress is capable of having the most far-reaching 
effect upon the welfare of the people and upon the future of tlie 
United States. 

It must also be remembered at the outset that in no cou 
in the world do railroads occupy the same place which 
have occupied in America. Steam and electricity have 
duced throughout the world a revolution, social, political, l 
economic, which can not be paralleled in its effect upon 
human race except by that wrought in the condition of 
kind through such discoveries as those of the control and | 
cation of fire, or the invention of the wheel, the origin of ' i 
is lost in the mists of time. In the earliest civilizatio: 
those of Egypt, Chaldea, and Assyria, which modern arc! 
ogy is laying bare before our wondering gaze, we find 
already possessed of all the means of transportation \ 
were practically known to the world less than a hundred | 
ago. Land transportation was carried on by men or 4) 
and water transportation by sail or oar. Power was svu)) 
in the one case by the muscles of men or animals, in the 
by muscular force or by the winds of heaven. So deep; 
this fact impressed upon the human mind that we still r l 
the motive power of steam and electricity in terms of the 
Seas, rivers, and canals in the earliest times of which w« 
historic record furnished the waterways, and rude trails 
den out first by the feet of men or horses and developed 


l'- 


Lo 


ually igto constructed roads and paved streets supplied te 
land routes. From the dawn of history to the beginnins o 
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{ nineteenth century there was no change in these methods There can be no greater proof of the energy and intelligence 
transportation. There was a slow improvement in seagoing | of the American people, of the genius which has been displayed 
sels, but it seems probable, if not certain, that the roads of | in the construction and management of the r is, and of 

the Roman Empire furnished a better and more complete sys- | the success which has attended these efforts than the ct 

of transportation and communication than was to be found | that the United States exists in all the plenitude of its wealth 
Europe in the Middle Ages or even as late as the eighteenth | and power to the admiration of the world to-day. Of all the 
tury. In means and modes of communication and trans- | nations of the earth, then, it surely behooves us more than 
portation, which not only influence profoundly human society, | any other to exercise the utmost care and the highest wisdom 
upon which that society largely rests, the men who fought | of which we are capable when we come to deal by law with 
Waterloo were nearer to those who fought at Thermopyle | that system of land transportation to which we owe so much 
they were to those who engaged in battle at Gettysburg, | and upon which such incalculable interests depend. 
sedan, or at Mukden. It is not worth while to consume time in d st the 
» Old World, therefore, in the course of centuries, reached right of the Government to legislate for the r« n < 
mmercial and trade development on land through the con- | roads. The highroads of antiquity and of modern times 
m of roads which were public works and which were are public roads. The railroads which have so larg l 
built by the combined efforts of the community. This | their place, although, as a rule, not built by the « 
y, on the other hand, was only in the earliest stage of its | are likewise in the broadest sense publie roads, becau t] f 
‘ iic development when the application of steam to water | form the functions of the |! ad, and those who oper 
then to land transportation gave us first the steamboat and | ; common carriers. They are moreover the creatures of 
the railroad. By means of the railroad we were able lation, the possessors g privileges « ( 
juer, to open up, and to develop a continent, a task which | them by the public, and s uggest f 
his new device occupied years where under the old sys- | they can set up any claim to deal with their proj v and 
it would have consumed centuries. It is the railroads | commodity of transportation h the me ( L ft 
have made the rapid yet solid development of the United | dom as the shopkeeper, th tur erchant, 
s possible, and without them it may well be doubted | who enjoys no franchise fre the , ! not be g 
her the Union of States, covering so vast an area, and the | to a class like common earriers, who, by e vi natu of 
ient political consolidation of the country would have been | their employment, have a vs been held ‘ p j 
With us, except along the Atlantic seaboard, and in | within the scope of the | 
; on the Pacifie coast, transportation and communica- | The right of the Governn t. tl fi to 1 late - 
ere obtained through railroads alone, except in those lim- | trol the operat of a \ r ed 
d detached regions where lake or river steamboats could | only question for the | 
loyed. We are the only country almost in the world | right shall be exercised. Both heory 
over great spaces has omitted the long preliminary | question has rec ta ers range G t 
of the building of highroads and has established on a | ownership to complete abst I with 
scale complete transportation and communication by the | the railroads of any | l é Th é e of « 
of rails and steam alone. We have been, therefore, in | tire noninterference he ever to | ex 
t, and we are to-day, more dependent for our economic ex- | isted, is now entirely abandon while the other extrem 
e and for our civilization upon railroads than any other | that of Government owner ) e li empted. In 

If proof of this fact were needed, it can be feund in| this country we have leaned t 1 the of 
t that there are more miles of railroad within the limits | ference, but with the enor OX} on of r - 

United States than there are in all Europe—more than | civil war there has been a constantly re nt 
rope, Africa, and Asia combined—nearly one-half of all | toward railroad regulation. It my ] nol it 
lroad mileage of the world.* necessary, to trace thy story of 1 move [t has not 

been a steady and continuous progress, but spread and 

d the latest figures, as given by one of our leading statis advanced w th udden bi fi ved by eorrest linge periods 

1 recent letter to the New York Sun: of indifference and inaction Most of the St have enacted 

ROADS OF THE WORLD—THIS COUNTRY AHEAD BOTH AS TO ‘ailroad legislation and established rreater « le degree of 

\GE IN OPERATION AND RECENT AND PRESENT GROWTH. control over the opera : of railroads within their several 

Editor of the Sun. boundaries. In many States this legislation | been wise and 
Che United States leads the world both in the presé vell considered, has proved of great benefit both to the rail 
ent rrowtl , its roi © 3 save the jepart mer yf ‘ a . = ao 
or, oan T. Baan a ee ae : cumesenne jus d roads and 60 the public, id has practica ys ; — 
‘The transportation routes and systems of the wo tion and diseontent. In many o r States the slatior - 
ta Bap moe mileage of the world in 1904 was 534,000, mainly cee ling appare nth upon the th ry that ld } 
1 me : oon pelled by law to carry on the business of I n f the 
7 ates = —— - - - -_ benefit of other people at an los tl elves | een 
a hie oe 2 i po violent and injurious, detrimental both to the ple l the 
oa slicks OGRE RTS e . business of the State as well as to the 1 ds, and has fortu- 
irae ~ a ” " nately been usually brought to naught by the vw l 1 cou 
Kine ee Se Oe retrace ar oo § AAS. age of the courts. 
------------- ----- - This same feeling which produced thy ( ly 
: = " Sere ert > x of the civil war 5.059 mils of 1 lwa v 
; 3 = Fs aie 7 ‘ aris period ; second, that in the ten irs fol 
oe ee ee eis doubled 
eeitekinsieonty i as : Dut the latest year for which statist a ; 
Ce s : monog the railway f [ i St l 
Manchuria, and other Russian Asia a with 
that schedule we see that the United States in 1904 had 21,367 ; 

» railway than had European Russia, Germany, France, India, - 
Hungary, the United Kingdom, and Canada combined. Or, to | proignht a ee ton ‘ nO ANN nO 000.000 
nother way, the United States had 112,206 more miles of rail- | paocengers ; 10.000 | T2n GED’ O00 
n all the other Anglo-Saxon countries of the world, namely, 
ted Kingdom, India, Canada, Africa (counting it all British), - 

‘alia, combines . 
owth of tn anil railway system of the United States has Reckoning our population at 80,000,000 in 1904, it n, 

> short of marvelous. It was not until 1835 that it reached woman, and child in the country made nine steam ra : 5 

as 1,000 miles, being 1,098 miles in that year. Note the | the course of that year and also moved 16% pounds of freig! 
ince then : , rhe reduction since 1865 of 1 way freicht ra in the Tr 1 

States is also remarkable, as illustrated by the fact that t : 
Miles. and rail has fallen from 29 cents to 5 cents: by ri 0 
amen sacdiaah iia = oad 9, 021 cents to 11 cents 
di ——ae =f It will be noted that our railway mileage grew 6 { n 
stn <ncenitiiiecicesliemaincla --. 35,085 | the summer of 1904 and the winter of 1905, and it th 
7m . --~ 70,096 no indication of its growth being checked s . 
" paaaee ---. 128,320 om the contrary it bids fair to have a lar ling 
------- pcmcia ane dl cistesi Canines do wri nrcean ealertosinetoainlarenmaaniynentan 181,115 | year. 
bean en ee een ee ----— 22%, 328 Watren J. B * 
eve are two very striking facts to note here: First, that in spite SCHENECTADY, January 18, 1006. 
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found, as was to have been expected, national expression in the 
interstate-commerce act of 1887. After more than twelve years’ 
experience with this law as interpreted by the courts, the move- 
ment began again for further and more stringent legislation. This 
resulted in the last Congress in the passage of the law commonly 
known as the “ Elkins Act,’ which was directed toward the 
abolition of rebates, and under this law and the interstate- 
commerce act of 1887 we are living at the present time. The 
question now before us involves a further extension of the inter- 
state-commerce act, and in order to enlarge and change that act 
intelligently the first step is to determine what the exact evils 
are from which we are suffering and then how these evils can 
best be eradicated without opening the door to new ones caused 
by remedies which are worse than the disease. The evils com- 
plained of in our system of operating and managing railroads, 
and from which the public suffers, may all practically be cov- 
ered under one of three heads. 

These three classes of grievances are; 

1. Discrimination between persons, 

2. Excessive rates, and 
3. Discrimination between localities. 

I will deal with them in their order. 

By discriminations between persons I mean discriminations 
between individuals, or between corporations, or between a 
corporation and an individual, by which one shipper is charged 
a lower rate than another for the performance of precisely the 
service. These discriminations are commonly known in 
this country as “rebates” and in England as “ undue prefer- 
ences.”” A very large proportion of all the injustices complained 
of and of all the grievances alleged comes under this head, 
and nothing is more important than to cure and, if possible, 
finally root out the undoubted evils which exist in and which 
have been caused by these personal discriminations or rebates. 


same 


That they should be so far as possible extirpated both by law | 


and by the thorough enforcement of law seems now to be 
universally admitted. Yet, despite this general agreement, both 
as to the existence of the evil and the wisdom of a radical cure, 


nothing stands so much in the way of intelligent legislation as | 


the prevalent confusion of mind as to what precisely these per- 
sonal discriminations are and the consequent failure to dis- 
tinguish them from discriminations between localities. In nine 
cases out of ten, when I have talked with anyone who was very 
eager for general railroad legislation and especially for Govy- 
ernment rate making, I have found that the special grievance 
complained of was a personal and not a place discrimination. 
Such a failure to distinguish between the two kinds of dis- 
crimination draws with it inevitably a corresponding failure 
to understand that the remedies for the two kinds of discrimina- 
tion must be totally different. 
arguments either for or against Government interference, which 
apply in one case, have no application whatever in the other. 
It is obvious that a simple law against rebates would have and 
can have no effect either on excessive charges or upon discrimi- 
nations between localities. It ought to be, but apparently is 
very 
cessive charges or discriminations between localities would have 
no effect whatever in stopping rebates or personal discrimina- 
tions. The essence of the evil in the rebate or personal discrimi- 
nation is the inequality of charge to individual users of the rail- 
road for performing precisely the same service. A charge may 
be excessive and yet equal; it may be discriminating as between 
places and at the same time perfectly equal to all individuals 
or corporations; but the rebate, which favors one man as 
against another for the performance of the same service, must 
be unjust and wrong, as it is usually secret and sometimes 
corrupt, 

‘he personal discrimination or rebate consists and must con- 
in giving to a favored individual, firm, or corporation a 
lower rate than that established, published, or ordinarily exacted 
from other firms, 


sist 


same service. 
words, is an evasion—necessarily a secret evasion—of a fixed 
rate. 


the Government, by a traffic association, or by the railroad itself, 


is no remedy whatever for an offense which can not be con- | 
If | 


mitted unless there is already a fixed rate to be evaded. 
we had no law as to railroad rates upon the statute books, 
the passage of a law giving to the Government authority to es- 
tablish maximum, or maximum and minimum, or specific, or even 


simple distance rates, would have no effect whatever upon 
rebates and personal discriminations. They could go on in 


secret just the same as before if anyone was willing to break 
recently 
rate by making the 


the law. As it 
passed against rebates. 


happens, we have a stringent law 
That law fixes a 


This distinction is vital, because 


individuals, or corporations for rendering the | 
A rebate, or personal discrimination, in other | I al > OS 
| in the payment of dividends, showing that the abolition « 
Therefore fixing a rate, whether the fixation is done by | 











published rate, whatever it may be, the only lawful rate, 9) 
yet many advocates of additional railroad legislation dec]. 
that this law has not stopped rebates. In so saying they see 
oblivious of the fact that they thereby admit that a rate fixed 
by the Government fails to prevent discrimination bety, 

persons. If fixing one rate by Government fails to achieve ;{ 

desired result, fixing another in another way will not do 

for the essence of the discrimination is in the evasion, jot 
of one particular fixed rate, but of any rate which has | 
fixed in any way. In other words, Government rate mak 
is not, and in the nature of the case can not furnish, any r 
edy by and of itself for personal discriminations or rebates. 

The evasion of the established rate for the benefit of a fayore:| 
shipper, which constitutes a discrimination between perso 
therefore, must be dealt with not by general legislation as 
rates, but by an ample provision for punishing those who viol 
the law. I regard these discriminations between persons, . 
rebates, as by far the greatest evil now existent in connec 
tion with our railroad systems and as one of the most frui! 
in wrong and injustice with which we have to deal. It 
upon these personal discriminations that the great trusts, whose 
operations have not only alarmed the people but have made 
them justly indignant, have been built up. Without the rebates 
which they have extorted from the railroads the monopolies 
either partial or complete, which they have created in certain 
eases, and the abnormal increase in prices which they have 
sometimes brought about, would have been well-nigh impossi- 
ble. The rebates have been a wrong and injustice to the people 
and a serious injury to the railroads themselves. I do not think 
that it would be possible to pass legislation too drastic for the 
purpose of stopping these discriminations between persons. \We 
have a law now upon the statute books which, so far as prohii- 
bition can go, ought to be sufficient. It undoubtedly has largely 
checked rebates, but it has not stopped them entirely. To make 
the law thoroughly efficient we ought to add, in my judgment, 
three provisions. We should restore the former penalties of 
the interstate-commerce law—which should not have been re 
pealed—and make these secret evasions of the published rat: 
punishable by imprisonment. The men who perpetrate these 
evasions in defiance of the law suffer but little by a fine, even 
if it be a heavy one. Their resources are too large to make a 
money penalty a serious one. For this very reason they are 
persons who would feel acutely a punishment by imprisonment, 
and that penalty ought to be provided in any law which we 
pass. 

A second addition to the present law which we need is a pro- 
vision to facilitate the procuring of evidence by the law officers 
of the Government. This defect has been pointed out by the 
Attorney-General in his report, and I think nothing is more 
requisite than a clause enabling the proper authorities to ex- 


‘a 








| amine the books of the railroad companies whenever they have 


far from being, equally obvious that a law to prevent ex- | 





good reason to think rebates are being granted. A third and 
last addition should be the enactment of suitable provisions in 
regard to private car lines, switching charges, private sidings 
and tracks, elevator charges, midnight rates, and all the var 

and ingenious arrangements now employed to cover up tlic 
grant of rebates. Unless we can efficiently deal with these de 
vices for making discriminations between persons our legisl: 


| tion will fail, and the fact that elaborate and carefully drawn 


provisions will be needed in order to render the law eff: 


| in this direction should not deter us from undertaking this par 


ticular branch of the work, for without it our other provisions 
would be in large measure futile. If, then, we provide an ad- 
equate penalty, arm the law officers with the means nec ’ 
to obtain evidence, and overcome the ingenious devices to cover 
rebates now in use, I think personal diseriminations will cease 
and that the greatest evil which has grown up under our © 
road system will come to an end. That the eradication o! 
bates is not impossible or in the least impracticable is proved 
by the experience of England, where “ undue preferences 
practically unknown and where the railroads are most re! 


bates and personal discriminations would be to the railro a 
solid benefit instead of a fancied injury. 

I come now to those cases of complaint included in the s: 1 
class under the head of excessive rates. In this direction the 
complaints are the fewest in number and there is less £1 
for them in the United States than anywhere else. That 
are occasional instances of excessive rates no one will den: 


| these are exceptions which prove the existence of the rul | 
| the rule is that Amefican freight rates as a whole are the 


in the world. I will place here, and I desire to call espec! 
tention to it, a table giving the average of American ratty ‘2 
comparison with the average of rates in other countries. 








1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


2417 














: United so Hun- _ | Etro- 
Year. States. | France. many Austria gary. Italy — 
| 
) 1.89 | 1.78 | | OEP bo cae 
aie 1.23 | (tee 1.8 BO ance 
) . 94 | 1.54 1. 34 | 1.38 1.64 1.14 
i 90 | 1.51 1.33 1.3 1.63 | 1.06 
y -90 | 1.51 1.33 1.: 1.63 | 95 
13 88 | 1.48 1.32 1.2 1.63 | .99 
{ 86 | 1.47 1.32 1.é 1. 63 | 1.00 
5) . 84 | 1.45 1.32 1.3 1.63 | .98 
\ .81 | 1.44 |, 1.32 1.3 1.63 | 9% 
80 | 1.42 1.29 1.2 1.63 | 89 
5 75 | 1.39 | 1.27 | 1.3 1.60 . 86 
72 | 1.35 1.24 | 1.2 1.58 87 
) 73] ° 1.82 | iT a >) x4 
75 | 1.33 | 1.23 1. 2: ent) Ligwweenaes 
.76 | 1.33 | 1.22 1.26 | We = ecetece nad 


«For 1872. *’ Data not comparable with earlier years. 
This table shows, what I have already stated, that our rail- 
oad freight rates are the lowest in existence. Mr. Acworth, 
who is not only an expert as to English railroads, but a most dis- 
tinguished authority on railway economics, stated in his testi- 
my before the Interstate Commerce Committee that English 
statistics were so defective that it was hard to get a comparison 
th our rates. He testified, however, that while he thought 
eir rates were better than ours up to 25 or 30 miles, on all 
longer hauls it was his opinion that our rates were two or three 
times lower than those in England above that distance. If the 
long were averaged with the shorter hauls it would make our 
rates much lower than theirs throughout. The railroads of the 
United States, moreover, paid on the average in 1904, according 
to Poor’s Manual, 2.92 per cent upon all the capital invested, a 
y small return. No reasonable man expects the railroads to 
rry on business without proper and fair remuneration, and 
figures show that the average return on capital invested 
railroads is very low indeed. The fact that rates are lower 
than in any other country and that, as the table given 
hove shows, they have steadily declined, taken in conjunction 
h the very moderate returns on the capital invested in rail- 
| property, is proof sufficient that there can be but little suf- 
ng from excessive rates and that when rates have been ex- 
cessive they can not have been of long continuance except under 
very peculiar conditions. It may, I think, be safely asserted 
that if there was no grievance to be dealt with except excessive 
rates there would be no need of any legislation whatever. We 
uld safely leave the cure of excessive rates to the iaw of com- 
tion among the railroads themselves, and where there were 
» competing lines to the competition of markets, whicb no con- 
dation nor combination of roads can do away with. If cases 
excessive rates which neither the competition of roads nor of 
rkets could reach still remained, the conditions which made 
ei possible would be so rare that they would of necessity be 
in number and could be relieved by a resort to the remedy 
he common law, which has always recognized the obligations 

uunon carriers and held them toe account. 
rhis brings me to the third class of complaints—those arising 
rate discrimination between localities. These complaints 
humerous and widely scattered, but they are sporadic, they 
t uniform, and they are generally inharmonious among 
iselves, the wrong denounced by one community being not 
juently precisely the redress which is demanded by an- 
That evils in the form of place discriminations exist 
not be disputed, but the difficulty of finding a remedy for 
seems to me very serious. Indeed, the further I have pro- 
ed in such investigation of the subject as I have been able 
ike the graver the difficulty has appeared. The preventive 
lation directed against rebates deals always with a single 
each ease constituting a violation of the statute, and in 
ilt only brings back the rate lowered through favoritism to 
rate already established by publication. But when a rate 
rimination between places is altered it may and probably 
| affect thousands of other rates and change the conditions 
n which business of enormous magnitude and extending over 
st areas is transacted. This single consideration illustrates 
once the difficulty of finding a proper remedy for the injus 

s arising from place discrimination. 

Nevertheless, in the way of remedy for discriminations be- 
een localities only one method is suggested, and that is to 
ke more or less completely the rate-making power from the 
riilroads and give it to the Government. It seemed to me, after 
many assertions and some arguments on both sides 
) the probable effect of transferring the rate-making power 
Wholly or in part to the Government, that more satisfying than 
any prediction and more instructive than any speculative con- 
clusion would be the results of actual experience in government 
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rate making which have been adopted and carried on in many 
forms and in all degrees of stringency in other countries. 

I desire, therefore, briefly to review the practice and effects of 
government rate making in some of the principal countries of 
Europe and in Canada and Australia. 


I will begin with England. It is not necessary to trace the 
whole course of English legislation in regard to railroads. It is 


sufficient to say that after much discussion and many experi- 
ments of a partial nature England finally, in 1888, passed an act 
recasting and consolidating all the old maximum rates which 
had been gradually established as each railroad had been con 
structed. In 18935 another act was passed which imposed a 
further limitation, to the effect substantially that no rate could 
be increased within the maximum rates unless the railway com 
mission was satisfied that there was good reason for allowing 
it. The condition in England, in brief, then, since 1893 has been 
this: There is a statutory maximum highly elaborated and 
providing for a rate on different classes of goods from each 
point in the Kingdom to every other point. There is also a pro- 
vision that rates should not give an undue preference to one 
trader over another, and, lastly, that no increase shall be made 
in the rate if anybody objects unless good cause can be shown 
before the railroad commission court, as it is called, presided 
over by one of the judges of the highest court. In practical 
operation we find that within the limitation of the maximum 
rates, which are so high that they have no practical effect, the 
railroads carry on the business much as they do here, except 
that there are no undue preferences and that no attempt has 
been made to prevent the locality discrimination which arises 
under long and short hauls. In other words, there are rates to 
competing points lower than the rates to intervening points 
where there is no competition and where the distance traveled 
is less. 


It has apparently been found impossible in practice to do 
away with these discriminations arising from the long and 


short hauls and the inevitable effect upon the rates of competing 


points. The interference of the Government in England has 
been moderate and in a large degree tentative, and yet all the 
evidence we have shows that even this very limited interfer 
ence has not had a good effect on business and has brought in 








evils at least as serious as those which it sought to cure. Mr. 
Acworth said in his testimony: 

As to rate making, I have no doubt that the interference of Parl 
ment and courts and the ecutive has all tended to stereotype 1d 
keep rates at an unnecessarily high level. Speaking as an individual 
student, I have no doubt that leaving the power to make rates 
ally and primarily to the railroads and to the free play of the business 
forces is the process that will arrive at the best results for the con 
munity, with this exception: That I fully think it necessary that 
the community in some way should interfere to pri t all customers 


from unfair treatment. 
In other words, Mr. Acworth, who is one of the highest living 


authorities on railway economics, believes that the power of 
rate making, if undue preferences—that is, rebates—are abol 
ished, as has been done in England, should be left very largely 
and under very slight limitations to the natural working of 


economic forces. The result, practically, of the very mod 
legislation which they have adopted in England has been to 
make the rates almost wholly inelastic. No railroad dares to 
lower a rate, if it can possibly be avoided, because of t re 
strictions imposed by law on increasing the rate when 












necessary. The result is that rates in England ! 

rule, declined; and while our rates show a decline of 41.7 per 
cent as against a 24.3 per cent fall in prices, it is apparent 
that in England prices have fallen faster than rates, owing to 
the fixed character given to rates by legislation. 

To sum what we may learn from the English experienc 
we find that the provision against increasing rates has p 
vented the reduction of rates; that undue preferences or re 
bates have been successfully stopped; that discrimi: ms | 
tween localities exist, and that the long and short haul dis 
criminations are not interfered with. It therefore irs 
that in England the rate making by Government, so { 
has gone and so far as it affects discriminations betwes 
ities, has had either no result or has prevented rate re 
To quote from Mr. Aeworth’s book, The Ek s of \ 
Economics, page 158: 

The legislation of the years from 1891 to 1894 has don 
prevent any natural and gradual lowering of rates \ 
pany is still free to lower. It has ceased to be free to 1 
ager may desire to lower a rate, hoy t 
trade, but also, by increasing largely th olume of 
his own net earnings. But it is only a hop In tl 
ease certainty is not attainable in ad A l 
fore, will not, unless his hope is clos¢ : d w 
rate when he must face a lawsuit before he ca 

In considering the English experience and trying to l 
from it it is well to remember that it is the gentlest and most 


] 1 for of rate making by government which has been 


n country, and yet we see that its prin- 
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has been to prevent rate reductions and that 
! e t fallen in England in anything like the proportion 
t] e declined in the United States. 

In France nearly all the railroads are in private hands; there 
iS mile n private operation and 1,726 operated by the | 

The regulation of rates by the Government is very 
¢ MoU ig practically to Government rate making. 

I I way company wishes to raise or lower a rate, applica- 
t be made to the minister of railways. The minister 

t its a copy of the application to the prefect of the 

‘ rtment, who notifies the local chamber of commerce, who 
one month in which to file a reply. The evidence thus 

ed is then submitted to the railway advisory council, who 
report upon it to the minister of railways, who then rejects or 
grants the request. This system has not done away with dis- 
tions, but, on the contrary, has developed a new set, 

] unknown to us and based on peculiar principles. The 
( e rate being found impracticable here as elsewhere to 
the point of impossibility, tapering rates have been introduced 
d carried to a point of elaboration probably beyond that 
ned in any other country. There are also many special 


meet the needs of trade and industry. In fact, 


rates dey sed to 


discriminations exist in full force just as with us, only 
tl ire 1 le by the clumsy, slow-moving governmental ma- 
‘ ery instead of by the railroads themselves. The influences 
which vern the railroads in making rates are self-interest pri- 
! 1d si larily, the competition of markets and the de- 
\ t of new territory. In France the influences are local 

1 cal, and these influences struggle for the control of the 











owhere has the problem of g 


ern- 





ory council. Some years ago the railway representation on 
council was diminished and that of the river and canal 
owne was increased, which illustrates the nature and work- 
the forces which strive for supremacy. What concerns 
us, however, is not the contest for control, but the practical 
I of this form of governmental rate making. Some of the 
decisions made and policies adopted are illuminating. As a 
I the council does not allow a railroad to reduce rates to a 
h it reaches by a longer haul than another and rival 
Ss, no ¢ bt, does away with making higher rates to 
] to competing points, but it is accomplished by | 
m to the point where it would otherwise | 
1} Iso decided, and this practice now has 
t ways must not reduce rates below 20 | 
‘ peting waterways. This strange | 
‘ to the pressure of the navigation inter- | 
l and pol 1 influences. 
stated, of the.system which these deci- | 
{ ke rates inelastic, to keep them | 
| ‘ O e wate ivs, where it is car 
by horses, in order to find a 
f It will be seen by tl t that | 
er mile in France was, in 1902 | 
t 0.76 « cent in the United State Sin e | 
‘ > United State I s 
1 l in | from 1.78 « a 
j ‘ een 1S79 an 
if s eS iV 15 pol lS 
87 and 1897. In the United St ne | 
S80 1 has been, in ‘s, | 
rat faster than freig ; | 
ht « es have decl dj ty | 
s. Since 1881 the waterways | 
( and the average traffic 
S Y per Ct { of T its 
the average traffic density of | 
( ment has recently carried a 
s to build additional canals 
inter St to prevent tHe ] W | 
\ there is water competition. i 
stringent Government regula- | 
t e gh and inelastic, that tl I e 
tratiic is reverting to the 
, e « the wing path, and that discriminations 
hy ‘ ] S ¢ t just as they do here, but are made by 
the Government in obedience to local, financial, and political 
es h exe r in proportion to the pressure they 
< eral ‘ | ng tT 
In Germany, the Government operates 29,473 miles of railway 
nst 2.815 miles in private operation, just reversing the 
m in France Practically all the German railroads are 
( | by the Governmen 
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ment management been more thoroughly studied or more ela} 
rately worked out than in Germany. The main influence , 
inally in bringing about Government ownership was } 
the purpose being to promote the consolidation of the Eyn))j 
but the discriminations made by railways in favor of « 
peting points also played a large part.. Nothing is more instry 
tive than to study the German system and the numberle 
problems with which the Government has endeavored to dea] 
when it had once entered upon the policy of substituting law 
for the play of economic forces. An earnest and most intel] 
gent effort has been made to meet every conceivable continzen 
by legislation, and like most such efforts this one has failed to 
foresee all the difficulties which a perverse world, fruitful in 4if- 
ficulties, can produce. It would be impossible for me to atte) 
here more than a brief outline of the German system and 
results, but there is an extensive literature on the subject both 
in German and English which well repays examination. 

Roughly stated, the German Government rate is composed of 
a dispatch fee increasing up to 62 miles and a mileage ch : 
decreasing with the increase of distance. The principle is that 
of the distance rate, tapered moderately according to the num- 
ber of miles traveled. Nothing on its face could be simpler or 
fairer, but the way it works out in practice is by no means 
either simple or fair. There are various classes of rates estab 
lished, called ordinary tariffs, which consist of— 

1. The less than one carload rate; 

2. The express rate—double the former; 

Al. Shipments of not less than 5 metric tons; 

B. Shipments of not less than 10 metric tons. 


Then there are four special ciasses applicable to specified 
articles— 
A2. Shipments of between 5 and 10 metric tons, and I, II, and 


III, shipments of not less than 10 metric tons; the articles | 
roughly classified as follows: 

Class I includes high-priced articles such as manufactures 
and grain, the latter for the benefit of the farmers. 

Class II, semimanufactured articles. 

Class III, low-priced goods or raw materials. 

These classes all get reductions at special rates. But t! 
is a further reduction by what is known as “ preferential 
which are “applicable to agricultural and industrial products 
intended to facilitate imports and exports and incre: the 
traffic of the country.” 

The official British report on the Prussian railways states 
that not less than 63 per cent of the freight goes und 
erential rates, about 17 on special rates, and only 20 px 
under the ordinary rates or regular tariff. Thus it vy 
seen that instead of doing away with discriminations 
ment rate-making in Germany has resulted in giving di: 
nations of one sort or another to 80 per cent of all the f t 
earried. Even more interesting than the figures are tl 
sons for these reductions as stated in the same report. ‘ 
ductions are made, first, as bounties to certain interests; : l, 
export bi third, for competing with foreign 
portation; fourth, to support certain special important 
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tries, such as the shipbuilding industry, the Silesian 1 : 
industry, and the beet-sugar industry, by conveying th 
materials at cheap rates; fifth, as a special fuel tariff; 

for the alleviation of distress due to bad harvests, flo 

[It will be seen at a glance that these reductions can not 


erned by economic reasons, but are, in the main, brough 
by the pressure of political and industrial interests, and 


must be, and indeed there is, a constant struggle betw« 
interests to secure for each its share of the favors 
rates. 

At the same time the railroads of Germany are manag 
reveniue-paying branch of the Government, and the det 


tion of the Government to make the railroads yield inco: 

to keep the rates high and inflexible, except so far as tl 
modified by preferred and special rates. What the gen 
fect has been is shown by the enormous growth of traffi« 
waterways. In 1875 there were 290,000 ton-miles of frei 
ried per mile of waterway and 410,000 ton-miles per ! 
railway. In 1900 the ton-miles of freight per mile of 
way had risen to 1,150,000 and on the railways to only 7 
ton-miles. In other words, the result of Government n 
ment in Germany has been to drive traffic back to the 
wavs in order to obtain a free movement for freight. The 
been a great struggle in Germany for a further develop! 
canals, and the Government proposed a bill in 1900 to 5] ) 
less than 339,000,000 marks for new canals. This bill w 
feated, but none the less the canal and river business h: 
tinued its enormous development. It is a striking comme 


t, either by direct ownership or | on government rate making that both in France and Ge! 


traffic is being driven from the railways back to the waterways, 
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hich were used by men for transportation for thousands of 
irs prior to the invention of steam. 
As Germany has worked out government rate making more 
thoroughly than any other country, it is worth while to 
or two concrete instances in order to show the precise 
eration and result of discriminations when made by the Goy- 


‘nyment. From 1877 to 1888 the charge for hauling grain re- 
ined at something over a cent and a half per ton mile. 
ie agricultural interests of eastern Prussia then petitioned 


Government to reduce this charge 66 per cent. The Govern- 
nt replied that it would be an inequitable departure from the 
heme of uniform rates, because it would benefit the land- 
ners of eastern Prussia at the expense of those of central 
d western Prussia, whose markets would then 


be open 
eastern grain. In 1891 the charge was reduced to a little 
er a cent a ton mile on hauls between 23 and 187 miles. 


. gmount of grain for long hauls increased rapidly, but the 
sovernment of Saxony protested that their farmers and millers 
hid a natural right to supply the Saxon demand, and shoud 
interfered with by the Prussian farmers and millers. 
Wurtemberg, and Baden followed suit, and millers on 

Rhine also protested that it would interfere with their busi- 
ss of milling foreign grain, and that they had a natural right 
the business of Rhenish Prussia. The result was that in 1894 

old rate of over a cent and a half a ton mile was restored 
| the various localities of Germany were again shut up by 

arrangement of rates to the local producers, who claimed 
natural right to their home market. 

take another example, the Ruhr district, which lies east 

Rhine and north of Cologne, is the great coal, iron, and 
| producing region of continental Europe. Two hundred and 

ity-six miles to the southwest lies what is known as the 

district,” which is also an iron and coal producing re- 

The Ruhr district needs some of the ores of the Saar 

t to supplement its industry, but the railway rates are 

that it can not import them, and it brings the it 
iires from Norway and Sweden. The Saar district, on the 

hand, needs the coke of the Ruhr district, but owing to 
stem of railway rates is cut off from it. The Saar dis 
shut out of the markets of eastern Germany, but it has 
‘al monopoly of the steel trade with southern Germany 

Switzerland. In similar fashion the iron and steel products 
the provinee of Silesia have a monopoly of the trade of 

and the points of eastern Prussia. It will be seen that 

‘on trade of Germany is shut up in districts, and competi- 

the home product is destroyed except far it i 
ined by the operation of the waterways. 

take another example; from the center of the Roumanian 

nd corn district it is 1,440 miles to Magdeburg, and the 
ys should be able to carry wheat and corn over that dis- 
r $4.75 a gross ten. In the United States wheat is 
for much less over similar distances, but owing to the 
rates of Germany and Austria the wheat of Roumania 

down the Danube 475 miles to the Black Sea, thence 4,765 

by sea to Hamburg, and thence 185 miles up the River 
Magdeburg. The total charge for a shipment is $6.66 
ton, or 50 cents a ton more than it costs to carry wheat 

Duluth to Magdeburg, and yet it is much cheaper than 

ilway charge for carrying wheat 1,440 miles direct 

rom Roumania to the Elbe district of Germany. 
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need to multiply examples to show how government 
making in Germany has hampered the movement of 
and the course of trade. Every analysis that is made, 


ier into the sugar industry, the commerce in oil, the trade 
different ports, or anything else, all alike exhibit the 
results in impeding freight movement, inclosing differ- 
reas with what amounts to high tariff barriers and driving 
to the waterways for relief. 
ng next the test of cost, it will be seen from the table 
given that the average freight charge per ton per mile 
its is 1.22 in Germany as against 0.76 in the United States. 
inore significant is the comparison with the level of prices. 
Germany, between 1880 and 1899, prices fell 17.6 per cent and 
‘oad rates 14.7 per cent. In the United States prices fell 
per cent and railway charges 41.7 per cent. It is difficult 
xpress the importance of this contrast or adequately to state 
ist importance to the business and well-being of the coun- 
nvolved in the fact that our railroad rates went down 
twice as fast as prices. Nothing, in fact, could demon- 
so clearly and beyond cavil our superiority in railroad 
igement to the rest of the world. 
sum up the results from this brief review of German ex- 
‘nee. We find that in Germany Government rate making 
inagement have been carried out with an elaboration and 
ntifie thoroughness unequaled anywhere else. The result 
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| has been the abolition, practically, of rebates or personal d 
| ecriminations and the multiplication of all other ¢ ‘iminations, 
extending not only to localities, but to indu ‘ ‘ racter 


articles, and the final destination of the freight. The outco 
of this system of discrimination has been to 

many and draw tariff barriers around certain regions or 
tricts, and the discriminations have been | 12] ibout | 

pressure of political, local, and industrial interest heen 
taken up by political parties, and have played a | e part in 
| national politics and in the legislation of th 
also apparent that, although Germany has managed to make a 
profit on her railroads, the transportation efficiency is low, tl 











railroads are run with great disregard of public convenience, and 
rates are 50 per cent higher than our own and are inelast 

In Germany, which has Government operation pract 
throughout, and in France, which has very little Gov nent 
operation and complete Government control of lines privatel 
owned and operated, we find all the important and char: 
istic features which government rate making and ownership 
exhibit anywhere. The same results as those I have noted in 
France and Germany are apparent with unessential mod 
tions in Austria-Hungary, in Italy, and in the smaller Euy ! 
states. It is therefore unnecessary to do more, in conside1 

| the experience of other countries, than to glance at Russia, 
Canada, and Australia, because they all present the el of 
great area, and Australia and Canada that of recent settlement 
which are common to the United States, but which ar 
found im England or in western Europe. 

With an area nearly three times that of the 1 ed St 
Russia has only (1904) 43,774 miles of railroad as against o 
212,000. These figurés are an impressive expre m of 
difference in economic energy between the Ame! 1 We 
and the people of Russia, and are also inst is t 
comparative value Of individual enterprise and that of th 
tary and religious socialism which | hitherto been the Rt 
system. The State itself in Russia ow! l operates over 65 
cent of the railways and is increasing its ov | I ISS7T 
the council of state asserted the right of tl! ; re I 
all railway rates, so that practically all fr rates in Ru 
sia, whether on Government lines or those ry t ! 
persons, are fixed by the Gov r) I 
is will be seen by an examination of the tabl 

yerage, more nearly the averag f ft ‘ i { 
States than in any other country. TI! 3 4 ) 
that most of the freight in Russia consists of gi } 1d 
articles of large bulk, and that hauls are long |! 
country. The low average is also due to the fact 
Russian railways are run at a loss and show a deficit it 
perhaps needless to say that it is comparatively easy to obtain 
low rates if the railroad is run at a loss, but in order to do 
this it is necessary to have somebody make up tl d 
and this can only be done in the case of gove t-o ! 
roads by the taxpayers being ferced to make 
of operation. Even with this great advantage of runni! 
railroads at a loss the Russian average r 
than the rate in the United States, where the r 
run at a profit. This illustrates inciden ly l infe 
of government management, which is further vn ! 
fact, sufficiently obvious to anyone who | traveled Ru 
that the railroad lines are laid with slight refers 
nomic demands, but apparently chiefly fe \ 
reasons. The towns which the railroads are suppo to 
often lie many miles from the line, involving a long haul! 3 
in order to deliver freight to the railroads I 
towns and distributing points eccentric to the 1 vad line 
which extends also to whole areas of populat idd ‘ 
course, enormously to the expense of tl fre ) 
although it does not show itself directly the 1 charged f 
the railroad transportation alone. 

These conditions, it is true, bear more upon the incompet 
of government management than upon the effe f govern 
rate making, but if we examine even in a 1 t general 
way the course of freight rates upon grain, the | | 
production of Russia, we can see at once the « 1 « 
government rate making. Grain is the great product R ' 
and it is immensely important to Russia to ‘ 
Without going into details, it is enough to say broad! tt 
has been a protracted struggle betwe+ the Gover f } 
has desired, very naturally, to aid in the e 
local interests, which have objected t 
cause it would affect unfavorably th 
to which these local interests felt that 
To put it concretely by an exam} ie | I ! 
farmers of central Russia have objected strenuou to | 
| rates on grain from remote points, because it 1 | to lower 
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the price of grain in the region which they claimed a natural 
right to supply. There has been a long conflict between these 


opposing elements and there haye been many ups and downs in 


the arrangement of rates, and yet, although Russia is an au- 
tocracy, the pressure of the local interests, political and finan- 
cial, has been so strong that they have usually prevailed and 
the long-distance rates have been kept up in such a way as to 
hamper the movement of grain, to cause congestion of the grain 

ipply in certain places, to force down the price iu remote 
districts, and to raise the price at the port of export. The 
vreat grain fields of Siberia have been largely shut up, to the 


ormous injury or that region, by the successful and zealous 
ition of local interests in old Russia. The famines which 
ve occurred in certain parts of Russia when crops have failed 
in th have been in large measure due to the diffi- 
iity of moving grain, caused by the rates as well as by the ill- 
arranged railway lines which have not been able to bring grain 

iply from different parts of the Empire. If we had had 
in this country handled as the rates in Russia have been 
handled by the Government, the great wheat-growing region of 
the West could never have been developed, for the farming 
regions of the East would never have permitted rates to have 
been made which would have enabled the grain-growing States 


po 


regions 


rates 


‘st of the Mississippi to enter the eastern market in the man- 
ner in which they have entered and taken possession of it. 
(iad this course been followed in the United States the great 


farming population which has given to the East their market 
or manufactures could never have been built up, any more than 
t has been possible to build up effectively the vast grain-growing 
region of Siberia. 

This is a mere outline of the results of government rate fixing 
upon the great staple of Russia, but it is enough to show how 
government rate making, oscillating one way and another under 
the pressure of local interests, has impeded the freight move- 
ment and arrested the development of the country. We find 
also in Russia, as we do in Germany and France, the same 
rt to the rivers and waterways in order to secure the free 
ovement of freight. It is not necessary to analyze further 
he Russian experience. Government rate making has not 
removed discriminations, but has merely substituted for those 
which are necessitated by economic forces, and which in the 
long run balance each other and cure themselves, hard and fast 
discriminations made by the Government under the pressure of 
local, political, and industrial interests. 

In Australia we have not only a large country with long 
hauls, but a new country, and the result of government control 
there is an interesting one. The great business of Australia is 
to bring the wool from the interior to the seaports and take 

k the supplies and manufactures needed by the inhabitants 


bac is 
of the sheep-raising, farming, and mining districts. The result 


‘ 
A 
} 


Pay 


hi 
{ 


has been that the railroad question in Australia has largely 
resolved itself into a struggle between the yarious seaboard 


cities, which constitute one-half the population, for favoring 
rates. In other words, the conflict in Australia is, in the main, 
on the question of port differentials. The recent confederation 
of the colonies came very near being wrecked on this question 
of rates to the various ports. It was got over by a compro- 
mise, which, so far as an outsider can see who reads the re- 
por settled nothing. It was agreed that there should be 
no preferential rates, but that there could be differentials; the 


ts, 








preferred were defined as illegitimate reductions, and differ- 
entials as legitimate. To each colony also was left the right 
nake rates on their own railroads, and it seems as if the 
rle was only postponed and that under the confedera- 
1 i conflict must break out again whenever it is sought 
{ mine what discriminations are legitimate and what are 
rate The system adopted in making rates has been 
1 of tapering, and the result of this has been to concen- 
| the seaboard cities and to abolish all inte- 
I basing or distributing points. fasing and distributing 
points are of great value, because they decentralize, and the 
A ‘alian rates as arranged tend to cause too high centraliza- 
t The a m of population in the seaboard cities is con- 
dered by the statesmen of Australia to be a great evil. There 
can be no « that the movement of population toward 
‘ itratic n Melbourne, Adelaide, and Sydney set in before | 
there was much extension of the railway systems, but there is 
no question that it was highly stimulated by the government 
establishment of tapering rates. 

Roughly speaking, the picture which fis presented to us by 
Australia is that of a large population at the ports and a scat- 
tered population of farmers, sheep growers, and cattle raisers in 
the interior, no interior cities and towns with independent life | 
and col 


inerce, 


and the growth of urban population at a few 


which throws out of balance the entire body politic. 
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There is no doubt that this situation in Australia and the faj)- 
ure of the country to advance in population is not due to the 
railroad system alone, but it is equally certain that the system 
of railroad rates fosters tendencies which all the best judges 
of conditions in Australia deeply deplore. It will be obseryed 
that government rate making in Australia has not done away 
with discriminations between localities. On the contrary, | 
has substituted another and more injurious discrimination and 
has embedded it by process of law in the economic existence of 
the country. It will also be observed that, whatever the cause. 
this new country has failed to build up the interior as we haye 
built up the vast interior regions of the United States. To put 
it a little differently, government rate making in Australia, if {{ 
has dispensed with evils of which we complain here, has opened 
the door and assisted the growth of evils much more serious in 
their nature and much more detrimental to the sound and 
healthy development of the country. 

In Canada they have a railway act which confers powers of 
the most sweeping kind upon a government commission. TT! 
act was not assented to until October 24, 1903, and has not been 
in practical operation for much more than a year, so that it is 
almost impossible to draw any conclusions as to its workings. 
It is worth notice, however, that the act contains two clauses 
which show that the commission has full power to make dis- 
criminations : 








DISCRIMINATIONS. 


» 


2. The tolls for larger quantities, greater numbers, or longer dis- 
tances may be proportionately less than the tolls for smaller quantities 
or numbers, or shorter distances, if such tolls are, under substanti: 
similar circumstances, charged equally to all persons. 

3. No toll shall be charged which unjustly discriminates 
different localities. The board shall not approve or allow any toll 
which, for the like description of goods or for passengers carried 
substantially similar circumstances and conditions in the same dir 
tion over the same line, is greater for a shorter than for a longer di 
tance, the shorter being included in the longer distance, unless the 
board is satisfied that owing to competition it is expedient to allow 
such toll. The board may declare that any places are competiti 
points within the meaning of this act. 

It is also worthy of notice that despite the fact that the act 
gives almost autocratic powers for rate making it has been dis- 
covered that it does not cure discriminations. The question came 
up in a debate in Parliament last April, and it was then pointed 
out that Canadian railroad rates were much higher than Ameri- 
can rates and that Canadian shippers were thereby handicapped 
in the market. It was also declared that freight from Michigan 
procured lower rates over Canadian lines than similar freight 
from points in Canada, although the Canadian points were 
nearer the port of destination. 

The act has been in operation so short a time that it is not 
possible to make deductions of value, but it is already apparent 
that it has not cured discriminations but has produced others 
of a similar nature, as has happened in all other countries 
where government rate making has been attempted. The act, 
in fact, recognizes that discriminations must be made, and pro- 
poses to transfer them from the workings of economic forces 
to the action of a government board. There is no reason to sup- 
pose that the results in Canada under such a system will be dif- 
ferent from the results under similar conditions in all other 
countries. 

If now we review the experience of all other countries, taken 
as a whole, we find a singular uniformity of result so far as 
general principles are concerned. This examination shows us 
that it is not only entirely possible to abolish all discriminations 
between persons—that is, all rebates or undue preferences—but 


between 


ve 


that this has been actually and effectively accomplished in 
other countries. It is not necessary to differentiate betwee! 

methods employed in the several countries, for whether, ‘1s in 
England, railroad regulation has been effected through the esta! 
lishment of a railway commission court, or, as in Franc 1 


Germany, by the simple operation of direct government co! 
the conclusion on this point is the same. It is proved lx l 
a doubt that personal discriminations can be utterly extir) 
and if it has been done in other countries it can be done here by 
suitable legislation. 

On the second point of excessive rates the experience of ot! 
countries demonstrates that whatever good effects govern 
rate making has had it has not lowered rates, but, on the . 
trary, has made them not only higher but inelastic. Where, 3 
in Russia, rates are low, although not so low as ours, thi 
roads are run at a loss and the loss is made good out o! 


pockets of the taxpayers. In England, with maximum rates 
fixed by Parliament in a schedule and the prohibition a¢ t 
raising rates without the consent of the railway commission 
court, the rates are higher than ours, inelastic, and do not 

| cline in accordance with the fall of prices, or, indeed, in an) 2 


stantial degree. c a 
On the continent of Europe generally rates are 50 per ccd 





1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


higher than ours and show the same quality of inflexibility and | 


the same lack of adaptation to changing conditions which we 
find in England. We have the lowest average freight rates in 


the world, and yet our railroads are run at a profit without, of 


course, a dollar of expense to the taxpayer. Government rate 
making in this country—directed as it can only be against place 





discriminations and excessive rates—therefore, if the experience 
of all the rest of the world is of any value, and I regard it as con 
lusive, would either not reduce the rates at all, or, if it did reduce 
the rates generally, it would destroy the profits of the roads and 
lower the wages of those employed upon them unless we accepted 
the other alternative of Government ownership, with the reads 
run at a loss and the people taxed to carry them on. 
many persons who have been urging Government rate makin 


ill 


in this country appears to be that Government rate making w 
lower freight rates. 
the inducements they hold out, and yet it is as clear as anything 

n possibly be that it will be impossible to reduce r: 
arbitrarily and suddenly by Government action without destroy- 
ing the profits of the railroads and lowering the wages of those 

nployed upon them, or else forcing Government ownership and 
ig upon the shoulders of the taxpayers the gigantic bur- 


( ites 





The idea of | 


In seeking popular support that is one of | 


| 


den of running 200,000 miles of railroad at a loss. So far as | 
excessive rates alone are concerned, it seems to me perfectly 


ous from the experience of other countries that there should 
be no legislation, because if legislation is attempted the results 
ll be. disastrous in ultimately raising rates and in making 
inflexible, and will produce a far worse condition than 
exists under the play of natural forces. 
The third and last point is that of discrimination between 
The experience of other nations shows that 
nent rate making has 
ghtest degree. It has substituted discriminations made by 
» Government for the discriminations which are brought about 


LU©C i) 


alities. ZO% 


by economie forces, the competition of markets, and the action 
of business interests. It hardly, I think, needs argument to 
show that discriminations forced in this way through political 
ection would be peculiarly unfortunate in the United States, 
and that the combinations of political interests would make dis 
riminations, which would be in the long run more oppressive 
than those which come into existence by the natural competi 


tion of business interests and the working of economic forces. 
That diseriminations which arise in what may be called 
“natural” way have in some instances been created to 
the selfish ends of individuals intrusted with the management 
of railroads is undoubted, but the history of our railroad de- 
velopment shows that these are constantly being reduced in 
number, and that the laws of competition and the necessity of 
ng money are certain to cure them in the long run. More 


T 
i 


t 
natural’ way have the immense advantage of not leading to 
se results so apparent in Germany, where the pressure of 
il and political interests has forced the establishment of 
which have broken the country up into sections and 
vn around each section a barrier higher than those which 
tariff could create, in obedience to the entirely false prin 


that any given town or city or any given area of country 


ititled by its neighborhood to the sole possession of the 
1 and the population immediately surrounding it. 
it discriminations between localities exist under our sys 


which work injustice, it would be folly to deny, but it 
ld be a still greater folly to establish a new series of dis 
ations, working a larger injustice, in the hope of curing 
original inequalities. To get rid of the inequalities which 
t is eminently desirable; but it is much better to submit t 
than to create more and worse inequalities by another 


y 


) 
i 


m which experience has proved to be worse. In this 
mn, therefore, it seems to me that we ought to proceed 
the utmost caution. Whatever attempt to remedy place 
inations we may make, we should so guard it as to 


l applying a remedy far worse than the disease. The expe 
of the world leads to doubt most seriously whether 
Government rate making, with a view to curing place dis 
tinations. can be affected without bringing a change for the 


ence me 


owe 
>» < 


v but if it is to be tried at all it ought not to go beyond 
fixing of a maximum rate by the Commission, with the 
ost absolute protection against hasty or prejudiced action 


‘ 


rough provision for an appeal to the courts of the country. 


his certainly is as far as we can safely go 


, unless we are pre 


pared to disregard entirely all the teachings of experience and 
all the wisdom of those who are authorities upon railway 
er nomics. 7 

In closing this consideration of the lessons of experience in 
regard to the relation of the railroads to the Government I 
wish again to insist upon the magnitude of the problem. I am 


not stopped discriminations in the | 


the | 
serve | 


the discriminations which exist in what may be ealled the | 














arguing this que m be | r ‘ 
of the railroad. I have n 
} ever. Such small interests as | l \ 
I took up the study of t ul t ( I 
wholly free from any conceivable bias. I he 
railroad system simply as e of the 1 ' 1 
ern economic life, upon which the prospe ! id 
its trade and commerce are more depe! Lu 
other. It is in this way and with th that ¢ 
should approach the discussion of this qu 
who are loudest in denunciation of the rail: 
sume to speak for the people of the | ed 
their own personal hostilities and, in some { 
| desire for revenge with the public interes \ } 
to satisfy and which seeks only to promot 
Even the shippers who especially cry out f 
well to remember, have shared, in some 
the rebates and personal discriminat ‘ 
| existed without their seeking and ¢ 1 
sionally the disappointment caused by a f 
ences themselves for a righteou idignation 
to redress a public wrong If tl fas! ! 
sons to talk about the railroads as if they we { MUI 
ical monster, a Frankenstein, which was stri 4 cle ir the 
| people of the United States who created it. Th sai l 
misleading conception. The President of the | ted St in 
his message to Congress on December 3, 1901 Ae 
it must not rt « railr ‘ 
which the mime od of this « } 
be more foolish t uct vf le 
e 7 interfere Vv t 1d 
ciai sencies. 
Not only is this statement of the President pr d 
as indicating the part which the railroads play in 
| cial and industrial life, but it must also be rem ered 1 
the idea so sedulously disseminated, that tl d 
merely the property of a few men and run for the ‘ h o 
| terests, is without foundation in fact. The vast « ul ( l 
in railroads and distributed in the form of stocks and 
is held by thousands of persons, many of whom bh » mo 
erate means. These securities largely constitute the i. 
| of savings banks, in which are laid up the hard ne 
of the working men and women of the count nd if w 
jure or destroy these securities we only t slightly the 
great capitalists, but we bring misery and 1 fortune and 
poverty to thousands of persons whose little all, either th 
own names or that of the savings banks d the ti co 
panies, has been placed in the railroads of the cour ry it 
well also not to forget that the high-paid men who e at the 
head of the great lines of road are but a handful in e ‘ 
with the great body of people who earn a secure In 
livelihood in the operation of railroads. The ar 
two million and a half and three million of people whose 
hood is dependent upon railroads. To fore 
legislation a reduction in the earnings of t! t b 
people would be a cruel injustice, but that t 
shall do if we do not consider well the st« \ 
The prosperity of the country is knit up wit ey * 
the railroads, but it is also to be re bered t tl 
existence of the railroads depends u] t 
country. ‘There is no body of people i t cr f 
seventh of our } j n » prot d ‘ 
perity of the I ed the a 
own our ra dl \ rat tine i } 
it prepo us to that ( 4 
are hostile to its we . d n l 
selfishness which would | 1 to cde 
injure ny loealit \\ nt t S¢ f 
up, but no one desires it so mu as 1 
our railroads. Weall wa to see the ed 
tions of the country thrive, but to the 
such places is a matter of lif nad ¢ t s 
| moment is the need of for¢ ‘ 
eign trade in the last nine rs | be 
which has enabled us to ente to 
ciently than any other one « f her 
road transportation. If you cripple tl 
into the position of the systems of E pe 
prospect of successful competition the . 
A sudden and ill-considered revolution in « ‘ 
management would bring on a | ‘ 
and probably carry disaster to <« ] 
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ud proceed 


degree which it is 
lor reas 


ynsider it essential that 


impos 


those ons we shor 


‘ 


I t 
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} regard to the railroads, that there should be Government 





2422 





vision and regulation, that we should stop the intolerable abuse | 
of rebates or discriminations between persons, because if we do | 
not we may find ourselves precipitated into that worst of all 
disasters, Government ownership. But it is equally essential | 
that the legislation we undertake should not itself lead to Gov- 
ernment ownership, the dangerous pitfall we are seeking to 
It is vital that this legislation should succeed, but it 
can only succeed by being effective against the evils which it | 
can cure, while it proceeds with the utmost care in those direc- 
tions where experience has shown that some of the remedies 
now proposed have introduced evils far more unbearable and 
far more injurious than those which it was sought to remedy. 

Two dangers seem to me to menace this legislation. The first | 
is that in the desire to have rates fixed in some form by an | 
executive commission, exercising powers delegated to it by Con- 
gress, we shall fail to give an effective remedy for the worst 
evil which has arisen, that known as “ personal discriminations.” | 
Whatever else governmental rate making can do, it can not by 
the mere fact of its existence do away with an offense which 
consists in the evasion of an established rate. The result of a 
failure to deal with what, to my mind, is the real and, I am 
strongly inclined to believe, the only real evil of the present con- 
ditions would be to discredit the law, convince the people that 
it was insincere, and thus promote an agitation in favor of that 
worst of all evils, Government ownership. Whatever else is | 
or left undone, no pains should be spared to render the | 
law effective for the absolute extirpation of personal discrimina- | 
or rebates. That which is to be feared as to rebates is 
that the law will not go far enough and will not be intelligently 
effective. 

The second danger which involved in this legislation 
that the rate making by the Government, which can only affect 
excessive rates and place discriminations, will go too far and | 
will bring on evils far more serious than those it is designed 
to cure. ‘The lessons to be learned from the experience of other 
nations confirm this view and admonish us to proceed in this | 
direction with the utmost caution. We should not go too far | 
n rate making by Government—surely not beyond conferring 


avoid. 





done 


tions 


is is 


the power upon an executive commission to make maximum 
rates. The Commission charged with this great duty, upon the 
just performance of which the stability of business and of 


credit, as well as the welfare of thousands of people will so 


largely depend, should be established and organized with the | 
utmost care. In tenure and salary the office of Commissioner 
hould be made acceptable to men of the highest character and | 


ability, and the chairman of the Commission should, as in Eng- 
land, taken from among the judges of our circuit courts. 
Finally, there should be ample provision for an appeal to—or, | 
more properly, a review by—courts of competent jurisdiction | 
sitting in equity, not only as to whether the rate is confiscatory, 
but also whether it is just and reasonable, and an arrangement 


be 


should be made by law for the rapid disposition of all such 
Cases. 

All these conditions, as I understand it, are laid down in the 
legislation recommended to Congress by the President of the 
United States. In his message of December 5, 1905, he says: 

In my judgment the most important provision which such law should 

mtain is that conferring upon some competent administrative body 
the power to decide, upon the case being brought before it, whether a 

en rate prescribed by a railroad is reasonable and just, and if it is 
1 to unreasonable and unjust, then, after full investigation of 
nuplaint, to prescribe the limit of rate beyond which it shall not 
il » ge the maximum reasonable rate, as it is commonly 
this deci n to into effect within a reasonable time and to 

1 thence onward, subject to review by the courts 

Last autumn, on October 22, 1905, a distinguished member of 
the Administration, the Secretary of War, speaking at Akron, 
(>! iidl 

ze results convinced those familiar with the law and anxious 

ild operate effectively, that the two changes necessary were, 

provision authorizing the Commission in declaring a rate to 

le to declare at the same time what was a maximum 

‘ dt ake an order requiring the company to reduce 

to t iaxi m: and, second, that the law should, under 

1 < malty require <« dience to the order of the Commission and 

{ 1 th carrier to treat the order with proper respect, re 

th the opportunity to avoid its operation by a resort to 

{ nd tting aside of the order by judicial super 

' le o 7 

i tw ort mendments to the present law I have just. de 

ed are ll t tl resident has recommended to Congress Ile 

I rds them, f the re I have attempted to state, as essential 
to an effective interstate-commerce law 

A little later the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania, 
very recently a member of the President’s Cabinet and a most 
eminent lawyer, speaking, as it was understood, with the ap- 
proval of the President, said at Pittsburg on November 5, 1905: 


Chere is no order that can be made by any commission or board now | 
existir or which it is proposed to create, that can change a rate or 
practice that is unreasonable or unjust without its order being sub- | 
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ject to review in a judicial proceeding in the United States cireyj; 
court upon the ground of the unreasonableness of the order of t¢| 
commission, and there is no law that does and probably no law coy! 


| be enacted that could prevent the court, if satisfied that injustice }; 


been done the railroads, from staying the operation of the order up: 


| terms until the court had passed upon the merits of the controvers 
~ 


No device can cure the objection to suspending the operation of { 
Commission’s finding until passed upon by the court. Of course I do 
not mean that, in an independent proceeding begun in the court, t} 

{ts discretionary powers, when 
isfied that the rate fixed by the Commission was unlawful, enjoin ji; 
operation until a final hearing. That is a power that inheres in t! 
court that need not be conferred by statute and probably can not | 
taken away by statute. * * #* 

The Commission should have the power, if it finds the complaint wi 
founded, to declare what shall be a just, fairly remunerative, and 1 
sonable rate or practice to be charged or followed in place of the o: 
declared to be unreasonable. vs 

This order of the Commission should take effect within such rv 
sonable time as shall be prescribed by the Commission in the ord 
and should be final, subject only to attack for unlawfulness in {| 
Federal courts, where it would have to stand or fall upon its merits 

oe rl 


A year ago what was known as the Isch-Townsend bill” 
came over from the House, containing in the first section the 
following clause: 

But at any time within sixty days from date of such notice any per 
son or persons directly affected by the order of the Commission, and 
deeming it to be contrary to law, may institute proceedings in the 
court of transportation, sitting as a court of equity, to have it 1 


viewed, and its lawfulness, justness, or reasonableness inquired into 
and determined. 


This clause, which fully embodies the principle of review by 
the courts, had the nearly unanimous approval of the House of 
Representatives. 

The distinguished Member of the House who has had charge of 
the bill which has just passed that body, introduced last year a 
bill which contained the following provision: 

But any common carrier affected by the order of the Commission, and 
deeming it to be contrary to law, may institute proceedings in the court 
of commerce of the United States, sitting as a court of equity, to have 
such order reviewed and its reasonableness and lawfulness inquired 
into and determined. Pending such review, if the court shall be of 


opinion that the order or requirement of the Commission is unr 
sonable or unlawful, it may suspend the same until the further order 


| of the court, in which event the court shall require a bond of good and 


sufficient security, conditioned that the carrier or carriers petition 
for review shall answer all damages caused by the delay in the enfor 
ment of the order of the Commission, which shall include compensation 
for whatever sums for transportation service any person or corporation 
shall be compelled to pay pending the review proceedings in excess of 
the sums such person or corporation would have been compelled t 
pay if the order of the Commission had not been suspended. 


Speaking of his bill on February 9, 1905, Mr. Heppurn said: 


I have had in the preparation of the bill that I have the honor to 
present the aid of his suggestions and his counsel in regard to essent 
provisions. I have had that of his Attorney-General, that of 
members of his official family. I made many alterations and m 
changes from time to time, as it seemed to me wise and best, to c 
out the wise suggestions of his message. I prepared a rough sketc! 
the bill, the general principles of which met with his approval. \W 
these aids I improved it, perfected it, and got it into that shape ti 
was thought to be best. It again met with his approval in all its 
eral scope and features, although some of the minor matters were 
discussed with him. It was my pleasure and it was my great ad 
tage to have the assistance of the Attorney-General. That bill 


ot 


with his approval. 


Let me further say that, being somewhat timid about my own k: 
edge with regard to the language conferring jurisdiction upon c: 
fearful of faulty phraseology, having had but little service in « 
for twenty-four years, after it was completed and its general fea 
were approved as being in harmony with the recommendations of 
Executive I asked the Attorney-General to have that bill put in 
phraseology with especial reference to those features relating to « 
procedure. s 

In the bill that I introduced, every word of it, save two, was 
pared in the office of the Attorney-General; there were two Ww 
changed, one—by the mistake of the printer or copyist—-the word 
trict’ was used instead of “circuit.” I changed the word “ thi 
for “sixty.” I had a motive just and justifiable; I believed that 
the machinery I had prepared for the review of the findings of t! 
terstate Commerce Commission, with the speed that might be po 
and wosld be probable in the administration of that law, that in 
great majority of the cases where the findings of the Commission 
not accepted by the carrier they would be disposed of by the « 
within the sixty days. 


rom this it will be seen that a clause providing for an 4)) 
as to the justice and reasonableness of the rate fixed by the ‘ 
mission not only had the approval of the author of the | 
which has just passed the House, but that that clause 
drawn by the present distinguished Attorney-General 0! 
United States. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it is clear that the policy laid d: 
by the President, declared in public speeches by those aut! 
ized to speak for him, approved by the author of the pr 
llouse bill and by the present Attorney-General, who dra 
the court clause in that bill, and adopted, so far as the co 
are concerned, only a year ago by the House of Representat 
embodies the principles of the maximum reasonable rate es 
lished by the Commission, and the subsequent review of + 
rate by the courts, if their aid is invoked, to determine not me! 
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hether the rate established by 


the Commission is confiscatory, 


whether it is lawful, just, and reasonable. 
fo this policy I gay my adhesion, and for a proper bill, 
( odying these principles, I propose to vote. I confess that 


to 


lim 


doubts 
the n 


i 
lve the gravest 
making even in iost 


I 
I do so with reluctance, for I J} 
he wisdom of government rate 

d form, but so important does this legislation to me, 
ntial do I think a proper regulation and supervision 
the railroad system, that I am not willing to oppose it, even 
not feel satisfied of its feature But if 
this policy which I have described is to be modified, the case 


as 


seein 


» ESSE 


I do as to some 


will assuredly change. There seem to be now prophets of a 
y dispensation, who wish to depart from the line marked out 
] ] 


the President in his message and accepted in the House 


of last year by removing so far as possible from the pro 
d law all proper provisions for review by the courts. 
J eems to me to strike at the very heart of the measure. 


[ am anxious to see this legislation, but I can not assent to | 
restriction upon the right of an American citizen to 
s in the courts of the country. I am not yet prepared to | 
tute for the courts of the United States an executive com- 
um. A proper solution of this railroad question is of 
importance, but it sinks into nothing compared with the 
primary duty of preserving to every American—high or low, 
rich or poor—free the courts of the country. I am 
lite aware that no statute can take away the constitutional 
right of a citizen to appeal to the courts if an attempt is made | 


seek 


aecess to 


take his property without due process of law. In other | 
v ls, legislation can not prevent an appeal to the courts if | 
s alleged that the rate is confiscatory; but this is a very 
rrow ground and a very limited right. A rate may not be 


lutely confiscatory and yet may be in the highest degree 
ist and unreasonable, and indeed well-nigh ruinous. I am 
ure that it would be possible to deprive a citizen by 
of 


tion the right to appeal to the courts as to the 
e and reasonableness of a given rate, which is a purely 


al 


tly 


question. But no attempt ought to be made, either 
or indirectly, by silence or by assertion, to destroy 
privilege or, rather, this right. If delays feared 
easy to make arrangements by law which will compel the 
ft disposition of these railroad cases. If it is a question as 
intaining a rate pending an appeal, either by bonds or by 
* the money into court, loss to the party successful in the 
n be prevented. None of these objections have any real 
ht. But the distrust of the courts, the inclination to refuse 
licit statement of the right to such a judicial review of 
ion’s decision as are now manifested, are ominous 
Nothing could be more alarming to reflecting 
the disposition shown by some persons to transfer to 
slative and executive branches powers pertaining to the 
iry, and thereby deprive the citizen of the most funda 
|l and sacred of rights. 
right of trial by jury is guaranteed to every citizen by 
titution, and like unto it is his title to his day in court. 
| by jury and in an independent ry to be 
| the very corner stones of liberty. They stand in history 
by side with the Magna Charta of England and the Decla- 
1 of Independence of the I nited States. If every other 
tion were swept away, while trial by jury and an inde 
it bench of judges shall survive, life, property, and per 
berty will still be safe and sheltered. The right to trial 
ind to the writ of habeas corpus were firmly established 
he English-speak people everywhere long before our 
ition, but the judges were still largely under the control 
Crown. § 
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Mr. 
fewer people travel there. 


KEAN. Fewer people are killed in Prussia because 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not going to enter into the merits of 
the controversy, but I merely called attention to the fact that 
the statements of the Senator from Massachusetts are denied by 
the Prussian experts who have been here to examine and report 
on the conditions in both countries. 

Mr. KEAN. I will ask the Senator 
thing in the article about freight rates. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Freight and passenger rates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
article will be printed in the Rrecorp. 


The article referred to is as follows: 


whether there is any- 


OUR RAILWAYS IN BAD LIGHT PRUSSIAN RATES ARE LOWER AND FEWER 


PEOPLE ARE KILLED. 
BERLIN, February 11, 1906. 
Privy Councillors M. Hoff and F. Schwabach, whom the Prussian 


rovernment sent to the United States in 1904 to study American rail- 
road systems, have just published an exhaustive work on their findings 
which is attracting much attention in the German press. Herren Hoff 
and Sehwabach make many striking comparisons of the American and 
Prussian railroads, often to the disadvantage of the former. They 
quote official statistics showing that per million passengers carried the 


American roads killed six times and wounded twenty-nine times as 
many of them as the Prussian roads. 

rhe writers found that the average passenger rate in America was | 
~.02 cents per mile, against 0.98 cents in Prussia, while freight rates 


nominally average 0.78 cents per ton mile in the United States, against 


1.56 cents in Prussia. This comparison, the authors affirm, is falla- 
ceous, because it ignores some essential facts. The American statistics, 
they say, include freight carried for the railways themselves, while the 
l’russian statistics show only pay freights. On the other hand, the 
American statistics exclude high-class goods carried by express com- 
panies, which class is included in the Prussian figures. Furthermore, 
they say, the American roads receive immense sums for carrying the 
mails and the Prussian lines almost nothing, and besides the latter 
carry a volume of postal packages for which the American roads get 


large extra sums from the express companies. 


if conditions were equalized at all on these points, Herren Hoff and 
Schwabach figure that the American average for freight would be 1.44 
cents per ton per mile and that of Prussia 0.95. 
The original cost of construction of the Prussian lines was 65 per 
cent higher per mile than that of the American roads. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
H. R. 13104. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to revise 


and amend the tariff laws of the Philippine Islands, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1905, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

li. R. 18456. An act for the relief of James McKenzie, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

H.R. 13542. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 





to lease land in Stanley County, S. Dak., for a buffalo pasture, | 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

Hi. R. 7189. An act legalizing the removal of the county seat 
of Washita County, Okla., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 12320) making 
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1906, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes, disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
iy unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
ppoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Hats, 


Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 
WILLIAM J. GROW, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1098) 


granting an increase of pension to William J. Grow, which was, 
i 8, to strike out “ twenty ” and insert “ twenty-four ;” so 
read “twenty-four dollars.” 


ine 


RAILROAD DISCRIMINATIONS AND MONOPOLIES. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent { 
return to the order of business “ Reports of Committees,” {), 
pursuance of a request I made this morning; and I send { 
the desk a joint resolution which I am authorized by the Con 
mittee on Interstate Commerce to present and ask immediat 
consideration of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
makes the following report from the Committee on Interstat, 
Commerce 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is not a report, except this—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolin 
reports from the Committee on Interstate Commerce a joi 
resolution. Is that it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is it, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 82) instructing the Interstaic 
Commerce Commission to make examinations into the subject 
of railroad discriminations and monopolies, and report on thie 
same from time to time, was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Whereas persons engaged or wishing to engage in mining and shi; 
ping bituminous coal and other products from one State of the United 
States to other States of the United States complain that they are 
treated unjustly by common carriers engaged in interstate carriage, {1 
that they, being independent operators without influence with and in 
whose business common carriers or their officers have no interest, 
are unjustly discriminated against, and undue preference is given to 
other persons in whose business the officers of common carriers a1 
interested, or in traffic in which the common carrier is int 
ested, either directly or indirectly, and that undue preference or ad 
vantage is given by such common carriers to the shippers of coal 
from mines in which said carriers or their officers are interested, either 
directly or indirectly ; and 

Whereas it is further alleged that the bituminous coal and other 
traffic above referred to is controlled by a combination of common ca: 
riers by means of stock ownership, or other instrumentalities, direct!y or 
indirectly, thus creating a monopoly in restraint of trade: Theret 








be it 
Resolved oy the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress a 
sembled, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be authorized and 


instructed to immediately inquire, investigate, and report to Congres 
from time to time as the investigation proceeds— 

First. Whether any common carriers by railroad, subject to | 
interstate-commerce act, they or any of them, own or have any i: 
est in, by means of stock ownership in other corporations or o( 
wise, any of the coal or other products which they or any of them. d 
rectly or through other companies which they control or in which | 
have an interest, carry over their or any of their lines as com i 
carriers. 

Second. Whether the officers of any of the carriers aforesaid, o1 
of them, or any person or persons, or any of them, charged witii 
duty of distributing cars or furnishing facilities to shippers are int 
ested, either directly or indirectly, by means of stock ownershi; 
otherwise, in corporations or companies owning, operating, leasing 
otherwise interested in any coal mines, coal properties, or any ot 
traffic over the railroads with which they or any of them are conn | 
or by which they or any of them are employed. 

Third. Whether there is any contract, combination in the form 
trust, or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of trade or comn ’ 
among the several States, in which any common carrier engaged in 


| the transportation of bituminous coal or other products is interest 


or to which it is a party; and whether any such common cua: 
monopolizes or attempts to monopolize or combines or conspires 
any other carrier, company or companies, person or persons to mor 
lize any part of the trade or commerce in bituminous coal, or 
traffic among the several States, or with foreign nations, and wh: 
or not, and if so, to what extent, such carriers or any of them 
or control directly or indirectly the output of coal mines or the | 
of coal. 
Fourth. If the 


Interstate Commerce Commission shall find that 


| facts set forth in the three paragraphs above do exist, then that 
| further required to report as to the effect of such relationship, o 


ship, or interest in coal or coal and other traffic aforesaid, or ! 


| contracts, combinations in form of trust, or otherwise, or conspira 


such monopoly or attempt to monopolize or combine or. conspi 
aforesaid, upon such person or persons as may be engaged independ 
of any other persons in mining coal and shipping the same, or 
products, who may desire to so engage, or upon the general pub! 
consumers of such coal and other products, 

Vifth. That said Commission be also required to investigate ! 
report the system of car distribution in effect upon the several ra 
lines engaged in the transportation of bituminous coal or other prod 
ucts as aforesaid, and whether said systems are fair and equi 
and whether the same are carried out fairly and_ properly ; 1 
whether said carriers or any of them discriminate against ship) 


| parties wishing to become shippers, over their several lines, eith 


| the 


matter of distribution of cars or in furnishing of faciliti: 


| instrumentalities connected with the receiving, forwarding, or cat 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur in the | 
amendment of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
OSCAR R. ARNOLD. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 948) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Oscar R. Arnold, which was, in 


line 8, to strike out “ twenty-four” and insert “thirty ;” so as 
to read “ thirty dollars.” 
Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur in the 


amendment of the House. 
The motion was agreed to, 


coal as aforesaid. 

Sixth. That said Commission be also required to report as to 
remedy it can suggest to cure the evils above set forth, if they exist 
Seventh. That said Commission be also required to report any 
or conclusions which it may think pertinent to the general in 
above set forth, 
Eighth. That said Commission be required to make this investi 
at its earliest possible convenience and to furnish the inform 
above required from time to time and as soon as it can be done 

sistent with the performance of its public duty. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Car 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the joint 
lution just read. Is there objection? 


of 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tue 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it will be observed by euiae and in fact the attorney in many instances of railway magnates 
ho have listened to the reading of the joint resolution that it | in New York City, who are primarily at the root of all the devil 
very comprehensive and coyers a very wide field of investi- | ment that is abroad in the land in regard to railway age 
tion. It will also be observed that it is a joint resolution | ment. Who is the other? An honored member of the Senate, 


ch has the force of law and must pass both Houses of Con- a former Attorney-General, the junior Senator from VPennsyl 
ess before it becomes effective. vania [Mr. KNox]. 
| will state here that the basis of the joint resolution in most | These two great lawyers are now given the task, as the people 
of its terms is the resolution introduced in the House of Repre- | are informed, to provide instrumentalities by which the people's 
eutatives last week by a member of that body, Mr. Giiesrie, | rights shall be protected and their interests guarded from the 
of Texas, which is now pending before the House Committee oppressive and exacting and tyrannical and outrageous robberies 
Interstate Commerce simply as a House resolution. Of | by the railways. Mr. KNox and Mr. Root are now the instru 
rse it is easy to see that if the Senate shall pass the joint | ments of the President, the advisers of the President, in framing 
olution the House committee, if it coincides with our view | this legislation. Of course the Attorney-General, another great 
a searching investigation is required, can take Mr. GILLEs- | lawyer, is in the ring or among the conferees charged with a 
pie’s resolution, amend it, change it to a joint resolution, report | very serious duty. When you look back at Mr. KNox’s antece 
substitute the Senate joint resolution for it, and pass it, | dents you find that he has been—I do not know for how many 
and we can get the whele machinery of investigation in motion. | years—in the employ of the Pennsylvania Railroad; has been 
question is whether or not the House will do it. its warmest or closest friend and counselor, its attorney, as | 
{ wish to give some reasons, Mr. President—I think it is due | am informed, and when you look further to see which one of the 
the Senate that some should be given—why at this stage of | railroads and which man in charge of a railroad is most deeply 
roceedings in dealing with railways I have thought it nec- | concerned in the oppressive and tyrannical and outrageous exac 
essary to begin so searching an inquiry. I have been a member | tion of the railways, you find the Pennsylvania Railroad and 
of the Interstate Commerce Committee of the Senate for eleven | Mr. Cassatt at the head of the list, and therefore we have the 
s, and I have had more or less to do with various proposi- | spectacle of the people of this country being bamboozled with 
tions submitted to us from time to time dealing with the rail- | the story sent abroad every day from this press bureau or that 
vs of the country. I am not as well informed on the subject | that the President is depending upon the Secretary of State and 
[ would like to be, but I have some very clear convictions as | the Senator from Pennsylvania to assist him in framing this 
the evils which exist, and I have also some very strong de- | great statute for the protection of the masses against the classes. 
to contribute, so far as I may be able, toward a proper and | I do not want to appear too suspicious. Possibly 1 am nat 
solution of this vexed problem. |} urally critical. I have thought sometimes if I had a genius 
y man who is silly enough to approach it in any other | for anything it was for fault-finding. Therefore I would dis 
of mind than that of recognition of its overshadowing | claim at the outset any purpose to reflect in the slightest de 
tance, its complexity, its vital importance, I may say, to | gree upon the integrity of purpose and the patriotism of these 


ns of our people—all of them, in fact—is lacking in that | true and tried counselors of the Executive. But, recalling 
( ion sense which at last is the essential basis for all decent | recent history, I am “bound to say that I would like it better, 
deration of public questions. It is a great question. In| and I would sniff less at the meat—to liken this law it is pro 


of its aspects, when you begin to serutinize and analyze, | posed we shall enact to a dish—I would sniff less to see if there 
s compelled to see that there are so many perplexities and | was not some poison in it if it had not had such cooks 
iny conflicting interests and so many contingencies that The Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Lopce| a few moments 
thing like radical or ultra legislation would work inecal- | ago declared, with his air—you-can-not-possibly-dispute-me air 
ble harm, and I for one stand here to disclaim any pur- | that the railroads were necessary and anxious to have the 
r desire to injure the railways of the United States, to | territory tributary to their lines developed; that the propo 
them or take from them the right that is inherent in every | sition is self-evident, and therefore indisputable. But the proof 
‘ty owner to have a fair return for the money invested. that has already been produced in this Chamber in the com 
\Ve find, however, upon a cursory examination of conditions munication from the Red Rock Fuel Company and the commun 
very cursory ene will suflice—that the old idea of com- | cation from the governor of West Virginia goes to show how 
m has been destroyed utterly in this country, not only in | absolutely false is the assumption that a railroad always de 
irticular, but in many others, and in its place have come | sires the natural and proper development of the territory tribu 
nation, consolidation, the organization of large bodies of | tary to its line. 


| under the direct control of a very few individuals, who If there were not so much evidence of the insincerity—or I 
thus enabled by concert of action to produce the trusts and | had better say the apparent insincerity—of those charged with 
ilies which are now grinding the people to death. the execution of our laws, that they are cognizant and have 
s is a funny world, Mr. President, and the older I grow | heen cognizant for several years, certainly for many months, 


the nearer I get to the confines of that “undiscover’d | of one case after another involving the identical principles 
ry from whose bourn no traveler returns” the more am | underlying those which brought on the Northern Securities suit 
vinced and the more clearly I see the absurdity, the con- | and yet the Attorney-General has done absolutely nothing—1 

tion, the ridiculousness, if I may use such a term, of | if there were not so much evidence piled up to show that this 
n nature; and I do not hesitate to say now that a more | zeal for the protection of the people is apparent, not real; that 


dous farce than the one which is being played in the | jit has no sincerity behind it, that it is not honest, I would give 
( ess of the United States, with 80,000,000 or 85,000,000 | more credence and be more willing to surrender my Isp is, 
looking on, as an audience, has never been enacted in the | But I am a plain, blunt man myself I do not know how to 
d's history. practice the arts of deceit or chicanery or hypocrisy, and there 
find, looking around the field a little, taking cognizance | fore when I see people parading their zeal and patrioti: 
iat we read in the papers day by day, that the President of | pulses for the public welfare when there is so much opportunity 
nited States is constantly in the public eye. He is heralded | for that zeal to bear fruit and yet nothing is done, IL naturally 
public press as the chief agitator, inspirer, leader in the | and necessarily feel that there must be something wrong 
to emancipate the people from the grinding exactions and Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 
ves being perpetrated upon them by the railroads of the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South ¢ 
You can not pick up a paper from any part of the | olina yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
y that you do not see somewhere in it allusion to the Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 
that President Roosevelt has won his fight; that he is Mr. KNOX. I have just returned to the Chamber, and I have 
ling pat; that he has not budged one inch; that he does not | been informed that some reference was made to me, and . 
to the importunities of the friends of the railway mag stated that I had been counsel for the Pennsylvania Rail 1. 
and all that kind of thing. Congress as a coordinate | If 1 was informed correctly, I wish to say that the Senat S 
of the Government charged with making laws, and | entirely mistaken. I never sustained the relation of counsel to 
ever mentioned. It is all and always the President’s | the Pennsylvania Railroad either permanently or tempor y, 
the President’s victory, ete. directly or indirectly, at any time during my professional careet 
d when you examine further and consider the actual con- Mr. TILLMAN. I am very glad to have the Senator d 
what do you find? You find that President Roosevelt | that. I have seen it stated in the papers 
his two chief advisers—I am only speaking from the Mr. KNOX. I only make the statement lest I be 
nt reports in the newspapers—as the men upon whom he | stood about the matter, not that I think it would be ne 
fly relies, Elihu Root, a man of profound legal ability, high | to apologize for such a professional relationsh 
cter, and all that kind of thing; a man whom I admire Mr. TILLMAN. Not in the slightest. I have no purpose « 
respect, too, but who is known absolutely and indisputably | intention of reflecting on the Senator. Every lawyer has the 


Lave been, during his career as a lawyer, the closest adviser right to accept a professional fee from any honest and decent 
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That is the essence; that is the conclusion of the ars 
and facts presented to the President by this association , 
cinnati merchants and business men. 

Mr. President, I ask that this book be printed as ; 
document, only such parts as I have read to be incorpo: 


| my remarks. 


by the Attorney-General. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so o 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, Mr. President, in order to get 
ter immediately in interest, I am going presently into th 
tion of merger and consolidation, to point out the neglect , 
Probably I had better do it rig] 
because having already introduced that it would look 
odd to leave it standing by itself. I therefore recall to { 
tention of the Senate the charges or statements of fact: 
the letter of the Red Rock Fuel Company and in the letter 
governor of West Virginia as to the situation in that Ss; 
found last night in my mail because of somebody—1I do not 
who was kind enough to send it to me—this volume of } 
Addresses by Goy. A. B. White, 1901-1905. Gov. A. B. 
was the predecessor of Governor Dawson, and instead ( 
ernor Dawson making known to the country a situati 
was new and had just come about, I find here that G 
White in his first message makes this remarkable state 

There is now no competition among the three great 1 
traversing this State, because they are all under the same « 
that control is that of a foreign corporation, possibly more . 
in the development of another State. Railroads should not 
right to say for whom they will haul freight, how much they | 
in what direction they will haul it, nor to fix absolutely 
hauling. Being common carriers and public highways, they 
open to all on precisely the same terms, and these must be 
It is intolerable that these highways can be used to build 
dividual or interest and to tear down another. I know th 
of enlightened self-interest— 

That of the Senator from Massachusetts, to which | 
just alluded— 


that it is to the interest of a railroad to develop the territory 
by being fair and just. But this is not sufficient. 
has proved that under more favorable conditions than those 
obtain it was not sufficient; and especially can we not trust t! 
tion of self-interest when the railroads of one State are « 
another of a foreign State, which foreign railroad is pr 
directly interested in the development of the other State, 
especiaily as the principal product, so far as railroad fri 

cerned, of this State comes somewhat in competition with 

cipal product of the other State. This is shown by the fact 
tonnage of coal carried by this foreign railroad in its own 

creased 6,000,000 tons last year, while the tonnage of our : ' 
showed no appreciable increase. If the railroads which a1 l 
to do the business of West Virginia had given our shippers 

sary facilities our output of coal the past year would have 

mated 30,000,000 tons instead of 23,000,000, and our out; 

ber would have shown a proportionate increase. 


Here is another governor of West Virginia, the pr 
of the present governor, calling attention to a 
merger, of outside control, of conspiracies in restraint 
all of which are indictable under the original Shern 
and also under the Elkins law. Therefore we find that 
dition of discrimination, of injustice, of wrong, and 





» 


erses 


cond 


| has gone on from bad to worse; and it is only after tl 





£ it ed Iie has the right and is his duty 
l ] rvices to the best of hi bil ty do | 
have the Senato iy to us and to 
1 t these stories that have been coing | 
t that he was elected to the Senate of the United 
{ ( { Pennsylvania Railroad and 
rest ai I will respect him more for the 
! ) regardless of what else may happen, because 
( f t that } \ I | > ASss« ated. 
KNOX Mr. P1 l then I wish to say to the Senator 
1 great l i 1 accomplished by my refuting the 
\ rILLMA r) Senator does me too much honor to 
that 1 ial opinion is of any value to him at all. | 
] glad hi s the slightest appreciation of it. 
But it can not be denied, I imagine, that Mr. Root has sus- 
t ed intimate relations with the great railway corporations 
of New York ‘¢ It is not to his discredit that I am saying 
hat I am < trying to bring out this phase of the subject, 
I e I see men preparing railroad-rate legislation who all 
their lives in a professional way have been engaged in these 
v: s legal combinations and trickeries, and I do not know 
wl other things, but any string of adjectives that you want 
1 that will describe the process by which one railroad | 
has continued to swallow another, until we have only got about | 
it systems out of the 200,000 miles in the country, and 
if ui will examine the record you will find that practically 
th five are controlled by boards of directors who are so 
closely allied and so near akin in business relations that we 
have undoubtedly a railway trust in this country which con- 
trols, directs, manages, and, in the estimation of some people, is 
robbing the people of the country. 
My language may be a little harsh. It may be going too far. 
I do not intend to be vitriolic and let my words express more 
t) I feel; but 1 myself feel very deeply the condition of my 
own part of the United States, controlled absolutely by a cor- 
Dp tion owned in New York, without a solitary opportunity 
( there to have any word in it except as a suppliant, with very 
chance to do anything toward getting any redress; and I 
! e understood from what I read that this same situation 
ol ns practically throughout the country. Anyhow, it is 
n evidence that the entire country south of the Potomac 
l t of the Mississippi is dominated wholly by three rail 
\ rporati who have absorbed and combined and bought 
united with all the others; and that all three are con- 
“i by the Pennsylvania and its brother in iniquity, the New 
Y« Central. Tl believed by all well-informed persons. 
I want to put this little document, after I read few lines 
t, m Recorp, but have it printed as a document. 
I Pet to Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United 
: ‘ivers and Shippers’ Association of Cincinnati, 
( 11 S é t to the President June 1, LOOD. It has been 
{ re th eight months. I will simply read the conclu- 
ter I rsha i the facts and produc ing the evidence at 
\ i these petitioners arrive 
\ y el t ly ask ft you will instr the 
{ 1 Ur States t I n proceedings in the 
ro Sout! n Railway Com the Atlantic Coast 
] mar ‘ or attempt cgquire further stock 
! t yuuthern territory, and from voting the 
in railroads other than the stock of their 
i fi x ising or attempting to exercise any con 
vi j ence whatever over the acts and 
j I my] ilies, and to secure such other relief 
I the United States against iid illegal com 
nd monopolies the law and equity of the 
! d equity to dissolve the said Sout! stern 
\ and utheastern Freight Ass ation, and 
scribers thereto, and all and each of them, 
onspiring, and acting together to es 
I ions, and rates for carrying freight 
1, and to secure such other relief on 
t l States against said illegal combina 
11 I Ss i the law and equity of the situa 
t 1 Va \ tion and the 
\ carryir into ¢ the joint 
eu nd om c to a e 
t oO ¢ il Land tI les, 1 
I tu Reve ] 
d tly parties to 
{ on behalf of the I ple 
l icts I inatl i 
i f t situa yn dem 
i i I les » the meeting i: 
{ rying into « the ; entered into at 
] m conti agret nspire, and act rether to es 
1 and n tain rules, 1 and rates for carrying freicht 
their seve ines ar to secure such other relief on 
] f of the p »] ft Uni States against said illegal combina 
t conspiracy ind monopoly s the law and equity of the situation 
demand 


of the country, sleeping quietly and peacefully, as is t! 
of the masses, voting their party tickets under the i! 
which usually govern in such eases, oblivious of the gre 
lying and active forces that are revolutionizing trade 
ness, are at last aroused. They are beginning to wake 
in Pennsylvania. The poor, besotted .Pennsylvania | 
if I may use such a phrase, which has been said til 
mind for the last twenty-five or forty years to | 
body and soul by the Pennsylvania and the Reading 
I believe I saw in the newspapers two or three days 
at last awoke to the fact that the people of Pen! 
showed at the last election by a change of 600,000 [i 
votes around to the other side that they were sick u 
and tired. This legislature tumbles over itself to pas 
tion instructing the attorney-general of that State 
and take action to if the constitution of that 
been violated in the matter of the ownership of coal 
railroads—something that is known of all men to hay 
for a quarter of a century or more; and the anthr: 
output has been fixed in quantity and fixed in price b« 
possibility of dispute by reason of the fact that the lin 
of anthracite coal lands is penetrated by only three 1 
lieve—the Lackawanna, the Reading, and the Pen! 
and the Pennsylvania either itself or through its allies 
all those; and therefore, as I said, it is the head de\ 


see 


ly 


whole programme of monopoly. 
There is another little exhibit that might perhaps 
tracted the attention of an Attorney-General who is 
the discharge of his duties, who wanted to see that f! 
| binations in restraint of trade and these mergers are )! 
book in the courts and an effort made to undo them. | iD 








1906. 





| 
hand an advertisement clipped from the New York Herald | 
ebruary 9, 1906. I will have it put in the Recorp without | 
ling the whole of it. 


venty million dollars Pennsylvania Company 4 per cent fifteen- 
ty-five year gold loan of 1906. Due April 1, 1931, with the option | 
Vennsylvania Company to redeem all, but not any part, of the | 
on April 1, 1921, or on any interest date thereafter, on giving 
days’ notice. Principal and interest unconditionally guaranteed 
» Pennsylvania Railroad Company. Interest payable semiannually 
ril 1 and October 1 in New York. Principal and interest pay 
vithout deduction for any tax or taxes, which the trustee of the | 


lvania Company may be required to pay, or retain therefrom, | 
any present or future law of the United States of America or | 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Girard Trust Company, | 


Coupon certificates in denomination of $1,000 each with pro- 
for registration of principal. 
above loan is to be secured by the obligation of the Pennsylvania 
the pledge of $10,000,000 par value of the common stock of 
itimore and Ohio Railroad Company; $14,000,000 par value of 
nmon stock of the Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago and St. Louis 


f 
Company ; $4,000,000 par value of the stock of the Vandalia 
Company, 


d and by the unconditional guaranty of the Penn- 
i Railroad Company. 

ce amount of the above loan having been sold, the undersigned | 

e unsold portion for subscription at 1004 per cent, with interest 

d to April 1, 1906, from which date the loan bears interest. 

bseription list will be opened at the office of the undersigned 

lock a. m. on Wednesday, February 14, 1906, and will be closed 
ock p. m. or earlier on the same day, the right being reserved | 
t any applications and to allot smaller amounts than applied 


nents made upon subscriptions are to be paid for on March 1, 
cainst temporary receipts of the trustee, which will be ex 
for actual certificates as soon as ready. The amount pay 
that date, with interest adjusted to April is $1,001.66 
ertificate. 
further details as to the above loan, reference is made to 
nt relating thereto, copies of which may be obtained at 
undersigned. 
tion will be made 
change. 


York, February 9, 1906. 


1, 


the 
the 


to list the above loan on the New York 


Kunn, Logs & Co., 
William and Pine strects. 


a very innocent-looking little advertisement. These peo- 
grown so utterly indifferent to governmental control 
nditions in Washington, they have such a saving faith in 
iocuous character of the thundering from the White 
| from the Attorney-General’s office, that they boldly 
the fact 
m sent to the House last week proves it—that they 
not only the Baltimore and Ohio and limit its coal 
d to market, but control the Norfolk and Western and the 
cake and Ohio, and those are the three railroads that 
Virginia. And the Attorney-General is very busy, 
nstance of his Chief, to have the country believe that this 
ple and innocent financial transaction; that there has 
thing unlawful in it; that it is nothing in restraint of 
that there is the freest liberty of action and opportunity 
elopment, until the Red Rock Fuel Company comes for- 


| ive 


tl 
‘ 


West 


i states the fact, the bald, the outrageous fact, that the 


re and Ohio people denied them the right to connect 
ir with the Baltimore and Ohio line and refused them 
tlet to market, even though the Interstate 
ion, after trial in the courts, issued the order. 
fellows snap their fingers in the faces of the people 
ie people’s representatives here, and say, as a celebrated 
of New York said once, “The public be damned! 
» you going to do about it?” And then we are told by 
“The President stands firm:” “the President 
t mean to yield. one jot or tittle;” “ he will not 
bamboozled or persuaded to give way to the railway 
“he is going to stand by his original declaration.” 
his original declaration? I will not go back to the 
but I will go back to the revised edition, the last one 
Our Executive does not always put in his mes- 
gs that he says in his speeches. He thinks them out 
them in his mind and speaks them, and then sometimes 
down under advisement from some of those friends 
on the other side who can get his ear occasionally and 
“You had better take that out.” But here is what the 
aid in his last message: 


+} 


Apers : 


be co 


as 


ePSsagze, 


4 


dgment the most important provision which such law should 
at conferring upon some competent administrative body the 
ide, upon the case being brought before it, whether a given 
i by a railroad reasonable and just, and if it is found 
easonable and unjust, then, after full investigation of the com 
scribe the limit of rate beyond which it shall not be lawful 
maximum reasonable rate,” as it is commonly called 


bec is 


here is the milk in the cocoanut 


sion to go into effect within a reasonable time and to obtain 


e onward, subject to review by the courts. 
the whole trouble here, if there be trouble—I am not so 
‘het there is, but the apparent trouble—is that there is a 





per 
} 


and the report of the Interstate Commerce | 
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«lrenuous effort being made to persuade the President to | ments that will cover these phases 


CRN ATH 
pOL4LN LA De 


agree to put into the Hepburn bill as it has come to u n 
press provision which shall say in terms that there shall be an 
appeal to the courts, etc. I do not know the lang I have 
never been allowed to see it; but Messrs. Root and Knox are 
prayerfully considering it, I am told, and it may be the en 
tous words will come to our eyesight sometime in the near 
future. But the trouble is to keep the President from flying 
the track and granting to the railways a provision in regard to 
an appeal which will not allow the decision of the Interstat 
Commerce Commission to go into effect at once, or within thirty 
days, but leave it to the judge to say, by supersedeas o1 jun 
tion, “ This rate is unreasonable; it is contiscatory; you ust 
not put it into effect because it is unconstitutional,” and all that 
kind of thing. 

I know that there is the right of appeal to a court to right 
any wrong that can be shown to exist; and I would be the last 
to take it away from any man or any corporation, for it is in 
the Constitution itself in language which declares that ye 
shall not take private property for public use without due pros 
ess of law. It is there, and being there it is sufficient; and if 
the President of the United States sees fit under threat I have 
heard there were threats; I do not know, but, anyhow, und 
pleading, or by threats on that side; if he stands firm, if he 
holds fast to the end, if he does not yield that crucial point, the 
I shall have more faith in the sincerity of purpose and honesty 
of intention of this whole agitation. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro 
lina yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure; always. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to ask the Senator from South Caro 
lina if he does not think there ought to be a proper pro\ 
in this so-called “ Hepburn bill” for a review by a court of t) 
action of the Commission? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, that depends entirely on wha 
the Senator from Ohio would mean by the word “ prope 

Mr. FORAKER. One that would allow anybody, a party t 
a proceeding, who felt aggrieved by an order made, to appeal t 
a court for a review and the judgment of the court as to Lie 
or not it was a right and proper ordet 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should be perfectly willing to have tl 
right of appeal given if you will permit the d n t 
Interstate Commerce Commission to go into effect | | 
appeal. Otherwise the poor devil who is endeavoring to ge 
redress for excessive rates on freight will be dragged fi 0 
court to another for three years at least, and will be so dete 
by the length of litigation and the expenses, and p ti 
accompanying destruction of his business interests in the mi 
time by such behavior as has been shown to us by the Red Ro 
Fuel Company, that he might just as well go into 1 
at once and close out his affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER. The bill does provide that the orde1 
into effect at once, and it will if the bill shall be p ed 
hope it will not be in the form in which it Does tl 
Senator think it would be proper to leave to a court to ’ 
whether or not there was any equitable o1 ist cause 
suspension of the order until the party could be heard? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It would depend entirely on the p 
ology that the Senator might employ s to whether or not 
should agree to that. As at present dvised, | tand b { 
President's original position, that nothing we shall do |! 
the way of legislation shall prevent the decision of the Inte 
state Commerce Commission from taking effect within thir 
days, at least, and remaining in effect until tl court h 
viewed the case and decided whether or not ‘e was err 
the action of the Commission 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President. I should like to t} 
Senator just one other question, and that whether o1 rt 
thinks the so-called Hepburn bill meets the requiren ts of 
President's recommendation, or whether o1 yt ore 
meets the requirements of the President’s recommendatior 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I said a litth » th 
there was a great game of opera bouffe or farce ying on h 
and I stand by my suspicions. I believe there a to 
words in the Hepburn bill. It is a maze of word 
which you can stumble, and every man will disagres ) 

it means. They disagreed in the House anys One man 
it means thus and so, and another man that 1 
is not in there: and so you go. 
| Mr. FORAKER. Are we to understand then ‘ 
marks made by the Senator from South Caro 
entirely satisfied with the Hepburn bill? 
| Mr. TILLMAN. I certainly am not entirel tisfied 
| the Hepburn bill. [Laughter.] IL hope to offe 
*} ‘ 
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just been alluding to in West Virginia, that, as far as I 
n understand the English language, are entirely unprovided 


( 
for; but I will ask the Senator from Ohio if he is entirely satis- 
i ] itl 





‘¥ 
l with the Hepburn bill? 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not have to be satisfied 
with it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Well, would the Senator vote for it? 
ir. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, if I had been 
fied with that bill, after I heard the speech of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopgre] this morning I certainly would 
I have been satisfied with it any longer. 
TILLMA)? Well, I want to ask the Senator 
FORAKER. The Senator from Massachusetts thor- 
ou convineed me that I vy right in my position on rate 
] n. 
YriILLMAN. The Senator from Ohio is a very great law- 
1] one of the most forceful and clear-headed men in argu- 
t I have r listened to. It is always inspiring to me to 
I him get up and elucidate a point, because he goes at it so 
en tically 1 so earnestly; but the Senator has catechised 
n : regard to the Hepburn bill, and I have answered very 
frankly that I do not like it. I should now like to ask the Sen- 
‘ after he has said he does not like it, whether he is going 
to vote tor It: 


Mr. FORAKER. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 


Mr. President, I am not going to vote for it. 
Then I am glad of that, but I am sorry 
ator from Colorado [Mr. PAatrEeRsOoN], who is such 
a stickler for Senatorial independence, is not here to give the 
right hand of fellowship to the Senator from Ohio. 

There is another Senator who refuses to bow to party cau- 
Cust 

I want 
the joint 


to say here and now the reason I had for introducing 


resolution looking to a thorough and searching inves 
! 


tis on was because, notwithstanding the month or more that 
we devoted to hearing witnesses, making inquiries of witnesses, 
nd cross-examining them last summer in the Interstate Com 


merce Committee, there is so much yet unknown that it is nec- 
essary to know in order 10 legislate intelligently, that I feel 
almost willing to say, notwithstanding the agreement that has 
be made by the members of the Interstate Commerce Commit- 
te if I may disclose the secrets of the committee, though they 
have already been given to the press—that I want more light 


before L agree to vote for a bill that may contain half a dozen 
snakes in it, much less the one which was charged against the 


Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLitver] last week. 


We are dealing with the most important question that this 
country has before it to-day. It is a vital question, and I find 
nothing in this bill, which the people are taught to believe will 
make everybody happy and do away with all cause of com- 
plaint—I find nothing whatever in it, so far as I can understand 
the KEnglish language, which will grant relief to the Red Rock 
Company or to any other company which is the private owner 


of coal lands, 


oors, 


bottled up by the corporations running by their 
although they are public carriers who presume to exer- 
the right, and to enforce it, that they will not give cars to 
these because, forsooth, they themselves or their friends 
and own coal lands up there, as I understand. The 


cise 
people 


iates 


OSS 


output must be limited in quantity to suit—I will not say the 
convenience, but the greed of the real controlling interest in 
1 yivania—the Pennsylvania Railroad. There is nothing 
of the kind in the Hepburn bill except by implication. 

I want a provision in any railroad law that I vote for which 
will be somewhat along the line which the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. Grosvenor] drew up, but did not introduce in the House, 
{ ll prohibit any publie carrier from owning and control- 

product which is carried over its line. I want this mo 

I of the anthracite coal region, which is to-day the instru- 
( lity through which the American people are robbed of 
xty to one hundred million dollars a year, checked. I 

\ } n in this law, or in some law which we shall 
through Congress, which will prevent any monopoly of 
t] biti s coal lands on the Atlantic slope by the Penn 
R d and its allies; and you have not got it in this 

] It t there. If there is anybody here who asserts that 
s , let him read the language and try to show it. Yet 
you bout the rate-making business as the principal cause 
of complail nd you say you are going to redress the griev- 
ances of the shippers, when you leave the coal of an entire 
State everal thousand square miles of it—subject to this 


condition. 

The Baltimore and Ohio and its allied roads, under the dicta- 
tion and control of the Pennsylvania Railroad, can say to the 
owner of coal lands, “ 


valuable, and we know it, but we have coal lands of our own and 


our friends have; we do not propose to haye you compete with 





| lies under your land if by that time we have not squeez 


us; you shall not have the benefit or the facilities of oy 
ways as a public carrier; we will haul coal until we h 
hausted our own mines and those of our friends, and your a 
children or your great-grandchildren may enjoy the ¢coa| 


out or other railroads are here to offer facilities of shi; 
That is the abuse I am after as much as I am after ¢} 
making business. We have no coal in South Carolina, 
have to buy it; and I do not like to have somebody in Te 
or elsewhere levying tribute of a dollar and a half or { 
lars a ton over what it costs. I am going to offer an am: 
in committee, and if I do not get it in the bill there I ay 
to offer it in the Senate, looking to redressing and right 
preventing this particular wrong. But knowing the 
in the Senate and the condition of mind in which the c« 
now seems to be, the people having faith in the Pr 
integrity of purpose and honesty of intention, looking to | 
the great Moses to lead them out of the wilderness, d 
wholly on his wisdom and that of his advisers, I want to 
Senate legislate intelligently. 

We are under a cloud. We all know that. The new 
press agencies, however controlled, getting their inspiration 1 
whatever source—I do not know exactly what, but I have my 
suspicions—have educated the people of this country to | 
that they are dependent solely upon Theodore Roosey: 
the Senate is the servile tool and agent of these corp 
and that unless the whip is cracked and we are compelled to f i] 
in line and take his ipse dixit they will get no relief, 

We have now a peculiar and anomalous situation in the pil] 
sent here by the House of Representatives. With only seven 
votes in the negative, it is so practically un onimous that 
would say he must be a bold man to get up and declare ag 
it; a bill which had so many wise lawyers and patriotic st 
men engaged in framing it, which came originally to us 
the Attorney-General under the very wing of the President, 
everybody with any wisdom in law in the Republican party con- 
senting, so to speak, in writing it, and saying, “ Here, Pete. pass 
this.” [Laughter.] But when Pete gets up to explain it, he 
wobbles about through the bill, and swears things are in it 
which nobody else can see, and swears things are not in it which 
everybody who knows the English language can see are in it 
why, then, should I not be suspicious? 


ates- 


Why should I not want 
the Republican majority and the Democratic minority to | 
form their function in legislating here advisedly and in the 
light of facts? 

We have got enough facts for me, but they will say, “ Well, 
the Red Rock people are lying; the governor of West Virginia 
may be mistaken; the two governors of West Virginia m i 
understand the facts.” Therefore, I brought in the resolution— 
and I ask the Senate to pass it and hope the House will do like- 
wise—instructing the Interstate Commerce Commission, which 
has facilities for investigation, which has trained experts at 
command, to take this matter up, to go through it, and, if t! 
go about it in the way I hope they will, certainly they \ be- 
gin to uncover some fire somewhere in a week or two. 

We had better wait here until June before we pass any I!ccisla- 
tion on the railroad-rate question rather than fail to p ich 
as will be wise and best; and certainly we had better p 
at all rather than pass something that will fool the pe 
all the anger and the arousement which has come about 
them, and which will be greatly inflamed if they | 
year or the year after, when the Supreme Court has gol 
with it, that his mass of words, these thousand or mor 
and lines, all doubled and twisted and muddled up, had | 
loophole through which, with a little stretching, you « 
not only an automobile, but a whole freight train. [L 

There is danger of just such a catastrophe. 

At the suggestion and solicitation, in a sarcastic w 
distinguished Senators on the other side, who are on 
mittee with me—Messrs. ALpricu and ForaKer—TI p! 
little bill that I defy any lawyer here or anybody e! 


| court to prevent granting redress in the rate business. 


You have got coal down there that may be | 


right to the meat of the question; it has not got an e: 
in it; it accomplishes the purpose which the President s he 
desires, but of course it will never pass. I will ne 
vote on it. It does not deal with this question of m 
That is already dealt with to a considerable degre 
Elkins law, under which all restraints of trade, all « 
tions, and so forth, are prohibited and punished. 

We have shown by the decisions of the court in th . 
Securities case that you can stop these mergers, but t 


all along here is this: You stop them. Then they a 
we have obeyed your order,” and they go right © ‘ 
| transfer or swap about or work up some chieanery or er) 
under the leadership and inspiration of great lawyers Mr. 
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and others, and then the same thing goes right on, and the | in which a member of the Cabinet was brought to book in a case 
nation is carried out, but these people, Mr. James J. Hill | before the Interstate Commerce Comm for granti re- 
his confederates, do not obey the orders of the court. You | bates. I find “In the matter of the Transportation of Dressed 
never stop this devilment until you put some millionaire in | Meats and Packing-House Products,” before the Interstate Com- 


n with stripes on him. That is my honest and earnest | merce Commission, this testimony 








¢ It. Mr. Day. Mr. Morton, the Commission wants to know 
| presume, of course, that nobody wiil for a moment object to | sions that have been made during the past y t th, 1901, 
investigation, and that the Senate will pass the resolution oF ae tannin — ee tion a torte te the 4 ; 
ut any man voting against it. I will read here something | packing-house products and dressed beef | 
ought to make everybody willing to pass it, because it is a | road? | sa eee : 
er that invites inquiry. I suppose it will be asked why a an sere one nite) a tariff , 





torial committee shall not investigate it, because we know | Junction points 





how not to do it than any people on the top of God's Mr. Day. Domestic as well as ¢ 
, earth. [Laughter.] It is for the simple reason that the oa en. eee eam teem Geter that? 
( mittee on Interstate Commerce has no time that I did not | Mr. Morvon. We did it, I think, about April 1: we co ed 
take to have that committee charged with the grave and | do it from the beginning of the year, at which time there wa eneral 
| declaration of good faith and intention of an a te 0 


neihle dnty i i 2A cctions { are is- - . . ‘ ‘ S 
nsible duty of looking into these questions that are dis | rates. We maintained the rate until April 1 We carried, | 


“l by some, | about 2 per cent of the business from Ka 





Here is another item [exhibiting] that is clipped from the | bring into Kansas City about 533 per cent of all the ve stock brought 
Post of yesterday—* Mr. Cassatt not afraid.” MHere is another | a r Frrer. What per cent? 
from the Philadelphia Inquirer, which I will read: Mr. Morton. About 334; and we were not satisfied with t 
Pirrs ae le i = | tion of the product that we re ttiz it I do 1 y that 
ITTSEURG, PA., Fe Jruary 10, 1906. rates were being cut via Chicago or via § Louis, it w do know 
rebates amounting in the aggregate to millions have been | that we were confronted with a condition, not a and d 
to the Standard Oil Company by the Pennsylvania lines, and | not get any business unk we met the conditions, which we did We 
| feeder lines have been frozen out by unjust discrimination | told one of the largest shippers in Kansas City that if the \ i ¢ 
and unfair distribution of cars, are facts which it is said to- | and ship with us we would give them 5 « nts I duct f i { 
ve been gathered from the records- and accounts opened to | and in order to get them we had to promise to do it for 
t Roosevelt's agents who are at work here. | think until the ist of July of this year, 1902. Ordinarily 
|} rates we ought to carry 20 to 25 per cent of the | ir 2 ft; Ka 
Why does the President’s agent take so long when the facts | City, where the rates are equal by all line Our justification f 
; ing this business was that we were « rving less than 10 


are so Clear and so plain? The Northern Securities business | 
‘ very simple process. Only $30,000 were paid into the re- aia ; a . = 
. raviet . : nm ¢ » further o1 nd the foll 
¢ company. Thirty thousand dollars in cash was ad- Phen a little ft rther _ aliens oe 
ed, and with that $30,000 as a basis they issued $400,000,000 oo a Gis « ffic billed 
. > . . Mr. MORTON, , » ) e tarif. 
' 1 of stock, and with that $400,000,000 of stock they went Mr. Day. How was the adjustment made? 


what we thought we were fairly entitled to 





to the various railroads which they wanted to consoli- Mr. Morton. By cash. 
date, and said: “ Here, we will take your road and we will a eaeeeat —— 
you so much of the holding company’s stock;” and they Mr. Day. It was billed at the tariff and the tariff 
to others they could get so much stock, and so on, and so Mr. Morton. The tariff was collected ' 
on. Then the Government took a hand in the matter, and under = ee ee laims presented for settlement ? 
dership and legal attainments of our friend from Penn- Mr. Day. Presented to whom? 
[Mr. Knox] they won. But who denies the fact that 
‘ew York Central and the Pennsylvania in conjunction 


Mr. Morton. To our freight department, 
Mr. Day. Approved there? 
( rr control lines that do own’a controlling interest in nearly 


Mr. Morron. Settled there. 
Mr. Day. They did not go through the auditing d t 





‘ y railroad east of the Mississippi River? The President | Mr. Mons N. fhe _voud rs vent tl fou h th au 
it; or, if he does not, there is no use of the Interstate | ony veudhere- seme settlements have be n ide throu bh conn ting 
( erce Commission to report it for they have it there prac- | jjnes. 
and here you go. Mr. Day. Who were the settle ments made with? 
President knows these things, and his Attorney-General | ae gy ee ET cae 
wh and sends his agent to Harrisburg, which used to be | Mr. MorTon. Yes, sir. 
ol of rottenness, but it is getting quite respectable and | Mr. Day. Who were they? e 
now. We may then hope that in about five or ten years i gs eee sae it we —* 
] mw there will be enough facts gotten upon which to | Mr. MortTon. The principal shipper was the 8S. & S. Comy t 
lawsuit to stop some of these combinations; yet the | settlements have been made with other people y at 
ry is led to believe religiously that they have no pro- pe a ee ee 
no hope, no chance to get redress, and no opportunity, Mr. Morton. Through the 
hey cling to the coat tails of the President and follow | ticular branch of the busing 
| dly. I would rather have a little more action and less There is a confession of the then vice-president of the Af 
n. I would like to haye some overt act and honest | son, Topeka and Santa Ie Railroad Company th 
to show that these illegal combinations were broken up cr | bates contrary to law; and then wh n another case, t ( l 
be broken up. Company case, proceedings were had before the I 
da spectacle once, not very many years back—and I al- | Commerce Commission and the facts were brought out t 
it in the Senate on a previous occasion—of the Attorney- | railroad had granted rebates contrary to an injunction, « lonce 
Mr. Griggs, of New Jersey, retiring from the office of | was produced before the Interstate Comn e ¢ 1 th 
General, going to his home, and immediately taking | the managers of the road had undoubtedly ted mo 
of the Northern Securities Company against the United | bates in spite of the injunction. I called for 1 | ers | 
against Attorney-General Knox, who was then in office. | resolution six weeks ago. They « e here and th ] 
inother case of archangels like that described by Byron | doubled and twisted methods of getting around the lay OCS 
Vision of Judgment, where Michael and his former | sitated photolithographs, so that they have not come in f1 th 
Satan, were brought to court as attorneys to try the | Printing Department yet. It takes a long time to g g 
ee whether George III’s soul should go to heaven or | that exposes any of these people high up. It iy be w l t 
| them after a while. I hope so, or else I hope the Ser will 
Yet still between his Darkness and his Brightness, go after those people with a stick and mak ! eon t { 
‘There pass'd a mutual glance of great politeness. But. I assert, whatever may have been the in ‘ . Ar 
iter, | | Morton, the evidence that the traffic mar r or the ' 
have it. The Attorney-General and the ex-Attorney- | authority had granted rebates in spite of tl 
the present Attorney-General so far has not been | disputable, and that is a queer railroad 
d by any railroad that I know of that is fighting the | president or other man in authority who | t 
nent—I mean our friend the Senator over there who | his road and in its management which 
to be in that office. And Mr. Moody—I have nothing iu | trary to his orders without his know it. 
1 in him. I am just watching him and praying that he Messrs. Harmon and Judson were invited by the ¢ 
take always to examine before he will bring some suits | to take the case and prosecute it They f 
the evidence already in his possession and easily accessible | get the testimony upon which to convict £ 
if he had any honest purpose of trying to accomplish | proceedings in contempt. When t! ed t \t Gen- 
z in regard to the rebate business. eral for authority to go after the head 1 * head of 


4 want to recall a littie transaction a very short while back the Atchison, Topeka and Satire Ie, they l, evi- 
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| 
dence whatever exists of the guilt of the Secretary of the Navy, | 
Therefore you can not enter that proceeding. | 
You must stop where you are.” ‘The attorneys resigned. They | 
found that the prosecution was not made in good faith, and that | 


Mr. Morton. 


the Department of Justice was only honeyfuggling with the | 
pul Therefore the thing dropped, and Mr. Morton, having 
i zned from the Navy, with the confession of rebates on him, 

de by his own mouth, and the proof hanging over him, if 


it had been allowed to be brought out, that he had disobeyed 
the injunction of the court, is promoted and made head of the 
great insurance organization in New York, which has been the 
stamping ground for as dirty a lot of thieves as ever walked 


God's green earth. 

They took a man with this nice clean record and put him in 
charge of these hundreds of millions, which are the savings, so 
to speak, of the widows and orphans who are beneficiaries of 
policies in that insurance company. Yet here we go. The 
White House is immaculate. Nobody doubts, at least I do not 


doubt, 


Theodore Roosevelt’s purpose and integrity and patriot- 


ism. As I stated the other day, he is monstrously persuaded 
by some people who get around him and honeyfugle him with 
flattery I am afraid it is true. I do not know what their | 
methods are. Whatever the methods may be, he stands by his | 
friends. He gave Morton a certificate of good character, and | 

Iiere is another phase of the subject which will be the final | 


in this comedy, as I have tried to depict it; a sort of a 

























tragedy, too. I find in the Post of February 10 this dispatch 
from New York: 
[Special to the Washington Post. ] 
NEw York, February 9, 1906. 
It is practically certain that an effort will be made to indict Judge | 
Andrew Hamilton on a charge which will permit of his being extra- 
dited from France It was learned on good authority to-day that | 
rney-Gel il Julius Mayer believes action can be taken against | 
on on the facts contained in the report of the Fowler investi- | 
i committee, and that the State authorities will have to act in the 
event ! ng being done by District Attorney Jerome 
M town for Lakewood, Conn., this afternoon, to be gone | 
il refused to say anything about insurance affairs. | 
yer has taken the stand all along that it is Mr. | 
prosecuting officer of the county to handle the ecrim- 
i he surance scandal without any interference by the State | 
an was said to-day that that is the attitude which the 
eneral’s office takes in the matter. 
WITHIN GOVERNOR’S POWER. 
It is po le, however, for the governor, acting on the advice of the | 
attorney-z ral, at any time to issue instructions for the impaneling | 
of a i ind jury to hear evidence on a criminal charge. | 
0 > fir against Hamilton by the Fowler committee, this one 
ed ‘ ttention to-day 
‘ concl yn would seem to be permissible than that Hamil 
{ if his own purposes $75,000 of the proceeds of the check of 
June 6, 1904, delivered to him f the purpose of paying the State 
1 
ttorney-General Mayer expressed his opinion of the Fowler com- 
mi report to-day Hie said: “‘After studying the legal propositions 
i ved I am convinced that the courts will hold that payment of 
| tical contributions was unauthorized and in violation of law.” 
IN SAME CATEGORY, 
Do you place legal expenses for which no satisfactory accounting 
h n rendered in the same category with political contributions?” 
Yes,” was the attorney-general’s reply. 
\ n Mr. Mayer referred to the payment of political contributions as 
be in violation of the law, he meant the civil, not the criminal, law. 
| itto y-general’s attitude in this matter means that John A. 
Met will probably be held liable for the $148,000 which the New 
Life contributed to the Republican national committee under his 
j tior and also for any other campaign contributions that may 
ned up by the Fowler investigating committee as having been | 
d by President McCall 
tight in the same paper, as illustrating the progress of events, 
we find this 
| President entertained the executive committee and officers of the 
he can national mmittee at dinner last evening Those present 
\ Mr. George LB. Cortelyou, Mr. Harry 8S. New, Mr. Cornelius N. 
Bi Mr. N. B. Scorr, Mr. Franklin Murphy, Mr. Charles F. Brooker, 
N William L. Ward, Mr. R. B. Schneider, Mr. D. W. Mulvane, Mr. 
G A. Knight, Mr. Elmer Dover, Mr. J. A. TAWNgy, Mr. F. H. 
i] k, Mr. William F. Stone, Mr. Charles H. Duell, and Mr. L. A. 
Ce 


The President has been elected nearly a year and a half, and 
never has it been found necessary or desirable to bring these 
friends of hi these true and tried lieutenants and counselors 
in his last race for the Presidency—to dine with him. The inevy- 
itable conclusion, in my mind--—at least it ought to be, if it 
not that these people were brought together to confer how 
the money could be raised to help poor old MeCall out of the bog 
into which he has sunk and refund the $148,000 whieh he stole | 
from the policy holders of the insurance company and contrib- 
uted to the campaign fund of the national Republican com- 
mitiee. I do not know that it was mentioned. If not, more’s 


is 
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is | 





the pity, for surely this man McCall is not going to be left in the 
Jurch and run the risk of bankruptcy or being sent to the peni- 
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tentiary because of the fact that his love for the Repub! 
party got him into this trouble. 

The other day somebody here made comparison between 
drew Jackson and President Roosevelt. Let us look at 
Andrew Jackson never put Nicholas Biddle in his Cabinet. | 
his fight against the money power he fought to the bitter ena 
He used no blandishments; he used a bludgeon. President 
Roosevelt had no need for any campaign fund, but his lieutey 
Mr. Bliss collected it; Mr. Cortelyou spent it. Mr. 
Cortelyou is in the Cabinet, and, as I said, the trusted friend 
and attorney of the money power in New York, Mr. Elihu Root. 
is in the Cabinet. I acknowledge he is a very bright and great 
man. I have nothing to say against him personally, for I ad- 
mire him; but Andrew Jackson never would have taken 
Cabinet officer a man so closely allied with Nicholas Biddle in 
the United States Bank. 

So we have a condition in this country to-day which should 
give every thoughtful man pause, to see whether or not it is 
possible that Senators have the saving grace and patriotism 
and regard for their obligations of office, the oaths they 1 
to take up and consider all these questions relating to the pu 
welfare, this railway rate business, this railway discrimination 
business, this railway monopoly business, this destruction of 
private property without due process of law, simply by deny 
ing the right to ship coal and all that kind of thing. 
need an investigation. We want the facts. 


in 


I say we 


We want the Inter 


| state Commerce Committee to do the best it can with the Dill 


now before it. I am ready. We have agreed among ourselves 
to bring it in next Friday, or to bring in something, so that 1 
discussion here on the floor may proceed along the line of en- 
lightenment for the people of the country and Senators who are 
not on the committee as to what is in the bill and what is not 
I would rather keep it in committee until we get the facts from 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, upon which we could 
base an amendment to prevent publie carriers from owning 
any coal or other product which is to be shipped over their 
lines, thus relieving us from this infernal monopoly which now 
oppresses the lifeblood out of Pennsylvania in the anthracite 
regions and is seizing upon the bituminous regions of Pennsy!- 
vania and West Virginia and the Atlantic seaboard generally, 
by which the people are held up and compelled to pay from 
$1 to $2 a ton more than is a just compensation for their coal, 
in order to put more millions, and stolen millions, in the pockets 
of Cassatt and his allies. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I have no purpose to di 
the joint resolution which has been reported by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TrirtMAN] from the Interstate Com 
Committee, of which I am chairman. I voted to report the 
joint resolution and will vote for it in the Senate. My purpose 
is to bring to the attention of the Senate the statutes of thi 
State of West Virginia on the subject of compelling railroads to 
connect, and to correct the misapprehension in the mind of the 


| 
11e 


Senator from South Carolina, and possibly in the minds of 
others, as to the laws of West Virginia. The question raised 
by the Senator’s remarks was whether there is adequat W 
in the State to correct an abuse complained of there arising 
out of the refusal of a railroad to make a connection w a 
lateral or branch line. I stated there was a law on the subject 
and the only purpose I have at this time is to relieve the 
of West Virginia and the State from the charge made }y ¢! 
| Senator from South Carolina, if I may use that word, of 
in disgrace because we have no proper law to compel a « 
| tion between railroads. The Senator from South Caroli! i} 
in his remarks a few days since: 
In the first place, I want to remark that the relief sought her: l 
| appear to be obtainable under State law, and if there be no n 
West Virginia stands disgraced because she has not enacted su W. 
As soon as I heard that remark, I interrupted the Sen to 
| state that there was a law to compel the connection of ra ls, 
The Senator also referred to the circumstance in his i ‘S 
on the Sth instant, and substantially repeated what I d, 
and offered a letter from the governor of West Virginia ho 
stated, referring to the Senator from South Carolina—lI wi'! use 
his language— 
You are nearer right than Senator ELKINS. 
Mr. President, in order that there may be no doubt this 
question and in order to properly defend my State and her co 
ple from the charge of disgrace, I wish to read and have ; 
in the Recorp the statute of the State of West Virginia 
subject of compelling connections between railroads. I d 
from the Code of West Virginia, chapter 54, page 578: 
50. Every corporation formed under this chapter shall, in ad 0 
to the powers hereinbefore conferred, have power: 
* * * * * + ° ; 
Seventh. To cross at grade, or to cross over or under, in! ’ 


join, and unite its railroad with any other railroad now built and cob 
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i, or hereafter to be built and constructed, within this State, at The VICE-PRESIDENT 
nt on its route, and upon the grounds of such other railroad com termined by the Se te without dé : = I 
th the necessary turnouts, sidings, and switches and other con s¢ © Sheed ; 
in furtherance of the object of its nnectic and every | read? [Putting the question rhe “ 
n whose railroad is, or shall be hereafter, intersected by any Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 
ine id shall unite with the corporation owning such ne w ral Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate nro 1 + thy 


ich intersection and connections and grant the facili : 
resaid; and if the two corporations can not agree upon the | ation of executive bu 3 
of compensation to be made therefor, or the points and man- | Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the S« tor will 
ch crossing and conne ti ns, the same shall be ascerts ined and tion be p 
ed in the manner prescribed by section 48 of this chapter. | Mr. KEAN r hee the Senator’s pardo: I t ‘ 5 
1 not conceive of language being broader or of a remedy rennieitiiis % ud been D LSS - ra 
} more perfect to obtain a connection than the statutes of |  y,, THY LM \N — 
\\ Virginia afford. | Mr. KEAN ; I . ; ae » question on it 
ave no purpose to enter into any discussion of the ques- Mr. NEWLANDS ; Mr Dre ident i iin’ T have 4 
{ raised by the Senator, or of abuses alleged to have been The Vi i PRESIDENT The Sen shee from Nevada | 
( ittee by the railroads in West Virginia. I hope the joint | goo, excent as against the motion to proceed to the con 
n before the Senate will pass. I simply wish to say | tion of executive business, cond 3 re 
{ Senate and to put on record the fact that the laws of West Mr. K Ec AN. Iw ithdraw the motion 
\ a afford a remedy in the case complained of, and the The VICE-PRESIDENT a hn Senator fr Ni 
C not in disgrace because of any supposed failure to enact | paying withdrawn his motion to pro wal te the conaide ied 
‘laws. I believe the laws of West Virginia are about as | gyocutive business. the Ser in die Matalin tn ential tn the 
t on the question of railroads and their operation as | goo, ii > lilt ee ee 
if most of the States in the Union. Mr. NEWLANDS I will not insist uno! tha rx ’ t 
people of West Virginia, which I am proud in part to | p-esent, if it will interfere with the pas: ae ia Mei Bi 
I ent on this floor, would hardly forgive the Senators if | tion of the Senator from South Carolina. ¥ 
ould fail to resent a charge of the State being in dis- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the | 
ming from any source for any reason whatever. My request? : < 1p 5 
on is that our legislature under the section just quoted Mr. NEWLANDS. I do 
vided a proper remedy to compel railroad connections. The VICE-PRE SIDENT The Senator fr Nevada 
Why this remedy was not resorted to by the parties in interest 7 * cae ieiteittines 4 ; 
| tsay. I suppose they had good reasons for not doing 80. | Gommittee of the Whole. If there be no 
KWLANDS. In connection with the able speech of the | pacoiytion will be reported to the Senate 
S from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] I ask to have inserted The joint resolution was reported to % Se 
Recorp certain extracts from an article written by Mr. | ,»endment. ordered to be enavtonm i for a t a read 
vi | Z. Ripley, professor of economics, Harvard Univer- | tne third time. and passed. 7 ; ae 


The preamble was agreed to. 


formin 
ormin 





» passed. 


’ . ‘ } . 
oes the Senator withdraw 5 


draws his request. The joint resolution is in the S s in 


‘EAN. All of that is probably contained in the testi- 
ken before the Interstate Commerce Committee last 
Mr. KEAN. I move that the S« 

NEWLANDS. Does the Senator state that this article eration ol executive SINESS 
the report of those hearings? The motion was : ed 
‘EAN. I do not know about that, but Mr. Ripley told | CoMSsideration Of executive After 
vthing he knew, and more too, I think, before the executive s¢ on t : ¢ 
I think the request to print had better be looked #! , ute 


ANDS. I ask that certain extracts from this arti 


in the Recorp. I will not ask to have them read. 


ICH. I do not object to their being printed as a The injunction of ( 1 | 
but I do object to anything being published in the | from Confidential E e Re N me ( 


it is read. fi session, “Adjustment of tith of | 
VLANDS. Then I will ask to have it read. I will On motion of Mr. M 
tary to read the part marked, extending from ( ed, That » ( 


DRICH. I recollect the article very well; it has , ~pe fine 
its in it which I think would be enlightening; and 
ery glad to have the whole article read if any part ‘ c 
INA 
sANDS, It is entitled— f 7 
IN ATLROAD < 8S 8! pm 1S87. 
. ‘ : a invest wide ead . George \ G 
1 ind i ( 
t ( t I of co the I ] ¢ { | 
By W » Z. I of economic H 7 
‘ ‘ et nor f ‘ I ited & I bi 2 
and ) its final report on transportatior for l i 
2 ‘ ry | 
the Senator from Rhode Island wishes the en- | ° 7 W 
1, and I send it to the desk for that purpose an 
ee aah de ; ae ; ; How is. N I ( 
PRESIDENT Che Senator from Rhode Island 
the entire article be read if any part of it is read. | “? a eee 
ICH. If any part of it is to be read, I suggested | ©°'" a Sa 
rt le be rene 
PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island St. Clair A. Mull il. of Pel 
if any part of the article is to be read, the entire | at Pp) lel} 1, Pa., to take effect Mar } 
ld be read. Is there objection to its being read? | tion of his present ter (Rea ‘ 


ears none. The Secretary will read as requested. Charles A. Orr, of New York, 
OONER. Does that embrace the entire pamphlet? N. ¥.. his term having expired J 
CE-VRESIDENT, The entire pamphlet. 
POONER. Every man has read it, and I object to thus RECEIVER OF 1 
the time of the Senate. I want to make a little £7) TT, , 7 - 
he sul sidy Seine, orrow or some other time. ’ ba ae a : rd, : cat ‘ 7" r . be rect : 
NAN. Does the Senator from Wisconsin wish to go on at Lincoln, Nebr., vice va a ES 
If not, I would like to move an executive session. 
POONER. No; I do not want to go on to-day. Charles F. Shedd, of Nebraska, to be r« 
TILLMAN. I hope . at Lincoln, Nebr., vice Will 1 A. ¢ 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin ob- George W. Stewart, of Califor1 to be 1 of t 
he reading of the pamphlet. | office at Visalia, Cal., to take effect M 6, \ mn his 
SPOONER. Yes; I object. i term expires. (Reappointment.) 


; 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut, Clarence M. Stone to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


Navy from the 28th day of June, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 
Victor Blue. an additional number in grade. 

Lieut. Douglas E. Dismukes to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Commander 


dames E. Palmer, retired. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Lieut. Col. Sedgwick Pratt, Artillery Corps (detailed in- 
spector-general), to be colonel from February 9, 1906, vice 
Thorp, retired from active service. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 
Albert N. Holland to be postmaster at Scottsboro, in the 


county of Jackson and State of Alabama, in place of Albert N. 
Holland. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 
ARKANSAS. 

Joseph E. Dougherty to be postmaster at Russellville, in the 
county of Pope and State of Arkansas, in place of Samuel Davis. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Robert J. Nixon to be postmaster at Yreka, in the county of 
Siskiyou and State of California, in place of Robert J. Nixon. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 

Frank L. Powell to be postmaster at Lemoore, in the county 
of Kings and State of California, in place of Frank L. Powell. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 

COLORADO. 

Daniel E. Cooper to be postmaster at Lamar, in the county of 
Prowers and State of Colorado, in place of Daniel E. Cooper. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 

- Wesley H. Ogle to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county 
Hinsdale and State of Colorado, in place of Wesley H. Ogle. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 


f 
Oo! 


FLORIDA. 


John C, Stowers to be postmaster at West Palmbeach, in the 


county of Dade and State of Florida, in place of John C. 
Stowers. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 
IDAHO. 
Ed F. Winn to be postmaster at Idaho Falls, in the county of 
Bingham and State of Idaho, in place of Ed F. Winn. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 


ILLINOIS. 


William G. Baie to be postmaster at Hinckley, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois, in place of William G. Baie. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1906. 

Cornelius T. Beekman to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the 


county of Menard and State of Illinois, in place of Cornelius 


T. Beekman. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1906: 

L. A. Constantine to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois, in place of L. A. Constantine. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1906. 

If. A. Fischer to be postmaster at Staunton, in the county of 
M upin and State of Illinois, in place of Daniel G. William- 
son Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

Ilarry D. Hemmens to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois, in place of Harry D. Hemmens. 


Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1906. 
Isrnest G. Howell to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county 


of Kane and State of Illinois, in place of Ernest G. Howell. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

WW in A. Mussett to be postmaster at Grayville, in the 
CO f White and State of Illinois, in place of William A. 
My tt. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

INDIANA, 

Harley D. Billings to be postmaster at Williamsport, in the 
col of Warren and State of Indiana, in place of John D. 
Chambers. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

Charles G. Covert to be postmaster at Evansville, in the 
county of Vanderburg and State of Indiana, in place of James 
D. Parvin. Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

c. D. Houchin to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the county of 
Pike and State of Indiana, in place of Isaac H. La Man. In- 


cumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 
Wilbur U. Masten to be postmaster at Danville, in the county 


of Hendricks and State of Indiana, in place of Alfred Welshans., | 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 
IOWA, 
Hienry L. Chesley to be postmaster at Sutherland, in the 


O’Brien and State of Iowa, in place of Henry L. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 


of 


county 
Chesley. 
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Thomas P. Hollowell, jr., to be postmaster at Fort Madis 
the county of Lee and State of Iowa, in place of Et! : 
Trevitt. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1) ; 

KANSAS. 

John M. Garvey to be postmaster at McCune, in the coun 
Crawford and State of Kansas, in place of John M. Ga: 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

Mark Palmer to be postmaster at Eskridge, in the count f 
Wabaunsee and State of Kansas, in place of Mark Palio. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

KENTUCKY, 

William C. Harper to postmaster at Catlettsburg, j he 
county of Boyd and State of Kentucky, in place of Will C, 
Harper. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 190 

MAINE. 

George M. Allen to be postmaster at Cherryfield, in the « 
of Washington and State of Maine, in place of George M. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 13, 1906. 

Fred E. Littlefield to be postmaster at Vinal Haven, in the 


; 


| county of Knox and State of Maine, in place of Fred B. Little 


Marson. 


county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of Fred 


field. Incumbent’s commission expires February 13, 1906 

Woodbury Marson to be postmaster at Booth Bay Harbor, in 
the county of Lincoln and State of Maine, in place of Wood)hur 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 20, 190, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Frederick H. Fowler to be postmaster at Walpole, in the 
erick H, Fowler. 
1904. 

Edwin D. Goodell to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Edwin D. Goodell. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
20, 1906. 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 30, 


MICHIGAN. 


George E. Adams to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county 
of Van Buren and State of Michigan, in place of John Mutch- 
ler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906 

Faustina M. Towle to be postmaster at Gaylord, in the count; 
of Otsego and State of Michigan, in place of Faustina M. Towle. 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906, 

Joseph E. Watson to be postmaster at Bronson, in the 
of Branch and State of Michigan, in place of Joseph E. W;: 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 

MINNESOTA, 

Wheaton M. Fuller to be postmaster at Little Falls, in the 
county of Morrison and State of Minnesota, in place of Wheaton 
M. Fuller. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

MISSOURI. 

William C,. Askin to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Dent and State of Missouri, in place of William C. As! [n- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

Clarence Gardner to be postmaster at Campbell, in the 
of Dunklin and State of Missouri, in place of Hiram A. G 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

Frank I. Swett to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the 


| of Laclede and State of Missouri, in place of Frank I. 


| liam 


Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 
NEBRASKA, 

Levi M. Copeland to be postmaster at Minden, in tli 
of Kearney and State of Nebraska, in place of Levi 
land. Ineumbent’s commission expired February 10, 

William A. McCool to be postmaster at Indianola, the 
county of Redwillow and State of Nebraska, in place 
A. MeCool. Incumbent’s commission expired I 
10, 1906. 

Charles Miner to be postmaster at Ravenna, in the « 
Buffalo and State of Nebraska, in place of Charles Mi In- 


| cumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 


| 


George Olive to be postmaster at Weeping Water 
county of Cass and State of Nebraska, in place of C! v. 
Hay. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1 

NEW JERSEY. 

trice P. Walling to be postmaster at Sussex, in the « 

Sussex and State of New Jersey, in place of Edward | 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 
NEW YORK. 

Michael Gleason to be postmaster at Carthage, in tl ly 

of Jefferson and State of New York, in place of Mich , 


son. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 10 ‘ 
Frank W. James to be postmaster at Naples, in the ¢ 0 
Ontario and State of New York, in place of Frank W. ca. 


Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 


Clarence W. Teague to be postmaster at West Durham, in the | pyecytive nominations confirmed by the te I , 12. 
unty of Durham and State of North Carolina. Office became 1906. 
‘residential January 1, 1906. SE 
Edwin L. Ware to be postmaster at Kings Mountain, in the FQn pee Anreee. 
unty of Cleveland and State of North Carolina, in place of MICHIGAN 
Mdwin L. Ware. Incumbent’s commission expires February 18, William F. Crane to be postmaster at M: uk n th 
106. county of Schoolcraft and State of Michigai 
NORTH DAKOTA. MINN 
Charles Gunthorp to be postmaster at Edgeley, in the county Alexander Fiddes to be postmaster at Jackson, in the « V 
Lamoure and State of North Dakota. Office became Presi- | of Jackson and State of Minnesota. 
ential October 1, 1905. MISSISSIPPI 
Charles B. MeMillan to be postmaster at Hannah, in the Edith G. Morrow to be postmaster at West Point » the 
unty of Chavalier and State of North Dakota. Office became | county of Clay and State of Mississippi. 
‘esidential January 1, 1906. | Lee Van Sample to be postmaster at Sumuit, the county 
OHIO. | of Pike and State of Mississippi. 
Ephraim D. Killinger to be postmaster at Edgerton, in the | “a a 
unty of Williams and State of Ohio, in place of Ephraim D.| George W. Hope to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of 
Killinger. Incumbent’s commission expires February 13, 1906. | gomerset and State of New Jersey. 
PENNSYLVANIA Harry L. Knight to be postmaster at Medford, in the coun 
George W. Best to be postmaster at East Brady, in the county | of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 
Clarion and State of Pennsylvania, in place of George W.| Dennis W. Mahony to be postmaster at Pa c, in the e ty 
I Incumbent’s commission expires February 17, 1906. | of Passaic and State of New Je x 
john B. Dennison to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the | Joseph Pierson to be postmaster at Phillipsbu in the county 
uty of Mercer and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James | of Warren and State of New Jersey. 
| Robinson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 30, | Henry B. Rollinson to be postmaster at Rahway, in the county 
| of Union and State of New Jersey. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. | August C. Stecher to be postmaster at Riverside, in the county 
John E. Sullivan to be postmaster at Plankinton, in the county | of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 
\urora and State of South Dakota, in place of John C. Bryan. | PENNSYLVANIA. 
unbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. John W. Stuart to be postmaster at State College, in th 
TENNESSEE. county of Center and State of Pennsylvania. 
joseph N. Ellis to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the cee liiecacalcetiibeticmeeiceabicienianae 
tv of Jefferson and State of Tennessee, in place of Burgess a : : eee 
Witt. Incumbent’s commission expired cae 13, 1906. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monroe C. Monday to be postinaster at Knoxville, in the Monpay. F bruary 12, 1906. 
nty of Knox and State of Tennessee, in place of William L. : 
Incumbent’s commission expires February 18, 1906. The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
in M. Weoten to be pestmaster at Morristown, in the county | The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev 
llamblen and State of Tennessee, in place of John B. F. Dice. | HENRY N: Coupen, D. D 
imbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. |} Our fathers’ God and our God, we lift up our hearts in grati 
VIRGINIA. | tude to Thee for our Republic, which has come down to us out 
William H. Faulkner to be postmaster at South Boston, in the | of the past a precious and matchless heritage, and for that long 
uty of Halifax and State of Virginia, in place of William H. | line of illustrious men who, guided by the light of heaven, con 
kner. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. ceived, resolved, upheld, and maintained * and m they ever 
kt. A. Fulwiler to be postmaster at Staunton, in the county of be as beacon lights to guide us as we lengthen its histor 
\ Ista and State of Virginia, in place of Samuel N. Yost. | In- lo-day our minds and hearts turn with one 1 to the 
hent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. martyred Lincoln, whom in the darkest hours tl Republic 
George L. Hart to be postmaster at Roanoke, in the county of rhou didst call from obscurity to be the savior of his people. 
Roanoke and State of Virginia, in place of Samuel H. Hoge. In- | We love him and honor him for what he did, yet more for 
bent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. what he was in the nobility, strength, and gentleness of his 
Charles M. Keezel to be postmaster at Harrisonburg, in the character, With malice toward none and charity f | 
ity of Rockingham and State of Virginia, in place of Abram God grant that our lives may be as pure, as noble, gene 
’ Punkhouser, Incumbent’s commission expires March 24, 1906. aaa oe patriotic. In the name of Jesus Christ our d. 
Amen, 
WEST VIRGINIA, pa . Yon? . . 
John O. Huey to be postmaster at Mannington, in the county eae cournal of Friday's proceedings was read and ved. 
Marion and State of West Virginia, in place of John O. Huey. CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
umbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (S. 3338) for the 
WISCONSIN. relief of John L. O’Mara was changed from the Committee on 
ll. T. Eberle to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county of | !™valid Pensions to the Committee on Military Affairs 
rson and State of Wisconsin, in place of William F. Gruetz- WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS FROM THE FI! 
her. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10, 1906. Mr. HOLLIDAY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
rank M. Givens to be postmaster at Fond du Lac, in the | withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving nie 
ty of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin, in place of | the papers in the case of William F. Shelato (Fifty-sixth Con- 
M. Givens. Incumbent’s commission expired February | gress), no adverse report having been made thereon 
906. ‘ MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
nes T. Webb to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county ; : 
Grant and State of Wisconsin, in place of James T, Webb. A message from the Senate, by Mr. PaRxinson, its reading 
umbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. clerk, announced that the Senate had ] sed with amen 
lelbert M. Penney to be postmaster at Waupaca, in the | bill of the following title ; in which the concurrence « 
y of Waupaca and State of Wisconsin, in place of Adel- | House of Representatives oe requested 
M. Penney, Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, | , U-R- 12320. An act making appropriations t pl g 
: ° i iencies in the appropriations for the fiscal y« Ju 
tichard Price to be postmaster at Wonewoc, in the county of 30, 1906, and for prior years, and for otl purp 
eau and State of Wisconsin, in place of Richard Price. In- | SENATE BILLS REFERRED 
ubent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of t 
nineties titles were taken from the Speaker's table and ‘ 
WITHDRAWAL. appropriate committees, as indicated below 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 12, 1906 owe. An act granting an increase of pens 
ieee ; P Mota agg Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
nobert L. Chambers to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, $. 1799. An act granting an increase of pens He I 
the State of Colorado. gan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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S.1798. An act granting an inerease of pension to Robert K. 
Smit to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.201. An act granting an increase of pension to Lyman E. 
Farrand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 984. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Be ct—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.2797. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 
Buggie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2528. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
in Bigelow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 207. An act granting an il vase of pension to Marion F. 
Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1414. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney G. 
| 


S: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5120. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Dris- | 
coll o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2975. An act granting a pension to Mary L. Miller—to the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S$. 2329. An act granting an increase of pension to Knute Tor- 
geson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


. 


S. 2527. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney F. ! 


ullin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1465. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 





F; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 3123. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. | 
Alba to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


§. 2537. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen S. | 


Larned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2257. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 5240. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2405. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 


Winget—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1883. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie Ray- 
mond—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S.533. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2702. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Dightman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3537. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
W. Presley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3089. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 1753. An act granting an increase of pension to Waldo W. | 


Paine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.992. An act granting a pension to Albert E. Lyon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
3630. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin L. 
Barber—to the Committe: on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 1670. An act granti-g an increase of pension to William 
McNabb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.894. An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Sewall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.3643. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth Ray- 
mond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.125. An act granting an increase of pension to John BP. 
Hadsall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2577. An act granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1433. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Willard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 124. An act granting an increase of pension to Curtis B. 
Intosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 4029. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha G. 


Archer—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 1835. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 
] to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


620. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth S. 
{ i¢ Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 640. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh P. 
Buffon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3687. An act providing for the segregation of $1,000,000 





from the reclamation fund created by the act of June 17, 1902, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Public Lands. 
S. 5522. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 


for the construction and maintenance of roads, the establish- 
ment and maintenance of schools, and the care and support of 
insane persons in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 27, 1905—to the Committee on Territories, 

S. 3309. An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Baber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2752. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert S. 
Moore-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Tu 


8S. 3587. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza Or, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3507. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac \ 
Valkenburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5291. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew p. 
Raker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1731. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Colson—to the Committee on Pensions. 


8S. 1744. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Papy—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 132. An act to establish a fish-culture station at the « 


Fargo, in the State of North Dakota—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

S. 967. An act to amend section 2 of an act entitled “An 
to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alas 
approved June 9, 1896—to the Committee on Territories. 

S$. 1236. An act to authorize payment to the Henry Phili 
Seed and Implement Company for seed furnished to, and 
cepted by, the Department of Agriculture during the fiscal 
1902—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 176. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamii 
Marsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 186. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 


ih, 


| Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 2482. An act granting an increase of pension to Cutk 
Chamberlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 717. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles J] 
ck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 853. An act granting an increase of pension to Cha 
Lander—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 8 An act granting an increase of pension to William ) 
IIall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 789. An act granting a pension to Mary EB. Wolf—to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8S. 267. An act to prohibit aliens from taking fish in the wat 
of the district of Alaska—to the Committee on Territories. 

S. 611. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and 
erection of a public building thereon at Rawlins, in the State of 
Wyoming—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 1724. An act providing for the erection of a public buildi: 
at the city of Fernandina, Fla., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. 2165. An act extending the provisions of the pension laws 
of the United States to persons engaged in the operation and 
construction of military telegraph lines during the war of the 
rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 961. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and ihe 
erection of a public building thereon at Alexandria, in the St: 
of Minnesota—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

S. 338. An act making an appropriation for a public building 
at Houston, Tex.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 





| Grounds. 


S. 35. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Dover, in the State of 


New Hampshire—to the Committee on Public Buildings 1 
Grounds, 


S. 1538. An act granting an increase of pension to Indiana A. 
Paul—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3605. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3126. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen B. 
Tarlton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1298. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran if 
Usher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 590. An act granting a pension to John White—to th 
mittee on Pensions. 

S. 83667. An act granting an increase of pension to Martlia J. 
srisco—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.854. An act granting a pension to William W. Gaut! 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


CALIFORNIA STREET. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this being District of ‘ 
bia day, I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 12614) to r e 
the name of California avenue in the city of Washingto: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks } 
consideration of the following House bill, which the Cler 
report. 

The bill as proposed to be amended by the Committee 
District of Columbia was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the followit 
“That from and after the passage of this act the thoroug! 
tending from Columbia road west to Massachusetts avenue extevur, 
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street,’ | 


formerly named ‘ California avenue,’ and now designated as ‘ T 
hall be known and designated as ‘ California street.’ ”’ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. | 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and | 
passed. 

By unanimous consent, the title of the bill was amended so as 
to read: “A bill to change the name of a portion of T street to 
California street.” 

On motion of Mr. Bascock, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
vhich the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS POTOMAC RIVER, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for present considera- 
tion of Senate resolution 23. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks pres- 
nt consideration of a joint resolution which will be reported 
by the Clerk. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 23) providing for an extension of 
time for completing the highway bridge and approaches across 
the Potomac River, at Washington, D. C., was read, as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the time for completing the construction of the 
vhway bridge and approaches across the Potomac River, authorized 

section 12 of the act of Congress approved February 12, 1901, en 
tled, “An act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on 
the line of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, in the city 

Wastiington, D. C., and requiring said company to depress and ele 

te its tracks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, 

d for other purposes,’ as amended by the District of Columbia appro 

ition act, approved July 1, 1902, and as amended by “ joint resolu 


" 





mn providing for an extension of time for completing the highway 
ridge and approaches across the Potomac River, at Washington, D. C., 
ipproved February 18, 1905, be, and is hereby, extended to February 
1907. 
With the following committee amendments: 
Page 2, line 5, strike out the words “ February twelfth” 
lieu thereof the words “ December fifteenth.” 
Page 2, line 6, strike out the word “ seven”’ 
eof the word “ six.” 
The amendments 
greed to. 
The bill as 
third time; 
issed. 


On motion of Mr. Baspcock, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enroller. Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly et. !!ed bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


and insert 


and insert in lieu 


recommended by the committee were 


amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


H. R. 1283. 


Ann Austin: 





Li. R. 1382. 
jamin Fag 
H. R. 1437. 
Brown: 
H. R. 1124. 
Grant; 

H. R. 1467. 

Monroe: 
H. R. 1554. 
Spinning ; 
H. R. 1884. 
Purcell; 

H. R. 1952. 


J. 


. 
Q 
40 
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act granting an increase of pension to Epsy 
ict granting an increase of nsion to Ben 
act granting an increase of pension to Darius 
act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Axel 


A. M. Nattoch Dag; 


H. R. 1974. 
R. P. Foale; 

H. R. 2083. 
A. Slack; 

H. R. 2084. 
Maginley ; 

H. R. 2118. 
Jackson ; 

I. R. 2169. 
White; 

H. R. 2289. 
Lighteap ; 

H. R. 2291. 
Ilmes ; 

H. R. 2345. 


An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


nette Hannahs; 


oe 


ae 


H. R. 
Buncher : 

H. R. 2771. 
McCabe: 

H. R. 3216. 
W. Seeber: 

H. R. 3380. 
W. Wilburn; 

H. R. 3400. 
. Carr; 

H. IR. 8605. 
Lathrop ; 

H. R. 3678. 


4. 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


An 


| C. S. Twitchell ; 





if. R. 1280. An act granting a pension to Mary K. Lewis; 

li. R. 1545. An act granting a pension to Florence D. Raf- | 

1. R. 1797. An act granting a pension to James H. Cole, alias 
John V. Cole: 

ll. R. 1958. An aet granting a pension to Ida L. and Clara FE. 
\\ t rs : 

ll. R. 2840. An act granting a pension to Evelyn 8S. Beardslee ; 

ll. R. 2342. An act granting a pension to Winifred E. Lewis; 

li. R. 2811. An act granting a pension to Angie A. Marvin; 

Ii. R. 2795. An act granting a pension to Emma Auger; 

Il. R. 3214. An act granting a pension to Maggie Parker; 

Il. R. 3229. An act granting a pension to Jessie Marie Hester; | 

ll. R. 4607. An act granting a pension to Annie Rohr; 

ll. R. 4727. An act granting a pension to Emma M. Boyer; 

11. R. 9352. An act granting a pension to Mary Van Blarcom; 

If. R. 11310. An act granting a pension to Emma Aldred; 

ll. R. 11596. An act granting a pension to Marion H. Long; 

li. R. 5380. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

Ross: 

il. Rk. 611. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. | 

sidy: 

ll. R. 724. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 

ulter: 

ll. R. 1072. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

her; 

ll. R. 1125. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 


Batchelor: 

Hi. R. 1123. An 
iinaline Finklea ; 
Il. R. 1131. An aet granting 


regent . 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


an increase of pension to George 


il. hk. 1059. An aet granting 
ingler : 
_ H.R. 1136. An act granting 
. Stauffer; 
ola 1213. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
ereden 5 


an increase of pension to Elijah 


an increase of pension to William 


7 
i 





H. R. 4195. 
Secheverell : 
H. R. 4215. 
Roberts : 
H. R. 4217. 
Rose ; 
H. R. 4218. 
Williamson ; 
H. R. 4224. 


M. 


An 


An 


An 


pher Pletzke ; 


H. R. 4225. 
iel Cooper ; 

H. R. 4891. 
John 


J. Dickens: 

H. R. 4666. 
A. Carpenter 

H. R. 4713. 
M. C. Mannir 

H. R. 47380. 
L. Jones: 

H. R. 4732. 
Scrogum ; 

H. R. 4735. 
Adair: 

H. R. 4737. 
Logan; 

H. R. 4738. 
Roberts ; 

H. R. 4739. 


Stewart, 
H. R. 4644. An act granting an 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to Lydia B. 
act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 


act granting an increase of pension to Algernon 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Antoi 
act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pensicn to Anson 
act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
act granting an increase of pension to Christo 
act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
lias John Scott; 


¢ 


increase of pension to Sarah 
An act granting an increase of pension to David 
‘An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
1g ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Meshack 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An act granting an increase of pension to QOdilia 
An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
An act granting an increase of pension to Law 


rence B. Smith; 


H. R. 4765. 


W. Shepherd ; 


H. R. 4822. 
Smith ; 

H. R. 4827 
E. Morrow ; 





An act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
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H. R. 4879. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Hl. R. 4884. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Bokart 

Il. R. 4964. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy | 
Stillwell; 

H. R. 5015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
R. Goodell ; 

li. R. 5016. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Carey ; 

Hi. R. 5170. An act granting an increase of pension to David | 
R. Pringle ; 

Il. R. 5238. An act granting an increase of pension to Lockey 
Stuard; 

H. R. 5254. An act granting an increase of pension to Travis 
W. Tichenor ; 

H. ht. 5644. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
J. Wilcox ; 

H. R. 5808. An act granting an increase of pension to Napo- 
leon D. O. Lord; 

H. R. 5925. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
L. Davidson ; 

H. R. 5955. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
L. Overton ; 

H. R. 6148. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 
Hiffert ; 

ll. R. 6144. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Bra- | 
zelton ; 

li. R. 6157. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than J. Boyer; 

Hi. R. 6192. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
J. Mills; 

H.R. 6227. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
J Jo 1s 

H.R. G228. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Terrell; 

H. Rk. 6338. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
McCarthy ; 

ii. 2. 6448. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
A. Shaw 

Il. R. 6451. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Wuecher;: 

Ii. 2. 7418. An act granting an increase of pension to Fritz 
Muller; 

It. k. 7420. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Wren 

Hi. kh. 8090. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Hi. Benham: 

li. R. 8217. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. J. Tayman; 

Hl. R. 8222. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
B. Jordan; 

H. R. 8618. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Rowan; 

H. R. 10192. An act granting an increase of pension to Alan- 
son B. Thomas: 

Hl. Rk. 10296. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 
Graham ; 

Hi. R. 10486. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Ensminger ; 

ii. kt. 10299. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Long; 

It. kt. 10434. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
I. IN 

11. . 10765. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. W tson ; 

ll. R. 11408. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
E. I sdort ; 

li. R. 8442. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the | k River at Grand Detour, Ill.; and 

11. Rk. 10225. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
B. Richardson. 

PHARMACY AND POISONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8997) te regulate the practice of pharmacy and 
the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes 

Tl SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks for 
present consideration of the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read at length 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr: Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I yield to the gentleman, 
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| Mr. LITTAUER. 





Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker's 
table the urgent deficiency appropriation bill, and ask una 
mous consent that the amendments of the Senate to that bil] 

| disagreed to, and that the House ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unan 
mous consent to take the urgent deficiency bill from the Speak- 
| er’s table, to disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask for 
conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that that cour 

favored by the minority members of the committee also. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection: and t! 

Chair announces as conferees on the part of the House MM; 

| Larravuer, Mr. TAwNeEy, and Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


| is 


CLOAKROOM EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. BABCOCK. 
ginia for a moment. 


I yield to the gentleman from West Vir- 


Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion to 
| reconsider House resolution 145, relating to cloakroom e 
| ployees. 


| Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. The Journal 
of the House having been approved, the motion of the gentleman 
is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to reconsider was not entered 
upon agreeing to the resolution, which was considered on Fri 
day. Under the rule the motion is in order. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker; I make the further point of 
order that the gentleman who offered the resolution and pre- 
sumably voted in favor of it can not now move to reconsider 
it under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that, there being no 
record vote, every Member stands upon the same parliamentary 
level with every other Member. It seems to the Chair any one 
| of the 386 Members might enter the motion. 

' Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman from 
West Virginia enter the motion for immediate consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin yields to the 
gentleman from West Virginia, who enters the motion, and that 
motion can be called up at any time when it is in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask the question because I prefer that 
the gentleman would not take action upon it until the & 
man from Georgia |Mr. BarrLerr] is present, 

Mr. HUGHES. That is my intention. I only enter the mo- 
tion now that I may not lose my rights. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman from West Virginia be 
good enough to inform the House what is the purpose of moving 
a reconsideration of this resolution? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I did not yield to the gentle 
man for the purpose of debate. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin declines to 

yield further. The motion will lie over. 





ntle- 


PHARMACY AND POISONS 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentle: 
from Ohio [Mr. Taytor] to explain the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the bill which has jus 
been read is one which provides for the regulation of the pr 
tice of pharmacy and the sale of poisons in the District of ( 
lumbia. It is particularly aimed at and is an effort to cli 
the drug habit which has become so prevalent in this Dist) 
and other great cities of this country. This bill is the result of 
careful study and consideration and was prepared, in fact, by 
the commissioners of pharmacy of the District of Columbia 
after six months of careful work on their part. It is also ap- 
proved by the District Commissioners and has the unan 3 


IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


ee + — 


approval of a conference composed of the representatives of the 
physicians, the pharmacists, and the National College of Phar 
macy of the District of Columbia. This committee has, in li- 
tion to these precautions, had several public hearings, in h 
the persons interested, the pharmacists themselves, have beet 


given hearings, and all of whom earnestly urge favorable action. 

The fact of the matter is that the present law regulati 
practice of pharmacy was passed in 1878, nearly thirty 
ago, at a time when the drug habit, now so prevalent, s y 
existed. So that the present law is obviously imperfect 1 


unable to cope with the cocaine habit and other drug ! 8 
now so prevalent. In fact, cocaine was not discovered a‘ t 
time. Section 11 of this bill and section 12 of this bill simike 
directly at the drug-habit evil. Section 11 provides th 0 
druggist can sell cocaine or other drug-habit drugs except 0 
prescription of a duly authorized physician, and then only once 
on that prescription. Section 12 prohibits a physician m 


| prescribing one of the drug-habit drugs to persons addicted 
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habit of using drugs except when it is necessary in the | 


tment of the habit. 
Che bill is necessarily long because it embodies several fea- 
res which include the general pharmacy law, the poison law, 
antinarcotic law, and then it places it all under the direc 
n of a supervisory board, with the health officer of the Dis- 
t of Columbia as the secretary. 
Che first ten sections of the bill provide rules for the admis- 
to and the regulation of the practice of pharmacy. Sec 
11 and 12 strike directly at the drug-habit evil. Section 
is a general poison law, and provides the necessary precau 


1 
I 


ry measures in the sale of poisons. Section 14 is a pro 
n to prevent an evasion of the law by fraud. Section 15 
ovides for publicity in filing prescriptions for drugs of this 


Section 16 is an attempt to stop the promiscuous throw 
about on the doorsteps of samples of h 
rations. 


eadache and other dan 

ted because of the fact 

stics show that numerous cases of severe sickness, and 

has resulted by children picking up these 

taking them without knowledge of their dangerous 

The balance of the sections provide for penalties and 
‘thod of enforcement. 


is prep This was incorpor: 
stati 
me cases death, 


and 


ither words, this whole act places the practice of pharmacy 
e same high plane that the profession of medicine now 


1 


is 


or has followed the reading of it, will agree that it is a splendid 
piece of legislation and a long step in the right direction. 

FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me an inter- 

TAYLOR of Ohio. Certainly. 

Ir. FITZGERALD. Section 10 of the bill provides that the 
es shall be paid from the fees. Suppose the fees of the 
uts are not sufficient to pay the expenses. Where does 
i oney come from? 
r. TAYLOR of Ohio. The bill provides that it shall be paid 
fees, and I presume that the fees will be sufficient to pay. 
the bill does not make any other provision. 

FITZGERALD. Is there any estimate of the number of 

ists who will be included under this bill? 

TAYLOR of Ohio. No; we have no estimate of the num- 

! but it would not be hard to obtain. 
pharmacists themselves who are engaged in the practice 
irmacy in this District believe that the fees for licenses 
\ fully pay for all expenses. 
FITZGERALD. What is the opinion of the committee? 
I do not care for the opinion of the pharmacists. 
rAYLOR of Ohio. The opinion of the committee is based 
igs of pharmacists and other persons interested, and the 
ee is of the opinion that this will be the case, and no 
provision for the payment of the expenses has been made. 
FITZGERALD. Can the gentleman give an estimate of 
t nount of fees per year? 

TAYLOR of Ohio. No; we have no estimate. 

LITAGERALD. This same section has a very peculiar 

m, Which provides that the board shall divide up all the 
are left after paying the expenses of the board for 

vices. Was it the opinion of the committee that no 
n whatever should be placed upon the amount paid to 
Hiners f 

AYLOR of Ohio. I will say that in a letter from the 
ioners, referring to section 10, they state that the fees 
to the board are to be used, first, to pay its expenses; 
to pay the lay members, as directed by the Commis 
und any balance remaining may be divided among the 
examining boards in proportion to the number of can 
examined by each. 

hICZGERALD. Then each of these examining boards 

es for itself how much each member of that board shall 
1 the money spent? 

TAYLOR of Ohio. Each of these examining boards ré 
money in proportion to the number of applicants they 
fter all the expenses and the lay members are paid 

I I'TZAGER ALD. And then the board proceeds to divide 

r amount it gets among its own .members according to 
lgment? 
\YLOR of Ohio. It does not provide for an unequal 
on. It provides that the balance left after all ex- 
hall be paid to the boards in proportion to the number 
( didates they have examined. 


lhiTZGERALD. The purpose is to make it sure that 
ill be no surplus returned into the treasury of the Dis 
Columbia. 


TAYLOR of Ohio. 


Well, there will not be any surplus. 
the operations of this bill. 


FITZGERALD. Not under 
4 L1S apparent, 
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, and I think that everyone who is familiar with the bill, | 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Under any circu ou 


not be any surplus. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. One othe 
the bill, why is it specifically pro 


police and the corporati 





forcement of this law? Is it 1 
bills the officials that shall be el f 
the different laws that sh be ¢ t¢ 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio Ye ( 
necessity, but it is cu ys ul 
we know the specific pet i who sl 1] 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Ws i not j \ 
the operation of the gen | laws of t \) 
necessary to specifically desig 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. Can the gentle n su 
in being specific in one of these st ite 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I know the rv It 
this. Both of these official \ | ( 
help in order to perform the « 
imposed upon them by this lav if +} 
for that purpose, | would | t 
lines 18, 19, and 20 out, on p 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. I shall ich 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Spe 
ehair of this com f t; 
bills of this characte If it is | 
his bills as easily as he may im 
Mr. BABCOCK. Well, the gentl n ¢ take f t 
sibility. I desire to sa in reference to tl at it 
proposition which has been under c ! 
twenty-five years 
Mr. FITZGERALD Not th part 
Mr. BABCOCK. Two yea! ) 
before the committee and thx l 
by certain manufacturers of 
the society and admitted that 
tions one-half a grain of 1 ‘ ‘ 
ounce is two tablespoonfuls The 
cine is one tablespoonful, and in tl dose 
of a grain of morph ‘ 7. 
gree on the part of the medical wiety, tl 
the Commissioners prevent | re { I 
The effect of the consideration two years 
these manufacturers have reduced tl m t of 
these patent medicines to the | t in I i] r oO 
a grain to an ounce—which cert lv o 
And when the gentleman understands the t wo! t | 
been done by the medical societ ! he J 
tists, by the Comm mers 1d the effor I 
do not think he would want t le the 1 ¢ 
lation. I have bad come to my house, d 
widows, and parents begging for some |] 
prevent their children being able to b 
habit has grown in Washington he 
it is a thousand times wor! t! 
more suffering from it. I} 
the sale of poisol! and » « i 1 
o far as the execution of t! vy i 
nary course that has been pro ed for Phat 1] ‘ 
say, and I do hope the | 
when he realizes the work t! 
ind perfection of this measure nd in vis 
that has been re hed t ted 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. S| t 
with the manne n which bills are rey te 
Mr BABCOCK. Will the 
louder 7? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Whene 
to reguiate any part cula 
enforces ent f the li WwW, » I 
been the practice to sp il ( 
ent e those laws Ll have n 
bill I think it will ace I 
to ving any Official s l l 
Committee on Appropriati | 
reason of being named in t 
quires additional help and I 
Chis law will be enforced ju | 
guage being in it. 
Mr. BABCOCK, The sp 
gentleman, is contained 
the duty of the major and 
trict of Columbia and co! 
enforce the provisions of t! 
| that specific so that it will be enforced ; l ) t 
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aid that no one is charged with it, and the bill makes it the 
specific duty of those officers to enforee it as though it were any 
other violation of law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it is the duty of the super- 


intendent of police to enforce all laws which provide penalties 
Lo! \ ols 


ition, and under the provisions of this act it would be 
the duty of the corporation counsel to institute proceedings to | 
revoke licenses when requested by the Commissioners of the 
District This language will have the effect of bringing here 
some time or other these two officials of the District of Colum- 
bia, who will point to this law and say under the operations of 


that law they requi 


juire additional help, which in my judgment 
they will not require, and I suggest to the gentleman that it 
will not make much difliculty to give the House an opportunity 
to deci whether that language should be put in there. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not think there is any objection to it, 
but it will simply tend to weaken the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It will not help the bill if we give it, 
and in my judgment it will improve it very much if we leave 
that language out. If the gentleman will give the House a 
chance to pass on that question that is all I care for. And if 
more Me rs agree with me than with him, unquestionably it 
would go out 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 

leld 3 three minutes? 

Mr. BABCOCK Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I do not agree with 
the gentleman from New York in his criticism of this bill. It 
seems that his criticism is based upon the fact that we direct 
certain Officials connected with the court and police authorities 
to enforce this law. Possibly under the general law that might 
be their duty, but by specifically telling them to do it so empha 
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is what I ask of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pr 
GERALD]. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sis]. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, it must appear to every man in tl 
House that this isa bill dealing with matters decidedly techn 
The physicians, pharmacists, and druggists of this city, as | 
stated before our committee, have been working for ten ye) 
and this is the bill prepared by them as a result of that 4 
years of effort. It is intended to be as complete and perf; 
as those men can make it. I am not in harmony with the id 
that we should shut off amendments by calling for the | 
vious question; but if you undertake to amend this bill ; 
pass it as amended, you may help it or you may not. It w 
be like shooting in the dark, unless the party who offers { 
amendment has special information on the subject. 

I want to say frankly, as a member of the District Co 
mittee, that I do not know how to improve this bill—and | 
studied it well as I possibly could—because I have yo 
that technical training necessary to properly judge of it. 1 
the objection of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fira 
ALD] seems to be based wholly upon the idea that it may 


as 


| some way, by its enforcement, increase expenditures, and th 





size the importance of enforcing this law. It shows that 

Congress is more in earnest in having this law enforced than if 

we did not specifically direct them to do so. I think the bill 

would be improved on if we would also add words something | 
like these, “And the court having jurisdiction shall charge the 

grand jury at its regular term to investigate alleged violations 

f this law One of the great weaknesses, gentlemen, in our 

trust law, as I have contended here for ten years, is the fact 

that the people can not go before the grand jury and indict 

trusts. Under the present “ practice” at least the Attorney 

General of the United States has the right to say yes or no 
about indicting anybody or thing. He directs the district at 

tormey to close or open the doors of the grand jury to the people, 

whicl wrong. The people ought to have the legal right in this 

District and elsewhere to appear before the grand jury and | 
tell them of unlawful acts. No oflicer should have the right to 
close the doors to the grand jury. 

Ya rtily approve of the proposition that the corporation 
eounse! shall see that this law is vigorously enforced, and I 
hope the gentleman from Michigan will offer an amendment 

ving that the judge in charge—the court having jurisdiction 
shall especially charge the grand jury at each term of the 
court Then you will get your law cnforced. 

Mr. CLARIX of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, a question for infor- 
pit hh 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Babcock | yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]? 

Mr. BABCOCK, Certainly. 

Mr. CLARIX of Missouri. Tow does it happen that nobody 
ean offe hn amendment to one of these committee bills? 

\i BABCOCK,. I do not think anything of that kind has 
! ) | The gentleman from Ohio declined to yield in his 
time 1 the offering of an amendment. 

\i CLARK of Missouri. When can an amendment be of 
i l to t 

\I B COCK. There will be opportunity, unless the pre- 

sked 

\ ( RIX of Missouri. I know; but that is just exactly 
{ it is done with—namely, to insist on the previous 
oue I do ct care { \ bout th 

\ BABCOCK 1 will to the gentleman I do not intend 
to call for the previous question. This bill must stand on its 
! 

Mr. CLARK of Missour I want to say this, that I do not 
cal thing : t this bill, because I do not know anything 
! t it but I sed to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia or any ‘committee bringing a bill here and then 
rearing back on it stern joints and saying that it shall not 
b ended. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the gentleman 
fi New York not to offer an amendment, not to weaken the 
bill, but to let it go into law with its full force—with the ofi- | 


cers mentioned charged to enforce the provisions of it. 


there will have to be an additional appropriation in cons: 
quence thereof. I do not know whether that is true or not. 
but if, in order for this District to have a proper law, properly 
enforced, to stop the wholesale poisoning and the making « 
lunatics and maniacs in this District, and it does eall for 

little additional appropriation, I say, why not give it? Who 
wants to cause our asylums to be run over with maniaes and 
lunatics by the reason of the lack of such a law as this? \W, 
have got to take care of the asylums. We have got to go to 1 

Appropriations Committee for that. I do not measure the 
value of legislation entirely upon whether it is to cost us not 

ing or not. If it benefits us, and the fees do not pay the ex 
penses, the great Appropriations Committee of the House, o! 
which the gentleman from New York is an honored and most 
valuable member, will judge of that when the matter is pre- 
sented to them. If it should require a little additional expe 

to suppress as far as possible this death-dealing drug aly 

in the District of Columbia, let us have it. And who 
judge of it if it is not the physicians and pharmacists 
druggists who have practical and professional knowledge of 

If we undertake to amend this bill, in all probability we wil! 
simply ruin it. That will be the result of it. I am the | 
Member of this House to advocate the shutting off of anv 
ment and debate; but I appeal to the Members, as does the gen 
tleman from Wisconsin |Mr. Bascock], that you do not off 
an amendment unless you are sure it will not injure but, 
the contrary, help the bill. 

Sometimes we are ready on very slight consideration to offer 
amendments to a bill on the floor of the House we would 
offer if we more fully understood it. 1 could not prepare a | 
like this. I have not the requisite knowledge. Perhaps tli 
are Members of the House who do have it, and we should h 
been very glad to have them appear before the committee. 1 
is a long bill, technical in character, and I believe a very m 
sary and useful bill. We have got to rely on somebody, and 
we can not rely on the druggists and the pharmacists and 
physicians of this District when we have to prepare and int: 
duce legislation that will bring about the particular re 
sought to be accomplished by this bill, where are we to 
Hiow many of you gentlemen would go into that subject and si 
it so fully as to be able to thoroughly understand it befor 
troducing a measure of this kind? I hope no serious effort 
be made to amend this bill. I express the hope simply be 
I am afraid that in undertaking to make it better it m: 
made worse. 

Mr. BABCOCK, I yield to the gentleman from New Yo! 
he wishes to offer an amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to offer an amendment 
out lines 18, 19, and 20 on page 22; and I would like about 
minutes on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 22, strike out lines 18, 19, and 20. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentlem 
yield to me about three minutes. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this proposed law 
hibits certain things in the District of Columbia and pro‘ 
a penalty for the commission of them. It will be the duty 
police department to enforce this law. There is a provist 


is ) 


str 


New York offers 


That | the bill which provides for the revocation of licenses upon cer 
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tain complaints made by the Commissioners by proceedings in 
ourt. It will be the duty of the corporation counsel to take the 
proceedings when directed to do so by the Commissioners. To 
necifically designate these officers to enforce this law is en- 
rely unnecessary. It is never the practice in legislation fix 
crimes and penalties for their commission in the United 
tes to provide specifically that the district attorneys shall 
iforce those laws. 

It is an innovation to place this provision in this bill. To 
have the officers who are to administer this law alluded to in 
the act, or the official specially designated, gives them an excuse 

ome in and ask for assistants to enforce the law, merely 


ause they have been enumerated in the bill. I can not see | 


v it will harm this bill to amend it in the way I have sug 


ted. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stms] seems to | 
igine that because his committee has brought a long bill in | 
here it would be dangerous for anybody else to have an opinion | 


regard to it that is different from that of the committee. It 


be his privilege to vote as he pleases on the amendment; | 


I hope the House will not initiate this scheme of specifically 
ning the officer whose duty it is to enforce the law. It is 
umed that they will perform their duty and enforce the 
without such an enactment. 
Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of the gentleman 
m New York seem to me to be remarkable. He seems to 
great fear that by putting a statement in the bill stating 
to what officers shall perform this duty, it will be a 
matter. This provision does not in any way take from 





body else, whose duty it is to cause the laws to be enforced, | 


t privilege or duty. It merely provides, where it is nec 
ry to make an examination of books kept by pharmacists in 
city, or in any other manner enforce the law, it shall be 
duty of the major, or superintendent of the police force, to 


ite this law, and to see that the poisons, the sale of which | 


\ re seeking to control, are not improperly sold. What 

can it do to the bill to put this provision in? It might 

‘y serious harm to leave it out. The bill has been re 

ted after most careful consideration by the Committee on 

District of Columbia after hearing from the pharmacists 

the District. It has also been reported after very careful 

sideration by the Commissioners of the District and the Dis- 

attorney; and it seems to me most remarkable to ask to 

e an amendment put in that is of such a trivial purpose, 

h can not do any good, and might do incalculable harm. I 
that the amendment will not be adopted. 

BABCOCK. I call for a vote. 
SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


» question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want to offer an 
ndment. 
\fter the word “ act,” on page 22, line 20, add this: 
| the courts having jurisdiction shall charge regularly their grand 
to Investigate alleged violations of this law. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
r the word “act,” in line 20, page 22, insert “and the courts 
irisdiction shall charge regularly their grand juries to investi 
eged violations of this law.” 
question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
nd passed. 
iotion of Mr. Bancock, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
h the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


NKS AND TRUST COMPANIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for present consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 118) to amend sections 713 and 714 of “An 

to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” 

oved March 3, 1901, as amended by the acts approved Jan 

ol and June 30, 1902, and for other purposes. 
the SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc,, That sections 713 and 714 of an act entitled “An 
» establish a code of law for the District of Columbla,” approved 
1901, as amended by the acts approved January 31 ana June 
are hereby amended so as, respectively, to read as follows: 


bo? 


s 713. All savings banks, or savings companies, or trust com- 
1 , or other banking institutions, organized under authority of any 
{ Congress to do business in the District of Columbia, or organized 
Virtue of the laws of any of the States of this Union, and having 
office or banking house located within the District of Columbia where 

‘ it 


or savings are received, shall be, and are hereby, required to 
€ to the Comptroller of the Currency and to publish all the reports 
4 national banking associations are required to make and publish 
the provisions of sections 5211, 5212, and 5213 of the Revised 





Statutes of the United States, and shall be subject to t 
for failure to make such reports as ar‘ 
ties may be collected by suit ; 
of Columbia And the Cor 
opinion it is necessary, to take posse ! 
pany, for the reasons and in the manner and 
provided in the laws of the United St 
banks 

* SRE 714. The Cor ptroller of tl ‘ 
powers now conferred upon him by 
banks, is hereby further authorized, w 
cause examination to be made into tl condition 
tioned in the preceding section rhe exy of 
be paid in the manner provided by section 10 of I 
of the United States relating t e ex 

‘Sec. Ti4a. The Comptroller of the ¢ 
the Secretary of the Treasury, is f rther a 
the regulation of the bankin ne 
by the banks 
i ‘ 
T 
{ 








nent of su 





of the fines collected, and the | 
Treasurer of the United St 

With the following amendme! 

On page 1, line 9, after ** con t 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Sneaker. I vield to 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KLIin 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, this bill « 
sion of tl provisions of ctio In: { t ( 
Law for the District of Columb to say 
companies, trust companies, or ‘ 
ganized by virtue of the laws of any f the States « ‘ 
having an office or banking house within the D ! 
deposits or savings are received; and ) 
enlargement of the powers of the C 
in his supervision and regulatior 
trust companies, or other b £ ( 
authority of any act of Congres y the T) 
of Columbia, and orga! 
States of the Union. 

Section 713 of the Code of ] 
provides that all savings bank 
tions organized under authority o ! t of 
business in the District of Colum! hall be i 
to the Comptrolle ry of the Cur 7. 4 1 
which national banking asso i 
publish, under the provisions of sections 5211, 1 
of the Revised Statutes, and that they shall be subject 
same penalties for failure to make or publish 
are provided in said sections of the Revised St 

Section 5211 of the Revised Statutes provides, 
things, that national banks shall make to the Comptro 
the Currency not less than five reports during each year 
ing to the form prescribed by the Comptroller, and 
to said reports they may be required to make sp. 1 report 

Section 5212, among other things, provides that every 
bank shall within ten days after the declaration of an; 
dend make a report to the Comptroller of the Curt shy 
the amount of the dividend and the amount of net 
excess of such dividend. 

From information and advices received, the 
savings banks or banking instituti 


rated by the laws of the States of Virg We Virg 
Connecticut, engaged in business in the Di t of ¢ 

where they are receiving deposits and say hese 
tions are presently only amenable to tl l of the 
States from which they have received their sey 

organization or incorporation Chey are presently ame 
no Federal regulation or control. Some of these inst 
have been doing business in the District for 1 y yea 
have established their banking houses in tl District 
sibly, without any objection, and apparently have been 
ing their business by a comity between the several St 


the District of Columbia. 
Several of these institutions have no office or pla 


ness where they receive deposits or savings in the States uw 
whose laws they have been incorporated The People’s B 
the Aitna Bank and Trust Company, the Union Savi B 
and Washington Savings Bank are incorporated under the 
of the State of West Virginia. The Home Savings Bar 
Merchants and Mechanics’ Savings Bank, the McLaughlin 
Estate and Loan Company, and the Potol Say B 
incorporated under the law f the State of \ ia 
International Banking Cor; tion is i rporated 
laws of the State of Conn 

The People’s Bank, the Attna Bank and Trust C 
Home Savings Bank, the Union Savings Bat iV 


Savings Bank are, respectively, capit ed at 100,000 





2440 


Merchants and Mechanics’ Savings Bank and the Potomac Say- 


Bank have a capital of $50,000 each. The McLaughlin Real 











Mstate and Loan Company has a paid-up capital of $54,950, 
according to its last statement, and the International Banking 
Corporation is capitalized at $3,250,000, has a surplus of $3,250,- 
GOU id its aggregate assets, according to a statement made on 
June 280, 1905, amounted to $32,472,426.54. 


fhe latter-named banking corporation has its principal office 


ce of business in the city of New York, with branches 





ini neies in Washington and other cities of the United 
Stat as well as in foreign countries. These several institu- 
tions bave established a large and extensive trade, and appar 


ently have acquired the confidence of the general public. 
National banks, as is well known, under the national banking 
iw, must make to the Comptroller of the Currency no less than 
ive reports during each year, according to the form which may 
prescribed by him, verified by oath or affirmation of the presi- 
i of association, and in most of the States 
laws for a commissioner of banking, or 
ial, who, through his staff of examiners, makes 


aent or cashier such 


the banking provide 


inilar offic 


nual or semiannual examinations of State banks, savings 
institutions, and trust companies, and in addition to said exami- 
nations such companies are required, according to the laws of 
some of the States, to furnish sworn statements of condition 
LW e : vear. 

I am told that several of these institutions doing business in 
the District, organized under State laws, voluntarily make re- 


ports of their resources and liabilities and cause the same to 
be published at periods of time when the Comptroller of the 
Currency makes call for reports from national banks. 

By section Tida the powers of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency are enlarged; he is authorized, with the approval of the 


Secretary of the Treasury, to make rules for the regulation of 


the banking business within the District of Columbia, by the 
everal classes of banks and institutions mentioned in section 
713 rhis power should be vested in the Comptroller of the Cur 
rency. He is familiar with this class of business, and, with 


approval Oo! 


the Secretary of the Treasury, can make more ap- 


propriate and effective rules for the regulation and supervision 
of this class of banking than possibly Congress would be en- 
abled to enact. 
These several institutions mentioned in section 713, organized 
TH the laws of the States, receiving deposits and savings, 
doing business under the power and authority granted to them 
by their several acts of incorporation, and having acquired the 
busine and confidence of the general public in the District, 
t 1 amenable to any Federal regulation, should be made 
( le to some supervising authority. 
committee has considered that the law intended to be 
enacted by this bill is a wise and meritorious safeguard. The 
Comptroller of the Currency approves of this legislation; it 


has the approval of the Commissioners of the District, and this 
bill, as advised, was drafted, prepared, and introduced at the 
ince of the District Commissioners. 

The Comptroller of the Currency in his annual report to the 
ssion of the Fifty-ninth Congress, on page 52, makes rof- 
erence to this subject and calls attention of to the 
sity for legislation regulating banking institutions within 

District of Columbia. 
| request that the Clerk read from the report of the Comp 


first se 
Congress 
neces 


thie 


troller of the Currency what is therein said on the subject now 
under discussion. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
ING INSTITUTIONS WITHIN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
| {tention of Con is called to the necessity for legislation 
inking institutions within the District of Columbia 
ex i legislation only national banks, safe deposit, trust, 
ompanies, and savings banks organized under the 
( ind banking institutions organized under State laws 
thelr incipal place of business in the District, are re 
ike reports of their condition or are subject to any official 
i \ 1 tter of fact, every ink operating under a State 
r wit District has, or claims to have, its “ principal place 
de t) District, and thus escapes or evades all gov 
ern \ bs i trol 
Seeth OOO hay ; f the District Code, providing for the 
! i orations, excepts from its provisions only 
eit 1 dis int Savings banks organized under 
tl eral act of Cor ess are required to make to the Comptroller 
oO the Currency all the reports which national banking associations 
are required to mak rhe Comptroller has also power to cause exam 
ination to be made into the dit f any such savings bank, but he 
is without power to correct at abuse di rvered, or to take any step 
for the protection of 4d wsitors, however unsafe he may find the con 
dition of the bank Ihe power of the Comptroller is so limited as to 
render it practically usel 
rl numerous banking institutions deriving their charters from the 
tates have no other restrictions upon their methods of conducting 
isiness than such as may be contained in their respective charters 


1 
Many . 
dition, 


if not all of them, are not required to make any reports of con 
any 


are not subject to examination, are not restricted as to 
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reserve fund, or as to loans, or as to the amount or character of their 
investments. 

Congress having exclusive power of legislation within the Disiri 
depositors, no doubt, assume that their interests are not left to | 
care of distant State legislatures. The erroneous impression is streng 
ened by the fact that some cf the banks, not required to make any 
port of condition, in fact publish such reports in the same manner a: 
at the same time as those of national banks are published accord 
to law. 

The Comptroller respectfully recommends the passage of an act 
quiring all banking institutions receiving deposits in the District 
Columbia to make reports of their condition, to be subject to exami 
tion, and to conduct their banking business under such regulations 
will afford better protection to depositors than exists under pre 
conditions. 


Mr. KLINE. My judgment is that this bill should be pass 
in the form in which it is now presented to the House, 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yiel 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to det; 
the House with any lengthy remarks upon this bill. I am oy 
posed to it, however. It seems to me a left-handed way of ¢ 
ing a legal status to some banking institutions in this Dist: 
which now do not have it. It appears from the facts at our 
disposal that some banking institutions organized under | 


laws of the several States came here and established brancl 
banks without any authority whatever. It is true that they 


were not proceeded against, and they have grown to be institu 
tions of considerable standing in the District. 

As I understand it, there never was any authority for them to 
be here, exercising corporate authority within this District, in 
the manner that they have. 

Now, there is no authority under Federal law for nations! 
banks to establish branch banks. This is a question that should 
receive the mature consideration of this House, whether or not 
Congress desires to approve of the policy of branch bank 
Coming up as it has before this committee, without any « 
sideration of that feature, I believe the bill ought not to pas; 
Indeed, the bill ought not to have gone to the District of Colw 
bia Committee in the first instance, but should have been 1 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, where it be 
longs. Entertaining as I do these views, I shall vote agai: 
the bill, and I think it ought to fail, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten minutes to t! 
gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Morrett. ] 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, two years ago, when the bil! 
for appropriations for the District of Columbia was before the 
liouse, a Member who was not either a member of the Co 
mittee on the District of Columbia or the Appropriations C 
mittee asked the question, in regard to an item, as to how t! 
item compared with items in other cities of the same size 
Washington. I was surprised at my own ignorance, being 
able to answer his question. But it brought very forcibly to: 
nrind the fact that some investigation should be made as far 
that was concerned. During the following summer I collected 
statistics concerning the expenditures of fourteen other cit 
besides Washington. These statistics are arranged in tabl 
1 had intended last winter to present the results of these Inv: 
gations to the House, but unfortunately I was taken ill, and « 
returned on the very day on which the appropriation bill for ( 
District was being considered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is popularly supposed that we are li\ 
in Washington under the best possible form of municipal 
ernment, and we are very happy in that belief. 1 do not mi 
to say that we are wrong in that belief, but I think it mig! 
well to inquire as to whether the excellence of the govern 
is commensurate with the expense. Inasmuch as I was un 
to present these tables last winter, so as to bring them as 
as possible to date, I again made inquiries directed to the « 
themselves, reducing the number of cities for comparison 
fourteen to seven, and only including those whose popul 
was practically the same as that in Washington. 

I will for a moment take up the time of the House by re: 
not the tables themselves but some of the results of the «di 
tions from those tables. For instance, it is worthy to note 
in Buffalo, a city of 27 per cent more population and 5 pe! 
more property than Washington, the expense for all the ord 
purposes of a city government was 82 per cent less than th 
Washington, Pittsburg, with 15 per cent more population 
28 per cent more property, expended only 2 per cent more t 
the city of Washington for the purpose of a civil governmen| 

Baltimore, with nearly twice the population, more than. t 
the property, and the victim of one of the greatest fires in 
world’s history, expended but 34 per cent more than the ¢ 
Washington, $2,377,686 of which being expenditure result 
from the fire. Deducting this fire expenditure the percent 








1906. 








- ordinary expense for Baltimore in 1904 was but 9 per cent 
e than that of Washington. 
Louis, double in population and nearly double in property, 
nded but 18 per cent more than Washington. 
totals for ordinary expenditure for these seven cities, 
ether with the percentages adduced, indicate an extravagance 
expenditure for the city of Washington out of all proportion to 
benefits derived. Had the comparison been extended to Cin 
mati, Cleveland, Detroit, and other cities the comparison 
ild have been still less in favor of Washington. 
hese ordinary expenditures cover salaries of city officials, 
ks and laborers, expenses of the various departments of ac 
nting, assessing, collecting and disbursing the funds; the ex 
es for electricity, gas, or other means of lighting; of water, 
epting the original expenditure for plant; of the police, the 
the health, charities, markets, parks, streets, and highways, 
uding extension, sewers, garbage, schoolhouses, ap 
itus and school salaries, printing and binding, 





ri 


rhese 


ashes, 


bridges, and | 


ther items common to all cities for operation, protection, or | 


ition. 
(aking up another table, for instance, the table of office ex 
litures, Washington, with a population of 74,000 less than 
suffalo, expended for kindred office work $87,429 more than 
falo. Baltimore, with 230,000 more people than Washing 
expends $49,000 more than the city of Washington. Pitts 

with 42,000 more people, expends $142,000 less money 
Washington. 
PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me, when the gen- 
speaks of the money expended in Washington he in- 
the one-half provided by the Government? 
Mr. MORRELL. The total expense. 
PAYNE. Including the half provided 
es Government? 
MORRELL. Yes. 
tive office in Washington in 


Mf 


T 


by the United 


ir The entire cost, for instance, of the 
1904 was $74,403. For Balti- 
re, $12,000: Boston, $30,000; for Buffalo, $11,000. Appar 
from these figures, the executive offices in Washington 
ather, I might say, an expensive luxury. 
expense of the executive, assessors, collectors, and 
offices for Washington in 1904 was $181,642; 
lore, $74,661; for Pittsburg, $110,000; for St. Louis, 
14; for Boston, $386,282; for Buffalo, $108,336; for New 
$86,759. It will thus be seen that the Commissioners’ 
oflice, which corresponds to the mayor’s office in other cities, 
ollector’s, the auditor’s, and the assessor's offices cost very 
1 more than all the other cities, except Boston, and more in 
tion than Boston. The Washington classification has 


au 


\ 


of the same size, as far as I can gather, has half the 
ind no one pays the clerks and assistants as high sal 


thout at present going very closely into the details of these 
| will state a few more expenses to attract, if possible, 
tention of the House. Taking up the question of bridges, 
and street extensions, the table which I have shows 
ishington expends about twice as much for street ex 
s and improvements as St. Louis or Boston, four times as 
us Buffalo, and a hundred thousand dollars per year more 
the city of Pittsburg. 
the question of schools. It appears that the city of 
ind, with a population of 100,000 more than Washington, 
the same number of teachers in that year—that is to 
329 teachers—under a system which educators estimate to 
of the best in the United States. 
ike up these tables more in detail, first, I have compared 
ulation and valuation of seven cities in the United States 
year 1904; 


\\ 





Popu | - , Per 
City. aie | cent- | Valuation. | cent- 
age age 
I 2787 100 $237 , 862, 660 100 
§ 24 206 £30, 584, 400 185 
waned ), BOR 208 | 1,206, 644, 267 HOT 
mons fi 182 H08, 144, 182 211 
7 | 127 249, 373, 000 105 
| 115 465, 139, 065 194 
J. a f | xs 172, 375, 735 72 
n this it will be seen that the population of St. Louis, 





sonal, in St. Louis, Baltimore, Boston, Buffal nd VP ul 
| exceed the valuation in Washington at f) to 402 ent, 
the valuation of Newark being | than t juart f that 
| of Washington. 
Second, I shall call attention to Table 2 
TABLE No. 2 Showing gross exrpen re yi 
G Pt 
City el 
pe 
Washington ie ae $ OAT 100 
St. Louis 13, 818, 12¢ 134 
Boston 12 176 116 
saltimore 16, 973 O62 14 
Buffalo 7, 286, 582 
Pittsburg ; : ‘ 10, 976, 044 
Newark, N. J 6, 538, 900 
GROSS EXPENDITURI NO CRITI 
Gross expenditures include interest on debt, amount set aside 
for the sinking fund, amounts to meet specific loans, and other 
extraordinary expenses, They are therefore an unsafe basis 
for critical comparison. I have already called attention to the 
fact that it is a little singular that Buffalo, with 27 per cent 
more population and 5 per cent more property, should expend 
30 per cent less for all purposes. Also, that Pittsburg, th a 
greater population and 9S per cent more property, should only 
expend 7 per cent more for all purposes, while Newark, with 
| but 75 per cent of the property of Washington, has but a total 
expenditure of 63 per cent of that of Washington. 
TABLE No, 3.—Shows the net or ordinary expenditure citic 
the year "4 
vr aT ¥ 
City d ce 
th 
Washington $ », 90) ! 
St. Louis +, 141 ~ 
Boston 628.005 oO 
Baltimore 219 4 14 
Buffalo sae 6, 176, 876 the 
Pittsburg oa) 179 
Newark, N. J 842 (4 
Office expenditures as here used compreh ma the lari ol 
all executive officers, as mayor or comm oner ud 
comptrollers, treasurers or disbursing officers, attorne or law 
officers, collectors, sealers, etc., together with the clerical forces 
provided by law. To be more explicit, I shall define offic 
expenditure to include all the ordinary expe Inuni 
| pal government except the cost of the police for: the fire ce 
partment, the lighting department, the schools, the health, ch 
ities, parks, and a few other miscellaneous expel 
TABLE No. 4 Office expenditures of seven cities for 1904 and fi ‘ 
for 19 
1904 
Washington $416, S67 
St. Louis (41,477 
Boston 10. 407 
taltimore Hf Si 
Buffalo 
Pittsburg i4 ") 
Newark, N. J f Sf 
Loo? 
Cleveland 999 
Cincinnati I is 
Detrolt ‘ is 
Milwaukee ; 
San Francisco ) 
Thus, as I have already said, Washington, with a population 
of 74,169 less than Buffalo, expends for ndred office wor 
$87,429 more than Buffalo. Baltimore, with 230,139 more people 
than Washington, expends but $49,008 more for office w 
Pittsburg, with 42,898 more people, expends $142,468 less mone 
Detroit and Milwaukee, with about the same population, « 
pend about one-half the money. The same is pr lly true o 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, and San Francisco. Th re all wel 
governed cities, and there is no satisfactory reason for an « 
|; penditure in Washington of nearly twice as much 1 t] 
services. Newark, with but 75 per cent of the popula 
pends 60 per cent of Washington's expenditure Be e W 
ington is the capital of the country is no reason for dou! 
trebling, and even quadrupling the aggregates paid fo 
services in cities as large and even twice as larg 
The other municipalities have a single head, for whe 
ices one of them, Chicago, with a population of 1,698 
$5,000. Nearly all of the others pay from $4,000 to $6,000 
Washington has a triple head, each part of which dra $5,000, 


for | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





so highly differentiated as to create unnecessary positions. | 


Baltimore, Buffalo, and Pittsburg exceeds the popula- | 
Washington from 15 to 106 per cent, Newark, N. J., being 
ily city having a less population and valuation than Wash- 
The assessed valuations of property, both real and per- 





24AB 


Next col 


irative 


an allotment of a private secretary for each third of 
rity. In other the chief officer is chosen by the 
had a long residence in the city, and is identified 


cities 


e: has 
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the | 


Ss material interests, 
N : Dealing with the police department, 1904 and 1902. 
Cost 
Area 
( sQuar ‘ost per 
: ay wnt Cost. square 
— mile. 
1904 
I r 70 | $818,179 | $11,688 
weaned 62 | 1,948, 864 31,433 
ear dares : 43 | 1,768, 420 
. 31 1, O49, 046 
omare } 42 787,613 
ts j 28 620. 000: 
Oi tc a a ee ee oe | 18 59. 644 
1%? 
190 | 3,330,000 l 
87 | 577,607] 1 
874. 000 11,300 
oe nT 23 829,000 14. 300 
hia - -_ 129 2. 689.015 20. 700 
binaiiiiiainad 4} 849, 248 20, 700 
! 1 Georgetown have an area of about 16 
the remainder of the 70 square miles in the 
t vik 1 ler the ~wlice control of Washington, is 
et nted police with beats of several 
Che regate cost, $818,179, is really distributed 
} tt more tl 25 square miles, and costs | 
=\ : } lare ! Why police protecti n in 
on should cost twice as much as in Milwaukee and 
1 and 1} t n in Buffalo, Pittsburg, Newark, and 
nna is hard to unde ind President Roosevelt and 
C. Wilkie complimented the police force of Detroit in 191 
highly. The police forces of any of the cities above named 
compare in efficiency with the police force of Washington 


favorably. Washington has 686 policemen; Baltimore, 
Newark (1902), 448; Cincinnati (1902), 
(1902), Detroit (1902), 575; Milwaukee 


105. 


GOR 
O76 ; 
>), 822: Pittsburg (1902). 


iring the number of policemen in each city with its 
obtain the 


luation, we following interesting information: 
one policeman or police official in Washington for every 
000 of taxable property; in Baltimore, every 


one for 
Pittsburg (1902), one 
for $500,000: Detroit 


000; Buffalo, one for every $397,000; 


ukee (1902), one 


e f $750,000 ; Cleveland (1902), one for $400,000; 
(1902), one for $1,100,000. 

e argued thi: ie taxable property assigned to Washing- 

» s) l, being the valuation of the private property 

it may inswered in reply that this does not materially 

ent The Government property is at all times 

the protection of its own watch force, whose pay comes 

colfe of the National Government. If the valuation 
overnment buildings is to be added to one side of the ac 

t, the the expense of these extra police should be added to 


the 
efficient 


bo Lic S do 


all these considerations that 
n police force of Washington, while a 
re in proportion than other efficient 


is evident from 


most 


x larger size throughout the country. 
: ( t of the fire department in the city of 








«The item in the preceding table covers all expense, 
STREET REPAIRING AND LIGHTING. 
City. Repair- | Light- 
: ing. ing 
III, 2 nso ncctngiiemrdciinieiemmndie taal ate damamas $298, 427 
St. Louis bis tiga a tas ocieetaaiaaed 605, 169 
Boston _.... PN RO Le eee ho ] 
I asa ies cae dulolis pigs Maree 180,510 320,121 
| Buffalo i 5 a cioee nen dlineiahacn tein inca 50, 632 208, 391 
Pittsburg aes k Pond ; dandiciden Gabe | 150,000 | 887,859 
ON is Oc otic anscsc! ss Acree aioe Sila stadia | 167,917 240, 694 
Seiad Rett e Secs, 
BRIDGES AND SEWERS 
City. Bridges. | Sewers 
| 
OR 6 sinc vc cn diintnntendidvdded ees ee | $61,777 | $678,190 | ¢§ 
a ee eee ae ee at ee ee | 131,710 | 255, 560 
Boston = sesita tisk tnaidatot toni suk iaiaonaineee ..-| 459,658 | 824,360 
Baltimore. ...... sch epee ae See eee -| 44,303 | 97,906 
Buffalo Send cheGatih scttlbnthtndibakicaasmaeene dbitnmdwniild | 960,862 /........ 
Pittsburg se aeail lalinitbin thine ae ae eel | 81,050 (a 
Ss TIN sa arsine atatceepents tas erecacedndeeceaua nee 4,151 56, 330 
* Included above. 
It will be seen from these tables that, as I have said, W: 
| ton expends about twice as much for street extension 
provement as St. Louis and Boston, four times as mu 


streets, avenues, and alleys, excluding lighting, cleaning, 
erage, parks, and bridges, 1904. 


EXTENSION AND IMPROVEMENT OF STREETS. 





















Nob ae Exten- |Improve- 

City. sion. ment. 
Nt no a ae oe | $199,504 | $583,793 | ¢ 
A ee a ee 89, 138 219, 448 
NII on 4: scnsnnt-a'asg pasa heieinaciovainsagenalicbthin Maasai misao plies 43,283 | 820,770 
ah tl al a 1,132,458 | 784,122 | 1 
ai a Pre eee a eee 18,095 | 175.468 , 
RN i a clase nibincaiaandeain soil Mimiat nin nec a ee ee 
ee aa Ps PO ees Can not separate. 

STREET CLEANING, 
| Ashes 1 
City. } and ; — 
garbage.| ‘8 

I iii ica ltl nes hacia Sale et $133, 387 | $186,290 
eee ee 822, 562 704, 569 
SOE, dans Cemicihinins tm da demw wa btaendah eae 706, 529 434,132 
ee re ee ea See NE LT 195, 800 257, 621 
a 160, 000 140, 000 
PET... .., cnagtnubisin mained tiered bEdaa ee 
ae a RS a ee ee 85, 500 











Buffalo, and $100,000 per year more than Pittsburg. T! 


| structive fire at Baltimore cast such an amount of extra 


| no value in this comparison. 


| Boston 


t fi times as large and covering an 
! twelve t S as great as Washington proper—was 
\ ton expended $326,161. The following table | 
nv the expenditures of seven cities for 1904 and five 

| a n } } cd pa tment. 

1, 
Goo. OOO 
x ' 4 OOS 
190 

1 412, 999 
171, 373 
165, 932 
ikee 121, 333 
neise 7i ~64 


1 


and highways. 
for 


es streets 


expense in 


This table shows the com- 


cities extension and improvement of 


upon that city as to make its expenditures for the year 
Were less money spent upon 
extension and improvement and more upon garbage and 
ing, a better equilibrium would be maintained. 

The amount expended for sewerage seems to be ver) 
when compared with that of St. Louis, Baltimore, and 1 

Next I have a table of public schools. This table includ 
expenditure for all schools—collegiate, ‘business, art, 
garten, normal, summer, and public—including salari 
fuel, buildings, grounds, and other contingencies, 1904 and 








if | Buildings 
City. Salaries. and 
: | | supplies 
cancneialieaiaianae ‘ - oi is ea 
| 


1,068, 986 $621,385 | $ 


i> 


Washington ............ 


St. Louis@ ....... 


2, 681, 358 8, 106, 876 

| 1,169,147 | 270, 897 
1,081, 650 87, O21 

Both items included 

869, 862 519,126; 1 


DROIT, .. cactinhianeadadigibanaeds Nee 
Buffalo nikita b tates anki nah 
Pittsburg page mabe 
Newark, N. J 


1902 igen 

Cincinnati al aon as laces wece--| 1,092,689 61,612 | } 

CE ne ee wu-eee} 1,401,104 O22, 442 | - 

Detroit | 763, 002 334,829) 
sa Ae ee 


¢Comptroller’s report does not itemize. 
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E ent, number of teachers, and cost per pupil, based on total en- The Clerk read as follows: 

















rollment and total expenditure, 1903. : . ‘ ; ; 
Page 1, line 9, after the word “ companies,” insert the w 
ost See ee te " (<a: T h- [Cost trust companies.” 
nies | Enrolled. | Teach \Cost per | ‘The SPEAKER. The question is on the ame 
| The question was taken; and the amendment wa xe 
W 48,745 | 1.339 $33. 30 | The SPEAK ER. The question now is on the engrossinent and 
i 192, 849 3, 766 25.50 | third reading of the bill as amended. 
8 82,459) 1,669 27-40 "The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
> 3 2.195 | 44.00 | read the third time, and passed. 
88, 528 1,689 19.10 | “og 2 OMT TY SENATI 
43° 884 g22 | 21.60 MESSAGE FROM THE SENAT 
( 64, 884 1,339} 33.80 A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its read 
caren | cee a So clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its ame 
oe ie) ments to the bill (H. R. 12320) making appropriations to 
ee ~eeate? urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
e of the best systems of schools in the United States is | ending June 30, 1906, and for prior years, and for other p s 
t] f Cleveland, Ohio. The figures upon which the above cal- | disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
( ms were made were taken from the Report of the Com- | conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of ft! 
er of Education for 1903. It appears that the city of | two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HALre, Mr. ALLISoD 
( id, with a population of 100,000 more than Washington, | and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate 
loyed the same number of teachers in that year. That is to; The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to tl 
1.339 teachers in Cleveland, Ohio, under a system which | amendments of the House of Representatives to the following 
‘ tors admit to be one of the best in the United States, | bills: 
e ed an enrolled population of 64,884, at a cost of $33.80 | 8.1098. An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
‘ hile the same number of teachers in Washington educated | Grow; and 
| ) less, at a cost of only 50 cents less per capita. It willalso| 8.948. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar R. 
1 that the per capita cost for the education of a child in | Arnold. 
I ‘Iphia, under a system admittedly the best, is $7.80 less | EXTENSION OF RHODE ISLAND AVENUE NE. 
t n Washington. The per capita cost of education in all Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call from the Speaker's tabl 
t ies hamed, except Cleveland and Boston, is far below | the bill (S. 56) authorizing the extension of Rhode Island 
t f Washington. Newark and Cincinnati enroll almost as | avenue NE. 
pupils and educates them at a cost of from $10 to $12 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 
capita. Buffalo educates 25 per cent more children than | pill (S. 56) authorizing the extension of Rhode Island av 
\ ston, in schools equally as good or better, at $9 less | nue NE., and asks that it be taken from the Speaker’s tabie 
| ita. The fault of the Washington system lies first in its and a similar House bill, which has been reported from the Con 
s i “board of education.” It is nonrepresentative as to | mittee on the District of Columbia and is on the Union Calendar 
1 ce, educational ability, and knowledge of educational | which the gentleman states should not be there. be put on th 
The system is without a head, as the superintendent is | House Calendar. The Chair will state that he has not examined 
(| d of that part of the authority which goes to make! the bill. The gentleman from Wisconsin is familiar with it. 
( ‘y in public instruction. He has no absolute control What statement has the gentleman to make about it? 
( ncipals or teachers. The principals lack subordination, Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I would say that the bill car 
{ the teachers. The pay of both teachers and principals is ries no appropriation whatever from the General Government, 
l itative of the pay of teachers and principals in good | and the expenses brought under the bill are paid by the abu 
S throughout the country. The above figures demonstrate | ting property owners. It is a street-opening bill. 
t mclusion. The SPEAKER. And makes no charge upon the General 
last table refers to charities and corrections for the year | Treasury? 
Ly Mr. BABCOCK. No. 
bien hyde : ieee The SPEAKER. Then the bill will be stricken from the 
Yorrec- | m Tni ‘ala ar s ace . sa (ple . The ler] 
City. Charities. eee | Total. | Union Cal ndar and placed on the House Calendar. The Clerk 
— | will report the Senate bill. 
iy | ‘The Clerk read as follows: 
\ eere 4 o17* » ZRY m I 
’ } F = deeds Sesiacaenaiia rad $668, 345 $1538, 122 $821, 465 | — as — la stat 
I a ~ ee ae Fo ade he aA 454.021 215.613 669.534 Be it enacted, etc., That the Com ers of t I tl t ( 
176. 174 bia be, and they are hereby, aut! “1 and directed, w i 
TJ Mae St a a ek 218.406 |___... days from the approval of this act, to institute proceedings » cond ! 
ee ana ee An . i One ano |" -- ~~ ra eT the land necessary for the extension of Rhode Island avenue from | 
1, 257, 36 
"387" 189 Ayre ; “----= | coln road to Fourth street east, with a width of 150 f 
eat ae ;. "448.743 | 884.943 Sec. 2. That all of the amount found to be due and awarded as d 
: ages for and in respect of the land « lemned f the extensiot 
oe aoe i » | Rhode Island avenue, as herein p led, shall 
oN ae ia 40. 69 101.196 | RKhede Island avent as | n | led, l 
i ; jury hereinafter provided for as benefits, ar to 
Chicago... 2 a ee | 155. 534 392 534 | benefits against those pleces | or parcels of land 
| 114.2%] | Said avenue as extended, and also on any or | 
265 of land which will be benefited by the extension of said ay i 
2 ee st jury may find said pieces or parce! f nd wil ‘ ] 1 
Se SsasgSocons qbacsegseessy ES. pene see saseae determining the amounts to be assessed against aid 1 
— —— | of land the jury shall take into consideration the 1 
a Includes both. such pieces or parcels of land and th enefits t 
‘ “ ceive from the extension of d avenue a fores 
Speaker, this concludes the tables. I may add that it Sec. 3. That the said court shall cause public e of 
the course of this investigation that the matter of street | te" days to be oe of ve ‘shalt of a proceet 
‘ in su manner as ne coul shat pr I 
n was brought to my attention, as also several other mat- persone having any interest in the proceedings 1 t 
connection with the District of Columbia—for instance, | to be named in said notice, and to continue in attend 
I propose at some future occasion to burden the House | court shall have made its f nal order ratifying and } the wW l 
ne remarl , hese her atters. and I do } _| of damages and assessment of benefits of tl jur nd rddit to 
ue remarks upon these other matters, an do hope | such public notice said court, whenever in its judgment 
Members of the House will give attention to these tables | to do so, may cause a copy of said notice to be served 
‘yY appear in the Recorp and will scrutinize them care- | of the District of Columbia, or his deputies, uj 


land to be condemned as may be found by said mat 
within the District of Columbia. 


it for this reason, because, as far as the expenditures Sec. 4. That after the return of the marshal a 
District of Columbia is concerned, the Members of this | &f publication of the notice provided for in the | 
aeentiin re > ws court shall cause a jury of seven judicious, disir te 
cupy a dual position of trust. First, they come here | jated to any person interested in the proceedings, and 1 


i’. 
ting their constituents at home, a portion of whose taxes | or employment of the District of C 
to pay for the government of the city; next, they rep oc avummaned by ae mania! of the Dt trict of ‘ 
. . . : ° , . jurors said cour shali admit! ter an oath o am i 
eo almont 400,000 of population of the city of Washing- | not interested in any manner in the land to be « 
» are deprived of suffrage and who have no means | in any way related to the parties interested th: 
ting the expenditure of the money they pay in taxes, | Without favor or partiality, to the best of 


a : lamages each owner of land take may s tin 
for these reasons that the Members of the House will | (2385/5 “arn owner OC - 


mbia or of » In ~ 





R , . sion of said avenue and the condemnation of lat 
e matters their careful attention. |} such extension, and assess the nef resulting 
BABCOCK * Sneaker aak for a vote | fore provided. The court before a ting t 
\. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. | jections that may be made to any member there and 


SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. power to decide upon all such objections, and to ex 
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a duly licensed physician or surgeon and of the keeper of ¢) 


. ‘ . ‘ ! 
prison or one of his deputies, but in the presence of no other pe : 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say just a ’ 
respect to this bill. This bill has been considered by th 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and the committe s 


agreed upon a unanimous report, and that is to report th 
to the House without recommendation. 

Mr. SIMS. Not a unanimous report. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. SIMS. There were three votes against it on tly 1] 
ealls in the committee. i 

Mr. BABCOCK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I unders I 
the three votes were against the bill and not against rep , 
it to the House without recommendation. ; 

Mr. SIMS. That would not be a unanimous report, wo 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen : 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams]. 
The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman 1? 


Mr. BABCOCK. Such time as the gentleman desires, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary ingu 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I would like to know whether ti) l] 
be granted to the opposition and whether somebody will 
ignated to have control of the time in opposition to the b 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for recognition, and then | 
shall yield to the opposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to have the ¢ s 
man from Pennslyvania [Mr. ADAMS] present his views « 3 
question, but I do not think the time of the House ought to be 
occupied a great while with it. If the gentleman will consent 
to divide the time of discussion between himself and the tle. 

|} man from Missouri [Mr. BartHorpr], and not take o n 
hour, I shall not object to it. Then I think the House ought to 


| have a chance to vote on the question of whether the bil 
| to be laid on the table or not. 


Mr. MAHON. 
amendments. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I will say that the time 
House is too valuabie for some of the amendments I have rd 
of. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I will be willing 
to yield half of my time to those in opposition, if that i tis- 


Well, Mr. Speaker, we desire to offe1 } 


| factory. 


Dt 
ww iis 
— semen an 
the jury; when impaneled, to be filled, and after 
‘ n organized and shall have viewed the premises 
s ceed, in the presence of the court. if the court shall 
ie court may direct, to hear and receive such 
‘ fi d or submitted on behalf of the District of 
‘ on or persons having interest in the proceed- 
d avenue. When the hearing is concluded, 
shall return to said court, in writing, 
und due and payable as damages sus- 
n of said ayer und the provisions 
if land benefited by su extension, 
for such benefits against the same. 
| i only of iece or parcel of ground | 
t in dete ; value, shall not take | 
n s t t y rue to the remainder thereof 
i a highway, but such benefits shall be 
r WwW t ‘ 1ent shall be made on or against 
ce or parcel of land as may not be taken as herein- 
6. J the court shall have power to hear and determine any 
y be filed to said verdict or award, and to set 
iy te the s e, in whole or in part, when s: hat it 
I n such event a new jury sum 
; 1e . 
I s ft l 
So Dp vacate I 
! t nde - a 
] ind pro ided further, T he 
t dict and award shall be filed 
t e retur! such verdict and award. 
n the verdict of said jury shall have been finally 
1 l t ( rt, as herein provided, the amounts of 
l 1 to payable for lands taken under the 
5 i paid to the owners of said land by the dis 
District of Columbia from moneys advanced to 
1 up requisitions of Com 
rrovided by law; and a sufficient su to 
d judgments and awards is hereby appropriated 
0 e re 3 of the Dist t of Columbia 
Tl V confirmed by the court the several assessments 
} t I le sl severally be a lien upon the land 
f ted as special improvement ta» in the Dis 
payable in five equal annual inst ents, 
# per cent per annum from and after sixty 
on I t} > ve rdict and iward In ai Ses of 
s nting ‘ ticer ha i T ke Into account the iSSeCSS 
I and the for damages, and shall pay only such 
1 in spect of any lot as may be in excess of the 
e t the part of such lot not taken, and 
‘ d 1 Sai sessment the amount of said award not 
ss d ent Phat said irt may allow amendments 
or s I in vy petitior yrocess, record, or proceeding, or 
1 of | proposed to be taken, or of property 
1 f S, whenever such amendments will not interfe with 
t gehts of the parties interested 
on ! l | receive as compensation the sum of $5 
| f vices d ng the time he shall be actually engaged in 
e provisions hereof. 
i 1 of $300 is here appropriated, out of the 
D t of Columbia, to provide the necessary funds 
‘ of 1 demnation proceedings taken pur- 
1 t interested party from the decision 
I t of Co bia n ng the assess- 
of S ¢ da s | in provided for nor any 
V TV ; T T the con- 
SSeSSI delay or prevent the 
s ir é t erty conde dd, nor 
I ,r of a f vy sou t e CoOn- 
{ of s : ded, hoiweve That 
‘ if ap ther proceeding at law 
t i to be « and payable as damages sus 
the exter n of said avenue under the provisions 
l i hereinbefore provided. 
SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
“Ni 
‘dered to be read a third time, read the third 
1 
ti 13 ; ’ sty jlar ; 
\ objection, the similar House bill 
HH ! will lie on the table. 
\ » obj ion 
BABCOt Mr. Sy cer, I now move that the votes by 
| bills reported from the District of Columbia 
‘red and that that motian lie on the table. 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 
s I [lr FOR WIFE BEATIN 
Mr. § er, I ask unanimous consent for 
( tt bill (H. R. 81383) to provide for 
m ] ‘ upon ly le persons con 
ives, and the manner and place 
‘ 1 ent, and the officers by whom the 
1 1 send to the desk and ask to have 
i { 
( r al n the 
I iti f I t court 
d d « l t 
suc! t t i upon 
] not @) t ul 
‘ I and f se 
‘ 
| the pur } ent fT ided in til first ec r er ¢ act 
infli by the fT S of the District of Co ibi or by | 
ol oO ke es, W ) the prison inclosure, and in the presence of | 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of the co! tee 
and I opposed this bill, and I desire to be recognized in 
tion to the measure. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, suppose the arrangement be thut tl 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] yield half hi 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims], a member of t! 
committee, who is opposed to the bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, | 
titled to one hour. 


The SPEAKER. That is correct. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I yield one-half hour to the gentlem 1 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAMs] and one-half hour to the g l 


from Tennessee [Mr. Stms], a member of the committee, | 
sition to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The 
ADAMS] is recognized. 
Mr. GAINES of 
Does the gentleman 
longer than an hour? 


gentleman from Pennsylvani 
Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, just a 
think this bill should 
It is a new matter. 
Mr. BABCOCK. ‘The hour is all the time I have. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you not think 
take more time? I suggest that to the gentleman. 
Mr. PAYNE. That will be for the House to arra! 
wards. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then why limit it now‘ 
Mr. PAYNE. It is not being limited now; it 
tributing the hour, and afterwards it will be for the 
say whether they want to hear discussion longer. 


not be d l 


we ¢ tO 


is sil! 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I 
serious - 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker—— 


The SPEAKER. le! 
Pennsylvania rise? 
Mr. MAHON. I wish to offer the following amendm 
the gentleman is through with his general statement. 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I do not 5 
The SPEAKER. It is not in order for the gentlemai 
an amendment at this time. 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
and I do not yield. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentlem 


For what purpose does the gent 


Mr. Speaker, I have tl 
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Mr. MAHON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. | Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker - 
ir. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield| The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
the floor. Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I dec¢line to yield until I am 
the SPEAKER. The gentleman can not interpose, the Chair | through, then I will answer all questions—that those who have 
es it, even for a parliamentary inquiry while another gentle- | been thrown in relation to this crime, such as judges, magis 
D has the floor. trates, police—those to whom this revolting habit has been 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I will make it in the future. | brought under their notice—are all in favor of this legislation, 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask serious | while those who pretend to cast it aside with flippancy and 
consideration of this House for a few moments only to a sub- | caricature and that maudlin sentiment that makes people send 
which, while some are inclined to treat with levity, was | flowers to the cell of the condemned murderer, forgetting the 
considered of sufficient importance to be recommended by the | victim, who lies in the cold ground, those people are opposed to 
President, who said in his message to the Fifty-eighth Congress, | this legislation. 
page 13: | I cite a few whose judgment should have weight on this qu 
ere are certain offenders, whose criminality takes the shape of tion ; 
1 and cruelty toward bn Wok, Wie =See @ — type < : In 1874 the home office of England issued a circular request 
istment. the owite beater, for cxambre, te, snadeauately Dynished, 'y | ing opinions whether flogging should be authorized in cases of 
it cause hunger and want to the wife and children who have been | 28Sault, especially on women and children. There was a great 
t tims of his brutality. Probably some form of corporal punish- | unanimity of opinion that the law as it stood was insufficient, 
I would be the most adequate way of meeting this kind of crime. and that the penalty of flogging should be added to the list of 


Which has been unanimously indorsed by the Commissioners | sanctions. Lord Chief Justice Cockburn, Justices Blackburn, 
of the District of Columbia, to whom, under the practice of the | Meller, Lush, Quain, Archibald, Brett, Grove, Lord Chief Baron 


committee having charge, matters relating to the District are | Kelly, and Barons Bramwell, Piggott, Pollock, Cleasby, and 
referred for their consideration. Amplet were all of this opinion. Lord Coleridge and Mr. Jus- 
[hey sent the following letter to the chairman: tice Denman were hesitating, and Mr. Justice Keating, of all 
Or¥ice COMMISSIONERS OF THE District or CoLuMBIA, | who sat upon the bench, was the only opponent of flogging. 
Washington, January 8, 1906. The chairman and magistrates in sessions were, in sixty- 
s The Commissioners recommend favorable action upon H. R. bill | four cases out of sixty-eight, in favor of whipping. The re 
81 Pitty as Sees ee Se, en Sueno Sas, ie ee corders of forty-one towns were likewise in favor of it, only 
beat thelr wives, and the manner and Place of inflicting the said om three entering their protest against it. When, at the session of 
is it, and the officers by whom the same is to be inflicted,” which | the legislature of Pennsylvania, a bill to establish the whipping 
W eferred to them at your instance for their views thereon, and in- post for wife beaters was introduced in the senate by the 
t ‘idenent tp a6 8 siadahtenen ts vemeaa Sn: een ae speaker he was flooded with letters from within and without 
Very respectfully, : the State in support of the bill, and copies thereof asked for 
President Board of Sioa belek ob tomate ae from Canada. The proposed act received the almost 
i [Sine , , : unanimous support of the public press. In the interrog itories 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, — 0 the several district attorneys the dire ct question of th 
House of Representatives. | opinion as to the establishment of the whipping post as a pun 
ore than that, it has the entire support of one of the ablest ishment was not asked for two reasons: Virst, in the agricul 
chiefs of police who exists in this country, who stands so high | ‘ral counties the crime exists to a slight extent only, and the 
profession that he is at the head of the organization of | 2ttorneys, probably in ignorance of its prevalence elsewhere, 
t} ody throughout the United States. Not only does he give would naturally see no necessity for it; in the seco id place, the 
l juivocal support to this measure, but he furnishes statis- reasons for imposing whipping a8 2 penimnenens ee _ 
{ at will perhaps surprise the Members of this House who Crime of w ife beating have but recently been given to the public. 
h not had their attention called to the fact that within the | The following voluntary remarks, therefore, have double force 
last two years there have been 508 cases of wife beating in the  ®% Spontaneous opinions of the public prosecutors. The district 
D t of Columbia, and we know this is not a very large city, | 2ttorney of Schuylkill County says: 


HEADQUARTERS METROPOLITAN PoLice DEPARTMENT Our Ine nee a f it, ‘ nd — i 4 a defendant 
. . orEV ED CUED » «% : > £ i 8 Ke avorabply 0 » al reminded erenda , 
O¥ THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, was about to sentence him, that he hoped the day was not distant 


Washington, December 19, 1905. 


My Dear Srr: I have the honor to inclose herewith a memorandum ra ; ; ai : a 
] the number of cases of arrest in this jurisdiction where the The district attorney of Westmoreland County adds: 
is assault or assault and battery on women. The statistics 


when wife beaters would be punished as directed in your bi 


; As a rule, the same parties, in a year or so, turn up in court again 

f i on the records where the wife, or person of the same name as | for the same offense. The whipping post is the only adequate pul 
t idant, was the complaining witness, as under existing law the | pont for the offense. ‘ , eo : 

s one of assault. Many of these cases were dismissed or nolle : ; Sy ; ; 
] ed upon the request of the prosecuting witnesses. The district attorney for Cameron County testifies: 

will pardon the suggestion, I believe it would add to the com- on one ts s : Td ee 
I of your bill if you would include among those whom it would nee law = its = sens condition - evar A, ee wr i. ca Gent ce . 
t to the penalty to be imposed the individuals who assault rents a >in alee tie stom Deaunt id Gog einer il wa tt oe 

iw wives or other females, as numerous instances of the kind | W!th!m an hour after the crime would, In my opinion, be - 


recorded. prevent its recurrence. 


; annual reports to the Commissioners of the District of Colum- The district attorney of Adams County puts a p ri] 
I e heretofore expressed a favorable opinion for such a measure ; = 
t opose. Your proposed correction of this evil, when the case i early estad 
st wishes, permit me to be, lished, meets with my hearty approval. 
ery truly, RicHD. SYLVESTER, Forest County: 
Major and Superintendent. . a 
RoBert ADAMS, A law to flog wife beaters would be good. 


louse of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. The judgment of the district attorney of Bradford Is: 





We ought to have the old whipping post in Pennsylvania, and not! 
MEMORANDUM, else will so effectually check this most dastardly « 
A mber of arrests on the charge of assaulting wives during the The district attorney of Franklin writes: 
s , ee Cases. I heartily favor the whipping post. 
TOG cic Rs piles eat sceneseareiedcnieseniesiliiaesh anata 15 Clearfield County, represented by district attorney, says: 
oe a ee ae SS In the writer’s opinion, the Delaware whipping post v d be a 
recinct (14 white, 72 colored) -------------------_- a6 | tary preventive for this crime. 
cinct ~-_~_~-_..-____-_.-.------------- wniiaaammnitntis 24 The opinion of the experienced district attorney of Philadel 
Sr ne ee Sea peseeeteememmmenoremmmnes ----- 9° | phia, who presented 308 bills to the grand jury and convicted 80 
reeinet _1-..---22=-2---22ss22-s2s=s2nsc--s=2-----= ‘57 | brutes of this cowardly crime, is: 
Inct ~-.----..-.-~~-~~.~.~--~--~--~------------- oe In my judgment the reestablishment of the whipping | 
clInct ~--~--~...----..-~--~------------~---------- 18 | mode of corporal punishment, inflicted privately, w: 
Dota gs ok eerie ee eK a eh 508 - ee e the number of wife beaters than the pu 
‘efore, Mr. Speaker, I think it is time to put levity aside Three grand juries of Philadelphia County reco ended 
» listen to whatever may be submitted in the way of argu- | passage of this bill to the legislature, and four « 
in support of this legislation. It is a curious thing, but | tion of the public to the prevalence of the crim: O] ons 
cople who have looked into this question—the people who | of the judges of the court of common pleas of t! te, on the 
lade a study of this question and those who have been | advisability of whipping as a remedy for wife bé g, are 


= | erally unknown to the speaker, but the mature judgment of the 
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two judges longest in service on the Philadelphia bench—Judge 
Allison and Judge Ludlow (his junior but a few years) 
favored the proposed punishment. 


In 1883 the legislature of Maryland passed a bill to punish | 
wife beaters by whipping them, and the district attorney of 
Baltimore informed the speaker that after the first conviction | 


the crime ceased as if by magic in that State. 
Mr. Speaker, there are sound economic reasons for the pas- 
ge of this proposed measure. Society is organized for self- 


the class of people who indulge in such brutal customs gene 
-both | are without means, and before the end of the term of his 

prisonment his family and children are sent to the almsh 
and again we are taxed to support this man’s family and hi 
in jail for which we get no return whatever. 
affects the safety of our person or the safety of our propert 
This is surely a sound argument, and one that ean be 
| by the fact that the students of penology are of one 
| that there is something in the low instinct of the man 


That in no d 


le | 


protection. We institute police courts and prisons for the pro- | would inflict pain on something weaker than himsel( 
tection of the weaker combined against the brutal. We are | it the animal creation or be it the one whom he has x) 


tuxed, and in some instances taxed heavily, to support an ex- 
pensive police and legal operation and the maintenance of jails, 
and for the thief and for the murderer the taxpayer gets some | 
return. His property is that much safer and his person is more 
secure. But what relation has this brute to the taxpayer? 
What heeds it to any one of us whether he plies his brutal vo- | 
cation daily except the instinct of humanity that arouses our 
better sentiments. It affects the citizen in no degree if he plies | 
his vocation every day, and yet what is the practical result? | 
Inder the present law he is arrested and—— 

Mr. WACHTER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield, and I re- 
quest the House not to interrupt me until I get through, when I 


ment on himself. 
the facts that I have 


it 


as 


of time, became 


But 


There sits 


gathered 


| to cherish and support—that there is a peculiar trait in 
mental capacity of such a one that the punishment he «) 
more than any other is that of the infliction of corporal pu 
I do not wish to weary the House wit}, 
gathered on this subject, for it ha; 

a study with me for many years. 
| the sound of my voice who, when this question was first 
mitted to me, treated it more lightly or was more opposed 
appealed to his judgment. 
| legislator in the senate of Pennsylvania to take charge of 
| bill that my constituents put into my hands, and in ful! 
my duty I became more than convinced that the legislation 
wise and founded on argument that to my mind, in the « 

unanswerable. I 


it was 





not 


my 


statistics 


one Vy 


duty 


in 


will answer all questions—and goes through all the expense | State of Pennsylvania, and there, I regret to say, the te 
of a trial and inearceration in jail and we are taxed to support | showing was made of 500 wife beatings in that civilized s 
him during his punishment. Does it end there? No; because | in one year. 
During the Do you 
last year | | know if the 
how many | | families of Were t 
complaints the con conde 
to the eee a How many convictions Ba nll demned under 
—e jury for wifeltrue bills we! e obtained, and w hat The nationality of the condemned. | the crime oe mere fluency 
: beating or | were was the average term of i on the o t r€ m 0- | liquor 
for assault | found! sentence? increase? | a —- mane Of 
and battery | |} Charge on mittir 
son tartan | | the county cri 
wet hs | } for want of 
husbands? | | |  Sppers 
a } —_ SERRE } j 
Adams 8 2 | 2, costs and fines GIGI cid kcsn cnc baeetinémnnes BD sirsicciacle None Yes 
Allegheny | OO, 5 are 00 Br woe eck feccctte ct nsn cake asedssccuccannthuncenanhlnewsctet celeiberene 
APRABCPOIE «occ cccccn cence ctvélawacccsénwdnsdeccasd cbcolkeeued ches smcenhocke cukseuns oalbnkgn een ebdd athe esanawsaheen been amen anes Neen en een een Gane Ss 
Poaver p 1 | 1,2 years Irish No 
Bedford None None ; : ied ee 
Berks 10 8% | 5, fines and costs 4 Germans, 3 Irish, 1 English MD aa Most 
Blair 4) 1 | 1,6 months American / | Pee Ye 
Bradford 2 | 2 | 6,2 days to 3 months MEE ic ccctmatnnscddeisdcuteacuse Yes Yes 
Buck 1b BING: 1. ca cc cucduehoconcdngn Ss cbcbeepasticcske Ebpunt eqgseeeiebhinnemeneee Three. f 
wel 
PRUE... coco cuveccstebcesdésloccoetanentseslabneseceesladeubedueucceces +hue euesue bans lane sense 
Cambria None : No 
Ca ron | 1 | 1,6 months German No cz Yes 
Carbon 8 6 6, 30 days to 8 months German, Irish Yes 2 1 cas 
Center ‘ : 
Chester 4 | 4, fines and costs Yes No Yes 
Clarion 8 2 6, years German, Irish EW Stunde No No 
Clearfield , 3 | 8, fines and costs American, Irish, German . ae Not any Yes 
Clinton 2 2 | Costs and fines German, American No None No 
Columba None None None No No 
Crawford 2 2/\2 No No Yes 
‘ nberland . 
Dauphin 2 2 1,2 months Colored ine wieauss No Yes 
Delaware 
BOL . ccccee ose ccccacececcvccuss acca néncnnasua tebocenbs snlecdelebsnve bese cbsees cose condcaelahsreeeeeeneeeinssseee0eens eae - 
Eric l Ll, l year German No i] Yes 
Fayet 3 American l l 
Forest None None None vines | 
rank 2 2 1,6 months German ) SRE | None No 
Fulto l None American No Yes 
Green 8 2 1, 30 days do _ ee None. . No 
Hut i 4 None do ae No No No 
indiana None 
fy 4 1 | 1, 30 days American No No Ye 
ut I 1 | 1,6 months German : ' Yes 
awanna 6 6 | 1, 30 days Hungarian TD area None Ye 
a 7 None 2 ..| No No No 
wre! None |! No ; 
wat 12 8, 60 days German, Trish .| No Not any Yes 
Le } 1 None. | None Irish and German No None No 
Ly ! 10 6 4,15 days American, Lrish No No Yes 
Me 1 ) 5 | None Irish and American No None Ye 
Mercer None. None No ‘ Ye 
Mifflin sz we 
Monroe one * No | = 
Montgomery 9 4,8 months Irish, English, American Yes None oyes 
Montour None ‘ No . 
Northampt 10 8 | 6, 30 days, 6 months Irish, American Yes No Yes 
Northumberland — 
Perry DUI. bane nn no cece bcc: me eeme cme cee mine ccitek cece win le se es te te : 
Philadelphia BUS 182 | 80, 5 months No record Yes Not many Alm 
wh) 
Pike None Tre chsbiol 
Potter ainatare 4 
Schuylkill 16 16 15, 20 days No Yes 
Snyder ; . . 
Somerset | 1 1 1,2 years 6 months Italian ee No Yes 
Sullivan...... | 2 None. | None |. ee ee INO .dncsas No Yes 
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| During the | | 
| last year 
| 





how many | 
| complaints | 


| were made How 
- . How many convictions 
jto the grand many | semenhteined’.and-ewhas 
County. \jury for wife true bills counties deanna, tame al 
beating or | were V os os average term of 
; 7 f sentence? 
for assault | found? —— 


jand battery 
on wives 
by their 





| husbands? 
a a I ie i 
at a None. |_....- 
Y OnARSO. hss sedegeapatbevdge 1} 1} 1,1 year 
None. | ‘ 
ee 4| None. | None 
—_ 2 | 1 | None 
\ CHING 6 csestincdawen ! 6 | 83 | None 
\ ‘ anal toes. pasaalbanell 2} None None 
York . . «cst ecentedeastedtameins None * 
—_— . 
| 527 287 211, 3 months 
QV. 125 dU | fs 15 to 60 days 
hundred and twenty-five brutal complaints by wives 


their husbands for brutal beatings in one year is a ter 

! »wwing for a State so long settled and so far advanced in 
tion in other respects as is Pennsylvania. Three hun 

( id thirty-seven of the complaints were pronounced well 
i by the grand jury, and 211 husbands were convicted 

ms averaging three months each, thus depriving their 

; of necessary support. Would that we could flatter our 

that these returns showed the full extent of this crime in 
mmonwealth, but it is probably ten’ times as great as is 


( apparent. It will be noticed that there is no return 
e coal regions of Luzerne County. Attention is also 
( | io the prevalence of wife beating in Camden, N. J., which, | 
( for geographical lines, is part of Philadelphia. The tab- 
reports represent only the aggravated assaults, in which 
fe, driven to desperation by repeated assaults, seeks to 


her husband imprisoned. 


lreds of minor cases appear before the justices of the 
| r are settled before trial. This fact is established by the 

ry remarks of the several district attorneys. He of Ly 
( County says: 


tement does not by any means repres¢nt the extent of the 
Many prosecutions are settled before the justices that we never 


Many more wives are abused who will not make a complaint. 
prosecutor of Northampton County says: 

have been many more such returned for trial 

e year, but settled by parties before bill is found. Many more 

I i settled by the justices of the peace and no returns made to 


probably cases 


County 


had a great many cases of wife beating, but only some three 
come to trial; all generally settled, and frequently before 
| hearing. 


mery County : 


n cases, which are disposed of on hearing without jury trial, 
l e amount of wife beating These are not included in the 
During the past year wife beating was developed in ten de 


trict attorney of Erie County says: 
ta certain class of Englishmen beat their wives from habit. 
iin County : 





ifie charges of assault and battery on wives, but in 
ti or maintenance cases the testimony showed personal 
husbands. 
eld County reports: 
plaints have been made before magistrates in addition to 


ppearing in court 
ckly settled mining regions of Schuykill County the 
‘of the peace writes: 


1} 


ix cases were returned by justices of the peace and were 
by the judges for good behavior. Then we had about forty 
ich there was no trial from the fact that the wives asked 
to withdraw the prosecution of the defendant, as his im 
would leave the families in want 
cdless, in order to establish the prevalence of this 


» quote from others who write in a similar strain. 
er, it will be noticed that wife beating exists to a greater 
iough not exclusively, among the foreign population, 


rr 
w 


certainly desirable that the baneful influence of the 
» should be promptly checked before contaminating our 


orn people, 
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1¢ question, “ Were the condemned under the influence of | 


Ther 


An in } 
2 Welsh, Scotch-I1 Ye 
Iris) . | 
| Ar ! uN 5 y 
| Ar r 4 Hu farian N 
Mo foreigners Y ] 
” 

| 
Irish, German, A1 | A 
liquor at the time of committing the crime?” the answe1 
almost invariably in the affirmative. Here is a thought for 
those interested in the temperance cause. What effect woul 
the whipping post have on these drunken brutes? From e 
counties and from Camden comes the disheartening state 
that in the opinion of the men best able to judge t! e ( 


the increase. 


Surely, with its prevalence in many counti ind ji 
in others, the present law is proved to be inadequate, and le 
lation is necessary on the subject. 

The knowledge of the frequency of wife beating will | 
ling to the community and the inadequacy of the present pu 
ishment evident. Infliction of punishment should alwa 
a twofold end—-the reform of the criminal and the prevention 
of the committing of the crime by others. Hobbes 

In revenges or punishments man ought not to look at the ere ‘ 
of the evil past, but the greatness of the good to foll Ww 
are forbidden to inflict punishment with any ott! de t i 
conviction of the offender and the admonition of 1e! 

The latter has the greatest interest for the pub for its 1 


safety and that of its property. 

The ordinary procedure, when complaint is made, is | 
justices of the peace, to whom the wife app! to have her |] 
band bound over to keep the peace or to provide mainten 
These cases are usually settled, the wife preferring to risk a s 
ond beating rather than deprive herself and offspring of food 
and shelter. The risk of such deprivation likewise deters t! 


eT 


magistrate. The district attorney of Cameron Count) 
The greatest difficulty in enforcing the law ; : ; 1 
wife beaters arises from the fact that the 
instance come into court and be their hu ! r I 
been my experience and my predecess Ly 
mary conviction before a magistrate 1 the | 
hour after the crime would, in my opinion, 
the constant occurrence of this crime 
The district attorney of Schuylkill Count 
There were about forty cases in w h tl 
fact that the wives asked the court to withdra 
imprison the defendants would only leave tl 
The district attorney of Lycoming County t 
Except in aggravated cas t ment | cor l 
parties are all poor and ha no ! ley fi the t ] 
their families suffer while they are in prisor 
The district attorney of Pittsburg writes 
In most cast the wives come into and kx 
their husband 
The district attorney of Philadelphia 
I have no doubt the imy t 
majority ot cases causes ve y ‘ t 
more, indeed, than his incarceratl i 
In the more formal and protracted 
and indictment by the grand jury, followed | 


objections noted rise to even a greater 


Judge Mitcheil, of Philadelphia, informed me tl 


which conviction has been had he has 

to by the wife to impose only a short ‘ t 

ment meant starvation to the family of th ) ! 
Confinement in the county jail, wh 

imposed, has no terror for a brute ) 

strike a woman—his physical infe 

capable of feeling for those suffering ! 
It has been urged that wives would rt 1 l 
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bands and expose them to the disgrace of being whipped. But 
t least they 
given does 


est that the law at present existent 
even them any option, for with the want of food staring 
them in the face they dare not complain. The punishment of 
the lash is not open to the objection that want will follow to the 
complainants, and if they have a remedy and prefer to suffer, 
it is for them to decide. Wife beating is not done openly where 
aw can see and take cognizance of the breach of the peace, 
and that the law may put in motion it is essential that the 
wife should be placed in an untrammeled position, free to pro- 
tect herself by making complaint. 

But more than that, Mr. Speaker; there was a general idea 


imony as 


give 


the |] 


be 
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| 


would have a chance, and it will be seen from the | 
not | 


that the lash does not prevail as a punishment. There is a 
audlin sentiment going around that this—the infliction of the 
lash—is a step back to barbarism. Why, I heard a Member of 
this Ilouse say but a few moments ago that he hoped he never | 
would be elected to an office by the people so long as he lived 

he ever consented to such a punishment as this. Why, that | 
man is ennobling the culprit and forgetting the woman. He | 


would spare the back of the wife beater, but forget the woman 
who is beaten. 


One of the papers stated that the erection of the whipping | 


post would be a disgrace to this capital. Why, Mr. Speaker, the 


disgrace to this capital is that the chief of police reports 50S 
wife beatings in the last two years; and, I take it, it will be to 
the honor of this capital if this body, responsible for the con- 
duct of the inhabitants of the capital of our country, will in- 
stitute a course of punishment which will cause it to go out 
to the world that the American people will not tolerate 500 
brutes in the capital of the country who beat their wives. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been legislation passed on this sub- 
ject in some of the States in the Union. I wish it distinctly 


understood that I do not stand for the whipping post in Dela- 





ware as it exists, barring the statute for wife beating. I be- | 
lieve public whipping is degrading. I believe it has a bad | 
effect and a demoralizing effect on the people. It has been 


stated in the public prints that there is no statute in Delaware 
against wife beating. That not correct. It was passed ex- 
pressly cure this evil, and had no relation to the old-time 
statute against petty thievery, and so on. I have a letter from 
the district attorney of Delaware in which he states that this 
law has been efficacious. So, too, in Maryland, where the 
law exists, it has been deterrent in its influence. Since this 
agitation started more widely two years ago, owing to atten- 
tion being recalled to it by the President of the United States, 

law has been passed in Oregon, and after three convictions 


is 


most 
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thought for the temperance people. It is a demoralizing ¢; 
and if a man knows it will lead to brutality, which will e) 
the lash of the whip, he may hesitate to take the final «, 
that will give him the great bravery to go home and attack 
defenseless wife. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will close for a few minutes, rese; 
the balance of my time. Before I do so, I wish to state ti} 
the result of this legislation where it exists has been most 
cient. In Maryland this crime has been very much reduced. 
Delaware they have a law where the reports show that it 
been reduced where they have a whipping post. 

Mr. WACHTER. The gentleman has told the House that 
whipping post has been used efficiently in Maryland. Whore 
does he get his figures? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
prosecuting attorney. 

Mr. WACHTER. Which one? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Not the present one. 

Mr. WACHTER. One of fifty years ago? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman thi 
that it would be equally valuable now? 

Mr. WACHTER. I want to say to the gentleman, for his jn 
formation, that we have a whipping post in Baltimore city ! 
that we would like to sell to the District of Columbia. [Li ug 
ter.] Our law is still in existence, but there have been only 
two men whipped in all that time. There have been none 
whipped in the last ten years. I wish the gentleman to W 
that we have a whipping post for sale. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gen 
tleman a question in return. I am told that under the law of 
Maryland there are two courses that prevail as to the punish- 
ment. If the whipping has been very brutal, he is whipped: 
most of these cowards have pleaded guilty of the simpler offense. 

Mr. WACHTER. I will state to the gentleman Maryland 
always assumes her responsibility. The women do not w t 
used any more than the men. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
mation? 


I got my information from the 


k 


Where do you get your infor 


Mr. WACHTER. Right at home [great laughter]—I mean, in 
Baltimore. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the gentleman, referring 

| now to his bill, which he has introduced, wherein it says t 


| be “not to exceed thirty.” 


the crime has almost disappeared. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman a | 
question. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield. 

If these are not serious reasons, I would like to submit to the 
House some further evidence in this regard. It has been urged 
that wives will not inform on their husbands. Since this ques- 
tion has been under agitation I have made some clippings from 
the newspapers. There was a man, an ex-policeman of this 
city, who was arrested for beating his wife in the most inhuman 
manner. He was brought before the magistrate, and the magis- 


trate who tried the case said he regretted he had not a post to | 


so the present law was put into effect and the man 
was sent to jail. 


send him to; 


A few days afterwards I got another clipping | 


from the paper relating to this case, and the subject-matter of 
it was this: The wife goes to the magistrate and asks him that 
her husband be released. Why; because he did not deserve it? 
Ne Because she has forgiven him? No. Why, then? secause 
she and her children were starving. That is the present law. 
You punish the innocent wife and children and feed and house | 
the man who beats her. If there is a man here that that argu- | 
does not appeal to, he must be like Pharaoh and has 
dened his heart. 

Mr. Sy er, under this law the wives will have an oppor- 
ytocomplain, Thatis all that the law does. If a man picks 

\ rr yx he street and you do not choose to prosecute him, 


the law is futile. Put 


who is not beaten in the highway, who has not police protection. 
Ile does not have even the courage of the highwayman, who at 
tacks openly and brutally uses force. It is done in what ought 
to be the sanctity of home, where the screams of his wife can not 
be heard and where police protection does not reach her; there- 
fore the crime should receive that punishment which fits the 
crime, 


There is another question that might interest some Members 
this House. It is an admitted fact that many of these beat- 
are not the natural instinct of the man, but that he has 
been inflamed and is under the influence of liquor. Here is a 


¢ 
Ol 


Mes 


it into the power of the defenseless wife, | 


the number of lashes given shall not exceed thirty. \W 
not the law, if this were enacted, leave it in the discretion of 


the person inflicting the punishment, rather than the court, to 
say how many lashes shall be given? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. It would be in the discretion 
of the judge. 

Mr. NORRIS. The law does not give the judge any discretion 


to say how many lashes shall be received. The sentence 
Now, who would be the man who 
would determine that? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The judge has discret 
inflicting punishment to say what the term of impriso 
shall be. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; the judgment of the court would | 
he be punished. It seems to me, considering it seriously 
I am, that if there is such a law enacted there ought 
amendment providing that the court shall determine how 
lashes shall be given. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
amendment to that effect. 

Mr. JAMES. I desire to ask the gentleman a question 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentlen 

Mr. JAMES. I see that you say in your bill that th 
ping shall be within the prison inclosure. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JAMES. I have heard with a great deal of inter 
argument as to why this legislation should be enacted 
you object to an amendment striking out those words and 
ing in lieu therof, “in front of the Peage Monument, | 
vania avenue.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I am perfectly willil 
tend courtesy to any gentleman who wishes to produce 
tive measure, but I am not prepared to reply to anybod 
inclined to treat the subject with levity. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I : 
ing with great seriousness the gentleman’s bill. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I only wish to say th 
be glad to listen to any proposition concerning this bil! 
serious, but I am not inclined—— 

Mr. JAMES. I understand the gentleman to say- 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 1 decline to yield fur 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 


to 


I would be glad to acc an 


vania declines to yield further to the gentleman from Ix y: 





6. 

~ aaah 7 | 
GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 
SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Penn- 

nia yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 


ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do. 

GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Maryland 
WACHTER] says they have in their State of Maryland a | 
ing-post law, and that they are ready over there to sell the 
ing post. He does not say they are willing to repeal the 
that they have repealed it. He says they have not 
ped a man over there in ten years, but he does not tell you 
have been any wives beaten. In other words, the 
is suppressed the evil; and yet he stands opposed to the 
| Applause. | 

ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I asked the gentleman from 
land where he got his information, and he hadn’t any, and 
Whi. 

WACHTER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
| the gentleman all about it. 
ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I 


or 


there 


I am ready 


reserve the balance of my 
SPEAKER pro tempore. 
emaining. 
SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask to have my attention 
when I have used ten minutes, as I wish to yield some of 
ie to others. 
Speaker, it would not be courteous to treat this matter or 
entleman from Pennsylvania other than seriously, be- 
e has taken himself seriously and he is seriously in favor 


The gentleman has eight min 
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bill, and therefore as a courtesy to him I will treat the | 


seriously ; but if a vote were taken now I do not believe 
would be more than one vote in this House in favor of this 


[ want to show how strongly this legislation las been | 


ended. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says the 
eut of the United States recommended it a year ago. 


is a year older now, and in his recent message he did 
ommend it. But let us see what the President did say 
we charge him up with so grave a thing as recommending 


storation of the whipping post in the capital of the United | 


in the year 1906, in opposition to public opinion, to 
civilization, to every Christian church in the United 
that I know of, and everybody else except the gentle- 
m Pennsylvania, who, I understand, has spent sev 
s in trying to impress the legislature of his own 
th the necessity of such a law for Philadelphia and 
ties in Pennsylvania, but who has so far been utterly 
to convert anybody in the legislature of his own State. 
see what the President says. He says: 
certain offenders, whose criminality takes the shape of 
nd cruelty toward the weak, who need a special type of pun 
The wife beater, for example, is inadequately punished by 
nt, for imprisonment may often mean nothing to him, while 
se hunger and want to the wife and children who have been 
of his brutality. 
comes the recommendation : 


some 


form of corporal punishment would be the most ade- 
of meeting this kind of crime. 
ipping post is not mentioned, whipping is not men- 
nd it is only said that probably some form of physical 
ent would meet the Now, that the “strong 
dation” of the President of the United States twelve 
0 last December, which he has not thought worthy of 
n his recent message. 
us see what the chief of police says in writing to 
an from Pennsylvania. He says: 


case. is 


! 
I 


Sin: I have the honor to inclose herewith a memorandum 
number of cases of in this jurisdiction where the 
sault or assault and battery on women. The statistics 
records where the wife, or person of the same name as 
was the complaining witness, as under existing law the 
rf ilt. Many of these cases were dismissed or nollk 
ipon the request of the prosecuting witnesses. 


is the suggestion of the chief of police: 


arrest 
tl 
i the 


assa 


ra 
ICT 


pardon the suggestion, I believe it would add to the com 
of your bill if you would include among those whom it would 


ct to the penalty to be imposed the individuals who assault 
v or other females, as numerous instances of the 

e been recorded, 
did not the gentleman from Pennsylvania accept the sug- 
of the chief of police, Major Sylvester? It seems that 
if has not been confined alone to legal wives, but 
have been men who have beaten their common-law 
I do not know how many such wives there are in the 
of Columbia, but they are referred to, and also other 


ives 


ne 
ng 


amendment to this bill to strike out the words “ wife 


ers 


’ and insert the words “ wife chasers.” 
xL— 


154 





Some Members have suggested that there ought to | 


I do not know from Kentucky [| Mr. STANLEY |} 
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what the effect of this would be, but we are wanting to benefit 
the District of Columbia and protect the wives, “ common-law 
wives, and other females” who are beaten. So you see that 
the recommendation of the President falls the ground when 
analyzed, and even the suggestion of the chief of police is not 
acceptable to the gentleman who introduced this | 

Now, when we look at the report of the committee on th 
bill it shows that in the fourth precinct there were { 
and 72 colored out of a total of S86 arrests for wife beating, 
and in the sixth precinct there were 23 white and 73 colored out 
of a total of 96 arrests for this offense. When you get at th 
facts, nearly all these cases of wife beating occur when the 
husband, or common-law husband, or the “chaser,” or what 
ever he may be designated, was under the influence of intoy 
cating liquor. The best way in the world to cure an evil of 
this kind is to remove the cause. Why does not the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. ApAams] offer an amendment to abolish 
saloons in the District of Columbia, to stop all these habitual 
drunkards from getting drunk? Why have we not had recom 
mendations along that line? If you want to stop an evil, the 
way to do it is to stop the cause which produces the evil. Why, 
the Government of the United States or the District of Columbia 
is a partner in every saloon in this District 

They charge a large fee or license and get a part of the profits 
of the business that makes wife beaters. Why does not the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, if he is serious about this 
and really wants to stop wife beating, why doesn’t he offer an 
amendment shutting up every saloon in the District of Colum 
bia? You say that some beat their wives when sober It may 
be that after having been drunk and brutalized themselves with 
liquor, that they have become brutes in the absence of lique 
I hardly think it necessary, Mr. Speaker, to discuss th 
much further. 

Mr. JAMES. Will-the gentleman allow a question’ 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. In Kentucky we had a whipping-post la fo 
petty larceny. That whipping was in publi This bill pro 
vides that it shall be private; that no person shinll be ‘ 
except the doctor and the person who does the whipping N 
if the gentleman wants to stop wife beating, ildin’t bye 
good thing to have it out where everybody ca! et 
everybody could see how well the whipping was do 
the lashes were laid on 

Mr. SIMS. In other words, whether he would whip thi all 
alike, and not give thirty lashes lightly to one and thirty lashes 
heavily to another? 

Mr. JAMES. Yes; so that they could see h the whip : 
was administered, and whether one man is whipped he 
and the other man lightly. My point is that if this is a good 
law it ought to be administered in the open light of day, where 
everybody can see how it is administered Applau 

Mr. SIMS. I do not think it is good enough to administer 
anywhere, but I see the point of the gentleman's question—that 
if it is to be a deterrent, that if it is to be a warning to ot 
and if there isn’t room enough elsewhere, we should build a 
platform on the top of the Washington Monument, so that 
people in the city may see and those from far m Iso 
see [laughter] and know what we do, and w see that 
least in whipping wife beaters we give a squat open «de 
{Laughter.} But, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to it, | 
private; it has an element of brutality, as th i 
cated, by being done in privat Why need vy 
is not going to be danger of taking human \\ 
law that requires the presence of reer ‘ 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gent n 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Has the gentleman any r 
sion that this bill is going to pass’? 

Mr. SIMS. I haven't the slightest; but I dé t tl Li 
to sit down on this proposition in such a fashion that no such 
bill will ever again be introduced. 

Mr. JAMES. If the gentleman from Alabama 
suggestion. I made a suggestion a moment ago to the g 
man from Pennsylvania in the same direction th t 
suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama, and tl } 
from Pennsylvania took umbrage at it, and I sug; 
gentleman from Alabama may likewise be treated in the 
was, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; but the gentleman ft I 
can not subject any of us to the whipping post 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair { ( 
tleman from Tennessee that he has now oc« 

Mr. SIMS I will now yield five minutes to the ¢ eman 


}* 


Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I believe this matter ought to 


be taken sly, and ought to be most soberly considered. 
The only argument that can be urged in its favor is that it tends 
to deter the crimes it punishes. There is no doubt that the 
auto-da-fé and the rack and the thumbscrew and the torture 


forcing <onfession from the pallid, quivering lips of a defendant 

ll deter the crimes they are designed to punish. There is not 
an argument that can be used in favor of this brutal method of 
brutalizing a brute that can not be used in favor of all the dread 
instruments of torture that have been buried for a hundred years 
in the darkness of barbarism. [Applause.] I am surprised 
that this unusual measure should originate with the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania. Of all the men in the 
House, the last man to shed great tears as big as buttermilk bis- 
cuits over a suffering wife is the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
[Laughter.] If it had come from some distinguished Repre- 
sentative from Utah I might have listened with more patience. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Some of us from the far South over on this 
side wish to know why the gentleman from Kentucky wants to 
make us hungry by mentioning buttermilk biscuits. [Laughter]. 

Mr. CLARK. Force of habit. 

Mr. STANLEY. As the gentleman from Missouri says, force 
of habit and the time of day. Now, if the gentleman wants to 
take in all the suffering women of this country, I think he ought 
to accept an amendment. There are more of them that are in 


pain because they are unmarried than are in pain because they | 


are married and are beaten. [Laughter.] The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania belongs to a class who really inflict more torture 
than the wife beater. Mental anguish is more terrible than 
physical pain, and if he would only think of the great number 
whom he has left alone lamenting and upon whom he should 
have mercy he would not inflict such agony on the fair sex. 
{Laughter.] If this bill is to go through I want to offer an 
amendment that a like punishment shall be inflicted upon not 
only those who are guilty of wife beating, but those who feloni- 
ously refuse to take one. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I want my gallant 
ind lovable friend from Kentucky to tell me what he would do 
with a man, a husband, whom he saw beating his wife. 
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Mr. STANLEY. Well, that would depend upon the man, and | 


also depend upon the wife. [Laughter.] 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, I know that 


the chroniclers of history. No doubt the average aldermar 
tated to borrow his punitive instruments from the cham! 
torture out of consideration for the wife in such a ea 
unfortunate wife who, already wronged and insulted 
brutal husband, would be punished still more severely | 
mode of punishment inflicted upon her lawful partner ji; 
And can anyone take a different view of it? Will that 
woman not be branded for life? And will you not bring | 
shame and disgrace upon the innocent children, the bls 
parents of the unfortunate couple, and upon the whole cir 


their relations? 
Mr. Speaker, the man who lays hands on woman in the 
ner described in this bill is a brute, and I have never | n 


anyone to excuse wife beating, because there is, there can be. no 
excuse for such brutality. The only one who has a right to do 
it, and who frequently does do it, is the wife herself. Th, ef 
of police of this city, Major Sylvester, reports that “ im of 
these cases were dismissed or nolle prosequied upon the 1m 


of the prosecuting witnesses.” roe 

Thus it seems that the wife, in the goodness of her rt 
often forgives the husband’s rash act, but while she thus. rich. 
fully or wrongfully, shows her magnanimity, surely she would 


never consent to again accept as her side partner a whipped cur. 
a creature who has been publicly sent to the whipping post 
And what about him? A living being, degraded and shorn of 
every claim to the consideration of his fellow-man, without 
honor, the last spark of self-esteem ruthlessly destroyed in him 
handed over to the contempt of a pitiless world, with absolut: M 
nothing to lose save the breath of life. Has the course of 
human justice ever been such as to bring forth a victim equal 
to him, even in the darkest ages? In Russia the knout is said 
to be applied to unruly prisoners, but Russian despotism is mer- 
ciful in comparison with the provisions of this bill, because it 
withholds the names. 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, it would be a thousand times 
more merciful to kill the offender outright. Will it have a 
deterring effect? Not any more than the gallows will deter a 
man from committing murder, and all will admit that the gal- 
lows in that respect has proved an absolute failure. The 


American woman enjoys the reputation of occupying a higher 
position socially than the woman of any other country, and as 
American men we are justly proud of that fact. [Applause.] 
The whipping post is sure to rob us of this proud distin n. 
And why? Because it involves the humiliating confession ‘e 
| all the world that in the United States such a contemptible insti- 
| tution is necessary to protect woman against the brutality of 


n gallant friend from Kentucky answers me facetiously. I 
know him too well to believe that he would laugh and walk off | 
idly and not lay his hands on him and tear the head off his | 
shoulders, if it was necessary. [Applause.] 
ir. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the compliment 
} +} 


that I would hesitate to interfere, notwithstanding my southern 
chivalry, if the woman was red headed. [Laughter.] I do 
believe that if the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams] 
really understood the conditions, knew more of the temptations 
that flesh is heir to, if he could be induced to look with longing 
eves toward some coy damsel weighing about 800 pounds, 
with auburn hair, he would change his mind about even the 


he gentleman from Tennessee pays me, but I do protest | 


criminality of the offense which he attempts to punish. [Pro- 
longed laughter. ] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BArRTHOLpDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the business of this House, 
y t meets to make laws for the whole country, is usually of 
ture—so serious, in fact, that an oceasional flash of 
l 1 felt as a relief, the same as a gleam of sunshine 
we | be on a gloomy day. Yet there is a limit even to fun and 
i , I a ure no Member who has any regard for the | 
I tation of this body would enjoy a joke if perpetrated at 
i » of the dignity and honor of our country. To me, 
i re, and I hope to many others, it is a source of satis- 
1 on to know that the performance of this comedy takes 
| e when the House is meeting merely as a board of aldermen 
for the city of Washington. 

it is true, many a decent alderman would have a right to ob- 
ject to what he might regard as an invidious comparison, be- 
cause since the dawn of the eighteenth century no municipal 


legislature has ever been recorded as seriously proposing to 
stoop to the tortures of the Middle Ages as a punishment for 
any crime, not even for so heinous offense as wife beating. 


Bodies of that kind have dealt with antismoking, antispitting, | 


antidrinking, antitreating, antitipping, and antiwhipping ordi- 
nances, but if any ever proposed that a man shall be morally 


| tum, take pen in hand, and write editorials against it. 
oppose it here and in all seriousness is not at all 
because by so doing the impression might be conveyc" 


assassinated by the whipping process and yet be cruelly per- | 


mitted to continue his physical existence, the fact has escaped 


| should not lose its time, but proceed to a vote in ord 


man; that the inviolability of the American woman can | 
safeguarded otherwise. Are the Members of this House \ y 
to destroy, by heralding this fatal admission abroad, ’ 
reputation of our country in the eyes of the civilized nat 

I say, rather let us, by voting down this bill, serve 
them that as the honor and integrity of the flag does not . 
upon the guns put up to guard it, but upon the moral con 
the nation, so does the security and honor of woman, in 
at least, not depend upon the revival of the whipping | 
upon the decency, the education, the refinement of the 
[ Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentl 8 
expired. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous co 
have five minutes more. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I will n 
if I can have five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Do you not think it is | we 
should take a vote in this House rather than allow the to 
think we ever seriously considered this matter in th ( 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I was going to make that sugs 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to und 
remarks the gentleman from Delaware addressed to 1 
man from Missouri. I could not hear, and the gentl 
Delaware represents, I believe, the only State that has 
ping post in it, and I want to know what his opinion 
this measure. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman suggested that t! 


the impression that we are serious in this matter. [1 
But, Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to really : 
monstrous proposition. If I had a constituency favo 
should prefer to resign my seat in Congress, return to 


people that there was really danger of this country Tis. *'"s 








1906. 








» barbarism. 


For this reason I shall change my tune and hope 
er opponents will also discuss the matter in a lighter vein. 
1 the treatment of this subject there are, fortunately, many 


rnatives left. In the first place, it could be treated with 

nt contempt and put out of the way by a rising vote. Fur- 
more, if we could not marvel at the originality of the 
wer of this bill we could at least admire his courage and his 
|-meaning, though misplaced, chivalry. But the best course, 

er all, for the House to pursue, it seems to me, will be to 

( r into the spirit of the occasion. If the whipping post is 
rood thing for wife beating, other cruel inventions, dug out 
dust and débris of past ages, may prove a panacea 
ust other offenses. And if this is the proper way to protect 
an in one respect, why not try to protect her by similar 
is all along the line against all offenses which may be com- 
ed against her? In order to make this kind of legislation 
jlete and apply it for the protection not only of married, but 
, of unmarried women, I suggest the fololwing amendments: 
Whenever hereafter any male person in the District of Co 

fails to properly support his wife and family, the court before 
such offender shall be tried and convicted shall direct him to be 


the i 


ipon the rack for such length of time as in the opinion of the 
executioner will be an adequate punishment for the offense. 
$. Whenever hereafter any male person in the District of Co 
1 willfully deserts his wife or maliciously breaks the marriage 
the court shall direct the public executioner to pinch such 
r with red-hot tongs in the most suitable parts of his body for 


ength of time as in the opinion of such executioner shall be an 
punishment for the offense. 
Laughter. | 
Whenever hereafter any male person in the District of C 
the age of 25 years and over persistently refuses to enter 
of matrimony, the court shall direct the public executioner 
such offender stand in the pillory until he promises to take 
mself a wife. 
Laughter. | 
1 if, after six months, it 
y kept, such offender 
reat laughter. | 
6. To carry out the purposes of this act the Commissioners of 
rict of Columbia are hereby authorized to purchase a whipping 
rack, a pillory, and a stake, and a sum not exceeding $10,000 
appropriated for such purpose out of any money in the 
not otherwise appropriated. 


te 
S 5 o 
of 
te 


is found that this promise has not been 
shall be burnt at the stake. 


by 
ughter. | 
SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I promised to yield to the gentle- 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAnon] for five minutes, and I 
\lso very anxious to let the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
S eR} and the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. GAINES] have 
inutes, and I will ask unanimous consent that after the 
eman from Pennsylvania has had five minutes these other 
nen have also five minutes each. 
ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
*ten minutes more. 
PAYNE. What is the request? 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The request is that altogether 
litional ten minutes be granted to the gentleman from Ten 
Mr. GAINES] and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 


1 ° 
lt 


PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think I will have to object to that. 
SIMS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 
‘SPEAKER pro tempore. Five minutes. 

SIMS. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
N|, as L promised. 

MAIWON. There are two sides to every question. 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ApAMs] 

at least, he hopes for the passage of the bill. We can not 


I take 
is se- 
ho will vote for it. 
people of this nation to have the other countries across 
ean witness the whipping of a President of the United 

n the District of Columbia, or a Cabinet officer, Senator, 
presentative. So I will offer an amendment to prevent 
ort of thing. 

iuan who has practiced law for thirty-five or forty years, 
have, and as have many other gentlemen here, and have 

se family troubles in his office, not only among the hum 

the rich, where wives have come to tell dreadful tales, 

ind upon investigation that the trouble was not altogether 
he husband. I have known good men—laboring men, not 
who would come to their home at night and would 
» supper cooked for them 

CLAYTON, WUenpecked husbands, for instance? 

MAHON. No; worse than that. The wife will begin to 
e and worry them—a woman that has a tongue with a sharp 
n each side and as rough as a file on its bottom, which she 
itly uses from morning until night. If the husband would 
er a little push to get rid of her, she would run to the magi- 
“s and prefer a charge of aggravated assault and battery. 
ve ho patience with a man who would even strike a woman 


rds 
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It will not be a very gratifying thing | 





of that kind. A man who would strike a woman is a coward. 
If a woman would spit in my face on the streets, or anywher 
I would turn my back and walk away from her. But all men 
are not alike. There is such a thing as aggravating som 
and perhaps they will strike their wives. Now, our courts pro 
vide punishment, with a jury of twelve men and under a good 
judge, and the wife can convict a man for ult and battery 
or for an aggravated assault and battery, and send him to 
prison. I believe in Delaware they not only put them in th 
stocks and whip them, but they then send them to jail 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said before, we have all nds of ] 
ple in this world, and while the American women are the | 
women in the world, I find out, unfortunately, that ar y 
is occasionally found a woman who can not control her 
or her tongue. And in order to protect the President, the Cal 
net ministers, Senators, and Members of Congress, if in future 
they should take for better or worse such a wife, | offer the fi 
lowing amendment, and send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from VPennsy! 
[Mr. Manon] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That any wife who shall become a common ! 
known as a “hell-cat,” upon conviction, the « rt f ‘ ‘ 
offender shall be tried and convicted | direct the marshal of e Dis 
trict, in the presence of the public, to duck said offend 
River not less than five nor more than ten times: P .s 
provisions of this act shall not apply to the President, 1 ) t 
Cabinet, Senators, and Members of Congress 

| Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Speaker, has there been a point of 
order reserved on that amendment? Now, to be a little serious 


the good women of this country 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvaniz. 

man offer that as an amendment? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Mr. Speak r, does the gentle 


The proposed amendment w 


read only for information. This is not the time to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to change n 
amendment so that instead of the marshal ducking these women, 
the author of this bill be privileged to take them out and s; 
them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. [Laughter. | 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, there are three gentlemen, Mr 
Sayser of Ohio, Mr. Suuzer of New York, and Mr. GAINgEs of 
Tennessee, who desire five minutes each, and I therefore asl 
unanimous consent that the time be so extended, and that t 

+ gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. ADAMS] have a like amou 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from ‘Tennes 
requests the time be extended fifteen minutes so that each of the 
gentlemen mentioned shall have five minutes and the gentle) 
from Pennsylvania a similar time. 

Mr. PAYNE. I object 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I move, Mr. Speaker, the 
be extended fifteen minutes so as to complete the cons l 
of this question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order against that mot 
The SPEAKER pro tempore The motion ; out of ord 
All this discussion is out of the time of the gentleman ! 

Wisconsin. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Have the other side exhausted 
their time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The other le have exhausted 
their time. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I yield thirteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HEPBurN | 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I know that nothing I ean 
say will save this bill. It ought to pass, but I am satisfied that 
it will not. It is a bill to prevent the crime of wife beating in 





the capital of this nation, and gentlemen all over this Louse 


are laughing at the idea of trying to prevent that crime in the 
capital of the nation. Five hundred and eight wives in th 
last two years have been beaten by their husbands, and gentle 
men make merry over a law [applause] that seeks simply to 
bring proper punishment to the man who will whip his 

And the gentleman from New York, the leader of this House 
wanted to treat this question as one of such levity that 

hour ought to be devoted to and chivalric gentleme 
Kentucky—chivalric Kentucky—-they make merry at the 
pense of those who want to take away from them the privilege 


of whipping their wives in the capital of the nation Laugh 
ter and applause. | 


Mr. Speaker, in my judgment this is a serious matter and 
ought to receive the serious attention of gentlemen rhe bow 
els of compassion of the gentleman from Missouri yearn toward 
the wife beater. He thinks that it would result in the ruin 





tion of such a man to whip him. Can you ruin a 
beast like that? Can you. discredit that kind of man? [Ap- 
.| Will whipping make him more a beast? 


that the home, the American home, is the unit of 

ur lization. How can you have homes, American homes, 
wh even in the capital of the nation men may whip their 
\ ‘he home is the ideal here, because of the equality 
that exists in husband and wife and child. No primogeniture, 
no enta nothing of that kind. All are equal, and love pre- 


nowhere else 
exist 


akes the ideal home, 
conditions such 


» home, and it 
world, be 





‘ause as these 
capital of the nation there were 508 men who 
yed their homes in the last two years, and it is pro- 


posed to do something to check that destruction of the home. 
Why, gentlemen say, there is ample provision now. There is no 
necessity for radical means. Why, our civilization has labored 
up these 1 1. That has failed. The teachings of the church | 
have failed to influence them. The solemn ceremony that they 
have gone through when they took upon themselves the duties 
‘ obligations of establishing a home—to honor the wife, to 
lo nd to cherish the wife—they have failed. Every means 
th has been resorted to up to this time has been a failure—a 
complete, woeful, dismal failure—as is shown by this record, } 
this horrible record of 508 cases in two years of time. 

‘ir. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir. I beg your pardon. Mr. Speaker, 


the gentleman tells us that there is ample law; that they can be 
punished. How? All the punishment to-day of the husband 
who is the malefactor intensifies the suffering and the punish- 
ment of the wife. He is the breadwinner most usually. It is 
not usually the man with abundance; and when you incarcerate 
him in the penitentiary you doom the wife and the children to 
added suffering, to the pangs of hunger and the rigors of cold. 
And that is in the capital. Is that the remedy? Ah, but the 
gentleman says, we will advertise to the capitals of the world 


that we must go backward centuries to the brutalities of | 
medieval times in order to protect our women. How much 


better it is to advertise to the capitals of the world and to all 
mankind that 
exterminate this wrong than to allow it to go on in the capital 
of the nation and under the flag that means so much. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill ought not to be received with levity; 
it ought to receive serious consideration of gentlemen. The 
proposed may not be the best one, but some one other 
than those we have ought to be resorted to. 

Something ought to be done to put an end to this record of 
horror and crime—this destruction of homes. Gentlemen say 


Pennedy 


we are making a manly effort to suppress and | 





that you brand this man whom you punish in this way, and | 


that his wife would never recognize him again, and that you put 

tigma upon his children. Is it not better that they, innocent 
as they may be, should suffer sometimes rather than that this 
should go on and the child life of thousands be destroyed be- | 
cause of homes of this character? 


Gentlemen, 
going to be deterred from using the only means that you can 





make applicable to this kind of men simply because learned 
gentlemen from chivalric Kentucky talk about thumbscrews 
nd all of the punishments of inquisitorial days? No one 
wants to bring back those evil times; but if there is some one 
I hment that is adaptable to this class of men, to whom 
! ig else seems to be adaptable, I would not refuse it be 
cause civilization in the main has discarded its use and dis- 
( large measure the offenses that it was then applicable 
t \pplause., ] 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill do lie upon 
the table 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
moves th the bill be laid upon the table. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 


NORRIS. I should like to inquire whether, under the 

rule prohibit any Member from voting where he has a per- 

nal terest in the result, the members from Maryland, where 

they have a whipping post for sale, will be allowed to vote on 
this question? { Laughter. ] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from 

New York to withdraw his motion and let us have about thirty 


minutes more time for debate. Several gentlemen want time on 
this side. 


Mr. PAYNE. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I trust the gentleman from 


New York will not insist upon that. 


there are two sides to this question; and are we | 


( 
( 
( 
( 
| Cole 
( 
( 
( 
( 


The 
of the 


Mr. SIMS. 
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SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from New York. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
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The question is on the m 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 153, nay 
answered “ present” 7, not voting 164, as follows: 
YEAS—153. 


Alexander 
Allen, N. J. 
Ames 
Bartholdt 
Bennett, Ky. 
Birdsall 
Blackburn 


| Boutell 


Brown 
Brownlow 
Buckman 
surgess 
Burke, S. 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Butler, Pa. 
Butler, Tenn. 
Capron 
‘hapman 
‘lark, Fla. 
‘lark, Mo, 
‘ayton 


Dak. 


Pa. 
Wis. 


‘ooper, 
‘ooper, 
‘urtis 
‘ushman 
Dale 

Dalzell 
Davey, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawson 
Denby 
Dixon, 
Draper 
Driscoll 
Edwards 
Ellerbe 


Ind, 


Acheson 
Adams, 
Babcock 
sartiett 
Bates 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Bowers 
sowersock 


Pa. 


| Brantley 


Broocks, Tex, 

Burleson 
surnett 

Byrd 

Chaney 


Candler 
Hardwick 


Adams, Wis. 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Allen, Me. 
Andrus 
Bankhead 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bede 
Beidler 
Bennet, N. 
Bingham 
Bishop 
Bonynge 


ae 


| Bowie 


Bradley 
Brick 

Brooks, Colo. 
Broussard 
Brundidge 
Burke, Pa. 
Burton, Ohio. 
Calder 
Calderhead 
Campbell, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Cassel 

Castor 
Cockran 

Cocks 

Conner 
Cousins 
Cromer 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Darragh 
Dawes 

De Armond 
Deemer 
Dickson, IIL. 
Dixon, Mont. 


Kans. 


Ellis 

Esch 

Field 
Fitzgerald 
Flack 

Floyd 

Foss 

Foster, Ind. 
Fulkerson 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel 

Graft 
Graham 
Gregg 
Grenna 
Grosvenor 
Gudger 

Hale 

Hay 

Hedge 

Heflin 
Henry, Conn. 
Hermann 
Hill, Conn, 
Holliday 
Hlowell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Hughes 

Huil 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Hunt 

Keliher 
Kennedy, Nebr. 
Ketcham 
Kitchin, Wm. W 
Knapp 
Knowland 
Lacey 


Lawrence 
Lester 

Lloyd 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
loud 
Loudenslager 
McCall 
McCarthy 
Mahon 
Marshall 
Meyer 

Miller 

Minor 

Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Nevin 

Norris 
Olcott 

Otjen 
Overstreet 
Padgett 

Page 
Patterson, 8. C. 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Powers 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeder 

Reid 

Roberts 
Robinson, Ark. 
Rodenberg 
Ruppert 
Ryan 
Shackleford 


NAYS—60. 


Davis, W. Va. 
Dovener 
Fletcher 
French 

Fuller 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Garner 

Hayes 

Hill, Miss. 
Hoar 
Hopkins 
Houston 
Howard 
Hubbard 


Huff 
Jones, Va. 
Jones, Wash, 
Lamb 

Lee 

Lilley, Pa. 
Livingston 
Lovering 
Macon 
Madden 
Moore 
Morrell 
Murphy 
Parker 
Pou 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—7. 


Jenkins 


Kline Sherley 

NOT VOTING—164. 
Dresser Kitchin, Claude 
Dunwell Klepper 
Dwight Knopf 
Fassett Lafean 
Finley Lamar 
Flood Landis, Chas. B. 
Fordney Landis, Frederick 


Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Garber 
Gardner, Mich, 
Garrett 
Gilbert, Ind. 
Gilbert, Ky. 
Gill 
Gillespie 
Gillett, 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Granger 
Greene 
Griggs 
Hamilton 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Ilearst 
Hienry, Tex. 
Hepburn 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Hitt 

Hogg 


Cal. 


Humphreys, Miss. 


James 
Johnson 

Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Kinkaid 


Patterson, N. C. 


Law 

Le Fevre 
Legare 

Lever 

Lewis 

Lilley, Conn, 
Linasay 
Littauer 
Little 
Littlefield 
McCleary, Minn, 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Lil. 
McKinney 
McLachlan 
MeLain 
MecMorran 
McNary 

Mann 

Martin 
Maynard 
Michalek 
Mondell 
Mouser 
Needham 
Olmsted 
Palmer 
Parsons 
Patterson, Pa. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 


Shartel 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Sibley 

Sims 

Slemp 
Smith, Iowa. 
Southard 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Stephens, T 
Sterling 
Sullivan, M: 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N, C,. 
Tirrell 
Tyndall 
Volstead 
Wachter 
Wadsworth 
Waldo 
Webb 
Webber 
Weeks 
Weems 
Wharton 
Wiley, Ala. 
Wilson 
Wood, Mo. 
Wood, N. J. 
Young 


Ransdell, La. 
Reynolds 
Richardson, Ky, 
Rixey 

Scroggy 
Slayden 

Small 

Smith, I! 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Tex, 
Smyser 

Spicht 

Trimble 
Wallace 
Watkins 


Wanger 


Prince 

Vujo 

Rainey 

Rhinock 
Rhodes 
Richardson, Ala. 
Rives 
Robertso! 
Rucker 
Russell 
Samuel 
Schneebel 
Scott 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, Ky 
Smith, M 
Smith, W ‘ n 
Smith, P? 

Snapp 

Southall 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Steenerson 
Stevens, M ‘ 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Taylor, A 
Thomas, O 
Towne 
Townsen 
Underw: 
Van Duz 
Van Wi! 
Vreeland 
Watson 
Weisse 
Welborn 
Wiley, } 
Williat 
Willian 
Woodya 
Zenor 


| 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table was agreed | 
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Che following pairs were announced: at any time to report and call up a measure raising revenue 
On this vote: It has, to be sure, been held over and over n this House 
Mir. CHARLES B. LANDIS with Mr. WILLIAMS. that a measure affecting revenue in any way con inder the 
\Ir. KAHN with Mr. CoNNER. provisions of this rule, but there is only on ele. solitary 
For the day: ruling which says that a measure which is purely administrat ve 
\ir. TOWNSEND with Mr. UNDERWOOD. shall be held to be included in this rule for giving privil to 
\ir. PARSoNS with Mr. MAYNARD. measures raising revenue. That, Mr. Speaker, a ruling of 
Mr. Smita of California with Mr. Smira of Maryland. the late Speaker Reed in the Vifty-fifth Co \ 
\ir. OLMSTED with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. point of order was raised against the privileg ed for a 
Mr. MANN with Mr. RAINEY. certain bill known as the “ Texas Free Zone bill.” 

Mr. McK rintey of Illinois with Mr. McLaIn. The point at issue which was raised at that t vas 

Mr. Law with Mr. Linpsay. measure was not privileged. The gentleman from Ohio [|M 
ir. GREENE with Mr. LEVER. GROSVENOR] claimed that it was privileged because it | 
\ir. Hoea with Mr. LewIs. prevent smuggling, and therefore enhance the revenu On 
Mr. HavuGeEN with Mr. LEGARE. the other side it was claimed that it would not enhance tl! 
Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. CLAupDE KITCHIN. revenue. The Speaker joined in the discussion entirely on t 
\ir. DRESSER with Mr. JOHNSON. basis as to whether or not it would enhance the reve e, until 
\ir. Dixon of Montana with Mr. GriaGs. Mr. Dingley of Maine rose in his seat and id that a sim 
\Ir. CRUMPACKER with Mr. GILLESPIE. question had been decided by Speaker Carlisle, and that tl 
\ir. Coustns with Mr. GLass. latter had held that a purely administrative custo 

Mir. Cassen with Mr. GILt. be held to be a measure for “raising revenue.” Whereupon 
\ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas with Mr. Giipert of Kentucky. Speaker Reed cited this decision of Speaker Carlisle and over- 
Mr. Brick with Mr. CANDLER. ruled the point of order, saying that it was immaterial whethe1 
Mr. BoNYNGE with Mr. GARRETT. or not the bill in question raised or lowered the revenue, in view 
Mr. Bennet of New York with Mr. FLoop. of Speaker Carlisle’s decision. 

Mr. Bemrter with Mr. Broussarp. Now, Mr. Speaker, as a matter of fact, Speaker Carlisle never 
ir. BANNON with Mr. BANKHEAD. made any such decision as that cited by Mr. Dingley and fol 
Mr. Knopr with Mr. WEISSE. lowed by Speaker Reed. This will appear very clearly fro 
\ir. Burton of Ohio with Mr. SPARKMAN. reading of the footnote in Parliamentary Decisions of the Hi: 

Mir. LarraAver with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. of Representatives, paragraph No. 408. 

Mr. Brsuor with Mr. GoLpFoGLe. Mr. Reed’s decision was based on an erroneous stateme! 
\ir. DarRAGH with Mr. GARBER. made by Mr. Dingley on the floor of the House in discussin; 

Mr. Fassett with Mr. Hearst. point of order. Mr. Speaker Reed went on to say that Mr. ¢ 
Mr. Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. AITKEN. lisle’s interpretation having been given and the rules hay 
\Mir. WoopyaArp with Mr. McNary. been reenacted, the rule of the House must be held to be ¢ 

Mr. Hamimron with Mr. RUSSELL. lished. As a matter of fact, as I say, Mr. Carlisle never gave 
Mr. ANpRUS with Mr. BowTe. any decision. It is preposterous to say that any decision shall 
Mr. Hirr with Mr. De ARMOND. stand as the rule of this House for which there is just 

\ir. JENKINS with Mr. RicwHarpson of Alabama. precedent and that precedent based on an entirely incorrs 
Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. CocKRAN. presentation of the facts made by the late gentleman from 


Maine, Mr. Dingley. 
But, Mr. Speaker, in addition to this objection, and taking it 


Mr. McCreary of Minnesota with Mr. Towne. 
\ir. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Henry of Texas. 


Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmitH with Mr. Ropertrson of Louisiana. for granted that the late Speaker Reed’s view is more likely to 

ir. NEEDHAM with Mr. JAMES. prevail with the present Speaker than my own, I invite 

Ir. Pearre with Mr. SuLiivan of New York. attention of the Speaker to the wording of this measure in 
BINGHAM with Mr. McDermott. 6. He will observe that the President not only is authorized 


to establish convenient districts for the collection of cu 


Mr. Bepe with Mr. RUCKER. ; 
but he is also authorized to establish convenient districts fou 


\lr. VREELAND with Mr. RHINOCK. 


til further notice: the “interests of commerce and shipping.” Now, it is a well 
ir. FrepeErtIcK LANDIS with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. known principle of parliamentary procedure, and has been so 
Scorr with Mr. Harpwick. ruled by the present Speaker and by many others, that wher 
BARCHFELD With Mr. Litt Le. measure would otherwise be privileged under the rules of 1 
‘Ir. Watson with Mr. SHERLEY. House, if it contain within itself matter which is not privileged, 
Ir. CALDER With Mr. VAN DuZER. the privileged character is taken away from the \ le I 
Ir. McKinney with Mr. Puvo. tricts established for the “ interests of commerce and shippil 
Le Fevre with Mr. LAMAR. have nothing whatever to do either with the r ng of reve 
Dwicut with Mr. SourTHALL or with the administration of our customs { measure cont 
CROMER With Mr. Zenor. ing this provision can not be held to be privileged under the r 
Ropes with Mr. GRANGER. Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atte ( 
the session: | the Chair to the ruling of Mr. Speaker Reed cited by tl 
CurRIER with Mr. FIN.ey. | man: 
WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. | On May 4, 1898, Mr. Cuartes H. Grosvenor, of ( illed 
PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. Patrerson of North | privileged matter the joint resolution (H. Res. 27) to repea 
nn 7 resolution in reference to the Free Zone on the frontier of M 
. subject Involved being the transportation of d ] 


BRADLEY with Mr. GouLDEN. 


tion to smuggling. 





result was then announced as above recorded. Mr. Samuel W. T. Lanham, of Texas, made t point of order 
this was not a bill “ raising rever 
CONSOLIDATION OF CUSTOMS DISTRICTS. | After debate, the Speaker ruled 


PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re otto gentleman from Texas [{Mr. Bat tated 
tself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of a oho 3 aeat ai ae —_ month Raga 


on for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7114) to pro if the bill were a bill affecting the raising of re 

the consolidation and reorganization of customs col- | the question of order as decic 
districts “The Chair thinks that the 
rirater is Sara ae . ; : 7 ence to the pending pol 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that | a bill ‘ affecting reve 
ise resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on | and that the mere lan 




















te of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. | '94. tevenue, can Have no materia qppicad 
Dingley], where Mr. Cat d 
GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I demand | privileged in the sam 
ar order, and I raise the point of order that this bill is | CYe®y other instance ey 
| , et sa House has contained, nec ' 
vileged under any rule of the House. If the Chair de- | and simple, which the x i not 


} 
) 


lear me upon the point of order, | am ready. in order and privileged 
SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from ‘*2ture would necessarily 


sett privileged matter as it mig! ( 
‘ Ie been the universal construction that 
GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the rule of | the methods of collection of rever 
House, which alone is applicable to this matter, is that , ©f,"eyenue. While it is true that any 


raised, might construe tl 


which gives to the Committee on Ways and Means the right | been feenacted they are understoad to be reenucted , vith 








2 


q 


the construction placed upon the rules, just as the reenactment 
ra de on of the court is understood to be reenacted 
il of th: provision 
to the Chair that, this being a measure relating to the 
1 the collection of the revenues, and without determining 
it is euses or decreases the revenue, it is a matter that comes 
wit ] *s and can be considered under the rules 
i ‘ { efore overrules the question of order raised by the | 
n ym Texas.” 
It would seem, Mr. Speaker, that this covers the point in 
e. It allows the President to establish convenient dis- 
{ t ind the amendment, “to discontinue or consolidate ports 
nd subports therein for the collections of revenue from cus- 
toms, and for the interests of commerce and shipping, and for 
these purposes may subdivide any State or Territory within or 





appurtenant to the United States,” ete. Of course, the estab- 
lishment of ports has a most intimate connection with the col- 
lection of the revenue, it has the most intimate connection 
h the question of smuggling, as was decided in the Free Zone 
st hether it be to prevent smuggling or whether it may 
ply facilitate smuggling, it still relates to the revenue. It 
vould seem that this bill is in order, and not only in order, 
but in accordance with the established precedent of the House. 
We | eh dozens of bills almost every Congress establish- 
ort or a subport here and there, or allowing the privi 

oO nmediate transportation in bond. 

All those bills came in as privileged matters and have been 
o trented in the House since I have been a Member of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to have the attention 
of the gentleman from New York. In lines 5 and 6 are the 
words “and for the interests of comm » and shipping.” Now, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts makes the point that those 





that is 











words do not cover the subject privileged and being in- 
eorporated in the bill would destroy the privileged character of 
the bill 
Mr. PAYNE Those words are only incidental to the other, 
( ital to the collection of revenue. It is part of the ad 
ve act; it is only incidental to it, and the whole lan 
ge relates to the establishment of ports for the collection of 
TO 
Vir. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
the attention of the Chair and the gentleman from New 
Vol » the fact th ‘ter those words which he speaks of as 
lental the bill reads, “and for these purposes,” and there 
er treats the purposes as plural. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I think that 
‘ntleman from New York is mistaken in supposing that those 
ig the interests of commerce and shipping,” have any 
yd h the collection of revenue. Obviously they re- 
‘ h ties , t our custom-houses for the issue 
of to vessels » enrollment of vessels, and for the 
of i to ! macks. Various other functions 
entire l onnected th th collection of revenue fall to the 
‘tors of customs If the Chair is desirous of further 
on such part of my point of order as related to the 
en ertion of Speaker Carlisle’s ruling 
e SPEAKER. The Chair does not desire to hear the gen 
tle ! point, 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me there is much 
force iia what the gentleman from New York says in regard to 
which it is claimed destroys the privileged char- 
f s bill The privileged matter in the bill is that re- 
he collection of customs. That is the primary pur- 
f this bill. It is for the purpose of enabling the President 
of the | ted State to reorganize and consolidate customs 
1 districts for the collection of customs revenue. Now, 
h these districts and with the duties of the 
harged with the responsibility of collecting 
ices to vessels and perform other 
es relating to shipping and commerce. In the latter respect 
( only to shipping and commerce, but the pri 
y purpose is the collection of revenue, and if the non- 
connected with the privileged matter is merely 
i lental to the primary object it does not destroy the privi- 
le r ve that effect it1 st necessarily be dependent upon 
| rt of that which is privileged. You can take this 
\ ( rely d yet there remains the primary object unaf- 
f dl the incidental matter which is contained in the bill 
( the matters that are incide to the collection of revenue. I 
think, inasmuch as it is a mere incident in connection with 
these cu ms districts and the duties of these customs officers 
to issue manifests or clearance if vessels, that you could elimi- 


nate that entirely and it would uot affect or destroy the primary 
purpose of the bill, namely, the reorganization of customs dis 
tricts, which certainly does relate to revenue and, under the 
decision cited by the gentleman from New York, is in order. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to present a 
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certain point of view to the Chair before he makes his ry] 
I do not believe that a fair construction of this language 


| even bear the construction that the gentleman from Minnes 


has suggested. My understanding of this language is that 
is a description of the district and subdistrict now existing 
which is to exist that may be affected by the action of the s 
retary of the Treasury or President for the purpose of 1 
ranging the collection districts, and I read the language in 
way: 

That the President is hereby authorized to establish convenient 
tricts and to discontinue and consolidate ports and subports ther 
the collection of revenue of customs and for the interests of com 
and shipping. 

That is a description of the district itself and in nov 
describes that which is to be done by the action of the | 
dent or that which is to be done by the operation of this 
It is a mere description of the district; so that it ought io ) 
and, in fact, ought to be construed in this way: The Pre 
is authorized, in the interest of the collection of reveny 
change the districts, ports, and subports now existing fo) 
collection of the revenue and in the interest of commer 
shipping. 

Those that are in existence for that purpose may be chan 
in the interest of the subject of collections. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from New York [\ 
PAYNE] please give his attention, take the bill in his hand 
strike out, in line 5, the words “for the collection of 
from customs?” Then the bill will read as follows: 

That the President is hereby authorized to establish convenient 


triets and to discontinue or consolidate ports and subports ther: 
the interests 


‘ 


revel 


Striking out “ and ”"— 
of commerce and shipping. 

In the opinion of the gentleman from New York, would 
be privileged? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think it would, because part ot 
sentence is emasculated, which refers the whole subject-u 
to the collection of the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. Precisely; but the Chair will suggest 
gentleman that if the words indicated were stricken « 
the law was enacted, it would be operative. It would « 
the President with the power, would it not? 

Mr. PAYNE. It would clothe the President with the p 
to establish districts to regulate commerce and_ shippi 
the Chair had left in “establish convenient districts 
discontinue or consolidate ports and subports there 
would have been all right, but I think by striking out | 
words it would refer wholly to commerce and shipping. 
those words are in the bill. They give character to 
refers the whole subject-matter to the important part, 
the collection of the revenue, and the commerce and ship 
be regulated are incidental to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from New York 
PAYNE] will permit me, I would suggest to the Chair 
words relating to commerce and shipping are eliminated, 
tainly then would be clearly in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair agrees with the gentleman 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, if the Chair agrees, then, with 
proposition, if without these words we clothe the President 
the power to reorganize and consolidate those districts, 
the districts are consolidated and the officers are appoi 
discharge the duties connected with the collection of th 
enue, all ef the duties which are now imposed by law up 
officers would be performed independently of whether thi 
to shipping and commerce or not. You could elimina 
language entirely, and when the districts are reorgani: 
the custom oflicers are appointed they would discharge 
ally the same duties they are discharging to-day, for th 
discharging those duties under express authority of the st 
It is not proposed to change the duties of the officers 
least. My contention is that you can strike out of the | 
tirely all reference to shipping and commerce and go 
the consolidation of these districts, appoint the officers 
lect the revenue, and when that is done, if there are an) 
that those officers have to perform to-day under the law 
spect to commerce and shipping, they would have to dis 
those same duties after the consolidation as they are doin 
So that it is not even an integral part of the bill. It 
important or essential feature. And in cases where thie 
leged matter is not dependent at all upon the nonpri\ 
matter the nonprivileged matter does not destroy the pri\ 
I think that is the uniform ruling of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule, unless th 
tleman desires to address the Chair further. The Chair \ : 


be ready to follow, touching the first point of order made by 
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eman from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer], the ruling by | this House as I did before; but th oO ‘ 
Speaker Reed, in which ruling the Chair concurs. Even | this matter has been under con el I 
ut that ruling, the Chair would be inclined to hold that | six years—that this is the only real ret . re 
bill under the rule was privileged. But the bill does more | bates which will make all the p f this ‘ t 
i that, as it seems to the Chair. It says that— | dealings with common carriers. 
e President is hereby authorized to establish convenient districts I yield the remainder of my time to the 
» discontinue or consolidate ports and subports therein for the mittee [Mr. JENKINS]. 
er from customs and for the interest of commerce Mr. JENKINS. I vic ld ten minutes to t , — 
ere are two objects to be accomplished by this bill if en- | New York [ Mr. Atexanper]. 
i into legislation. Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ‘ ( 
e, collection of revenue; the other in the interest of com- | te™tion of the Members of the House to two points : 
which has been before the Judiciary Com tee for the 


and shipping. The first is privileged under the rule. 

Uni- three years. It has had very careful consid 

believe, comes to the House with a unanimous re} 
In the first place, it interferes with no law uy 


ond, as it seems to the Chair, is not privileged. 
rulings, so far as the Chair knows or has been informed, 
to be, without exception, that a nonprivileged proposition 


1 with the privileged, even if slight and incidental, de- | 000K. It is simply cumulative of whatever may 
the privilege. That is quite familiar to gentlemen on | P#Ssed upon this subject. Other laws may parallel it 
utions making inquiry from the heads of the Departments. snterteres with and pager es : 
they go beyond the question of inquiry as to a matter of | %¢ last section of the bill, it is simply cumulative of ot 
it destroys the privilege. The Chair does not think it he second point is that it allows the a. 
ry to amplify. It seems to the Chair quite plain that the amount that shall oe recovered, and this, it ; - 
nprivileged matter destroys the privilege; and therefore the Sway merit of the bill. A clerk, eo ea 
Chair sustains the point of order. employ of some great trust or corporation, and wh 
gentleman from Massachusetts demands the regular | ‘% books, knows if it has been illegally receiving rebates. He 
( r, which is the call of committees. That rests with the | <20WS from whence it comes and how to prove it. It is befor 
( ittee on the Judiciary, and there comes over an unfinished a re ~— oe ae —— ae a 1 a ee 7 - 
f which the Clerk will report the title. pin ae nen gett chor igaiocnaned a aan oa ‘Le ; % hy de 


e Clerk read as follows: : a 
‘ ‘ to disclose dishonest methods 
(H. R. 11784) to authorize the recovery of the value of un- 


rebates and discriminations and penalty therefor, and for other | . Every Member in this House knows that the fear « 1 
former is the great power that enforces the collection of « 
RECOVERY OF VALUE OF UNLAWFUL REBATES. taxes. Men who deal in liquor hang up in thi 
JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee Hs - e ve te . ; « = : oo 
aoc . ~ . , ssti 1S lave oll Lis mn advoUT The cou I 
on the Judiciary, I call up the bill H. R. 11784. Mf af a . : — ’ : 
- o¢ oO » rleodica ] ‘very ry ! who es oT 
e SPEAKER. ‘The bill has been reported to the House. cccnan of the a a a ry man 
. : . come A SHV, £ ‘tective, \ one ‘eports al ce nt 
JENKINS. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey | [©COMe & Spy, & Getective, w! : ; 
PARKER] prosecutions, 
{KER}. i. awn ' ane : ‘oft 9 nlace where lian : i 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. _ . vO tt s ee = sodiel a ; 
has twenty-three minutes remaining. a re : , ¥ stank el - 
PARKER. Mr. Speaker, other members of the commit- keepers are afraid of the United | * 
ties. but because thev fear their « ustome 


speak upon this bill, and as I have given it very full 


1 in the House on the 29th of January I shall try to | “me turn informers and bring trouble and en 


Now, this bill gives clerks in the employ of 


‘ehates illeg n incentive to info! ‘ a4 ’ 


Speaker, those who were not here then will want to know | #re getting reb 
ose of the bill. We all feel that the chief cause of the | General or d tC att ) “ & pri 





of monopolies is that they obtain unlawful rebates and | Witnesses to prove then This feature 
has been no way thus far by which this evil could be mended itself to some of the gentlemen on 1 Pudi ( 
l. If a great monopoly gets rebates worth a million dol- | mittee, and I feel confident t! a bu 
it is reported some of them have—a fine of teu | W ll commend itself to e gentlemen of t i e 
1 or twenty thousand dollars is nothing. This bill pro- fear of the saloon keeper who is selling \ t ( 
that if in future there be such unlawful rebates, whether | enter the countinghouse of every corporat vhiel 
» such by the common law or by the interstate-commerce | business illegally. It places thi nh the 
United States may bring an action against the person | Of knowing that their clerks, who, 1 r 
receive them to recover back their value, suing on the | & generous portion of the recoyel I I 
of any court of competent jurisdiction. It provides, methods at any moment 
at if those rebates be received knowingly—that is, These two points, theref that 
double the value may be recovered. This double re- | lative of other statut and ti 
ll be chiefly in the case of secret rebates. There may | eriime nt to learn of dishor Ct } 
es and unlawful discriminations made by open and | cellent reasons for ] 
ffs which are claimed to be lawful. The Government Mr. JENKINS. Mr. § 
ons interested may then determine whether they be | from Alabama [ Mr. CLayvror 
or not by a suit in court. But when that question has Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. § 
d, if the shipper knowingly and willfully persists in | what seems to be a desire o1 ‘ t i 
rebates, then double the value can be recovered. effective the law I ‘ iat r f ‘ ‘ 
here are cases where the evidence is hard to obtain, | and preference The | 
d section provides that this action by leave of the | have in it a provisio1 
be brought under control of the court by an in-/| preference or reba su | 
ho shall receive half of the recovery, but shall not | under existing law, only a d 
the action until after notice to the Attorney-Gen- | ré \ tl et prefer ‘ 
i by leave of the court first obtained. One can hardly | here the other day was, in one of | 
the power that this provision will give against some | improvement on the Elkins 1 
if any one of its clerks, cognizant of a secret re- | for ascertaining the giving of 
me bookkeeper, can be induced thereby to bring | reason of the fact that it prescribed « ! ke 
to knowledge of the public and see that recovery is | certain publicity that gave né 
tion of the law. 
fourth section, Mr. Speaker, this remedy is declared Under existing law the company that give 
iddition to other remedies. This bill does not pro- | ence—the rebate—is punished. N the f t 
inish anyone criminally. It is a remedy which simply | reach in another way the man who rs 
’s the principle that all are equal before the law, and | or rebate. When you reach bot 
ly person or corporation receive such favor as gives an | when you reach both parties to t! 
ge over others in dealing with common carriers, that | company or corporation that gives the re 
n or corporation must yield up the value of that special | or corporation or person that r \ 
so that equality shall be again established. much farther toward preventi the 


Speaker, I doubt whether I have explained this as well | and preferences, and that is the object 
1 did before. I do not desire to take so much of the time of | The first section of it has been crit ed | ( 


2 


- 


456 


reason that it does not require the person who receives the re- 
bate to be guilty of offending against the provision to have 
knowledge of that preference or that rebate. The answer to that 
criticism is this: That it is often a difficult matter to prove, I 
believe, what the law books call the “ scienter,” or guilty knowl- 
edge. And we may say further that doubtless it will never 
occur in the history of the administration of this act, should it 
become a law, in any case where any person or company re- 
ceiving any rebate that he or it did not know of the rebate or 
This feature of the bill is in the nature of prescrib- 
ing the rule of evidence to govern the case. 

Now, under the second section of the bill the knowledge must 
be shown affirmatively. 
preference must be shown by positive evidence that he know- 
ingly received it, knowing that it was a rebate or preference 
not given to others. 


The SPEAKER. 


preference, 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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value of the rebate and it is likewise a punishment for the ¢ 
ernment to collect by forfeiture twice the value of the rebat; 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentlem,; 
question right there. Is it not entirely competent for Cong 
to prescribe the rule of evidence or the amount of evidence | 
essary, taking the view that it is a criminal case or a civil « 
to authorize a judgment or a conviction in any case? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. I do not understand that this bill und 
takes to prescribe any rule of evidence of any sort or charac 


| but when it provides that the Government can only collect 


The person who receives the rebate or | 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman two | 
minutes more. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, in case the action is insti- 


tuted and judgment had under the second section of the act, the 


penalty is in double the amount of the secret preference or re- 
bate. Now, as I said in the beginning, if we want to make 
effective the provisions of law against rebates and preferences, 
let us punish, in the manner proposed in this bill, those who 
receive these preferences. There will be fewer persons to ask 
them and fewer persons to grant them if this be done. The 
machinery provided here is common to the law. It will enable, 


through the medium of giving the informant half the recovery, 
the officers of the law to get proof in cases where now they are 





unable to get that proof; so I think, as I said before, that the 
bill is in consonance with and in furtherance of the legislation 
that is existing d that which we proposed to enact by the 
passage of the railroad-regulating bill the other day. It is in 
furtherance of existing law and will do a great deal toward 
stopping the accepting of secret preferences and rebates. In 


my judgment the bill ought to pass. 


| Applause. | 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BRANTLEY]. 
Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, in so far as the purpose of 


this bill may be to prevent and to punish rebates it has my full 

1d entire sympathy. I am of the opinion, however, that the 
bill is sabject to some criticism, and it is to make that criti- 
cisin that I take the floor. Rebates ought to be prohibited 
ought to be punished. Not only should the giver of the rebates 
» punished, but the receiver as well, and such is the law now. 
fhe law could not be more emphatic or positive against the man 
who receives a rebate than it is now, and the fear and appre- 
] ion that I have concerning this bill is that, in the first 
place, it may prove ineffective and abortive, and in the second 
place, serve to confuse and complicate the existing situation. 1 
have no special objection to the passage of the bill if it is the 
will of the House to pass it, but I desire to say that in my judg- 


bi@ 11> 


ment what this bill seeks to do could be done far more effect- 
ively in another way, and I took the liberty of suggesting that 
way to the honorable gentleman who introduced it. The pres- 


ent law, known as the “ Elkins law,’ provides in express terms, 
after defining a rebate any device whatever by which prop- 


erty is transported at less than the published tariff rates, that— 





as 





i A n or corporation who shall offer, grant, or give or solicit, 
ept, or receive any ch rebates, concessions, or discriminations shall 
! of a sde! nor, and on conviction thereof shall be pun 

hed by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $20,000. 
ire have upon the statute books to-day a penal law 
ian who receives a rebate. What does this bill pro 
po It is claimed to be an authorization for a civil suit 
man who receives a rebate, but I have not been able 








ip my mind clearly that such a suit would be simply 

vil su Certainly the receiver of the rebate does not owe 

tl val f that rebate to the United States Government. He 
light possibly owe it to the railroad that unlawfully gave it to 
I The zht possibly owe it to some competitor who had been 
wronged, but he does not owe it to the United States Govern- 
ment, and therefore I conclude that when the Government un- 
dertakes to assume to recover in a suit the value of such re- 
bate the suit of the Government is a penal suit and the amount 


of the recovery is a punishment. The punishment imposed in 
the first section of this bill is the amount or value of the rebate 
or concession that is received. The second section of the bill 
provides that if it be shown that the rebate was knowingly and 


willfully received the Government may recover twice the value 
of such rebate or concession, and thus the punishment here is 
twice that imposed by the first section. To my mind there is no 
distinction between the first section and the second section so 
Itisa 
for the Government to collect by forfeiture the 


far as concerns each of them being in its nature penal. 
punishment 


| that 


value of a rebate when it is shown to be an unlawful re! 
the conclusion is irresistible that before the Government 
maintain a suit at all it must show that the party being syed 
has committed the crime of receiving an unlawful rebate. No 
the law presumes every man innocent until he has been 
victed. Are we proposing to exact a forfeiture from a man 
a punishment for a crime before we have convicted him |) 
proper proof under rules of evidence, whatever they may be, 
he has committed the crime? I am inclined to doy) 
whether the suit authorized by the bill could be maintained at 
all until there has been a prosecution and a conviction under 
what is known as the Elkins law. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in the case of sy 
dling, does the gentleman mean to say that a man ought not to 
sue and get his property back if he has been swindled out of it 


the crime of swindling beyond a reasonable doubt? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Not at all, but that proposition is entire! 
foreign to this. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. What is the difference in the a) 
plication of that to the rule of evidence? 
BRANTLEY. ‘This is the difference. If the Government 
undertook to collect the value of property another had be 
swindled out of, it would be the Government imposing a penalty 





for the swindling. The case the gentleman cites is a ¢: 
between two individuals. It is a suit for money had and 
ceived. The suit authorized here is a suit by the United States 


Government against a man that the Government says has 
mitted a crime, and to exact a forfeiture from him by reaso 
that crime. 

I am very much inclined to the view that before the Gove: 
ment can collect the forfeiture out of him the Government must 
convict him of having committed the crime. Now, Mr. Speaker 
this bill if enacted into law and the same is sustained as a 
valid law, will change the present law, for it provides, in connec 
tion with the Elkins law, for two punishments against a man 
who receives a rebate and still leaves the railroad, the party 
who gives the rebate, to suffer but one punishment. The pres 
law provides the same punishment for the giver as for the re 
ceiver. Here is a bill that by its own terms is claimed to be 
merely cumulative of the old law, providing an additional p 
ishment upon the receiver of the rebate. Now, another appre- 
hension I have about this bill is that I do not see very well 
the Government can punish a man twice for the same act, l 
what I am afraid of is that the effect of this bill may be to 
peal the Elkins law, a wise and proper penal law upon the s: 


| subject, at least so far as the receiver of the rebate is concer 


If it does not serve to repeal it I am afraid it will serve to « 
fuse the present situation by producing complicated and 
tracted litigation, pending which the enforcement of punis! 
against anybody will be delayed. Mr. Speaker, the sugs 
of the honorable gentleman who offers this bill that any di! 
rule of law will apply in the taking of evidence under it 
the rule that prevails in taking evidence under the Elkin 
I do not think well founded. In other words, under 
before the Government can recover from the receiver 0 
rebate it must show an unlawful act. The bill so provides 

Can not a man claim the shield of protection agains! 
fying to that which would incriminate him in a suit unc 
bill the same as he could under the Elkins law or any 
criminal law? Now, as I said a while ago, if the House ' 
to pass this bill I have no objection to its being passed 
own judgment, however, is that if we want to make the | 
law more effective—and I would like to see it more el 
and if I had my way about it and could have control! 
Judiciary Committee I would have taken this bill and 
it upon the Elkins law and would have provided that \ 
man is convicted of the offense of receiving a rebate he 
pay not only the fine mentioned in the Elkins law, but i 
tion should pay the amount of the value of the rebate | 
received. I would also provide that an informer instis:'\'s 
and bringing on a prosecution should receive not only b 
the recovery, but half of the fine also. My judgment is, 
would continue to let rebates be a crime and continue to e! 
the law against them as crimes, and increase the punis) 


} 
i 
t 
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| 

id the incentive to prosecute, in this way we would have much 
ter results than can possibly be had by providing for two 
ferent punishments, calling one civil and another ertestnnd.| 
the same identical act. I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 

nan from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that this is a 
y good bill for the purposes for which it was framed. Its 
n purpose is to deprive men of a motive to hold up the 
lroads and force them to give rebates. The first section of 
bill subjects the man who has received an unlawful rebate 
uit, and provides that he shall pay back the amount of the 
ite or discrimination which he has received, regardless | 
the question as to whether he received the rebate “ know 


t 


y” or not. The next section provides that when he shall | 
owingly ” receive a rebate or discrimination he shall pay | 
le. The beginning of section 3 gives a motive of suit to | 


( rce the bill. “ What is everybody’s business is nobody’s 


business,” as a rule, and unless “everybody” has something 
to make by attending to the business. The first part of this 
tion 3 therefore makes the informant receive half of the 


int to be recovered and empowers him to sue. Then there 
practical danger that people of bad character, acting as in 
nants, might sue railroads for the purpose of “ holding them 
’ that is, for the purpose of receiving from the roads a set 
in money to dismiss the case. The next part of this | 
ni undertakes to prevent that by saying that after a suit 
heen once begun by an informant it shall not be dismissed 

| m except after notice to the Attorney-General and with the 
of the court, and that in case there is undue delay upon 

part of the informant in carrying on the suit it shall be the 

of the Attorney-General to proceed with the suit. Section 


+ 
CTL 


ely provides that this measure shall be cumulative and | 


not repeal any other remedy which the people have by suit 
or in equity or by prosecution under the laws already in 
‘ ce, 
ir. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the gentle- 
ir. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 
Ir. CLAYTON. To the gentleman, who has had large legis- 
e experience and is familiar with the legislative history of 


the country, this manner of proceeding here in this case, of pro- 
a civil remedy for damages for the violation of a law 
\ e there is a penalty provided in another law, is not new or 


in legislation. Doubtless the gentleman can recall a num 
her of instances where just «uch 
legislation ” as this has been had. 

WILLIAMS. Auxiliary legislation? 
IMr. CLAYTON. Auxiliary legislation. 
r expression. 

WILLIAMS. Damage of wife or children for murder of 
and or father, for example. Now, Mr. Speaker, the point 
de that this goes to somebody to whom it is not due, to 

the United States Government; that the Government of 
United States has not lost anything, and therefore the Gov- 
( ent of the United States ought not to be repaid. 
lr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me 
t terrupt him? 
WILLIAMS. Yes. 
BRANTLEY. The gentleman, if he is referring to my 
tion, misunderstood me entirely. My proposition was that 
rty not owing this to the Government, for the Government 
‘lect it would be the imposition of a penalty; would make 
ral, 

WILLIAMS. I understood that, and I was trying to state 

way, that the Government could not sue in a civil action, 
ht not to recover, because it had lost nothing. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a high sense in which the Goy 
has lost money. These rebates and discriminations 
violation of law and at the expense the public 
the commerce of the United States—attacking 
equality, and distribution. Of course in no strictly 
is the Government of the United States a legal 

ntative” of the people of the United States; but this 
ey is due to the people of the United States who have 

d who have been defrauded, who have lost 
affairs have been dislocated, who have suffered 
and actual loss by the existence of just this sort of 

e. In a political sense, the Government of the United 

is by far the fairest and fittest party to receive the 
unless you ascertain—which you can not with precision 
ust what particular competitive shippers have suffered by 

‘ business which has gone to these people who have received 
tes. In a high public sense; then, the Government of the 


That is perhaps a 


t 


it 
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ited States is “the legal representative 
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the United States, and it is very fitting and proper that in that 
way the money should be paid back to them. Now, I do not 
think there is much in the point that a prior prosecution would 
| be necessary in order to show that the man had violated the 
law—in other words, that the rebate was “unlawful.” Of 
| course it is stated here that there must be “an unlawful rebate,” 
but that is merely a fact to be established in the civil suit as 
| a predicate for recovery, and a fact to be established not by the 
rules of criminal evidence, but by the rules of civil evidence. 
So that I do not think there is much in that. I do not think 
|} it can repeal any part of the existing law. I do not think 
gentlemen will think so if they read section 4 fully and car 
fully. Now, then, this objection is made—that man 
be “convicted” upon his own testimony. In the first place 
this is not a conviction. It is a suit to recover for the com 
mon treasury damages done to the people, damag done to 
their commerce and to industry. But in the next p M1 
Speaker - 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for two minutes more 
for the gentleman from Mississippi. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. In the next place, Mr. Speaker, if the par 


ties were subsequently prosecuted no lawyer would contend that 
the evidence taken in the civil case could be used against them 
even though they, as witnesses, had incriminated themselves. 
‘hey could keep off the stand in a criminal ca and 


Se, this evi- 


dence could not be used against them in any manner whatso 
| ever. Moreover, even in a civil suit no man can be made to 
|} answer a question which might lay him liable to subsequen 
prosecution. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And the judgment in this case could not be 
pleaded in bar of a prosecution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. © And could not be pleaded in bar of a pros 
| cution. And then practically, Mr. Speaker—because I like 
things to be looked at from a practical standpoint wherever 


possible—practically the fine will seldom, if ever, be recovered 
on the man’s own testimony. It will be recovered as the re 
| sult of somebody's else testimony, and the relator th he 
formant—and the Government alike will find that they will 
have to depend upon the testimony of somebody besides the 
man sued in order to recover the penalty. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 


" N- | tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Smiru]. 
if I may so term it—* ancil- | 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it i 









| necessary for me to add much to what has been said in favor 
| of this bill. I believe that it is a wise measure and ought to 
be supported by every man in this body. Congress has ) 
at work a good many years in its efforts to bre up the s 
tems of rebates that have prevailed in this count: and I b 
lieve that this measure will go as far to achieve that end as an 
measure that has ever been passed by Congress 
In the first place, the proceeding provided for in this bill is 
the nature of a civil proceeding. It will not require proof 
yond a reasonable doubt that the rebate has been received, bu 
simply a preponderance of testimony will enable the United 


States Government to recover in an action brought under t 
bill if it should be enacted into law. 

Now, the first section of the bill provides that the Gove 
ment may institute an action against anyone who receives Vv 
unlawful rebate. It sometimes happens in the course of deal 
ing with railroads and other carriers that men receive rebate 
without actual knowledge of the fact. The railroad not « 
titled to recover the amount of the rebate, because it has \ 
untarily surrendered all claim to the amount given y l 
made the concession; the party to whom it is given is not 
titled to it, because the laws of the land have forbidden 
to receive rebates, and I know of no person or any 
ganization more entitled to take the sum that h 
in the form of rebates than the United States Gov: ent. 

It is very similar, Mr. Speaker, to the cases of illicit d 
tilling, where the Government detectives go along and dis 
a man running a still. The Government takes his 
destroys it. It does not keep it, it is true: but the G 
takes charge of it, takes the ownership of it, and d 
and yet that does not relieve the man who has 
the illicit distillery from punishment for « y S 
this case, Mr. Speaker, instead of its being 
punishment, it is simply taking from the 
gotten gain. It can not be punishment to t 
that which he has unlawfully gotten. The \ to 
man is to take from him something that belongs to 
not sométhing that does not belong to hi 
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g these sums, received in the form of a rebate, 
the Government of the United States, instead of depriving him 
‘ ! kes from the men who receive them that which 
never did bel to them. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield 


‘ i ‘ , ‘ 

ir. SMITH of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 
er eman why, upon his theory, the United States Government 
! not change its entire penal system, and, by adopting the 
for f bringing d ge suits against those who break its 
la recovel pel es the amount of illegal profits gained 
I breaking tl laws, and by such process deprive the person 
‘ whom the action is brought of his constitutional rights 

m a criminal proceeding to refuse to be a witness against 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. The gentleman evidently did not 


unde ind the statement 1 have just made. I said that it was 
} a punishment of the man who has unlawfully received the 





money to take that money from him by the Government. That 
pu ut at all. It is something like taking from a 
1 f the stolen goods he has possessed himself of in violation | 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow 


this question? 


GILBERT of Kentucky. Will my colleague permit me 


Mir, SMITH of Kentucky. I yield first to my 


colleague from 


ir. GILBERT of Kentucky I want to make this suggestion: 
‘I t every State In the Union where a person is killed by care 
] a Ct use of firearms, for example, the man is often 
in tried, and acquitted of the manslaughter, and still the 
widow or children may institute a suit for damages, and re 
cover damage Such laws are in force, 1 think, in every State 
| : 
\i SMITH of Kentucky I do not think there is any State 


ha law as has been referred to by my colleague. 


further question from the gentlem 


I \I husetts 
\ Ul IVAN of Mas usetts Suppose a clerk in the 
| e | stolen Government funds and instead of } eed 
I lly e Government should sue him for 
ra that dain e su the court will hold t t t 
ul testify. In that situatio you 
‘ had a under the crim 1 law 1 if he 
Ss 4 l f suit then vou would have the eff t 
‘ the man of a crime and yet have d ved | i 
I » te st | self 
\ tl o h { \ ihe gt tel un » in 
i I l i case where the G t 
é I t “| Vy property ol ( \ 
‘ I his bond and recove t! ull 
l se hy S$ not 
‘ ! y ver Judgnx é 
i ' ‘ f ' l. i ad s 1 € 
‘ ent or other « t t 
( ' »N And the judgement in the civil action w ld 
} | tion 
\I IN i .¥ And that would not be a bar to 
! is on all fours with this case 
bill ought to become a law 
NIALN} Mr. t l k for a vote on the bill and 
! nend Ss wel if 
\ Ll to be rossed f l 
Ss a v om et rd 
\ to re } +) vote 
\ 
\ Al I \ 
\*s \ ; i e 
I ‘ ,) V rm 
' 
i \ 
’ ~ 
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brought or removed, though defectively alleged, either pari 
amend at any stage of the proceedings and in the appellate c 
such the court may so as to show on the re 
diverse citizenship and jurisdiction, and thereupon such suit 
proceeded with the same as though the diverse citizenship | 
fully and correctly pleaded at the inception of the suit, or, if 
removed case, in the petition for removal. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a in 
planation of the provisions of this bill. It has a ty 
object. The first section of the bill provides for an 
ment in the case where a suit has been brought in equ 
the remedy is found to be not in equity, but at law. 

Every lawyer knows that the complainant in a case in 
must decide at his own peril, at the beginning of | 
whether he has a complete and adequate remedy at 
whether his remedy is in equity. Having decided that 
beginning, the litigation may drag along for months 
haps for years, and finally the court may determine t! 
complainant had a complete and adequate remedy 
and therefore his bill in equity must be dismissed. H 
incurred a great expense, and perhaps the statute of 
tions has run against his action at law. His suit is dis 
and he is left without remedy, and justice is defeated. 

This bill is in the line of all modern legislation. W) 


terms as impose, 


court decides that the remedy is on the law side or « 
equity side, as the case may be, the court shall then and 
have the power, and it shall be its duty, to transfer t! ’ 


to that docket where the correct remedy can be 


applied 


is the purpose of this bill, that where the remedy is d i 
to be at law and not at equity, to allow the court, w 
reaches that decision, to transfer the case from the 


side of the docket to the law side, and proceed with tl 
of the case and the administration of justice. Now, that 
first provision of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gent 
a question. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Where the transferred from 
endar to the other, does the bill provide for the remod 
the pleadings? 


Mr. CLAYTON, 


case is 


That is left to the rule of practice 





courts Nothing is said in the bill about that, except t 
transfer shall be made upon such terms as the court ! 
pose I may say for the benetit-of the gentleman fro 
that this particular wording of this bill has the app: 
two circuit judges of one of the circuit courts of appea 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, may I 
Slgvest ol: 

Mr. CLAYTON, You may. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. In line 6, of section 1, 
vides that where the complainant has a complete and ¢ 
remedy at law 

The « nt may t » 8 ause t ) 
e tr the law d ourt. 

Now, suppose in tl ! the litig m it t 
that the comp nant d not wish to ava rimase 
rer but that perhaps a l er claim or as it is 
I dete | hasS a ad defense upon the law side 
I tn \ lh st upon the equity sice or | 

se the eq vy side which he can not pel 
m the law side. In other words, he is on the wrong 


1 not that remedy be give 
as well as to the complainant? 
TON. Perhaps that is so, 


he docket. Now, why shouk 
lefendant 


Mr. CLAY but tl 


presentin ig ry case. Perhaps that sort 
as occurred, or perhaps it may occur; but perhaps 
rred, and perhaps it may net occur. We are 
raie er s” here now, but we are follov 
“lout defects In the law and seeking a rr 
\ t ye s has occurred nor perhaps may occur, 
unco tediy has occurre n cases where justice was 
\ » legislating to remedy judicially ascertained d 
‘ ‘ lL will re » 2 sentieman to the case of B 
Liouston, 119 United States, page 347, where this ex 
1 the law was pointed out which this first provis 
seeks to remedy Now, with all due deference to 
man, it may be well for him to prepare a bill on t 
S suggested, or to prepare an amendment We are 
ng to legislate for ascertained, existing evils. 
\l GLLBERT of Kentuc KV. Ll de net mean to be | 


|, and I merely wish to suggest that it constantly 0 


courts that the defendant litigant Ww 

vail himself of the same remedy. It is not a question ¢ 

and I want to know why the remedy you 
the complainant should not be exten 

The gentleman from Alabama knows, 

and successful law practice, that the suggestion I! 


rations in the 


aps” at all, 


it here for 


I 
dant also? 
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hypothetical one, is not a perhaps, but a thing that has | the courts of the United Stat re} f 
ntly occurred in the courts. tion that it do pa 
. ‘ . . The bill ils in the Interest of the ( 
ROBINSON of Arkansas. I will ask the gentleman from | the court 
una if he does not think the objection would be met by an llowever dificult the question 1 
ment allowing the defendant to transfer as well as the ae aud ae aiimeete remade a ,2 
inant? VU. S.. 347.) 
CLAYTON. Perhaps so. I can not recollect of any case If the court decides that his remed 
© Federal courts where justice has been defeated in such a | G’#"!'s oe wi — ft coe, See Se. 
the gentleman from Kentucky suggests, and in my cor that then } is enuse ‘hn ee, arred 
ndence with the judges in reference to this bill, and in | and if so, that justice has been defe ! 
x with the lawyers on the Judiciary Committee and the | ,, Sue Sree oe a a a oe h-. 
who practice in the Federal courts, none of them have | upon su h tern the court im ' t 
ivgested the proposition now urged by the gentleman from | ™ay not be done to either party to t 
ucky. ae econd ne tion of the bul I to d 
GILBERT of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman's pardon, inve ked t defeat 5 meritorious cause ! _* 
ain not urging any alteration in this bill at all. I merely rhe jurisdiction of a cireult court in a 
what I thought was an amicable suggestion in the way of | Nhe decisions of the Supreme Court are 
' this particular fhe uverage iW 
nce hl pleadings upon which jurisdiction led 
CLAYTON. Certainly. The gentleman knows that the te diverse citizenship of the part 
for adjournment has about come, and he knows that all " ms See — es i ! i ; 
ects in the existing law can not be remedied in one bill 1888) | portiine fie thd ant of 
iliciary Committee of this House submits to this House | zenship the word ident 
t has done its best to remedy an existing defect in the | 4) 0° 7 = ae a — sO rhe 
which has been ascertained and pointed out by the judi in in the circuit court often u 
of the country; and if the gentleman from Kentucky, in | be meat elt and should emp th 
» experience, will Introduce a bill with various provisions 2 nae ee er at tg Re oe oo 
to cure other defects of the law, and bring it in here | jy, roots re iit court of app tl i end 
port it with his great ability, | have no doubt that I will | th ppellate court is not permitted to | 
hypereritical, but will back him up and endeavor to pass it at ae con ane ees Our 7 — 136 | ° ; 
us to the second provision On account of the loose If oy it Sadneaaaee meatal te 7 ved hes ~ 
e employed in the act of 1IS8S7, amended in 1888, pro might be affirmed, the litigation ended, and i 
for the removal of cases on the ground of diverse citi . . ' 
the words “ resident,” “ inhabitant and : ae ” are Mr. JENKINS Mr ape ker, 1 call i r the ; 
: , ’ ; Mr. RANDELL of ‘Texa Ir. Speake 
scriminately and in a confused way On account of inquiry , 
fusion in the statute it is a common thing for the aver The SPEAKER Th ihliniaiiiaen — 
tioner in drawing his pleadings to indulge in the same : - ee ee ; © Geutiema! sins 
and inaccuracy, and he brings his suit into the Fed Mr. RANDELL 7 rexa at 
t predicated upon diverse citizenship, and instead of amendment that will carry out t yar yum . 1 
technically the courts are very technical on that point Hon, and q ~s n 60 _— when 1 can 
t be t ‘hnieal and precise ih alleging diverse citizen Ree SP a hn af the vs cain bey , 
I iy, instead of being technical the average lawyer oF ordered ur ent meseune Seek 0) 
| pleadin in the sal loose wiy You can not use ir. Kt ANDE! 4 Of rexa 3 wen i @ ; 
the words “ resident or “inhabitant” in this « ae rare ata ‘1 : to | ye 
hut must use “ citizen.” Now, if it is pointed out in thi the an Po a = eae = 
urt that you have not alleged with technical precision | ‘4 BUTI’ To ole ms a 
e citizenship which the liw requires, you can amend Mr. RANDELL | wexn  OGer | 
: ; Mr. Speaker hich I send to the ce 
you overlook it in the circuit court, if it is not aed 
dvantage of there, and it gets into the court of appeal che Clerk } 1 as follows 
be waived there, it can not be amended there, it can Add t ection f tl ill t j 
erlooked there, or if it is overlooked, if it is waived, pone a i vt st +e 
e Court upon certiorari will reverse it and dis - cs 
rhe case of Knight v. Lutcher, Moore & Co.,, 136 Fed. Mr. JENKINS Mr. Speaker, | ld t 
t, settles thi hat is the lay tleman from Texas 
DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr, Speaker, I would like to ask Mr. RANDELL of Te Mr. Speake 
leman if this amendment applic solely or generall amendment is to carry out the | 
«use has been tried so as to make the pleading con this second section If, on 
tl proof? party is about to lose a right pe ! 
CLAYTON It applies in the cireuit court of appeals, | ™! bill In the second se 
ur <¢ e in the cirenuit court, and this defect was not in the bed Le bu 
it lhe cnse tried on its merits, and it is a mere moval will have been overru 
lefect and was not discovered or was not pointed out State court Suppose the | 
t taken advantage of In the circuit court of appeals overrules the petition | . 
provisions of this bill, the technical defect in pleading = ™) be remedied In the Pederal 
ed, and the case can proceed, if there is no other erro! we have the case in two court I i 
¢, and the litigation may be settled denied in the State court Vi 
DAVIS of Minnesota It simply allows him to amend | f#®!! it hot the raul of the | nn 
gx to conform with the proof? right to stay In the State court, © 
CLAYTON Yes of the petition, removal should not | 
BOWERS. May I ask the gentleman a question? bill, and under our decisions as they no 
(CLAYTON. Certainly n be carried to the Federal court ul ft ‘ 
DOW ELRS Is not this bill re ally n bill to eure defects in be amended Ilence we ha ul ‘ ‘ , i 
ther than in the law | Laughter, | to me the party who claims the nt t 
(LAYTON, That is to some extent a just criticism , ought not by his own fault 1 ti] ivi ( 
doubt the gentleman from Mississippi! has been guilty, | “5 [ think the second et nould 4 
time in his long practice of defective pleading he where in the State court the p ‘ bor re , i | I 
i line with modern legislation which seeks to allow de ruled; and I believe n ' ent ! 
e technical pleadings to be amended, to the end that justice | ‘mtention of this secon i culo bich ¢ 
e don technical obstacles from ou hdieial | nent 
DOWERS, IL never have gone out of court on it, I will Mr, JENKINS. Mr. Speake l eld to 
friend, Alabama 
CLAYTON I shall incorporate in my remarks the report Mr, CLAYTON Mr, Speaker ist 
| by me for the committee, It makes a full explanation | sentleman from Texa L th cy} 
bill it would go a long way tov L defe 
‘ imittee on the Judiciary, to whom wa referred the bill (IL R second section of the Dill ii . i : 
» allow and regulate amendments in judicial proceedings in | correct that defective plead l 
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that defective pleading happened, so that in the end justice may 


be done. IL hope the amendment will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RANDELL Of Texas) there were—ayes 9, noes 31. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 


read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Orsen to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Edgar Parry, Fifty-eighth Congress, 


no adverse report haying been made thereon. 
ro Mr. Leg, to withdraw from the files of the House, without 


leaving copies, the papers in the case of Jordan H. Saylor, | 
lifty-ninth Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 

‘To Mr. Grancer, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Puso, for ten days, on account of important business. 


To Mr. Ruopes, indefinitely, on account of illness. 
DESTRUCTION OF USELESS DOCUMENTS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting a statement of certain 
locuments suitable for destruction under the act of February 


useless 


16, 1889, and announced the appointment of the following com- 
mittee under the law: 
Mr. Bares and Mr. Ricwarpson of Kentucky. 


ADJOURN MENT. 
Then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
the House adjourned until to-morrow, at 12 o’clock noon. 


p. m.), 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 


John A. Herrod against The United States—to the Commit: 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. try; 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case «; 
J. G. Mason, administrator of estate of Glorvinia Mason ang 
John O. Mason, against The United States—to the Committe, 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. tr 


| mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 


spoliation cases relating to the brig Jane, Robert Knox, 1 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. tra 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the ease 
G. W. Aycock, administrator of estate of Reddick Aycock, 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the cas 
Susannah Schwartz, executrix of estate of Christian Schwartz 
member of the firm of Christian Schwartz and Leopold BP 
art, against The United States—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the is- 
trict of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
the public schools of the District—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of increase of appropriation for 


CK- 


\ ir 


an investigation of the condition of women wage-earners in the 
United States—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court .in the case of 
R. C. M. and W. N. Cunnyngham, executors of the estate of 
Elvina Cunnyngham, against The United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sur- 
vey of Grays Harbor (inner portion) and Chehalis River to 
Montesano, Wash.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed, with accompanying illustrations. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a schedule 
of useless documents suitable for disposal under act of Febru- 
ary 16, 1889—to the Select Committee on Disposal of Useless 
Papers, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars tli 


named, as follows: 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Housé (II. R. 
12864) to provide for the purchase of certain coal lands 
Philippine Islands, and to authorize the lease of same a 
the Batan Military Reservation for the purpose of securi 
local coal supply to the United States Government in the | 
pine Islands, reported the same with amendment, accom) 
by a report (No. 1182) ; which said bill and report were ref 


| to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 


ations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred | 
LOW 

\ letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting, with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a _ bill 
providing for the bonding of certain officers of his Department 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

\ letter from the assistant treasurer of the Washington, 
Alexandrta and Mount Vernon Railway Company, transmitting 
a statement for the year ended December 31, 1905—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 

ing, with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill 
relating to the bonds and oaths of shipping commissioners—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

\ letter from the president of the East Washington Heights 

tion Railroad Company, transmitting the report for the 

S ur months of 1905—to the Committee on the District of | 
Coh 1 ordered to be printed. 

\ f the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting, 

tl 1 the Commissioner for the United States to the 

Prison Congress, an index of the reports of the 
he Committee on Printing. 
ssistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
the fir gs filed by the court in the case of 
4 st The United States—to the Committee 
1 < vr. tT ted. 
f the Court of Claims, trans 
rs l by the court in the case of 
f estate of Samuel B. Derre- 
y i Stat to the Committee on War 
( rt of ¢ ims, trans- 
— + Case of 
Cr. & I » Dp gainst The 


ordered 


er fl tha acecicat ‘ ‘ ( t of Claims 


, trans- 


Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Jud 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. S977) to 
create a new division of the western judicial district of 1 
and to provide for terms of court at Delrio, Tex., and for a 
for said court, and for other purposes, reported the sam« 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1181) ; 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS ) 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resoluti: 
the following titles were severally reported from com 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee 0! 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio! 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4810) gr 
an inerease of pension to Jerome Goodsell, reported th 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1126); 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


» case of | whieh was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2991) 2 LUNs 











(906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





pension to Henry F. Landes, reported the same with amend 
nt, accompanied by a report (No. 1127); which said bill and 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ch was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13034) granting 
increase of pension to Frederick Hildenbrand, reported the 
e with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1128); 

hich said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 

y dar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 

ms, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12900) 
runting an inerease of pension to James D. Havens, reported 

» same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1129) ; 
ich said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
aar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
ms, to which was referred the bill of the House (TH. R. 12648 

ranting an increase of pension to William H. Franklin, re 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

0): which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12540) granting 
icrease of pension to Morris J. James, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1131); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11065) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Pollard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1132); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 

‘onsions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 

t) granting an increase of pension to James Martin, re 

ted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

1133); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
( ndar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11071) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Allen BE. Williams, reported the 

' without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1154) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
ir. 

\ir. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11742) grant- 

an inerease of pension to Charles H. Culver, reported the 

e with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1135) ; 

ch said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
el ir. 

\lr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
V h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11209) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Thomas Griffith, reported the 

with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1136) ; 
\ h said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

v h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14123) granting 

rease of pension to Gottleib Spitzer, reported the same 

V amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1137); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ir. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7223 

ting an inerease of pension to George Blair, reported the 

without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1138) ; 


h said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


.. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
y was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7396) granting 
crease of pension to John E. Ball, reported the same with 
iment, accompanied by a report (No. 1139); which said 
id report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8161) granting 
nerease of pension to Alonzo Douglas, reported the same with 
(iment, accompanied by a report (No. 1140); which said 
ind report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
f the House (H. R. 8289) granting an increase of pension 
to Isaac J. Holt, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
i by a report (No, 1141); which said bill and report were 
p red to the Private Calendar. 
mir. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
i was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8642) granting 
crease of pension to Henry Crandall, reported the same 











bill of the House (UH. R. 12275) granting a 
Willard, reported the same with amendmet 


pension 


t 


with amendment, accompanied by repo (No 2) ! 
said bill and report were referred to the P hon 9 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee « Invalid P 
which was referred the bill of the House (IL. R 1) s 
an increase of pension to Anna M. Jefferis, 1 th 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (N { 
said bill and report were referred to the Pri ( 
Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid 1 
which was referred the bill of the louse (TI. R. 1 ) 
an inerease of pension to Thomas J. Linds« 
with amendment, accompanied by a repor 
said bill and report were referred to the P1 ( 
Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committ 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the H H. R. 9 
| granting a pension to Abraham H. Miller, 1 i tl 
with amendment, accompanied by report (No. 114 
said bill and report were referred to the P » / 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee « Ir 1} 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 10478) ; 
an increase of pension to William McGowan, r ted tl 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (N 1146): w 
said bill and report were referred to the P1 ( In 
Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committe: I lid P 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Hk (H. R. 12 
granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 8S , reported t 
same with amendment, accompanied by report (No. 1147 
which said bill and report were referred to the P te Ca 
dar. 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12101) g 
an increase of pension to Alfred Connor, reported the s: 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1148) ; wl 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensior 
which was referred the bill of the House (THI. R. 10899) gr 
an increase of pension to John H. H. Sands, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1149); wl 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
to Verelle 


it, accomp inied by 


report (No. 1150); which said bill and report were referr: 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12417) grant 
an increase of pension to Samuel G. Raymond, rted 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 115 
which said bill and report were referred to the Pr te Calen 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12795) g 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Stimon, reported the s 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (N 1152); ¥ 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committe Invalid ] 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the H« (H. R. I 
granting a pension to Wilson Hensley, vorted 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 115 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committec I lid Pe 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R 10) 2 
an increase of pension to James Hann, reported 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1154); w 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committes n Invalid FP 
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 1379S) gr 
an increase of pension to Alida King, reported W 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 11 V 
bill and report were referred to the Private Cal il 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Iny Pen 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R S61) g 
an increase of pension to Wilhelm Dickhoff, reported é 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (N | >> W 
said bill and report were referred to the P1 e Calend 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Iny Per 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1243) 
an increase of pension to John W. Burton, reported tl 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (N 1157) 
said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ lat 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committe I 1 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1331 
ing an increase of pension to Rosw ell J. K ‘ rey 
same with amendment, accompanied by a 1 (No 
which said bill and report were referred to the P te Ca 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Iny i Pension 








2462 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1460) granting 
an increase of pension to C. W. Renell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1159); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1742) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonathan Daughenbaugh, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1160) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1967) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Baker, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1161); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2006) granting 
an increase of pension to Florence B. Knight, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1162); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2344) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Selden C. Clobridge, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 11638) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2982) granting an increase of pension 
to Ansel K. Tisdale, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1164) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3397) 
granting an increase of pension to Nicholas Chrisler, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1165) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4222) granting 
an increase of pension to Otto Boesewetter, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1166); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4832) granting 
aun increase of pension to Henry W. Yates, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1167): which 

aid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5215) granting 
an inerease of pension to Jennie Little, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1168); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (HT. R. 
5583) for the relief of John W. Davis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1169); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5615)) granting 
ain increase of pension to John Coleman, jr., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1170); which 
aid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6453) granting 

n inere of pension to W. H. Marsden, reported the same 
th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1171); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr 


ly 


i<e 


lh was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9904) grant 

e nerease of pension to Neeta H. Marquis, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1172) ; 

ch said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen 


CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

fer the bill of the House (H. R. 11536) granting 
nm to James D. Hudson, reported the same 
ompanied by a report (No. 1178); which 


wW Ss eTerTi 


said | 


CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
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‘ | and ort were referred to the Private Calendar. 
M DNEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
w was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11625) granting | 
nsion to William C. Robison, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1174); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. KELIHER, froin the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10725) grant- 
g an increase of pension to Etta D. Conant, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1175): which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
I 
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Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
which was referred the bill of the Houe (H. R. 7844) granti; 
a pension to Phoebe Keith, reported the same with amendme 
accompanied by a report (No. 1176) ; which said bill and repo 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8063) grant 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Coburn, reported the sa 
with amendment, accompanied -by a report (No. 1177): whic! 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8144) grant 
a pension to Ada J. Lasswell, reported the same with amo 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1178); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9561) grant 
a pension to Clara I. Ashbury, reported the same with ame 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1179) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. { 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2766) grantin 
an increase of pension to Horace E. Brown, reported the sa 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1180): w! 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re 
ferred as follows: : 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 14576) to increase the lin 
of cost of the public building for Green Bay, Wis.—to the Co 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 14577) for the erection of 
a public building at Platteville, Wis.—to the Committee on lu) 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14578) to provide for the establishment of 
a public crematorium in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14579) to protect free labor am 
the industries in which it is employed from the injurious eff: 
of convict competition by confining the sale of goods, wares, sud 
merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State 
Territory in which they are produced—to the Committee o 
Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14580) for the relief of volunteer offic: 
and soldiers who served during the Spanish-American war snd 
beyond the period of their enlistment—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14581) 
appropriate $25,000 to inclose and beautify the grounds 
repair the monument on Moores Creek battlefield, North © 
lina—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 14582) for the removal! 
snow and ice from the paved sidewalks of the District of ¢ 
lumbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the I) 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 14583) 
provide for macadamizing Fort Crook military boulevard | 
Fort Crook, Nebr., to the south city limits of South On 
Nebr., and appropriating money therefor—to the Committee 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 14584) for the improven 
of the Tallahatchie River from the mouth of Coldwater It 
to Batesville, Miss.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har! 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 14585) to amend an act fo 
relief of parties for property taken from them by mi! 
forces of the United States—to the Committee on War Cl: 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (CH. R. 14586) to incorp 
“The Edes Home ”—to the Committee on the Distri 
Columbia, é 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 14587) to authorize 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue duplicate gold certificat: 
lieu of ones lost or destroyed—to the Committee on the Judi 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 14588) authorizing Go. 
ment assistance in the development and encouragement of r 
fiber silk and flax preparation and manufacture, and their 
duction and profitable home market in the United States, 0 
the supervision of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor—‘ 
Comnnittee on Manufactures, 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 14589) to authorize the ‘ 
and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct 4 
over the Tennessee River—to the Committee on Intersiat’ 
Foreign Commerce, 


S. 









Also, a bill (H. R. 14590) to authorize the Cairo and Tennes 

e River Railroad Company to construct a bridge across | 
umberland River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 
ommerce, | 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14591) to author 

e the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River in 

‘near the city of Clarksville, State of Tennessee—to the Com 

ittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14592) to authorize the construction of two 
iges across the Cumberland River at or near Nashville, 
in.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 14593) to in 

ease the limit of cost for the purchase of site and the erection 

a public building at Crawfordsville, Ind.—to the Committee 

on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14594) providing for the erection of a pub- | 
building at Kokomo, Ind.—to the Committee on Public Build 

es and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 14595) to provide for the | 
tion of a public building at Mount Gilead, Ohio—to the Com- 
ee on Public Bulidings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14596) for the erection of a public building 
Norwalk, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

( runds, | 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14597) for the erection of a public building 

Elyria, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


G Inds 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14598) for the erection of a public building | 


Lorain, Ohio—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
ds. 


\lso, a bill (AH. R. 14599) to provide for the purchase of a 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


national 
Committee on 


ty Mr. 
18) providing for the printing « 
| port of Director of the Mint 


aid 


Committee on 


By Mr. SPARKMAN: 
asking the President to iss) 
bration in honor of the 


Canal 


sitions, 
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to the Select Committee 


By Mr. MAHON: A resolution 


committee and cloak rooms with pure 1 
the Committee on 


Under clause 


PRIVATE 


Account 


SS 


BILLS 
1 of Rule XNII, 


in the improvement 
Acriculture. 
SOUTHARD: A ‘ 
L « 
for 
Printing. 
A concul! 
ie 2 pr 
commence! 


AND 


following titles were introduced 


lows: 


By Mr. AMES: 
P. Cotton 
Also, a bill 
to the Committee on Milit 
Also, a bill 
the Committee on Military 
R. 14616) 
the Committee on Military Affairs 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14617) for 
to the Committee on Military 
Also, a bill 
S. Gorrill 


A Isc , 


a bill 


CH. 


(H. 


(HH. 


A bill (i 
to the Committee on 


R. 14614) 


iry 


R. 14615) 


R. 14618) 
to the Committee o1 


R 


tor 


ent 


il 


| 
A 


H. 


Ric 


and Ss 


Aff 
for 


for 


fo 


the 
Affairs 


tne 


the re 


Affairs 


» +} 


( 


| 


aims 


} 


re 


1h 


and the erection of a public building at Mount Vernon, | Also. a bill (H. R. 14619) for the relief « 
( to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | Gardner—to the Committee on Claims. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14600) to provide for the erection of a pub- Also, a bill (H. R. 14620) for the r 
building at Ashland, Ohio—to the Committee on Public | the Committee on Military Affairs 
ings and Grounds. Also, a bill (H. R. 146 i 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 14601) to provide for the purchase of a site | Maguire—to the Committee on P 
the erection of a public building at Mansfield, Ohio—to the Also. a bill (H. R. 14622) granti 
( ttee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Finn—to the Committee on Pe 
By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (HH. R. 14602) to regulate the im- Also, a bill (H. R. 14628) granti an 
tion of aliens into the United States—to the Committee on | William Barnes—to the Cor ‘ I 
I rration and Naturalization. Also, a bill (H. R. 14624) era ran 
Ry Mr. LARRINAGA: A bill (H. R. 14608) to provide for a | Kate T. Dimon—to the Com iI 
on all coffees coming from foreign countries into ports of Also. a bill (H. R. 14625) ; , , 
United States and its possessions—to the Committee on | Alden Washburn—to the Committ ni] 
and Means. Also, a bill (H. R. 14626) grat 
Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 14604) forbidding the im- | William I. Bastian—to the Co tt 
on and carriage in interstate commerce of falsely or spu Also, a bill (H. R. 14627) 
stamped articles of merchandise made of gold or silver | Kittredge—to the Committee on In I’ 
r alloys, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Also, a bill (H. R. 14628) 
ite and Foreign Commerce. Patrick Deverix—to the Cor tt ! 
Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 14605) to increase Also, a bill (H. R. 14629 
t of cost of the public building at Ogden, Utah—to the | Ellis—to the Committee on I) 1 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Also, a bill CH. R. 14630) , 
Ir. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 14606) to provide for the con- | Mary Eaton Livingstor he ( 
tion and reorganization of customs collection districts, and Also, a bill (H. R. 14651) 
er purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. Emma Thurstor the ¢ 
Ir. SOUTHARD: A bill (HH. R. 14607) to provide for the Also, a bill (H. RR. 14¢ 
. of a public building at Toledo, Ohio—to the Committee | Alonzo Vining—to the © ‘ 
lie Buildings and Grounds. Also, a bill (H. R. 1465. 
Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 14608) granting to any assist Lawrence Martin—to 1 ( \ 
eon in the United States Navy, in determining his lineal | Also, a bill (HH. R. 14654) 
tive rank, the same credit for prior commissioned serv- | to the Committee on Mil ry Af 
vhich assistant surgeons who served as medical officers | Also, a bill (H. R. 14635) f 
Volunteer Army during the war with Spain are entitled | rell—to the Committee on Cl 
section 18 of the act approved February 2, 1901—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 14636) f 
ttee on Military Affairs. | to the Committee on Cl 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14609) to pay all Also, a bill (H. R. 14637) 
| soldiers honorably discharged $2 per day while confined | Frank W. Buxton—to the ¢ 1 | 
federate military prisons thirty days or more—to the Also, a bill (H. R. 14638) 1 i 
tee on War Claims. William D. Lamb » ( ! 1 1 
bill (H. R. 14610) to amend section 3 of an act en Also, a bill (HH. R. 14639) in 
‘An act in amendment of sections 2 and 3 of an act entitled | Sarah J. Merrill—to the Committee on I 
t granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are | By Mr. BARTHOLD'! A bill (H. R 
tated for the performance of manual labor, and pro- | crease of pension to Annie D. P t 
for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent | valid Pensions. 
’” approved June 27, 1890—to the Committee on Invalid | By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky A | 
S. | relief of Hiram Pope and W Poy 
ir. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (Hi. R. 14611) to create | War Claims. 
tablish a Bureau of Geology and Mining as a part of the | Also, a bill (HM. R. 14642) gray 
ent of Commerce and Labor—to the Committee on | Himes—to the Committee on Per 
ind Mining. Also, a bill (H. R. 146438) { 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14612) to | Vaughn, sr.—to the Committee on | 
sh in the Department of Agriculture a bureau to be | Also, a bill (H. R. 14644) 
ii as the Bureau of Public Highways, and to provide for ' Albert G. Roper—to the Con ttee « ] 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14645) granting a pension to Cynthia Gul- | 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 14646) granting an increase of pension to 


A. R. Fisher—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14647) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis S. Wyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14648) granting an increase of pension to | 
Joseph Walsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 14649) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Susan P. Torrey—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 14650) granting 
an increase of pension to Abel M. Lackey—to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGIE: A bill (H. R. 14651) granting a peu- 
sion to Samantha M. Stephens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 14652) granting an in- 


crease of pension to James Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 14653) granting an increase of 
pension to Sophronia Lofton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 14654) for the 
relief of George R. Blackwood—to the Committee on Military 
Affair 

Also, a bill CH. R. 14655) granting a pension to Henry Gil- | 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 14656) granting an increase 
of pension to John D. Hamersley—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A Dill (H. 
crease of pension to D. W. West 
Pensions, 


By Mr. COLE: 


R. 14657) granting an in- 
to the Cemmittee on Invalid 


A bill (H. R. 14658) granting an increase of 


pension to Daniel H. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14659) granting a pension to Minerva E. 
Banning Sherer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 14660) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel M. Philbrook—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (IL. R. 14661) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Bussell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 14662) granting a pension to 
Daniel Jarboe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14668) granting an increase of pension to 
David Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL. R. 14664) granting an increase of pension to 
Jai (raffney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 14665) granting an increase of pension to 
Willinm E. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14666) granting an increase of pension to 
Duncan M. Vinsonholer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (Il. R. 14667) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Molter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Jso, a bill (IL. R. 14668) grating an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Hl. Early—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (EH. R. 14669) granting an inerease 

pension to Anna Hl. Wagner—to the Committee on Pensions. | 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 14670) granting a pension 
to Naney Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill (11. R. 14671) granting an increase of pension to 
Rollin S. Burbank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

», a bill (EL R. 14672) granting an increase of pension to 
J \MoeNeil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H, R. 14673) granting 
1 se of pension to David H. Semans—to the Committee 
1 Pensions 
bill (H. R. 14674) granting an increase of pension to 
| Denzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mir. DAWSON: A bill (CH. R. 14675) granting an increase 
n to James Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill CH. R. 14676) granting 
se of pension to Leander Stocker—to the Committee 
on Invalid i los. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14677) granting a pension to Reuben R. 
Ballenger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 14678) granting a pension to James A. 


LBoggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14679) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard H. Vanderhoof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14680) granting an increase of pension to 
Sampson Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 14681) granting an increase 
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») 
a 


of pension to Melinda Bennitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pw. 





By Mr. FLACK: A bill (41. R. 14682) granting an increase . 
pension to Harrison Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio, 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 14683) for the relief of 4; 
to correct the miltary record of G. W. Glenn—to the Commi 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14684) granting a pension to Adline Clo 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14685) granting a pension to J. M. C, 


Llee 


| Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14686) granting a pension to John 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14687) granting an increase of pension { 
Paton Drewry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14688) granting an increase of pensior 


\. 





| to Robert Timmons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14689) granting an increase of pension ti 
Herman G. Weller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14690) granting an increase of pension to 
Henrietta Hull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 14691) granting an increase of pension to 
Thompson Garland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14692) granting a pension to A. H. Alfre, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14698) granting a pension to Nancy 4, 


| Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 14694) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel R. Dummer—to the Committee on [e: 
Slons, 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 14695) granting a jy 
sion to Isaac Lance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14696) granting a pension to Mary PF. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14697) granting a pension to P. G. Higby 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14698) granting 
William F. Drake—to the Committee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14699) granting 
Levi H. Wilson—to the Committee on 


an increase of pensioy to 
on Invalid Pensions. 

an increase of pension to 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14700) granting an increase of pension to 
George Weisser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiouis. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14701) granting an increase of pension to 
Jordon J. Denny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FULLER: A bill (CH. R. 14702) granting an in 
of pension to Christian Schlosser—to the Committee on In | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14703) to 
authorize an appropriation to pay Mrs. Corinne Lawrei 
widow of W. L. B. Lawrence, for certain property ta! 
plied, damaged, used, and consumed by and for the imn 
benefit of the Army of the United States in 1862 and 1s 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 14704) granting a 
sion to Mary J. Quirk—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14705) granting an increase of pensi 
Alva Beebe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14706) granting an increase of pensi 
Marshall B. Burk—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 14707) granting an incre 
pension to S. A. Duling—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 14708) for the relief o! 
miah C, Conkling—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 14709) for the relief o 
estate of James McDonough, deceased, late of Chambers © 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14710) granting an increase of pensi 

Ib. Lewis—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14711) granting an increase of pensi 
Sydney R. Grigg—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14712) granting an increase of pens 
Mary J. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 14713) to pay the estate of Jol 
Ellington, deceased, the sum of $7,755 for stores and suj)))! 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


M. 


\f 


By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 14714) for the re! 
C. M. Rankhorn, administrator of Crawford Rankhorn 


ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 14715) granting 
crease of pension to Norman W. McDonald—to the Com 
on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 14716) granting an In 
of pention to Aldrich Patterson—to the Committee on Pens 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 14717) granting an increase of pens\ 
| Milton Burgess—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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y Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 14718) granting an increase | By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14752) 


( nsion to Joseph A. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. granting an increase of pension to William H. Gautik o the 
Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 14719) grant- | Committee on Pensions. 
n increase of pension to Hannah A. Preston—to the Com-| Also, a bill (H. R. 14753) granting an increase of p m to 
e on Invalid Pensions. |} James M. Sykes—to the Committee on Pension 
Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14720) for the relief of Ber-;| By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 14754) for the relief of 
n Campbell—to the Committee on Claims. | Daniel Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14721) granting a pension to John Glea-| Also, a bill (H. R. 14755) granting an increase of pension to 
S to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Joseph Timmens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
so, a bill (H. R. 14722) granting an increase of pension to | Also, a bill (H. R. 14756) granting an increase of pension to 
I ird S. Harvey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Mary E. Johnston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
dso, a bill CH. R. 14728) granting an increase of pension to | By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 14757) granting a pension 
\\ am O’Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to Jordan King—to the Committee on Inyalid I's 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14724) to authorize the President to ap- Also, a bill (H. R. 14758) granting a pension to William S 
Capt. Edward O. C. Ord to the grade of major in.the | Suter, jr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| ed States Army and place him on the retired list—to the| Also, a bill (H. R. 14759) granting a pension to Jacob Cham 
( ittee on Military Affairs. | berlain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14725) to grant honorable discharges from | Also, a bill (H. R. 14760) granting a pension to John F! 


United States Navy to certain officers and men of the naval 
a of the State of California who performed active duty on 


gle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14761) granting an increase of pension to 


| 
l | of the United States steamship Marion and the United | John L. Decker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Stites steamship Pinta during the war with Spain—to the Com- | Also, a bill (H. R. 14762) granting an increase of pension to 
n »on Naval Affairs. W. Grant Mellott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
iy Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 14726) grant- | Also, a bill (H. R. 14768) granting an increase of pension to 
| increase of pension to William Arnold—to the Committee John W. Gummo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 14764) for the-relief of Wil- 
iy Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14727) granting an | liam H. Taliaferro, administrator of James G. Taliaferro, de 
i ise of pension to W. L. Johnston—to the Committee on | ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Invalid Pensions, Also, a bill (H. R. 14765) for the relief of A. H. Weaver, of 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 14728) granting an increase of pension to | Calverton, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
William Cartwright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 14766) for the relief of the supervisors of 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 14729) grant- Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
1 increase of pension to David Ford—to the Committee on} By Mr. RYAN:.A bill (H. R. 14767) granting an increase of 
li ( Pensions. | pension to Henry Simon—to the Committee on Invalid TPen- 
Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14780) grant- | sions. 
pension to Elizabeth Baker—to the Committee on Invalid By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 14768) granting a pensi 


Pr ns. to Orlando W. Frazier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 14731) granting a pension to Ezra H. Wig- Also, a bill (H. R. 14769) granting an increase of pension to 
£ to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Lewis Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 14782) granting a pension to Ambrose G. Also, a bill (H. R. 14770) granting an increase of pension to 
B to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Jennie L. Buckles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 14783) granting an increase of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 14771) granting an increase of pension to 
Is Babcock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Matilda B. M. Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen , 
\lso, a bill (HI. R. 14784) granting an increase of pension to | Also, a bill (H. R. 14772) to remove the charge of desertion 
] 1 A. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. from the record of Leander J. Day—to the Committee on Mili 


so, a bill (H. R. 14735) to remove the charge of desertion | tary Affairs. 
t John B. Ackley—to the Committee on Military Affairs.| -~By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 14773) granting an increase 
by Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 147386) granting an increase of | of pension to Thomas Currah—to the Committee on Invalid 
to Isaac C. Smallwood—to the Committee on Invalid | Pensions. 


I Is, Also, a bill (H. R. 14774) granting an increase of pension to 
a bill (H. R. 14737) to renew and extend certain letters | Levi M. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
patent heretofore issued to Alex. Worden, of Petoskey, Mich.— | Also, a bill (H. R. 14775) granting an increase of pension to 
{ Committee on Patents. | Hugh L. Freeman—to the Committee on Pensions 
Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R, 14738) to remove the Also, a bill (H. R. 14776) to remove the charge of desertion 
( of desertion from the military record of Enoch Van- | from John M. Compton—to the Committee on Military Affair 
ck to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H.R. 14777) gra 1 pensic 


t Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 14739) for the relief of | to Mary A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
‘A Miller—to the Committee on Claims, By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (1H. R. 14778) for the 
\ au bill (H. R. 14740) to correct the military record of | lief of James J. Elliott—to the Committee on Military Aff 
G I’. Dewey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 14779) granting an 
! \ir. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (CH. R. 14741) grant- crease of pension to Willard Wheeler—to the Committee on 
! nerease of pension to William H. Smyser—to the Com- | Invalid Pensions. 
on Invalid Pensions. Also, a bill (H. R. 14780) granting an increase of pension to 
Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 14742) granting an increase | John A. Royer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
sion to Jacob S. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (TI. R. 14781) 


} 
l ns. | granting a pension to Charles M. Shelton—to the Committee on 
. a bill (H. R. 14748) granting an increase of pension to | [nvalid Pensions. 
] 1 A. Boss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, a bill (H. R. 14782) granting an increase of pension to 
Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R, 14744) granting a pension | \fichael Manahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
U Isom Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 14783) granting an in- 
. bill (CH. R, 14745) granting an increase of pension to | crease of pension to John A. Reese—to the Committee on Pen- 
] ck B. Walton—to the Committee on Pensions. | sions. 
i bill (H. R. 14746) granting an inerease of pension to Also, a bill (H. R. 14784) granting an increase of pen 1 to 
J . Lloussinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. William F. Barker—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
a bill (H. R. 14747) granting an increase of pension to | Also, a bill (H. R. 14785) granting an increase of pension to 
i M. Meredith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Susan M. Rodgers—to the Committee on Invalid Ix 
a bill (A. R. 14748) granting an increase of pension to | Also, a bill (H. R. 14786) granting an increas { 
un F. Burks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | George BE. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
», a bill (CH. R. 14749) granting an increase of pension to By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 14787) granting 
( e Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. of pension to Francis M. White—to the Committee on | 
a bill (H. R. 14750) making an appropriation for | pensions. 
s A. Vernon—to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 14788) granting an increase of pension to 
Mr. PARSONS: A bill (Hi. R. 14751) granting an increase of | David M. Hammond—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
1 to Henry Reens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (1. R. 14789) for the relief of 
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the heirs of Elisha Lowry, of Gordon County, Ga.—to the Com- Also, petition of the State legislative board, Brotherhood of 
ttee on War Claims. Locomotive Engineers, against repeal of the Chinese-exc!: nD 
By Mr. WATSON: A bill H. R. 14790) to place Hugh T. Reed | law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalizati 

on the retired list of the Army—to the Committee on Military By Mr. AMES: Petitions of the Courier and the Leader 

Affairs against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committeo on 
By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 14791) granting a | Ways and Means. 

1 sion to Mary S. Hodo—to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. BARTLETT: Petitions of Jesse W. Bates, of \V n 


by Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14792) granting | Ga., and the J. K. Orr Shoe Company, for removal of the 1 
increase of pension to Marie Louise Michie—to the Commit- | on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
n Invalid Pensions. By Mr. BEIDLER: Petitions of the Medina County G 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 14793) granting an in- | the Collinwood Chronicle, the Advertiser, the Times, the « 











crease of pension to William W. Howell—to the Committee on | land Herald Publishing Company, the Review, and the Fast 

DP ions. Cleveland Signal, against the tariff on linotype machines 
By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (1. R. 14794) to remove the charge | Committee on Ways and Means. 

of desertion from the military record of Andrew S. Abbot—to | iy Mr. BELL of Georgia: Petitions of Tabor & Ellinegt » 

the Committee on Military Affairs. } Cherokee Advance, and 8. E. Johnston, against the tariff 
\lso, a bill (TH. R. 14795) granting an increase of pension to | type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

a H. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Hiram A. Da) - 
By Mr. DOVENER: A bill CH. R. 14796) granting an inerease | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

( on to Tony Verrosso—to the Committee on Pensions. Also, petitions of citizens of Gainesville, Ga., and F! 'y 
Gy Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H.R. 14797) granting an increase of | Branch Council, Junior Order United American Mecha - 

sion to John Tenant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | yoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
o, a bill (H. R. 14798) granting a pension to Lucinda | gration and Naturalization. 
] iy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of the Ne) i 


Also, a bill (U1. R. 14799) granting a pension to W. W. Dob- 


to the Comm 


Avenue Baptist Church, of Yonkers, N. Y., not to pass bill H.R. 
iittee on Invalid Pensions. 


7043—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 14800) for the relief of the By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the National B 3 
rs and occupants of Camp Tyler, in Cook County, Ill.—to | League, fer reform in the consular service—to the Con e 
Committ War Claims. | on Foreign Affairs. 
MM [ARSHALL: A bill CH. R. 14801) granting an in-| Also, petitions of citizens of Merriam, Kans. ; Equity « 
to Thomas Armstrong—to the Committee on | Lone Elm, Kans., and the Kansas Society of Labor, for 1 
Lr ns, | of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Commi on 
y Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 14802) for the relief of | Ways and Means. 
Prank W. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims, By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Petition of the business men of | 
valls Bluff, Ark., in regard to an appropriation for improv 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. of the rivyer—to the Committee on Rivers and Karbors. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were discharved By Mr. BUCKMAN: Petitions of the Daily and Weekly . 
fr ha an deration of bills of the following titles: which nal-Press, the Cass Lake Times-Press, the Messenger Ti s, the 
thereunen yeferved as fellows - Independent, the Advocate, the Brainerd Arena, the Sherburne 
\ bill (FH. R. 1775) granting a pension to Alexander Kinni | County Times, the Swanville News, the Cokato Enterprise, and 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred | the Anchor, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
. Committee on Pensions. mittee on W ays and Means, P 
\ bill (Hl. R. 10804) granting an increase of pension to | Also, petition o citizens of Minnesota, for repeal of r “ 
Daniel _Kernan—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- | t@2X om denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Way 1 
‘ l, and referred to Committee on Pensions. | Means. eas . = ik z : 
\ bill (EH. R. $804) for the relief of William B. Payne—Com- | . BY Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Brandy 


Council, Ne. 758, Junior Order of United American Mec! 


Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on S ; ; : ms : 
| to revise the immigration laws—to the Committee on In 






‘\ ‘ 
na ep: aie banc ms lied W Ghar, | tion and Naturalization. 
1 cd ve en a ee ee bye , ee By Mr. BUTLER of ‘Tennessee : Paper to accompany bill for 
to the mitten om Pension bid a of W. a Bush- oe aia aa iat ee ons 
1} ' > 141 cerita lita tis ten Mice natal iain ema e Aiso, paper to accompany Di or re OL A. . staitol to 
Ni en io x os ae oe cain dikonen aad same the Committee = Invalid Pensions. : : 
tn the Committees on Invalid Pensions — | Also, petition of Caney Creek Council, Junior Order | l 
; ii ae American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
PETITIONS, ETC. | Also, paper to acccompany bill for relief of Hiram Boy 
I ler clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and | to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: | By Mr. CHANEY: Petition of the Lawrence County F 
‘y the SPEAKER: Petition of the board of aldermen of Bos- | Institute Association, for reciprocity with foreign nati to 
1 n favor of a postal telegraph—to the Committee on the | the Committee on Ways and Means. 
| lice and Post-Roads. By Mr. CHAPMAN: Petition of W. T. Holifield and 
Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Irish Ripple, Law requesting removal of the duty on hides—to the Con) i 
County, Pa., for restriction of immigration—to the Com- | Ways and Means. 
Immigration and Naturalization. | By Mr. COLE: Petition of the Observer, against the t 
of the Record, against the tariff on linotype | linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Me 
( s and Means. Also, petition of Friendship Grange, No. 670, Kenton 





} ADAMS of | Petition of the sanitary dis- | for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the | 
‘ fi i ion for a canal from Lake | mittee on Ways and Means. . 
M s to the Committee on Rail By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of the Democrat, against tl i 
( : on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Mi . 
e National Business League, for reform of By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill for | of 
: to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Anna H. Wagner—to the Committee on Pensions. 
ft National Board of Trade, held in Wash- Also, petition of citizens of Pittsburg, for the Mec‘ 
y 16-18, 1906, in regard to the exclusion of | Sperry bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ‘ 
ttee on Immigration and Naturalization. Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance | a 
M SANDER: Petition of the Order of Railway | East End, Pittsburg, for an amendment to the Con 
( rs Buf N. Y., for the employers’ liability and | relative to divorce laws—to the Committee on the Judici 
he C ittee on the Judiciary. — Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance I oo 
Lake Seamen's Union of East Pittsburg, against the sale of epium—to the Com! ol 
f nt nce of 1 e hospitals—to the mimit the Judiciary. f 
Naval Affairs. Also, petition of the Womans’ Christian Temperance | 7 
Also, petition of the New York State legislative board, Brother- | East Side, Pittsburg, for prohibition of polygamy to 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, against the rate bill—to the! mittee on the Judiciary. of 





Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance l 
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Side, Pittsburg, for arbitration treaty—to the Committee Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive E 
reign Affairs. against freight rates by Interstante Commerce ¢ 
o, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerc 
Side, Pittsburg, against the sale of liquor in all public By Mr. FLACK: Petition of Malone Grange, of Malone, 
ngs—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. for a law to prevent collection on newspapers 
), petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | mailed to subscribers—to the Committee on the P ( 
Pittsburg, for a Sunday law in the District of Columbia | Post-Roads. 
Committee on the District of Columbia. Also, petition of Fort Covington Grange, No. 937, 
so, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the | 
Ind, Pittsburg, to exclude gambling from the express and | Ways and Means. 
ph service—to the Committee on the Judiciary. Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Harris Le 
», petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ind, Pittsburg, to exclude gambling schemes from the Also, petition of the Press, against the tariff on | 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. | chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means 
so, petition of the Pennsylvania State Grange, for repeal of By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of A. G. Bainbridg 
ue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways | neapolis, in favor of proper restriction of immigi l 
\leans. Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 
so, petition of General Putnam Council, No. 125, Junior Also, petition of the Politiken, against the tariff on 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im- | machines—to the Committee on Ways and M¢ 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. | By Mr. FLOYD: Petition for the relief of John Welch 
Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Petition of W. E. Lawrence, | company bill H. R. 14554—to the Committee on Invalid I 
epeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of the Board of Trade « 
' on Immigration and Naturalization. beth, N. J., to extend the time to build a bridge over Ne 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany Dill for jay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbo 
of Paul Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. FRENCH: Petitions of the Troy Weekly Ni 
petitions of John O’Hara, Mike Coghlin et al., John P. | Herald, and the Gem State Rural, against the tariff 
1. H. K. Strand, and G. C. Fasbender, for repeal of reve- | machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means 
x on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and | By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J. J. Witte, against the 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Me: 
\MIr. DICKSON of Illinois; Petition of the Mount Carmel Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Christ Ss 
r, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- | ser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
on Ways and Means. Also, petition of many citizens of New York and t 
Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the National Grange, Patrons | relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disa 
lusbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alco- | Committee on Claims. 
» the Committee on Ways and Means, Also, petition of the United Confederate Veterans, r 
petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, | graves of Confederate soldiers—to the Committee on M 
York State legislative board, against any law that would | Affairs. 
the present Chinese-exclusion act—to the Committee on By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Papers to 
tion and Naturalization. | of Mrs. Lawrence—to the Committee on War ¢ 
petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for re f of 
York State legislative board, against the rate bill—to the | ander Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 
ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Floyd L 
petition of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring | bie—to the Committee on Pensions 
tion of the Chinese-exclusion act-—to the Committee on By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of the Spencer Cour 
ition and Naturalization. the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on W 
petition of the New York Produce Exchange, board of | Means. 
rs, against railway rate making by the Interstate Com- | ty Mr. GRONNA: Petition of Robert Grant and 1S0 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | of Wilson County, N. Dak., for a parceis-post law—to the 
rece mittee on the Post-Office and Vost-Roads 
petition of the National Business League, for reorganiza- | Also, petition of Robert Grant and 211 others, f re 
the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign | revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee o 
and Means. 
petition of Mettiwee Grange, No. 806, of Greenville, Also, petition of S. S. Rodening et al., for rep 
‘repeal of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the | tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on W 
(tee on Ways and Means. Means, 
tition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for Also, petition of C. N. Barnes, against a parcel 
r heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the | the Committee on the Post-Office and Vost-h 
tee on Claims. By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petitions of the KR 
‘ir. ELLIS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac | terprise, the Tribune, and the Buckeye Ne 
to the Committee on War Claims. on linotype machines—to the Cor ttee on W M 
mper to accompany bill for relief of John Jefferson By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Naval Section, No. 42, against destruction of the 
ESCH: Petition of the Wisconsin Humane Society, | tution—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
bills Hf. R. 47, 145, and 440—to the Committee on Inter Also, petition of Liberty Council, No. 36, Order 1 
l‘oreign Commerce. ean Mechanics, favoring restriction of im rrat 
tition of the Wisconsin State Board of Agriculture, for | mittee on Immigration and Naturalization 
tariff schedules—to the Committee on Ways and iy Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the He | t] 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on W M 
étition of the California Fruit Growers’ Exchange, for Also, petition of the Chicago Federation of I 
nt control of railway rates and private car lines— | bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Mer M 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. lisheries. 
tion of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s Association, for Also, petition of the Nebraska Park Forest A 
ment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. ing more experiment stations (bill H. R. 345) ( 
tition of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s Association, in- | tee on Agriculture. 
the railway-rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate Also, petition of the Brotherhood of I] | 
n Commerce, Overland Lodge, No. 123, favoring the B |’ 
tion of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s Association, for | the Gilbert bill—to the Com: ithe J 
Wairy Bureau in the Department of Agriculture—to By Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accom 
ttee on Agriculture, Abner B. Robertson—to the Com tee « 
on of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s Association, Also, paper to accompa! bill for 
the bill reducing the tax on oleomargarine—to the Com James V. Hoover—to the Co ttee \\ 
\griculture. Also, petition of citizens of Jul 


ir. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Central Federated | building (bill Hl. R. 7088)—to the 


‘ 


yew York, approving bill H. R. 12472—to the Commit- | ings and Grounds. 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey Det ! 


M 
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By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompa 
for relief of A. G. Bailey—to the Committee on Invaliq P 

Also, paper to accompany bill fer relief of Edwin A. 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac Babe 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the California Fruit Gr 
Exchange, relative to transportation rates for fruit 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

sy Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petitions of the School Wor 
Farmington Chronicle, the Bowdoin Quill, and the ©, 
Gazette, against the tariff on linotype machines—to th, 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petitions of the Atlanta Journ: 
pany, the Railroad Record, the Watts Railway Guide. t! 
Press, and the Christian Union, against the tariff on 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petitions of the Press-News, the p 
Record, the Dnington Joker, Chas. H. Webb, La Tribu; 
ana, the Geringer Press, the Musical Standard, B. O. Vai 
Interior, Dziennik Naredowy, the Chicago Packer, the Si 
Opinion, the Chicago Banker, the New Voice, the World "| 
the Western Brewer, and the Construction News ( 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Comm 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
West—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Isaac Small 


| 


| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


( lu r Order 1 ted American Mechanics, favoring restric- | 
i rration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
| Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of the Grand Valley 
ag ist the tariff on linetvpe machines—to the Commit- | 
1 » W . vl Me hs, ~~ 

I Mi IUBBARD: Petitions of the Register, the Monitor, 
and the News, against the iff on linotype machines—to the 
Co if on Ways and Means 

\] ion of the ux City Humane Society, against bills 
It. R. 47145 and 440—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
( ( I 

By Mr. HULI Petitions of the Perry Journal and the 
] Record, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Cr tee on Ways and Means. 

y M JENKINS: Petition of the Brotherhood of Painters, 
Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, local union at 
Su , Wi repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alco- 

» the Committee on Ways and Means. 

l Mr. JOHNSON: Petition for granting an increase of pen- | 

t J wh A, Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

I Mr. JONI Washington: Petitions of the News Mines, 

News Letter, the Kettle River Journal, the Columbian, the 

port Tribune, the Sprague Times, the Northport Repub- | 

the Register, and Bulletin, and the Spokane Press, against 

| type machines—to the Committee on Ways and 

| Mr. KAHN: Petition of 89 prominent citizens of San 

J Oakland, and Berkely, Cal., favoring the metric sys- 
1 he ¢ ee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, | n of the California State Board of Health, for the 
Hiepburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the California Club, of San Francisco, for 
nD! rvatic if Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors 

Also, ] m of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
1 r heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
cr ttee on Claims. 

\ petition of a committee of the Veterans’ Home of Cali- 
{ i fave r conversion of the State Home into a National 
s iers’ Home » the Committee on Military Affairs. 

petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
fi ntaining of present Chinese-exclusion law—to the Com- 
I on Foreign Affairs 
petition of the Manufacturers and Produce Association 
‘ fornia, for vement of Yosemite Valley—to the Com- 
\ culture 
| mn of Golden Gate Council, No. 8, United Commer- 
‘ | of Ameri favoring bill H. R. 5298—to the Com- 
I ee on the Ju iar) 
\lso, petition of the California State Federation of Labor, for 
ised y of enlisted musicians, and prohibiting competition 
with ciy ns—to the Committee on Labor. 

LIso, 7 tion of the California State Federation of Labor, for 
nt our workday for post-office clerks—to the Committee 
< Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

tion of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, against the 
8! ubsidy 1 to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
] eries 

| Mr. KELIHER: Petition of the Massachusetts State 
Ti i of Trade, indorsing bill H. R. 10056—to the Committee 
‘ e Mer it M ne and Fisheries. 

so, 1 of the Deutscher Central Verband, against the 
] 1) er bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill for 
‘ to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y I for relief of Jacob Brugh—to 
I re ; 
1 for relief of Nicholas A. Bovee, 
H. Leslis to the Committee on 
N: PB of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
I \ 1 service from Washington 
( tee « the P Office and 
1 of « ens of Libe« vy, Mo., and 
] Free § f o the Com- 
| \! KN s of I N ¥ : for 
s ol I he 4 mitte 

By I ‘ ] , lel l of the N nal So 

‘ ( i St ¢ I il spo 
f oN j e C e « Rivers and 


By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the editor of Poet Lore a: 
publications, against the tariff on linotype machines 
f‘ommittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Sturtevant Mill Company and ot! 
the removal of the tax on ethyl alcohol—to the Commit 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Lllinois: Petition of the D 
Company, against the tariff on linotype machines—to t 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Chicago Federation 
bor, for bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Me: 


Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Preve 
Cruelty to Animals, against bill H. R. 221—to the Cou 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Illinois Manufacturers’ Associatio 
tive to a canal from the Great Lakes to the Gulf—to th 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

iy Mr. MINOR: Petition of the Fox River Journal 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on W: 
Means. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of the Commercial Club 
lion, Ohio, favering restriction of immigration—to the ‘ 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Star-Journal and the Daily ! 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of 50 citizens of Milwaukee, f 
H. R. 3134 et al.—to the Committee on the District of Co 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Sunday Rest Day Asso 
relative to a Sunday law in the District of Columbia 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the locomotive 
Indianapolis, favoring bill H. R. 2839—to the Committe: 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Lumber Retail Dealers’ Associ 
removal of the tariff on humber—to the Committee on 
Means. 

Also, petition of Charles B. Allen and J. C. MclIly 
tive to the “ fraud order "—to the Committee on the ! 
and Po 


fire 
ti 


Roads, 


7 
yt 
o, petition of the Indianapolis Humane 8 ciety al 


T 


Butler, against bill H. R. 47—to the Committee on j 
ind Foreign Commerce, 
Also, petition of Frank H. Carter, favoring bill H. R 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
Also, petition of Robert Metzger, W. BE. Henry, 2! 


Pemberton, against bill H. R. 45—to the Committee 
state and Foreign Com 
By Mr. PALMER: Petitions of the Record, the P 
Triweekly Tribune, the Daily News, and the Journal, a¢ 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways : 
Also, petition of Potomac Lodge, No. 7, Brotherhood 
motive Firemen, relative to bill H. R. 239—to the Col 
; the Judiciary. 


Perea 
1e1 . 
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) 


T« 


e 


} 












i 





( 


“Ty Mr. PARSONS: Petitions of the Converted Catholic, the | 


Mi 
M 


r 


T 





106. 
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\lso, petition of the Pennsylvania Dairy Union, relative to | 
li. R. 845—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of Campbells Ledge Division, No. 65, Order of | 
way Conductors, for restraining orders in certain cases— | 
he Committee on the Judiciary. 
iso, petition of Division No. 25, Order of Railway Con- | 
ors, of Pittston, and Keystone Lodge, No. 42, Brotherhood | 
Railway Trainmen, of Harrisburg, Pa., relative to bill H. R. | 
\—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
\lso, petition of M. B. Hughes Camp, No. 88, Sons of Vet- | 
s, relative to bill H. R. 8131—to the Committee on Military 


rs. 


\lso, petition of McKees Rocks (Pa.) Division, No. 201, Order | 


9298 


Railway Conductors, relative to bill H. R. 9828—to the Com- 


tee on the Judiciary. 


lical Times, the Army and Navy Journal, the Adams 
thly, the Baptist Home Mission Monthly, and the Home 
d, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
ee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petitions of Taylor Bros. & Co. and oth- 
and the 
vers of America, of Rochester, N. Y., for repeal of the duty 
naturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ty Mr. POLLARD: Petition of the National Academy of | 
ce, for passage of bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on | 
ulture. 
\lso, petition of the Nebraska Stock Growers’ Association, 
asing of public lands of the West—to the Committee on 
i. 


ublie Lands. 

\lso, petition of the Nebraska Academy of Science, for pas- 

of the Lacey bill relative to the Cliff Dwellers of the 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


srotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper | 
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<0, petition of the Nebraska Park and Forestry Association, 
inerease of experiment stations—to the Committee on 
ilture. 


By Mr. REYNOLDS: Petitions of East Tyrone Council, No. | 


Orient Council, No. 72; 
nna; Daniel Webster Council, and Cresson Couneil, No. 108, 
x Order United American Mechanics; Morrellville Circle. 
78, and Sherr Orr Camp, Sons of Veterans, of Johnston, 

voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
rration and Naturalization. 

paper to accompany bill for relief of John L. Decker— 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, petitions of Granges Nos. 1117, 737, 
nia, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 

mmittee on Ways and Means. 


, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Suter, jr.— | 


Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
, paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin 
mn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank M. Amos— 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph Stroyer— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
ttee on Claims. 

! ir. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Evidence in the claim of 


F. 


\. Summerhill—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of the 


sors of Stafford County, Va.—to the Committee on War 


Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the National 
ttee on Ways and Means. 
petition of the National Business League, for an amend- 
' the Lodge consular bill as originally drafted—to the 
ttee on Foreign Affairs. 
, petition of the board of directors of the California Fruit 
’ Exchange, relative to Government control of railway 
nd private car lines—to the Committee on Interstate and 
1 Commerce. 
Mir. RYAN: Petition of the National Business League, for 
of the consular service—to the Committee on Foreign 


Mr. SCROGGY: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 9617) 
g an increase of pension to David A. Kirk 
on Invalid Pensions. 


resolution of the National Grange of Patrons of Hus- | 


, at Atlantic City, N. J., and petitions of J. BE. Oribaugh, 


‘ 


/hio, requesting removal of the tax on denaturized alco- 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 





Pride of the Mountain Council, of | 


and 1124, of Penn- | 





2469 


Also, petitions of Wilmington Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, and J. D. Vandervort 1 others, of Port 
Villiam, Ohio, for the enactment of stricter in 1 | 
to the Committee on Immigration and Natu é 

Also, papers in the matter of the application of O W 
Frazier for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 1 

Also, petition of H. R. Speelman, : st | BH. Re 
8131—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. SHARTEL: Petition of the Sarcoxie Re l st 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committ \ $s and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Two Rivers Division, No. 151, Order of 
Railway Conductors, to secure a favorable rep H. R 


932! 


$} and 239 and §S. 1657—to the Committee on the Jud ry 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union 
of Toledo Ohio, for improvement in merchant marine—to tl 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the Wilcox & White Company, 
of Meriden, Conn., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of officers of the First National Bank of Port- 
land, Conn., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the 


Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, petition of the Naval Veterans of Connecticut, for eS 
ervation of the frigate Constitution—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mary Floyd Tallmadge Chapter, Daughters 
of the American Revolution, for a reservation in the White 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


ty Mr. SPIGHT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of estate 
of Abner W. Lanier—to the Committee on War Cl S 


By Mr. STERLING: Petition of the Towanda News, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Federation of Labor, for im 
provement of the marine service—to the Com ee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the Cal i 
Fruit Growers’ Exchange, for rate control by tl I t 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on In tate id 

| Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring bill S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Staten Island Transcript, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on W 1 
Means. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, ag t 
rate control by the Interstate Commerce ‘ i1ission—to th 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, for 
modification of the Chinese-exclusion act—to the ¢ unittee o1 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Fishel & Levy, of New York; J yh Beck 
& Son; the Barrett Company; E. Eising & Co., and P. W. Eng 
& Sons, for amendment to a pure-food bill—to the Cor tt 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Edwin C. Burt Company, for repeal of 
the duty on hides—to the Committee on W L Me 

Also, petition of the National Bu 3 I f S 


Press-Intelli- | 
Company, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the | 


to the Com- | 


mington, Ohio, and Farmers’ Grange, No. 13, of W aynes- 


1345—to the Committee on Foreign Aff! 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Comn e on I 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of W. 
the Buffalo Forge Company, the Rome y, and. 
Wupperman, relative to forgeries on trade-mar to the C 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, petition of 


Edward Eberle 


Navy dental corps—to the Committee on M 

sy Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Harold } 
ters in the Kongo [Free State—to the ‘¢ ‘ ] 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: Paper to accompany bill for 1 f of 
miah Lunsford—to the Committ n J lid P 

Also, petition of citizens of Lawndale, N. C., f 
tax on hides—to the Committee on Ways and M 


By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of the Women’s I 
ary Society of Newton Upper Falls, Ma f 
fairs in the Kongo Free State—to the | 


Affairs. 
By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: P 
| relief of S. M. Long (previous! ‘ 


Pensions )—to the Committee « Milit: 


nm 
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SENATE. 
Tuespay, February 13, 1906. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALte. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] to read Washington’s Farewell 
Address on the 22d instant, pursuant to the order of the Senate 
of January 24, 1901. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 56) authorizing the extension of Rhode 


Island avenue NE. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. R. 23) providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge and approaches across the 
Potomac River at Washington, D. C., with amendments; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

Ii. R. 118. An act to amend sections 713 and 714 of “An act to 
establish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 3, 1901, as amended by the acts approved January 31 and 
June 30, 1902, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 8997. An act to regulate the practice of pharmacy and 
the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes . 

H. R. 11784. An act to authorize the recovery of the value of 
unlawful rebates and discriminations and penalty therefor, and 
for other purposes ; 

H.R. 12614. An act to change the name of 
street to California street; and 

Ii. R. 12709. An act to allow and regulate 
judicial proceedings in the courts of the United 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 2582. An act to authorize the American National Bank of 
Graham, Va., to change its location and name; 

Hl. R. 530. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Ross ; 
ll. R. 611. An act granting 
Cassidy ; 

H.R. 
Coulter ; 

If. R. 1059. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Spangler ; 


a portion of T 


amendments in 
States. 


BE. 
an increase of pension to John H. 


<*> 


An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


iat. 


Hf. R. 1072. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Fisher ;: 
Il. R. 11283. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


Emaline Finklea ; 


Ht. R. 1124. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Grant; 

H.R. 1125. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Ann Batchelor: 

H.R. 1131. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Sargent; 

Hi. R. 1186. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Stauffer ; 

H.R. 1213. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Breden ; 

If. R. 1280. An act granting a pension to Mary K. Levis; 

H.R. 1283. An act granting an increase of pension to Epsy 
Ann Austin; 

Hi. R. 1882. An act granting an increase of pension to Beu- 
jamin Fagley ; 

H.R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Darius 
J. Brown: 

H.R. 1467. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
E. Monroe; 

H.R. 1545. An act granting a pension to Florence D. Raf- 
ferty ; 

H.R. 1554. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Spinning; 

H. R. 1797. An act granting a pension to James H. Cole, alias 
John V. Cole; 

H. R. 1884. An act granting en increase of pension to Robert 


Purcell ; 
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H. R. 1952. An act granting an increase of pension to 4 
A. M. Nattoch Dag; 

H. R. 1958. An act granting a pension to Ida L. and Clary: 
Winters ; 

H. R. 1974. 
R. P. Foale; 

H. R. 2083. 
A. Slack; 

H. R. 2084. 
Maginley ; 

H. R. 2113. 
Jackson ; 


xe] 
KB. 


An act granting an increase of pension to W/!|iay) 


An act granting an increase of pension to T| 


Has 


An act granting an increase of pension to 'Thoinas 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia p 


H. R. 2169. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
White; 

H. R. 2289. An act granting an increase of pension to Algernon 
Lightcap; 

H. R. 2291. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Elmes ; 

H. R. 2340. An act granting a pension to Evelyn S. Bearislee: 


H. R. 2342. An 
H. R. 2345. An 
nette Hannahs; 
H. R. 2394. An 


act granting a pension to Winifred BE. Lewis: 
act granting an increase of pension to Antoi- 


act granting an increase of pension to Frank 


! Buncher; 


H. R. 2771. 
McCabe; 

H. R. 2795. 

H. R. 2811. 

H. R. 3214. 

H. R. 3216. 
Seeber ; 

H. R. 3229. 

H. R. 3380. 
W. Wilburn; 

H. R. 3400. 
K. Carr; 

H. R. 3605. 
Lathrop ; 

H. R. 3678. An 
C. S. Twitchell ; 

H. R. 4195. An 
Secheverell ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
An 
An 
An 
An 


act granting a pension to Emma Auger: 

act granting a pension to Angie A. Marvin: 
act granting a pension to Maggie Parker: 
act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Jessie Marie Ilester: 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 


act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 


Hi. R. 4215. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin A: 
Roberts ; 

H.R. 4217. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
M. Rose; 

H. R. 4218. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin M. 
Williamson ; 

H. R. 4224. An act granting an increase of_pension to Cliristo- 


pher Pletzke; 

H. R. 4225. An 
iel Cooper ; 

H. R. 4891. An act granting an increase of pension to \Villiam 
John Stewart, alias John Scott; 

H. R. 4607. An act granting a pension to Annie Rohr; 

H. R. 4644. An act granting an increase of pension to Sara 
J. Dickens ; 

H. R. 4666. An 
A. Carpenter ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Nathan- 


h 


act granting an increase of pension to avid 





H. R. 4713. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
M. C. Manning; 

H. R. 4727. An act granting a pension to Emma M. Boyer: 

H. R. 4730. An act granting an increase of pension to Mes! k 
L. Jones; 

H. R. 4732. An act granting an increase of pension to es 
Scrogum : ; 

H. R. 4735. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘T)ioias 
Adair; sa 

H. R. 4737. An act granting an increase of pension to \ lia 
Logan; - is 

H. R. 4738. An act granting an increase of pension to |ienry 
Roberts ; 

H. R. 4739. An act granting an increase of pension ‘> Law- 
rence B. Smith; ; a 

H. R. 4765. An act granting an increase of pension to [°ors' 
W. Shepherd ; ; hriel 

H. R. 4822. An act granting an increase of pension to ©)" 
Smith ; . re - 

H. R. 4827. An act granting an increase of pension to nas 
EE. Morrow ; : Ww 

H. R. 4879. An act granting an increase of pension t ; 
Roache ; , 2 rohiu 

H. R. 4884. An act granting an increase of pension 


Bokart ; 










































I. R. 4964. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 


rR. 5015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Goodell ; 
[. R. 5016. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


[. Rk. 5170. An act granting an increase of pension to David 


rR. Pringle; 


k. 5288. An act granting an increase of pension to Lockey 
sl 
ul 
rn. 5254. An act granting an increase of pension to Travis 


ichenor ; 
H.R. 5644. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
J ilcox 5 

i. R. 5808. An act granting an increase of pension to Napo- 
D>. O. Lord; 
R. 5925. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
vidson : 
rR. 5955. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
L. Overton ; 
HI. R. 6143. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Riffert: 
k. 6144. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Bra- 


R. 6157. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
t] J. Boyer ; 


iT 


H. R. 6192. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
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recommends that an act be adopted and enacted 
justice shall be done the Porto Ricans by ) 
them American citizenship, to which the ‘ 
much as the people of Porto Rico are pat nd 
possessing the necessary fitness and education 
the duties and exercise the rights which a d 


tion thereof; and 


Whereas the people of Porto Ri g d 
dignity and benefits that go with the re 
Be it 

Resolved by the legislative assembly of ] 
of the United States Congress be petitioned 
high and just recommendation made by the IP 


ing American citizenship to the Porto R 

Approved February 6, 1906. 

Tue ProrLte or Porro RIco, 
Secretary’s Office: 

I, Regis H. Post, secretary of Porto Rico, do } 
foregoing is a true and correct copy of a joint 
lative assembly of Porto Rico, entitled “J 
Houses of the United States Congress to adi 
mendation made by the Hon. Theodore R 
regarding the conferring of citizenship upon the 
proved by the governor of Porto Rico on February 





| of which is now on file in this office. 


a 
If. R. 6227. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Rt. 6228. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
1 rerrell ; 
Rk. 6338. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard | 
I ‘thy ; 
k. 6448. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
‘ Ww: 
it. 6451. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 
R. 7418. An act granting an increase of pension to Fritz | 
li. R. 7420. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
\\ ta 
Il. R. 8090. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
H. Benham; 
ll. R. 8217. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A layman ; 
Hl. R. 8222. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
B. Jordan; 
R. $442. An act permitting the building ei a dam across | 
t] k River at Grand Detour, Il. ; 
S618. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
& Val 


0592. An act granting a pension to Mary Van Blarcom; 
10192. An act granting an increase of pension to Alan- 


homas; 


10225. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 


1 rdson : 


10296. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


( 

10299. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
{ : } 
s . 10454. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
I 

10456. An act granting an imcrease of pension to John 

nger - 

0765. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

on: 

11510. An act granting a pension to Emma Aldred; 
7 11405. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
J dorf; and 

11596. An act granting a pension to Marion H. Long. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
VICE-PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
ion of the third legislative assembly of Porto Rico, 
5 for the enactment of legislation conferring citizenship 
he Porto Ricans as recommended by the President of the 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 


and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, | 


WS: 
lution praying both Houses of the United States Congress to 
nd approve the recommendation made by the Hon. Theodore 
t in his iast message, regarding the conferring of citizenship 
Porto Riéans, 
itive assembly of Porto Rico to the United States Congress: 
. 3 the Hon. Theodore Rossevelt, President of the United States 
' ‘ca, in his last annual message to the United States Congress, 








In witness whereof I have hereunto set my 
affixed the great seal of Porto Rico, at the city 
day of February, A. D. 1906. 

[ SBAL. ] Recis H. Post, Sec 


Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of Glaser, 
Eugene O. Reed Company, and Oscar C,. Miller, 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the 
* pure-food bill; ”’ whieh were ordered to lie on the ta 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Chri 


perance Union of Pittsfield, Ill., and the pet 
ef Mount Sterling, Il, praying for an 
charges made and filed against Hon. Ree! 


from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 


on Privileges and Elections. 


He also presented a petition of Hamilton Br 
ton, Ill., and the petition of James W. Owen 


praying for the ratification of international 
which were referred to the Committee on F 

He also presented a petition of Local Divi 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Mat 
tion of Belknap Division, No. 96, Order of ] 
of Aurora, Ill., praying for the passage of 
ployers’ liability bill,’ and also the “an 
which were referred to the Committee on 





He also presented a petition of the Federation 
Chicago, Tl., and a petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union of 
| Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation relating 
to the complement of crews of vessels; which were referred 


the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of the Chamber of C 


Decatur, Ill., praying for the enactment of 


to one-cent postage, and remonstrating against 
| ment of a parcels-post system; which was referred to the C 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented the petition of George Johnson, of Na 
ville, Ill, and the petition of O. M. Powers, of Chi 
praying for the enactment of legislation relating to p 

| on college publications; which were referred to tl 


on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
He also presented the memorial of C. F. 
ville, Ill., and the memorial ef Greene & Gr 


remonstrating against the enactment of legi 
a postal savings bank system; which were r 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the 
Liquor Dealers’ Association, praying fer the 


so-called “pure-food bill ;” which was ordere 
He also presented resolutions of the 


Dealers’ Association, favoring the recommendat 


dent Roosevelt relative to railroad-rate les 


referred to the Committee on Interstate Comme 


Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of N. 


No. 448, Brotherhood of Locomotive BEngi 


W. Va., remonstrating against the passa 
“ railroad-rate bill;” which was referre: 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition 
Ministers’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa 
the Methodist Episcopal Preachers’ Meeti 
Pa., praying for the passage of the so-c 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the 





the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, and a peti 
| Council of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the 


tain amendment to the bill relating to the « 


|‘ of vessels; which were referred to the Committ 





i-injunction 


te Commerce. 
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Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Flint River Bap- 
tist Association, of Mount Morris, Mich., and a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Three Rivers, Mich., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He 
Husbandry, of Pittsford, Mich., praying for the enactment of 


| 
| 


also presented a petition of Pittsford Grange, Patrons of | 


legislation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 18, | 


American Federation of Labor, of Detroit, Mich., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prevent the unauthorized use of 
the names or pictures of persons for the purposes of trade; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Charles S. Juade, of Powers, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the 
duty on linotype and composing machines or the composing 
parts thereof; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

fle also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Petoskey, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the Territory of Oklahoma when 
d to statehood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
also presented a petition of the Horticultural Society of 
ien County, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


admitte 


lle 
Bert 


i} 


‘p ircels post 


| by the presidents and officers of the Colonial Dames soci: 


Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Iie also presented a memorial of the City Bank, of Dowagiac, 
Mich., and a memorial of the Maynard-Allen State Bank, of 
Portland, Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- | 


lation to establish a postal savings-bank system; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Iie also presented 


| homa when admitted to statehood; which was ordered to lie . 


Foreign Relations, that committee having jurisdiction, 
understand, of the matter now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The subject has heretofore gone jo 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protectioy 
Game. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then let it go there. I understood tha; 
bill or something of that nature the Senator from New \ 
{[Mr. PLatr] introduced had gone to the Committee on For, 
Relations, but I have no choice in the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred ¢, 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of G 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present also petitions indorsing i 
action of the Colonial Dames of the District of Columbia, si i 


in the following States: Alabama, Florida, Illinois, Indi; 
Kentucky, Maine, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Missouri, \ 
Hampshire, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, North Car 


South Carolina, Rhode Island, Vermont, West Virginia, Wi: 
sin, and the national officers of these societies. I move it 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Forest Res 
tions and the Protection of Game. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Ellen W. Boyd, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that the Indian Territory be admitted 
into the Union as a separate State; which was ordered lie 
on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. G. D. Willingha: 
Hobart, Okla., praying for the enactment of legislation to | 
hibit the sale of intoxicating liquors In the Territory of OkJa- 
n 


of 


yy 
ro- 


| the table. 


a petition of sundry citizens of Sunrise, | 


Alaska, and a petition of sundry citizens of Hope, Alaska, pray- | 


ing that an appropriation be made for the construction of public | 


roads in that Territory; which were referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Albion, 
Mich., and a memorial of sundry citizens of the State of Michi- 
gan, remonstrating against the repeal of the present anticanteen 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 568, Brother- 
1 of Railroad Trainmen, of Alpena; of Delta Division, No. 
SG, Order of Railway Conductors, of Escanaba, and of Saginaw 
Valley Lodge, No. 188, 
Saginaw, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


hoor 


Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of | 


Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Eureka Lodge, No. 
14, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Indianapolis, [nd., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 
bill; ’ which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of the Ministerial Associa- 
tion of Louisa and Des Moines counties, in the State of Lowa, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


He also presented a petition of Eagle Grove Division, No. 14, 

| Order of Railway Conductors, of Eagle Grove, Iowa, praying for 

the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” which 
| was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Audubon 
County, Iowa, praying for the ratification of internatio: 
bitration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Ile also presented petitions of Company M, Fifty-third Rezi- 
ment; of Company D, Fifty-sixth Regiment, and of Company I, 


Iie also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Sagi- 
naw, Mich., and a petition of Board of Commerce of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to reorganize 
the consular service; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented petitions of the Wells-Higman Company, of | 


St. Joseph; of the Saugatuck and Ganges Pomological Society, 


of Douglas; of the Ballou Basket Works, of Belding, and of the | 
Farmers’ Institute of Sandusky, all in the State of Michigan, 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ railroad rate bill; ” 


which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Hildreth Motor and Pump 
Company, of Lansing; of E. 
the Oliver Machinery Company, of Grand Rapids, all in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
to the present Chinese exclusion law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 


nts 


Fifty-third Regiment, all of the Iowa National Guard, i 
members of the Fifty-fifth Iowa Regimental National Guard 
sand, all in the State of Iowa, praying that increased apy 
tions be made for the support of the National Guard; 


| were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Bement’s Sons, of Lansing, and of | 


Ile also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Shelby, | 
Mich., and a petition of sundry citizens of Ingham County, 


Mich., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 


ist Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
were referred to the Commitee on 


Mr. WETMORE 


n Temperance Union of Cranston, R. IL. praying for the 


of 


tion 
tee 
Mr. 


Society 


intoxicating liquors ; 
Interstate Comn 
GALLINGER I 
of Colonial 
lumbia, in reference to 
Niagara, and making an 
most important interest. 


‘ 


Ol 


erce 

present a petition from the National 
of America in the District of Co- 
the encroachment upon the Falls of 
appeal for the preservation of that 
I have been requested by the officers 
this society to ask that the petition, which is very brief, may 
be printed as a Senate document, which request I make. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to printing the 
petition as a document? The Chair hears none, and it 
ordered. It will be referred 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be referred to the Committee on 


Dames 


is so 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Naval .\ S, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3899) granting autho: to 


the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to dismiss | 
men from the United States Naval Academy, and regula 
procedure and punishment in trials for hazing at | 


i academy, to report it with amendments, and submit 


thereon. I ask that the bill may be placed on the Calen¢ 


| as it is a very important measure, I shall at an earl) 


Utah; | 
Privileges and Elec- | 


presented a, petition of the Woman’s Chris- | 


the Senate to take it up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed 
Calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to w! 
referred the following bills, reported them severally 


| amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- | 


which was referred to the Commit- | 


A bill (H. R. 10457) granting a pension to Lizzie Bre 
A bill (H. R. 10522) granting an increase of pension to ' 


| H. Everitt; 


A bill (1. R. 10308) granting an increase of pension t 
F. Acker; and 

A bill (H. R. 8242) granting an increase of pension 
Alves. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to wi 
referred the following bills, reported them several!) 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11653) granting an increase of pension | 
R. Jordan ; 3 

A bill (H. R. 10588) granting an increase of pension a 


H. Parker ; 
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| 
A bill CH. R. 10623) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A bill (S. 2332) granting an increase of pension to Ashley A. 
Bostwick ; | Youmans ; 
\ bill CH. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to Silas G. A bill (H. R. 9142) granting an increase of pension to Her 
liott; and } man A. Kimball; 
A bill (H. R. 7680) granting an increase of pension to William | A bill (H. R. 6538) granting an increase of pension to George 
nnoen. | H. Rice; and 
Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were; A bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- | 8. Isaacs. 
it, and submitted reports thereon: Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
A bill (S. 3933) granting an increase of pension to Sidney R. | whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever 
ith ; ally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon 
A bill (S. 1278) granting an increase of pension to Eleanora A bill (H. R. 10439) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
.. Keeler ; Ann Gaunt; 
\ bill (S. 8029) granting an increase of pension to Delia A. A bill (H. R. 10266) granting an increase of pension to W 
looker 3 liam H. Morris; and 
\ bill (S. 94) granting an increase of pension to Albert Wines; | A bill (H. R. 4826) granting a pension to Leola V. Franks 
\ bill (S. 8903) granting an increase of pension to John Mc- Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on Public Bui gs 
Cov; and and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 39S) to pi 
\ bill (S. 4226) granting an increase of pension to James | for the purchase of a site and the erection of a ] 
Cain. thereon at Greenville, in the State of Texas, reported 
Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | amendments, and submitted a report thereon 
rred the bill (S. 548) granting an increase of pension to Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Vensions, to whom 
liam Carr, reported it with amendments, and submitted a | were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
rt thereon. out amendment, and submitted reports thereon 
lle also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the A bill (H. R. 11160) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
| (S. 3905) granting an increase of pension to James M. | Herbert; 
ritt, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- A bill (CH. R. 11144) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
thereon. Pratt; 
\ir. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom A bill (H. R. 9789) granting an increase of pension to Josi 
e referred the following bills, reported them severally with- | Nicholson ; 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: A bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
bill (H. R. 11620) granting an increase of pension to John | Washburn; 
J. Quimby; and A bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to Angel 
\ bill (H. R. 10323) granting an increase of pension to Pat- | Hausker ; 
J. Donahue. A bill (H. R. 8043) granting an increase of pension to L 
ir. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to | fayette Dodds ; 
in was referred the bill (S. 3292) to incorporate the Great A bill (H. R. 7665) granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
( neil of the United States of the Improved Order of Red | J. Banks: 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report A bill CH. R. 10362) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
n. liam J. Chenoweth; 
ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was A bill (H. R. 7607) granting an increase of pension to Annie 
‘red the bill (H. R. 9944) granting an increase of pension M. Smith; 
homas J. Martin, reported it with an amendment, and sub A bill (H. R. 7240) granting a pension to Glawvina A. P 
d a report thereon. nell ; 
also, from the same committee, to whom were referred A bill (H. R. 7231) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
llowing bills, reported them severally without amendment,  O”Tool; and 
submitted reports thereon : A bill (H. R. 6941) granting an increase of pension to Alice 
\ bill (Hi. R. 10872) granting an increase of pension to | Gearkee. 
i J. Hill; Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, t 
\ bill (H. R. 10611) granting a pension to John J. Brewer; | whom were referred the following bills, reported them s« il 
\ bill (H. R. 9416) granting an increase of pension to Jacob | without amendment, and submitted reports thereon 
gsworth; A bill (CH. R. 6992) granting an increase of pension to M 


ll (AH. R. 8926) granting an increase of pension to John | Duffy; 


= : 7 7 . re A bill (CH. R. 8288) granting an increase of pension to J 
ll (H. R. 8847) granting an increase of pension to Philip | than Carr: 


mpson ; A bill (H. R. 8596) granting an increase of pension to Jo { 
ll (H. R. 8846) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Messerschmidt: 

= A bill (H. R. 7941) granting an increas f pension to 

ill (H. R. 7838) granting an increase of pension to 8S. B. Osborn: 

et Morris; A bill (H. R. 8253) granting an increase of | mn to Jol 
ll (H. R. 6859) granting a pension to Eva B. Koch; Dolan; 

ill (H. R. 6613) granting a pension to Thomas J. Stevens ; A bill (H. R. 10722) granting an increase of } 

ll (Hi. R. 6076) granting a pension to Anna M. Case; liam H. Flint: 

ll (H. R. 7576) granting an increase of pension to George A bill (H. R. 10918) granting an increase of pension to N 
linmett: and W. Josselyn; and 

ll (H. R. 7001) granting an increase of pension to An- A bill (S. 672) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
M. Dunham. Hubbard. 

GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committ n Pe ) t 
“l the following bills, reported them each with an amend whom was referred the bill (S. 675) granting 
nd submitted reports thereon : Uliricke Boettcher, reported it with amend nts 


ill (S. 218) granting an increase of pension to James report thereon. 

, oo ‘ : . . BILLS INTRODUCED 
| (S. 220) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
tes; Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4369) to amend 


ll (S. 623) granting an increase of pension to Bridget | approved March 1, 1905, entitled “An act to end se 
and an act entitled ‘An act relating to the Metro { ) 
bill (S. 641) granting an increase of pension to James M. the District of Columbia,’ approved Febru VY oo a 
1. was read twice by its title, and, with the ac 
N GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | referred to the Committee on the District of C 
ed the bill (S. 1884) granting an increase of pension to Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4370) to 
rick W. Partridge, reported it with amendments, and sub- | sum of $40,000 to the Cape Cod Pilgrim’s Me I ‘ y 
ed a report thereon. to be used in erecting, at Provincetown, Mass l ‘ 
also, from the same committee, to whom were referred | rial of the landing of the Pilgrims: which was read twice \ 


‘ollowing bills, reported them severally without amend- | title, and referred to the Committee on the Lib 
énd submitted reports thereon: | Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bill which we 





j 


f lly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mitt on Pensions 
A bill (S. 4371) granting a pension to Caroline B. Sloan; and | 
A bill (S. 4372) granting an increase of pension to Emily P. | 
Hubbard 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 4873) for the 
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relief of Chester Bethel; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Iie also introduced a bill (S. 4874) for the relief of the estate 
of William Flannigan, deceased; which was read twice by its | 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


on~ 


TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (8S. 4 granting an 
ise of pension to David McCredie; which was read twice 


it] 


Oto ) 


Mr. 


by its t 


e, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the | 





FEBRUARY 19, 





A bill (S. 4895) granting a pension to Kate Goode; 

A bill (S. 4896) granting an increase of pension to Tho; 
C. Davis ; 

A bill (S. 4897) granting an increase of pension to Mars] 
Bragg (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S, 4398) granting an increase of pension to Will; 
H. Waddle (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 4899) granting an increase of pension to Alpha ©. 
Puckett (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4400) to grant cer; 
lands to the town of Fruita, Colo.; which was read twic 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
Committee on Public Lands. 


I 


Mr. McCUMBER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 22) 
| directing the Secretary of War to deliver medal of ho 


| awarded to F. W. Summerfield, January 6, 1906, to J. W. St 
merfield, father of said F. W. Summerfield, deceased: w! 


Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RAYNER (for Mr. Gorman) introduced a bill (S. 4376) 
to quitelaim all the interest of the United States of America in 
and to certain lot of land lying in the District of Columbia and 
State of Maryland to heirs of John C. Rives, deceased; which | 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also (for Mr. GorMAN) introduced a bill (S. 4877) for the | 
relief of the Davison Chemical Company, of Baltimore, Md.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

.Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 4378) granting an increase 
of pension to Mark R. Jones; which was read twice by its 
title. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4379) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Roy E. Knight; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4380) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Methodist Episeopal Church South, of Glen- 
ville, W. Va.; which was read twice b; its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4881) granting an 
increase of pension to John T. McGarraugh; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4382) to further regulate 


ecommerce with foreign nations and among the States, and to 
amend the laws on that subject now in force; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Cc merce, 


He also introduced a bill (S. « 
M. J 


whiel 


383) for the relief of Elizabeth 
arle, administratrix of the estate of J. B. Earle, deceased ; 
i was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Claims. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 4884) to regulate the appoint- 
ment, number, rank, and pay of chaplains in the Navy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pe 


nsions: 

A bill (S. 4385) granting a pension to J. R. Clifford; and 

A bill (S. 4386) granting a pension to George Thomas, 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4887) for the relief of 


Florence Lambert; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


He introduced a bill (S. 48388) for the relief of Robert 


aiso 


| ate bill 529, under the unanimous-consent agreement of | 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe 
Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FULTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $400,000 for continuing the improvement at the mout)) of 
the Columbia River, intended to be proposed by him to 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PURE-FOOD BILL. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire at this time to : 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday, February 21, the s 
ate shall take up Senate bill 88 and proceed to vote upon 
same and any amendments that may be offered to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday, February 21, the Sen- 
ate shall take up Senate bill 88, known as the “ pure-food bill,” 
and proceed to vote upon it and all amendments now pending 
or hereafter offered. Is there objection? The Chair hear: 
none, and consent is given. 

Mr. HEYBURN subsequently said: I desire, having m 
some inquiry at the desk, to make more explicit the order, 
that it shall read “after the routine morning business,” in re- 
gard to fixing the time for a vote on Senate bill 88. 


ie 


+] 
Le 


S 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho 5 
unanimous consent that Senate bill S88 shall be taken up 


after the close of the routine morning business on Februar 
next. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Unanimous consent has already been given 
to take it up, and I merely ask that the order be made to pro- 
vide that it shall be taken up after the routine morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next business in order is Sen- 


21 


ruary 5. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the co! 
sideration of the bill (S. 529) to promote the national defe 
to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish Ame 
ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, «id 
to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call the attention of the clerks to | 
G, line 5, where an amendment was put in the bill, with th 
gestion that a comma should be placed after the word “ pub! 


| that is all. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be made 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 11, line 17, the word “ desir 
should be changed to the word “needed,” to conform 
amendment made previously. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary.. On page 11, line 17, strike out the firs! 
in the line, the word “ desired,” and insert in lieu the 
“needed,” so as to read: “ When the repairs shall be ne 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer two proposed amendments 


| | think it desirable to have printed and lie on the table : 


McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

i lso introduced the following bills; which were severally 
| twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
J 

| (S. 4389) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
P| 
\ li (Ss )) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
(S. 4891) granting an increase of pension to Abner R. 
LS ; l 
\ ll (Ss 2) granting an increase of pension to Cornelia | 
A. Mobley 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 48938) authorizing the 
‘ on of a post-office building at East Liverpool, Ohio; which | 
wi read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 4394) to in- 
crease the limit of cost of the post-office and court-house at 


Evanston, Wyo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 


they may be examined. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let them be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They might be read, perhaps. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendments w 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

After the word “ vessel,” in line 10, page 8, strike out the 
“then the same shall be determined” and substitute the words | 
United States is hereby authorized and a to take the. 
at once, leaving the fair actual value or fair rate of hire to 


termined thereafter.” - 
After the word “ agree,” in line 13, page 8, add the words 


and thé 


. 
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provisions of this subdivision shall be embodied in every contract be- | The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent. 





































































ween the vessel owes or owners and the United States.” and agreed to, as follows: 
ry a r ep SI yA rn > *, 7. ‘ > > . ri | 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendments will Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representat 


be printed. | That, the President is requested to return to the House of Repre: =o" 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I presume other Sena- | tives House bill 297, to authorize the const! of ind power 
a ial etme Fennec » hi te > — T , | stations on the Tennessee River at uscle Shoals, Al ima, for the pur 
ors desire to discuss the bill. I do not wish to be heard at the pose of amendment. 
present time on the subject. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT (after a pause). The Chair lays 
efore the Senate bills from the House of Representatives. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


uction 


STATEMENT OF LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution: which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 


’ P . . : ‘ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior lx nd hereby, dl 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, rected to furnish for the use of the Senate a complete statement of 
nd referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: Dovemhes SI, 1806, by land office distr ic ts, of the total number of filings 
: ae ' > oct 2 71 FAL “ an | of record under each of the public-lan aws, in sections, f ! hich 

H.R. 118. An act to amend sections 713 and 714 of “An act to | {), respective local land officers were on said date under instructions 


stablish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” approved | not to receive final proofs. 
March 3, 1901, as amended by the acts approved January 31 Second. The total number of entries of land under each of the 


and June 30, 1902, and for other purposes; and ' | ee Tandem Gentiles = oe nee 2 — by 
H. R. 12614. An act to change the name of a portion of T | direction. 

street to California street. | Third. The aggregate acreage embraced in the filings and entries 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, | ®fresaid. aos st 

nd referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : " s : cme “ = - _ a 
HI. R. 11784. An act to authorize the recovery of the value of The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con 


sideration of the bill (S. 529) to promote the national defense, 
to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish American 
ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, and 
to provide revenue from tonnage. 


unlawful rebates and discriminations and penalty therefor, and | 
for other purposes ; and 

H.R. 12709. An act to allow and regulate amendments in | 
judicial proceedings in the courts of the United States. 


HI. R. 8997. An act to regulate the practice of pharmacy and| Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, unless some Senator is 
the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, and for other | prepared to proceed with the discussion of the unfinished busi 
| hess—— 


irposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
ttee on the District of Columbia. | Mr. TELLER rose. 
Mr. GALLINGER subsequently said: A moment ago the Chair | Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Colorado rises. Ver 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8997) to regulate the practice of phar- | haps he 1s prepared to go on. 
cy and the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, and | Mr. TELLER. No, I am not. 

} 


for other purposes, to the Committee on the District of Colum-| Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

bia. Inasmuch as the Senate committee has reported a_ bill Mr. GALLINGER. Allow me to complete my sentence. 

(S. 2070) identical in terms with this bill, and it is Order of | Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

usiness No. 802 on the Calendar, I ask that without referring Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to suggest that the unfin 


the House bill to the Committee it be given the same place on | ished business might be temporarily laid aside and the Calen 
he Calendar the Senate bill has, and that the Senate bill be | dar be taken up until Senators are ready to go on with the di 
ndefinitely postponed. cussion. 
. . . . Sy hy : y -} ‘ . . Dae 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to that very question, Mr. Pres 
Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, | dent. As there seems to be a dearth of argument on this pa 
d it is so ordered. ticular question of the subsidy and the value of this bill to the 
POTOMAC RIVER HIGHWAY BRIDGE. country, I have received a letter from a shipowner of Galveston, 
’ . alias . . . Tex., in which he discusses it somewhat fully If there is mn 
the VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- “a See arama 
; ; : ad . objection, I should be glad to have the letter printed in the 
nuts of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution | ,,° : : 
o oat ‘ <n ri ; Recorp to-morrow morning, so that all Senators can have the 
(S. R. 23) providing for an extension of time for completing 


; nefi a ‘fore » vote is taken. 
the highway bridge and approaches across the Potomac River — - ae a ae 70% Sam ' 
. a Mr. GALLINGER. There can be no objection to that, surely. 


Washing - ey x 7 ee : 7 
Washin a Zs € the House were. on pase 2° Ine 5. t Mr. ALLISON. If it is an instructive letter, why not have 
l@ 1e li - S ¢ > ( se re, i “y > De : . . ‘ “a ‘ 

ee - ae pag le % TO) it read as a part of the remarks of the Senator from Texas? 


ke out “ February 12” and insert “ December 15;” and on Mr. CULBERSON. I was simply desiring to save t It 
” . . all a. . ” ~ ‘ awh 6 af ” 4 . sEoPstee a’. ale 5 ‘ ‘ sl ~ “tye 

= line 6, to strike out “ seven” and insert “ six. is a long letter and gives a good many figures and detail 

\ir. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate agree to the Wack Senator can read it in the ceased te ie dentnan éy dm: 6 


endments made by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the exact effect of the amendments? 

\Ir. GALLINGER. To shorten the time ; hs 

rhea VICK Pere PATTY ha fri aie ; s —_— I think perhaps it is well enough to have it read. 

eo aan tat ee ee rhe joint resolution will be read Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. é' 

The Secretary read es follewe: The VICE PRESIDENT. ; W ithout objection, the letter will 
, be read by the Secretary. The Secretary will read it 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows 


I have no objection personally to its being read 
Mr. ALLISON. The letter may be suggestive of other thing 


lved, ete., That the time for completing the construction of the 
ay bridge and approaches across the Potomac River, authorized 


ction 12 of the act of Congress approved February 12, 1901, en GALVESTON, Tex., / cary 
I “An act to provide for eliminating certain grade crossings on the Hion. C. A. CULRERSON, 
of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, in the city of United States Senate, Washington, D. ¢ 
‘ington, D. C., and requiring said company to depress and elevate DEAR Sin: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your f f Jan ”) 
racks, and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein, and and also of a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL Rec f y 20 ich 
ther purposes,” as amended by the District of Columbia appropria contains Senator MALLORY’S speech on American nt n 5 n 
t, approved July 1, 1902, and as amended by “ joint resolution | which he very much honors me by using some of t data which I sent 
ding for an extension of time for completing the highway bridge to you at your request from the Raleigh Hotel d the first part of 
approaches across the Potomac River, at Washington, D. C.,” ap anuery $ : ; 45% ; ; ; 
‘d February 18, 1905, be, and is hereby, extended to December 15, As the matter is of utmost importance to our shipping, I trust you 
‘ — ' will kindly read also the following 
Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to the amendments. If I understand correctly, Senator MALLORY agrees that the payment 
Che amendments were concurred in. of a retainer to the crew and a $0 per ton su wention proposition to 
the shipowner is insufficient for the purpose outlined in Senator Gat 
\MS AND POWER STATIONS AT MUSCLE SHOALS, ALABAMA. LINGER’S bill, but the Senator from Florida says that if everything el 
’ y ‘ . " . ‘ be eliminated except the postal subsidy proposition he would ke to 
Mr. MORGAN. I ask the immediate consideration of the | pave it passed aaeiitente : 
olution which I will read: Paragraph No. 5 of the postal subsidy proposition provides a 
olved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), lows : ati . : . 
the President is requested to return to the House of Representa , ‘From a port of the t nited Sta es on the Guif of Mexico t ( 1 
House bill 297, to authorize the construction of dams and power for steamships of the United States of not le: than 14-kne j 
ms on the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals, Alabama, for the | ® semiweekly service at a maximum compensation not exceeding $75,000 


» of amendment. per year.” ! 


' . I pick out this number, because it seems to be the nea 
} ; 26s 6, . . € ‘oO . Ivo » 
Nhat bill past ed both Houses and went to the President. Florida and Texas are jointly interested, and w d 


re is a difficulty in the draft of the bill which has challenged | that the provision is either impractical of executior f 
attention of the President and raises in his mind an objec- | pose : ; Sy 
n to the bill hiel iia - on | ~~ ‘ed Dy : nd ; It requires a semiweekly service To esta 
n to the bill, whieh difficulty can be removed by amendment | that will cover the distance, say, between Ha 
ictly in accordance with the purpose for which the bill was) the nearest trading line in the American- nd 
ered. TI ask unanimous consent that the resolution may now | Which amounts to about 550 miles each way tt ur 


> 4 required 
COl aer . ‘ , +} ‘ 
sidered, i Steamers making 14 knots speed on the il 









f will average at the highest 12 knots, or 290 miles per day; 
‘ ntly, about two days to make the voyage. A steamer requir- 
iz vs between port and pt as a matter of fact, will require 
tw me-half days between finishing loading and commencing dis- 
cha ng, because an additional night intervenes—i. e., a vessel leav- 
ing | say, on Sunday night, and requiring two days for travel 
to Habana, would not be available at the latter port for discharging 
un Wednesday morning, although it might have arrived at Habana 
‘ I day That, therefore, means two and one-half days be- 
t ports, and then two and one-half days at sea for the return 
v ige gives five days at sea, to which must be added in summer time 
two and one-half days on account of the quarantine detention, as with 
¥ fever in Habana, as is actually the case now, the quarantine 

yrities will not admit a vessel during the summer without having 
| en route five days out from Habana. 

We then have five days plus two and one-half days, or seven and 
o! lf days, on the voyage, on a schedule that requires the steamer, 
in order to get the benefit of the postal subsidy, to make the round 
trip in seven day 


rovision, therefore, is made for the time required for loading 














discharging, or, in other words, it is utterly impracticable to 

with the requirements of paragraph No. 5. At least, I should 

that it is not a business proposition to build steamers and take 

he chance of working them night and day all the time and always 

going without quarantine detention. I don’t think Cuba has enough 
busin power to employ three steamers from one Gulf port. 

Steamers also have to be repaired occasionally, and hauled out and 
bottom painted, which would be impossible under the provision of para- 
gra No. 5—at least es iar as a line from Mobile to Habana is con- 
cel . 

From New Orleans it would be still worse, and from Galveston 
utt y useless to spend any time figuring on it. 

It might be possible between Key West and Habana, or, at the very 
outside, Port Tampa and Habana. 

On the other hand, under paragraph No. 5, a concern can start two 
fast towboats running between an extreme southern Gulf port of Florida 
and an extreme north port of Cuba and claim the $75,000 subsidy, as 
oI as a bona fide passenger and freight service from the larger Gulf 


1 

l ‘ 

ports to Cuba is not feasible under the terms of the Senator Gallinger 
bil 


There are at present running between American Gulf ports and Cuba 


ollowing lines: 


1. Plant Line, from Key West. and Tampa, which is American vessels 


that carry practically only passengers. 
2. Munson-Habana Line, from Mobile, using one Cuban steamer for 
t] freight service and one English steamer for passenger service. 


. Munson-North Side of Cuba, using two boats, Nerwegian. 
4. Munson-South Side of Cuba, using two boats, Norwegian. 
5. Morgan Line, from New Orleans to Habana, running one American 
freight steamer and one English passenger steamer. 


6. Commercial Union Navigation Company, of Habana, running one 
Norwegian freight steamer from Galveston. 

7. Galveston Steamship Company, running one Norwegian freight 
steamer from Galveston to the north and south sides of Cuba. 


There are consequently seven lines of steamers running from Ameri- 
can Gulf ports to Cuba. 

First. Now, why should the Government give $75,000 per year to 
ac yp American traffic between Gulf ports and Cuba? 

Second. Would the payment of such a sum be sufficient if the Gov- 


ernment requirements as now proposed were feasible? 

Chird. What would result if the payment of $75,000 would give a | 
li of American steamers the control of the Cuban business? 

in answer to the first, I believe that with seven lines already in | 
existence there is no occasion for monetary support from the people | 
of the United States, who are expected to vote in favor of this sub- 
vention, in order to establish means of communication between America | 
and Cuba. At least that is the argument to the taxpayer, producer, 
and manufacturer. 

In answer to the second, I consider that $75,000 per year for two 
14-knot steamers would not offset the difference in cost and running 
expenses between an American vessel and a foreign vessel. An Ameri 
ci eamer of this kind would probably cost $250,000; two of them, 
t! ore, $500,000. The running expenses of these boats probably 
$1 ‘day, or two of them $350 per day, or a total running expense 
f two steamers $127,775 per year. The Congressional investi- | 
gation shows that the cost of running expenses of an American vessel 
a pared with a foreign vessel is about 334 per cent larger, and 
‘ ing 334 per cent on the cost and running expenses of the 
two steamers above referred to, and proportionately greater interest 


1 i on cost of vessel and depreciation, and applying against 


urance 


the same the subvention of $75,000, it seems to me it is simply a ques- 

















tion of calculation to convince shipowners that it is net good business 
{ ice the foreign steamers now running in this trade with Ameri- 
‘ essels, particularly not if owners will take into consideration, 
a ly tl will, that the American boat can only be used in this 
‘ ular trade and is a dead loss should simifar competition 
( nd f » them out of business, or should business become for 
so slack that the boats have to be employed in other un- 
I i deep-sea _ traffi and then in competition with ships of 
i tion Seventy-five thousand dollars applied to a semiweekly 
f t 1 res a dispatch 104 times a year means a subvention 
$731 per trip, an amount so small that on a steamship propo- 
this rt it has no bearing at all when the requirements of 
e on 1 extremely limited time is taken into con- 
Ss n hundred and thirty-one dollars per trip would not 
j i ‘ a expense of night work for two nights on a voyage, nor 
* 
i t} third: Assuming that all this calculation was in 
r t } not i . a and suming tl $75,000 is 
‘ Al e and e1 es them to control the business, and 
j takir ted that the American line could overcome 
difficu and insurmountable distance, and such an 
J : lir ntage by reason of the $75,000 that it 
WwW ad driv remaining six lines out of business, and Galveston 
< | would happen to have the good luck of securing the s y, 
! » one « in the Gulf could fight the same, and Tam Pe a, 
Mobile, and New Orleans would be driven out of the Cuban 1 38. 
Then the move nt would be restricted into Galveston, and ing 
that we had the business grabbed, we would raise our rate he 
maximum point possible and instead of giving the American er 
and producer, as now, seven lines to Cuba, all the traffic tributary to 
t Gulf, as far as Cuba is concerned, would have to come to Galves 
ton; and I would like to be on the inside of the Galveston proposition. 
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If, on the other hand, Mobile or Tampa should get it, and Lov} 


would simply not be in it. 

It is my opinion that the Congressional investigation has fully 
covered the cause that produced the decline in American me; 
marine, but they have as yet not proposed a successful remedy 
ships and free crews) and that the mail subsidy, as now proposed 
insufficiently and wrongly applied. —- 

There is a vast difference between subsidy to a Gulf line to ¢ 
when there are seven of them already in existence without jt 
say, a steamship line between Hamburg and a German colony, or a } 
that must have the support of the Government not only for comme: 
but also for military purposes. 

Speaking of Germany, I would also like to point out that Ge 
subsidies have failed to produce a general devdlammmant of the Ge 
shipping, such as is in existence in England and Norway, and, ; 
matter of fact, the German subsidies have not produced anythin: 
practically two large lines, who are, as a matter of fact, now divi 
their territory so that they might not conflict with each other 
more than absolutely necessary. 

Senator Matiory in the last part of his most interesting sp. 
favors, as a remedy, a system of discriminating duties and believes 
foreign retaliation on that score would be ineffective. 

This proposition, without being now able to fully grasp its res 
looks very inviting to me for the purpose of closer investigation, 
the leading question that in my mind it involves is, What are 
going to do with your ships enjoying the benefits of discrimina( 


| duties when business becomes slack by reason of crop failure or ot 


wise and in years of depression in American export and import t: 
Will not we then be compelled to tie up our ships whilst foreign vy: 
are doing profitable business in other waters or between other « 
nents where trade at the moment happens to be flourishing whilst 
happens to be extremely slack and unprofitable on our shores? 

I think we will be at a disadvantage. 

If we had free ships and free crews we would never be at a 4 
vantage. We would always be on an equal basis with the balar 
the world, and I think we then could take our chances with the bala 

Yours, very respectfully, 
H. M« 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I believe the Senator froim 
Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] has left the Chamber. I was about to 
ask that Senator whether he could give me any information 
concerning the author of this most remarkable letter, and as 
to whether or not he has any connection with a foreign steam- 
ship company. I do not know whether he has or not, but 
have a strong impression that he has such connections. The 
letter will go into the Recorp and the Senator can answer at 
| his convenience. All I have to say about the letter is that 
will have very careful consideration when I have an op) 
tunity to see it in print. 

The writer of this letter advocates free ships and free crews 
absolute free trade in ships and free trade for men engage 
in navigating ships, the reduction of the wages of Americ: 
seamen and American officers to the wages paid by Grea 
Britain, France, Germany, Italy, Norway, and other nations of 
| the world. There is not a Senator, Mr. President, who would 
| dare to vote for such a proposition to-day—not one. The Sen- 
ator from Texas will not vote for it if it is submitted to him 








So far as free ships are concerned, I think that matter has 
been sufficiently discussed. It was very carefully inquired into 
by the Merchant Marine Commission, and no Senator or Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives on that Commission, [te- 
publican or Democrat, advocated free ships, and there has been 
no suggestion in any report made to this body in favor of 
| ships. It simply means that if we purchase our ships abroad 
we utterly destroy our shipbuilding plants in the United S| 
We not only reduce the wages of our seamen, as is contemp! 
in this letter, by having free employment or having our ni 
tion laws changed so that there is no benefit to accrue to A 
ean seaman, but we likewise destroy the possibility of Ame! 
mechanics getting employment in the shipyards of this ¢ 
country of ours. 

As I said before, Mr. President, I will carefully examin 
letter and have something further to say about it later on; 
I want to now put in the Recorp the suggestion that it 
old, moss-grown, free-trade argument that to-day has 
little place in our American economic system. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I suppose there is no n 
either House who would not be glad to see some measur 
vised and enacted which would certainly operate to build up 
the merchant marine. I do not rise to make any set 
but to call attention to some provisions of this bill which | 
should be carefully scrutinized and as to which the Sena 
charge of it can give some information. It is one of the 
difficult subjects, so far as I have been able to consi 
whieh has been before Congress. There are various pr 
tions, some of which, and the most popular, the Com 
have, for apparently excellent reasons, felt constrail ) 
reject. This is the best bill upon the subject in many 1 ; 
that I have known anything of. There is a series of pro 
in it for which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon | 
presume, although I know nothing about it, other Senato 
the other side of the Chamber would be quite willing 
with this side, and that is to establish specified lines of s 
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ss of requisite tonnage and speed power between the ports Mr. BACON. I do not know but p » Se ho 
he United States and ports of other countries with which | drafted the bill may have intended to inclu the ¢ L, 
have some commerce and with which we desire very much Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly it doe | 
re. That is a feasible, practical proposition, and one ad- | is no question about that. 
itage in it is that, so far as the cost of it to the country is | Mr. BACON, I have no information y 
erned, one can see the end from the beginning. | that. 
rhe cargo-bounty proposition is not offensive to me. I do | Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator 
know how it will operate, but, so far as I know, it is an | consider that it includes the Great | ‘ 
riment in which I would be willing to invest something Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. Absolutely so 
er restrictions and limitations which would leave Congress | Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator f 
tly free in two years or five years to try it as an experi- | say that the naval reserve pr 
and to discontinue it if it shall be proven not to be suc- | for thereunder apply to the Great L: 
ul, without subjecting the Government to a fairly well- Mr. GALLINGER. I so understand it. 
i charge of having held out inducements to men through- | Mr. ALLISON. Certainly it d 
the country to invest their money in ships upon the faith of Mr. GALLINGER. It is very necessary 
itinuing bounty or subsidy, and then, the proposition having | Great Lakes if we are to get a naval res 


1 accepted and money invested, of having in bad faith with Mr. SPOONER. I am not so certain, M 


vn it. does include them. This is a co l 
cularly can not bring myself to like in this bill the pro- | posed to be put in operation, and on 
in it for a naval reserve. I do not know where it origi- | the object of it is, from the n 


d. I do not quite know its concrete purpose. I can see, | give a largess and a continuing 
rh I live in the interior and do not profess to know much | eries. There might be controversy 
the sea or commerce by sea, a class to whom it would, primary purpose of it. It would undoubted 
b 1d any possible question, be a concrete continning benefit. | Senator from New Hampshire and others wh 


I to the deep-sea fishermen, which I suppose includes the | primary purpose of it is to create a nay 
rs, the sealers, the fisherman on the Grand Banks, and per- | the Government may in time of stress depend 


others. with which to man our ships; but, to quote a phrase, 
[r. BACON. I should like to make an inquiry of the Sen- | extricably intertwined with the provision fo rgo bo nd 
‘ tonnage bounty. Perhaps that is not to be avoided, 
i VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin | seemed to me, looking it over with some hast t 
to the Senator from Georgia? pendence between the naval-reserve prov dd 
SPOONER. Oh, yes. provisions would bring about a situ mn which \ l be 


sACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he | intolerable and which would be ealculated to eat the 
it think, in case that principle should be recognized by | which it professes to have in view. “Ihe bil is 
us, that the practical operation of the bill ought to be extended, That there shall 
only to fishermen on the Grand Banks, but also to fisher- | ments as | eine 
n the Great Lakes and to fishermen, say, on this vast | men now and her 
1 known as the “ Chesapeake Bay system,” on which are fisheries of the United Sti 
i so many people? Why should they not be included? I have thought that the phrase “1 ( I 
SPOONER. I had not supposed that the fishermen on | there, did not include the Gi 
eake Bay were deep-sea fishermen. Mr. ALLISON. 1 tl 
BACON. I know they are not. sels that sail on both oceans, tl l ) ( nd 
SPOONER. And I had supposed the object of this bill | in the coastwise trad I under d f 
to promote the construction of seagoing vessels and to | If it is not I myself have le a mist: 


tne ©» 








as far as possible, a nursery or school for deep-sea Mr. SPOONER. The object of this | t t! 
: coastwise trade, for that trade « es no ‘ 

BACON. Yes; but that is not the point of my suggestion Mr. ALLISON. The Senator says that is not tl! et, but 

t Senator. Of course we are seeking the promotion of sea- | that is the effect of the first section of this | » far 
vessels, and I suppose that object is one which would be | who are engaged in the coustwise trade e@ 4 er! 
advanced possibly in the manner I speak of as other to say, they, as well as those engaged d ‘ 

unless it may be on the Great Lakes. They are quite | ceive this subvention 

The truth is the sailors engaged in fishing on the Great Mr. SPOONER. Where does the 8S te ind 

nd on the waters of the Chesapeake Bay, for instance, | this bill which makes it clear to him that 


st as much to educate them in the matter of sea craft as | included? 
who go farther out, and I am inclined to think that they Mr. ALLISON. The only thing that I « 
endure really greater hardships and greater dangers | includes all persons who 
se who go farther out to sea. quite sure that all the vessels « e | 
SPOONER. I doubt if that is true as to the Chesapeake | where on the 
ng. It may be so, but I am not sufficiently familiar | are included in this fit pro L have 
O Say. that from others who know than I 
BACON. I am not sufficiently informed to state it acen ratter, and they said that t ~ 
uut they do have a great many hardships to undergo and | this first section. 
ny dangers to incur, and while they are within what Mr. GALLINGER. If t Se 
a 


zht call “landlocked ” waters, still they are very large | be no controversy ov 


ePNncons 


i¢ 
{ 
i 


as confined to th e ¢ raged 
just asking the Senator—and I beg pardon for inter- mission deliberately cl ‘ : ( 
him—if that principle is to be recognized and put into | and the coastwise tri \ 
| operation, if we are to be restricted to the Grand | unless we did that, a ‘ 
I do not favor the system in either case, but I do not get one, broadened a 
should be extended to one and denied to another Mr. SPOONER Ll ar ‘ \ 
i c. I | now on the const ¢ f my owl St ite the re are a fort inate ve £t C it | il € 
ny landlocked waters in which we have a considerable Mr. GALLINGER 
f shipping—small, it is true, but still shipping whicl Mr. SPOONER I t is ‘ for [1 
! 1 in all the things that are necessary to make | the term “merchant marine’ 
nd men there undergo a great many dangers and hard and be as broad as the S« 
{ sav I should not favor it in either instance, but I can | in a more limited sense Ww! 
stand why it should be extended to one and denied to | measure in a ge 
I ascertain from looking 1 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wis I wi inclined to ¢ 
ll permit me a moment, I would like to ask the Senntor | not the probability of its @ 
rgia a question. rine, so far as it concerns the ¢ t I 
SPOONER. Certainly. fit whatever from tl legis 


GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Georgia | bounty, as I understand, in 
the bill he discovers the prohibition against seamen | from Iowa understand ff 
reat Lakes? Mr. ALLISON. I understand y | t O 


{ 
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the four years, then it is fatally defective; it is child’s pla 


| it is a prodigal waste of money. 


The reason I made a suggestion was that 
the bill does not require the service 
SPOONER. The Senator in charge of the bill says 





Mr. GALLINGER. I did not mean to say it exactly in ¢! 
I do not know exactly what the requirements of 

Navy Department may be in the event of these men offer 
themselves for enrollment. I only know that the British na 
reserve is along precisely the lines of this provision. I k; 

furthermore that this particular provision was prepared by { 
naval board, they thinking it preferable to the provision ori; 


Now, the provision in question says this 
What page? 

Mr. GALLINGER. -age I want to call the attention 
the Senator from Wisconsin to this point: These men, in { 
first place, have to be willing. They are not coerced. 

I fear they are coerced somewhat. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator will have great difficulty 





» 
or, 


> 
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| 
vided by the first section for four years. They, of course, re- | 
eive none of the bounty under the second section. 
Mr. SPOONER. I am not speaking of sailors; I am speaking | Mr. HOPKINS. 
of vessels. Under the whole scheme of this bill there is no pur- | 
pose evidenced in it to encourage by bounty the building of a} Mr. 
single additional ship for navigation on the Great Lakes. does not. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not, because on the Great | 
Lakes | form. 
Mr. SPOONER. I am not complaining of that. 
Mr. GALLINGER. You can not complain of it, because for- 
eign ships are absolutely prohibited by statute from engaging | 
that trade. | 
Mr. SPOONER. On the Great Lakes? | 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly; they have got protection in | nally in the bill. 
every conceivable way. 
Mr. HOPKINS. It is prohibition. | Mr. HOPKINS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; it is prohibition. | 
Mr. SPOONER. Foreign ships would not engage very much | 
in navigation on the Great Lakes without the prohibition, I 
ipprehend | Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am not so sure about that. Canada is | 
{ te a country. 


SPOONER. But let that think the term “ mer- 


Zo. I 





chant 





marine,” as found in the first section, construed with ref- 
erence to the entire structure of the bill and the object of the | 
bill, leaves it in doubt as to whether the broader or the nar- 
rower construction should be placed upon it in connection with 
the Great Lakes and the deep-sea fisheries. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, if he de- 
sires an amendment to that provision, those of us who are ad- | 
vocating this bill have no objection to having it read “ including 
the Great Lakes and the coastwise trade.” That is what we 
are aiming at. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator thinks this naval-reserve pro- 
vision is wise, I think that amendment ought to be made. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


I have no objection. 
if it is not a wise provision, it is inconse- 
quential whether it is made or not. It is this particular phase 
which I intended to briefly address the Senate. I 
again, for 1 want to analyze this provision. 


of it about 


will begin 


there shall be enrolled, in such manner and under such require 

I the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, from the officers and 

I »w and hereafter employed in the merchant marine and deep-sea 

f of the United States, such officers, petty officers, and men as 
e capable of rendering service as members of a naval reserve, for | 


in time of wal 
There is no definition of “ eligibility.” 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy. 


I suppose that is to be 


doing that, with all his great ability. 

Mr. SPOONER. Possibly. 

Mr. GALBINGER. They are to be enrolled under provisio: 
and regulations to which they subscribe. How far, after they 
have accepted that service and have become enrolled members 
of the Naval Reserve, the Government can lay its hands on 
them afterwards, I am not prepared to say. But I think 
would be adequate. I think the Government would have full 
power to compel these men to fulfill the obligation they entered 
into when they became enrolled members of the Naval Resery: 

Mr. SPOONER. The truth is, as I think is obvious from 
more careful reading of the bill, that the Senator from N 
Hiampshire misconstrues it when he indicates the opinion that it 
does not involve an enlistment, a binding obligation to serve at 
any time during the four years upon the command of the Presi 
dent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that that is exactly what I s 
that, in my judgment, they were so bound. 


Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They can be compelled to serve. 

Mr. SPOONER. You say that now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, a little while ago you thought other- 
wise. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I spoke inadvertently, perhaps, or | 


not understand the Senator’s question. 
be compelled to enlist. 

Mr. SPOONER. They can not be compelled to enlist, but 
they are induced to enlist by the offer of this bounty, or “ 
tainer,” as it is called in the bill. The bill has strong language 
It says: 

These members of the Naval Reserve shall be enrolled for a 
of four years, during which period they shall be subject to render 
ice on call of the President in time of war. 

Of course that involves an enlistment and an obligation, «nd 
ought to be I should like to ask the Senator whet 


I said they could 1 


it 


SO. 


| this provision involves an obligation that he reenlist? 


| after provided, an annual retainer as follows: 


Mr. GALLINGER. By regulation. 

Mir. SPOONER (reading) : 
for duty in time of war, and who are willing to undertake such service, 
to be classified in grades and ratings according to their capacity as 
shown time of enrollment. No man shall be thus enrolled who is 
not a citizen of the United States either by birth or naturalization. 
The nem of the Naval Reserve shall be enrolled for a period of 
for years, during which period they shall be subject to render service 
on ll! of the President in time of war. 

Phat, I suppose, involves an enlistment in the Naval Reserve. 
Is not that the understanding of the Senator? 

Mr. GALLINGER. A voluntary enrollment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Where comes in the compulsory element, then? 
They are to be paid. They are to be under the control and | 
dd ine of the Navy Department. Is it a mere simple con- | 
{ from which they are to be at liberty to depart whenever 
t have received as much of this bounty as they desire, or | 
when they may secure more profitable employment elsewhere? 
Is it intended that there shall be no binding force in this en- | 
I é If that is the theory of the provision, it is simply, 
i last analysis of it, a scheme, so far as the sailors not 
re ected with the deep-sea fisheries are concerned, to shovel 
I y out of the Treasury into the hands of numerous citizens | 
v not bound by any enlistment paper or any contract to 
‘ \ to the Government for it in time of war unless 
they ol 

I had ed on reading this clause for a naval reserve that 
as mn nh precedent to the payment of these retainers, as 
th are denominated in that portion of the measure, the men 
assumed some obligation in consideration of those payments to 
serve the Government if called upon by the President in time 
of war. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that if the bill is deceptive in that particular, why not present 
an amendment covering the very point he suggests? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am trying to ascertain what the bill | 
n s. If it does not mean what I thought it did, that a man 


is to bind himself to serve this Government if called upon during | for each seaman, third class, $: 


| the United States Army. 
| should include reenlistment. 


1 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. I do not know that if 
There is no obligation for a soldier to reenlist in the ser 
I do not know why this proyis 


Mr. SPOONER. The men are to receive this bounty di 
the four years, and at the expiration of the four years the 
at liberty to decline to be reenrolled. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 
Mr. SPOONER (reading) : 
They shall also possess such qualifications, receive such inst! 
and be subject to such regulations as the Secretary of the Nay 
prescribe. 
That characterizes an enlistment, a service to which one lis 
bound himself. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and d 
upon proper audit, to pay, out of any money in the Treasury no 
wise appropriated, to each officer, petty officer, or man thus ¢ 
and employed in the merchant marine or deep-sea fisheries, 4 
For each officer 
line Engineer having the rank of lieutenant of the 


or Corps, 


Reserve, $110; for each officer of the line or Engineer Corps. 
the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) in the Naval Reserve, * 


each officer of the line or Engineer Corps, having the rank of « 
the Naval Reserve, $80; for each man with a rating of chi 
officer, $70; for each man with a rating of petty officer, first cla: 
for each man with a rating of petty officer, second class, $45; |! 
man with a rating of petty officer, third class, $40— 
Compared with the Hanna-Frye bill, this is a marv 
liberal allowance 
for each seaman, first class, $36; for each seaman, second class, 
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Mr. SPOONER. A year ago, or at the last session, a bill 
passed the Senate and was amended in the Senate having ref- 
erence to the manning of ships and the efficiency of the deck 
crew on ships. That bill died on the table in the House of 
Representatives. I believe it died on the table of the House of 


‘presentatives because the Senate had incorporated in it an 
amendment which was intended to throw around the deck crew 
the ship safeguards absolutely obvious to those who have 
solicitude either for passengers or for crew. I will read it: 


ol 


Provided, That except in the case of steamers navigating rivers ex- 
clusively, at least 75 per cent of the navigating crew, exclusive of 
licensed officers, shall be individually effective hands. 

That does not define itself. But the Senate amendment ex- 
plained it: 
Phat is, of a rating not less than able seaman, and no one shall be 
ned as an able seaman unless he shall be 19 or more years of age and 


have served at least three years on deck at sea or on the Great 


Lake 
Che provision in this bill, and it contains a definition, is: 


rhat 


one 


upon each departure of said vessel from the United States at 
ixth of the crew shall be citizens of the United States, 


least 


deck force 

The deck or navigating force, the men who in time of stress 
of- danger are the safeguards of the ship and its human 
frieght 
excluding licensed officers, 
ire hereby defined to be 
at seu on deck. 

This matter of undermanning a ship, of not having the 
requisite number of able seamen—and when I say able seamen 
I mean men who reach up to a standard, which in the world is 
deemed requisite, in 


at least one-half shall be able seamen, who 


men who have had two years or more experience 


an ocean-going vessel—is not simply of importance to the owner 
of the ship, nor simply of importance to the passengers on the 
ship, to the great mass of waiters on the ship, to the men who 
are of no avail in time of accident, except to make a rush for 
the boat; but it is important to the crew, it is important to the 


inen who are fit to be in the deck crew. They are all inter- | 
ested in that. If they are surrounded by an unjust proportion 
of men very much less efficient than themselves, it involves -over- 


work upon their part, and not simply overwork, but it involves 


danger to them as it does to the ship. 

It does not rest simply on the statement of the seamen’s unions; 
it does not rest simply on the statement of those who go down 
to the sea in ships, and who have banded together,.as all other 
men who work have banded together to promote in fair ways 
the interest and the safety of their craft. The importance of 
this matter of manning and of absolute efficiency in the crew on 


“aes 
aeck 


has received the attention of Parliament in Great Britain. 
It was thoroughly investigated. The reports show that very 
little testimony could be secured from the masters of ships or 


the owners of ships. 
manned the ships. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator refer to the testimony 
taken by the Merchant Marine Commission? 
Mr. SPOONER. I do not know whether 
Marine Commission or not. 
Mr. GALLINGER,. It was; 
testimony, he will that seamen were called at every port 
which the Commission visited and were given hearings by the 
hour. 
Mr. SPOONER. I am not talking about your Commission. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, I beg pardon. 


The testimony came mainly from men who 


it 


see 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam speaking of the English commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I will say 
to him right here, if he will permit me, that the Merchant Ma- | 

» Commission, which formulated this bill, gave hearings to | 
eamen in every port which it visited, and it listened attentively | 

nd patiently to them hour after hour, and endeavored in | 
formu he bill to do them no harm. 

Mir POONER. Did the Commission learn of nothing that 
could | bly desired by the sailors in the construction of | 
th $40,000,000 expenditure? 

M GALLINGER. The Commission did not discover that 
the were very profound grievances on the part of the 

Mr. SPOONER. Were there any? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are they remedied in this bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. This bill is not a panacea for all the ills 
of the world. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; but—— 

Mr. SPOONER. But if we are to embark upon the experi- 


meut of building up the merchant marine and the Naval Re- 


or | 
men who have declared their intention to become citizens, and of the | 


the way of experience, proved courage, | 
knowledge of navigation, the dangers which confront a crew on | 


is the Merchant | 


and if the Senator will read the | 


serve, it is part of our duty to make the seafaring life as 
tractive as it was once; to give attention to ships, and none | 
less to the men who man them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator what provision 
would insert in this bill which would tend to make seafa; 
life an attractive one? 

Mr. SPOONER. For this loose provision of the bill— 

That upon each departure of said vessel from the United Stat 
least one-sixth of the crew shall be citizens of the United Stat: 
men who have declared their intention to become citizens, and of 
| deck foree, excluding licensed officers, at least one-half shall be 
seamen, who are hereby defined to be men who have had two yea: 
more experience at sea on deck— 


I would substitute a larger percentage of able seamen. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Americans? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of Americans. I would require them 
have had a longer experience at sea, and I would not close 
door either, as this bill has closed it, as the Senate did not « 
it on another occasion, on the sailors from the Great Lakes. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. This bill does not close it on the sail 
on the Great Lakes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let us see whether it dees or not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if he is awar 
the fact that on the Pacific coast only 5 per cent are Ame: ! 
| seamen? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am aware of that fact. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How are you going to increase the pro; 
tion if you have not the men? 

Mr. SPOONER. We can get the men, I suppose. 
by this bill to get the men. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope so, but we will not have them at 
the start. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says the men on 
Lakes are not excluded. I read from the bill: 

Able seamen, who are hereby defined to be men who have had 
years or more experience at sea on deck. 

“At sea on deck.” Does that leave any room for the splendid 
sailors on the Great Lakes? 

Mr. GALLINGER. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am reading from page 8 of the bill, sub 
division 3. e 

Mr. GALLINGER. That has nothing to do with the Nayal 
| Reserve. 
| Mr. SPOONER. I am not talking about the Naval Re 
| IT am not through with that, but I passed from it to this ot! 

proposition. I will go back to the Naval Reserve. If there | 
been a decent number of efficient men on the General Si: 

| there would have been infinitely less loss of life, if any, and it 
not good legislation nor is it good administration that renders 
it possible for shipowners to gather in dollars from men, 
women, and children without taking the precautions reso! 
ably to be prescribed by law to have their ships manned by 
men who know the sea and who know what to do in an « 
gency, and have the courage to do it. I came across the « 
once on a great steamship with my family when the crew of 
bodied seamen had been taken off at night on a strike and 1 
places filled by men picked from the slums of Liverpoo!, and 
there were not ten able seamen on the ship. Happily it \ 

n smooth voyage; but no ship with hundreds of people « 

| ought to be permitted, Mr. President, to leave port to 
upon an ocean voyage unless there are upon that ship 
| requisite number of seamen of experience. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wis 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the Senator define w! 
means by deck force. 

Mr. SPOONER. It does not mean the cabin, of course. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator sure? Does it mean tlie ¥ 
and all that sort of thing? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it mean the waiters? 

Mr. FRYE. In my opinion it does, and by the Senato! 
quirement of 75 per cent of able-bodied seamen there is ! 
senger ship on the Lakes that could run. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the bill in its provision about able! 
seamen includes the great army of waiters and the coo! \ 
the laundrymen and the stewards, it is for the interest « 

people .of the United States not to pay out any money | 
| construction of additional vessels. 

Mr. FRYE. The language of the bill is “ able-bodied gea 
|The language the Senator uses is “deck force,” which 
totally different thing, as I understand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I read it from the bill. 
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That upon each departure of said vessel from the United Si 
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understand the word “ crew” to be a generic word and to| Mr. GALLINGER. The Commission were ve i 
. in all the employees of the ship— fied to find that even the wildest foreign seamen 
: . . 
n who have declared their intention to become citizens, and of | & great many of them in this country as wild as haw 
ck foree, excluding licensed officers, at least one-half shall be | that our legislation was beneficial, and that th \ 
men. 7 2 better, far betteer, quarters and better treatm 
did not understand that to be applicable to the waiters. than were given to seamen on foreign ships. That w 
LODGE. I do not understand it, either. gratification to the Commission. 
SPOONER. The Senator from Maine seems to under- Mr. SPOONER. I ask the consideration of the § 
dit that way. .| has the bill in charge of an amendment in the twe 
ir. PRY B It does. ° m , , on page 8, which shall admit in the definition of * 
Mr. SPOONER. It does? Then there may be, in compliance | man” men who have served three years on deck on 
the law, no sailors of experience on the deck provided that | Lares. where the navigation is quite dangerous, it 
ng the waiters and stewards there are some able seamen | gangerous. than it is at sea. and where the skill ré 
have served at sea two years on deck. Is that what it | pandling of a ship is of as great utility on the lake 
is? = : ’ P ; be on the ocean. That provision was in the bill wl 
GALLINGER. As the Senator addresses himself to | the Senate. and I read it a little while ago. 
abe Mr. GALLINGER. I think there can be no « 
SPOONER. I address myself to anybody. I have that impression. I will look it over 
GALLINGER. I will say that I do not agree with the | Mr. SPOONER Now. I will go back nd I \ 
tor from Maine, although he may be right, that it includes | ¢yyoyeh—to the Naval Reserve. When I left that 
ters, cooks, etc. aa asking the Senator from New Hampshire u W 
FRYE. I did not say that it included cooks, ete. of satisfactory service for six bv tl 
SPE MONER. | Waiters. ’ men the Commissioner of Navigation is to certif: 
GALLINGER. I understood the Senator to say that it Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit 
led waiters and cooks. | Six lines from the existing law. . 
Mr. FS eee | Mr. SPOONER. Very well. 
GALLINGER. I will say in reply —— | Mr. GALLINGER. I read from the postal-aid 
FRYE. I did not say it included cooks and laundrymen, | gn. ¢ mphat eaid vessels shall take s 
Senator from Wisconsin went on to enumerate them. | An®rican-born boy under 21 years of age é 1,000 
SPOONER. Why should it not include stewards if it | ister, and one for each majority fraction 
; waiters? in the duties of seamanship, rank pett 
; . saan . . a for their services as may be reason e 
GALLINGER. I will say on that point, the only diffi- ee es : ; . i? 
: ; : : Now, in some way the Navy Department, wit! 
those of us who tried to construct a reasonable bill en- | .. a died Mek we. labia tm thie bill io that 
: : : : : . SiO eve { e mve in LIS Nil, gets bhitt 
red in this direction was the protest that it would be : ae as : t it ae tl . Saas 
8 : +s : . res le » re oO} e commanders oOo l ‘ 
ble under certain conditions to get even one-sixth of Saas a. poo 
. . ‘oo . . 3) chow. 
ew Americans, and I think on the Pacifie coast it will be | * Mr. SPOONER All that 1 i 
+ oye i . & Wiuhk. é na Ms TO be Cel 7. oe 
tremely difficult matter to do. a ntl - ‘tl h le tl 
. . . ° _ . ) ce as Ol he Spin ane Ll ae ef VO 
nt to add, Mr. President, that this bill for the first time, | + Mr GALI INGER Exa tly . 1] ( ! 
‘ ee 2a% . . . | i ‘ We shui. iy ° AXLE « ealie Cc FOCUS I } 
k, has prohibitions of that kind; that we are making re Mr. SPOONER vy inom wnaunly rtifi 
j i i : r. 8 WIT. he LV e ires no <« wih 
ns in this bill much more severe than have heretofore micmanbatot s ete al : 
. . ° ‘ . character o Service, Goes 1tf 
ide in the matter of having trained men on shipboard ‘Mr GALI INGER Oh-s ae - i. 1 
. . : . . es TZ sha iy * 1. es De Las 0 LO " 
in take care of ships in a case of emergency. We can not . ; — : 
ne. Soe aia i if tt je i +" manship. 
ie-half the crew Americans if it is impossible to get them. Mr. SPOONER. He is being tracted 
. ‘ses el A 4 e * is it? in, > i i " 
not have one-half the crew able seamen if they do not} .. * I. ; 
: ; a ; : ; ; is all. 
Che Commission investigated this matter with the ut- | —— . 
~ : ‘ ene. | Mr. G ALINGER. Certainly; but the p t tl 
roughness and came to a deliberate conclusion. This | tl a oe a a ‘ aoe te _s 
: : . . , e ca 0 s Oldie aly on ; I 
ny guesswork; it is not any haphazard legislation that eal ; nerthon so epanemegpe ews 
: . : . e428 . { { reserve men, certain e oucnit 0 
ed. Of course it is subject to criticism, but some of the ee — ts i. of tl , o but = ; 
1 ‘ . . 7s . . : . > 2 q ti: » "eT o 1ioOse OVS: ae} we iv 
| that the Senator is indulging in I think is not quite fair. a vi 7 i = — 

SPOONER. If it is not fair I should regret it. I have | “SU88 we 7 afi Eas 
aie ; $ area ae : Mr. SPOONER. Che certificate rot to be t 
ve on earth to make an unjust criticism upon the Dill. = 1 eved tisfactoril ‘ nivw } 

: se . . e . s as ser » SALISTACTOrILY i ‘ ‘ i\ ) 
elieve that every interest from the standpoint of hu- | 5°? ™ me by a at ahi 5 die ' 
. . . . . tI _Oo ‘oO mone Tne ship oO it i ‘ 
and every interest from the standpoint of making sea a ay ’ ty e +) ' : 
; : ‘ . . . ‘e hg » 2. months oO! ve Seis ) i¢ | -~ 
ractive again ought to lead the Senate in enacting legis- | ‘“" a ; rs ir ee - ion tha: die | 
of this sort to look out for the interest of the sailor— es . aia cae ee thy t +] 
_——— y * = ) he sh eS NOt ce _— as |? is 
GALLINGER. I quite agree with the Senator. ee 4 + ot 1 it i t { = 
ID . * that peri it Is incom] n ‘ i 
SPOONER. And the passenger. It ought not to be left tor tha aa 7 that 1 t] : 
. . . . . ) r ) Mit Lhe recta l Vf 
lebate as to what constitutes a navigating crew or deck | ™* aa oy . nes 
. . . . . TI pe Livel ver fi BS: _ — ( 
contradistinguished from the waiters and the stewards. ta or a ; “= 
‘ TeCER . ‘ : : pDilvy » secure iis retain { 3 pl I 
GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me on that a 60 ae whi h it 
} } . . : . nce IM] ic it IS ) ey] ( 
| should like to read a paragraph from the report of the a uP th aa : et] , “i 
. . . : 1 nose Ne ADNTAIN ¢ ie s I ( 
sion, which was charged with this duty: _ supp _ ; 
; : , ing less W es because i th t ( 
ed representatives of the seamen have been heard by the ot ntir vithin | pow cl Su 
on the Atlantic, the Pacific, and the Gulf of Mexico They it not ¢ UE . N — peed . 
onspicuous part in almost every meeting, and thelr evidence | to enforce it? If a mean ¢ I 
forth in the published volumes. As a rule, this testimony | tain who has been prejudiced | 
effect that general conditions of life in the American met se does not see fit to make this 
wages, food, quarters, etc are superior to those in Wi . u ‘ ane _ . ’ : 
s, but that the discipline is often more exacting and ft) in which justice can be brought abou 
irduous These seamen witnesses frankly acknowledge the Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. Pre nt 
Tect of legislation enacted in recent years by Congress, | iselv the same authority ov +} } 
irther measures of relief. The Commission would, there cisely i a es ’ 
id to the friendly attention of the proper committees he is a mean captain and S . 
—— : : ‘ , punish a boy or deprive | 
Commission did not feel that this bill was the proper a ” gy OONER. r 
: ‘ir. si N Eu . Lilt bi 
these remedial measures. sy 
ion would, therefore, commend to the friend! tter n ‘ite ‘ NGER But fl ; 1; { 
committees of the Senate and the HH suse of Rey st ° Mr. GALLI ER. ” ’ : 
ts offered by the sailors to the load-line law, the ad big or litth 
ig of seagoing ships, imprisonment for desertion in foreign Mr. SPOONER. That deals a fi 
rtain standard qualifications of sear pected to deal with thousan 
Commission recommended to the proper committees of Mr. GALLINGER. I ho S 
s the consideration of these measures which did not Mr. SPOONER. And th 
belong and which could not well be incorporated in a | will suit. 
this kind. | Mr. GALLINGER. I wil sk the § 
SPOONER. Why did the Commission take so much tes- | will be kind enough to ind 
ill over the country if they were so obviously without | is provided in the bill on tha 
rview of the Commission’s action? | Mr. SPOONER. If 1 do not, and tl 
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aA 





looks as if th 


‘re is something the 


Si 


the § 


Z. 


nator to suggest better 


a 


SPOONER I can not. 
Mr. GALLINGER if we can not get anything better—— 
Mr. SPOONER. I suppose it must be based upon the certifi- 
eat f the cap 1 Now, when you come to require a man to 
the Naval Reserve in order to get employment on ships, as 
some degree this bill does, it gets to be very material. 
Mr. GALLINGER If the Senator will allow me right there, 
l is no inhibition for these men to get employment in the | 
Ke of the Navy or of the merchant marine. 
I POONER What men? 
GALLINGER. These naval-reserve men. 
SPOONER Ni 
Mr. GALLINGER. They need not join the Naval Reserve. | 
hat is the only inhibition. 
Mr. SPOONER. But certainly some of the men on these 
b ty-paid ships must be of the Naval Reserve. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 
LONER. 
fourth 


Certainly. 
And that in a constantly increasing number 


Mr. SP¢ 
I If the captain of a ship sees fit to deprive a 
I I 


to oO 


rr of this bounty from the Government, he may be able to 
from getting employment in the merchant marine at 
p what follow Mr. President? Here is a peculiar 
( on. Here is a six-months’ service. I suppose that is 
efer part larly to the deep-sea fisheries. This 
kes care of itself. . 
Then 
flice I y officer, or man of the Naval Reserve thus en- 
! ‘ served for six montl of the preceding year on 
Ur d States in the merchant marine or in the deep-sea 
t } plied with the other prescribed requirements for 
nt in t Naval Reserve, shall receive one-half the annual re- 
enumerated above 


t is, from $110 down to $24. He need not have served a 
ing the year. 

That is explainable, if the Senator will 
1t a provision I am at all insistent upon. 
Ww there at the earnest 
tment, and their purpose is that men who 


aon a@ ship dur 
GALLINGER. 

me, That is n 
a provision that 


of the Navy Depar 


as placed solicita- 


l 
it 





erved in the United States Navy, but who are not now in 
s n t come in under that provision. They have had 
ence, and they would be very valuable men in time 
It will not take a great many. They conform to all 
the statute except the one matter of having 
at sea, they having been perhaps ten years at 
{ what that is intended to cover. I do not 
rel s int bill or not. 
POONER. Every able-bodied seat the United 
NI ( el » could « f in that 
GALLI P ed 
O) He ec 1 be engaged in other business—— 
LJ DT Provided had served as a seaman and 





5 to the Navy Department 


An w one-half of this bounty from the 
GALI R An seamen on land are not very 
to Senator. There are very few of 

0 


it correctly, then? 


TY 209 
e purpose, and the provision 


tion of the Navy Depart) 


arnt 


N D rtment earnestly solicits a 
: s does not do and ought not to do. 
Yr is right. 
I do 1 think a man who has been in the 
( dt supreme difficulty of getting out, | 
eX y or situation may be at home, would 
. 1 ] Dos n where he could be tolled in again for 
‘existing regul iti ns, 
GALLIN¢ R Then it will do no harm. 
Mi SPOONER But it ould not be confined to those peo- | 
1 [It j ( f l to se people. Any man in the United 
St s wl erved, af this amendment or, as the Senator 
‘ ues it ! tw marine or merchant marine | 
on Lake ‘ ps the merchant marine on the rivers—and | 
s otherwise qualified, may enroll himself; and while those who | 
| spent six months at sea get the full pay those who do not 
n hour at sea get the half pay. There is an indefinite- 
ness of generosity about that that is inexpressible. com 
pal rather unfavorably with the tenderness and cons rate- 
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ness with which, as I view it, both the bill and the law hora 
treated the men upon whose fealty and courage and ski! 
ships and their passengers and crew and freight depend. 

Here is the sixth subdivision of section 8. We get th 
nection here between this naval reserve and the payment o 
bounty. 

Sixth. A vessel shall not be entitled to the subvention above pr 
for, unless during the period of employment in the foreign ¢ 
deep-sea fisheries the following proportions of the crew of tl 
after the dates specified shall have been enrolled in the naval 
After July 1, 1908, one-eighth; after July 1, 1912, ore sixth; af 
1, 1917, one-fvurth. 

In section 7 also it is provided: 

That all contracts hereafter made pursuant to the act of M 
1891, before mentioned, or pursuant to sections 5 and 6 of 1 
shall provide that on each voyage the following proportion of | 
shall be enrolled in the naval reserve: After July 1, 1908, one 
after July 1, 1912, one-sixth; and after July 1, 1917, one-fo: , 

A man, Mr. President, who is willing to be put in that 
who, in order to secure employment in his calling on ; 
at sea will bind himself in time of peace to serve four ) 
whenever called upon in time of war, to get this money « 
the Treasury, is not the kind of a man to be relied upon for 


national defense in time of war. Good sailors, self res} 
sailors abhor it. They say that it is an insult. They 
is a governmental tip, and is predicated upon the false ass 
tion that they do not love the flag which floats over th: 
upon which they sail out on the sea; that their patriotis: ) 
be bought by this bounty from the Treasury, and that th 

ple of the United States and its Government are not looking 
the past and the prompt enlistment of sailors in the pa: 


| time of trouble, willing to trust to their patriotism. 


The idea—and some would have to do that in order to o&% 
ployment in the merchant marine—that a man must enlist 
take this pay which he does not earn, perchance simply p 
the right to call upon him any time during four years 
the exigency demands it, and that he must enter upon that 
gation in order to obtain service on one of these boun l 
ships, is repulsive. It is a new way of building up or 1 
a recruiting establishment for the Navy. The sailors sa 
a governmental press gang after a fashion, and they do 1 
like it. 

I will not take the time to read them, for I want to yi 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison], but I will ask per 
to put in the Recorp one or two resolutions of sailors’ o1 
tions protesting against this provision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so « 

The resolutions referred to are as follows: 

Lake Seamen’s Union resolution. 
nited States Senate is about to vote upon ft 


rs 


‘ 
sé 


f 
a 


: Whereas the U 





bill rherefore, be it 

Rese by the Lake Seamen’s Union, in meeting assembled, " 
respectfully but earnestly protest against the bill in its present f l 
appeal to the Senate to strike out subsections 3 and 6 of sect 
the following reaso 

First. Subsection 3 appears to give some advantage to the 
but in reality lowers the standard of efliciency by aut! 
vessel to go to sea with but half of the crew able seame I 
done so in the past, but in violation of the spirit, if not the 
the law 

Second. Subsection 6 provides that the owner must have 
number of al reser to get the subsidy. This means 
seaman 0 in the reserves in order to get employment 
conscription pure and simple, and we protest against being s¢ 
this while other men may, under ordinary conditions, ch 


they will enlist or not until the nation needs all its met bs 


fhird. It would compel us to be in the military service from 








or guit the 

Fourth. Under such conditions we would rather quit the 
it would be a notice to us that we must, seamen, give U] 
of improvement in our life. We have asked for laws in : 
American ideas, and we are getting more servitude and mol 
nations ag: st us 

Fifth. The discrimination is coupled with a bonus, whi ne 
the position of receivi , while in healt! money W ch W 
earned, and which is therefore in the eyes of honest men a 

Sixth. The striking out of these two sections leaves it to ea 
to choose for himself whether he will accept the bonus or ! 
we respectfully suggest. is a privilege granted to all other 
As workingmen we ask to be permitted to retain so much of t 
of our fellows and ourselves as our present status Has Mad 
sible for us to keep 


On behalf of the Lake Seamen’s Union. 
V. A. OLANDER, Assistant & 
= ae HANSON, Chairman. 


CuicaGco, ILL., February 9, 1906. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 
Dear SENATOR: On behalf of the seamen I hereby respec ti 
earnestly protest against the adoption of the subsidy bill as n 
the Senate. The protest is based upon the following reasons: — ; 
1. Section 1 offers to a bonus, for which we never 4s 
against which we most emphatically protest. When this count 


us 


men we always volunteered, and Congress has no right to assu 
we will do otherwise in the future. . ; 
2. The same section puts us under the absolute authority 
Secretary of the Navy to “receive such instructions and be s\ . 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe. ho 





1906. 











would mean punishment for desertion under the naval regulation. considered this bill, hoped that in the 


rhe bonus shall only be paid on condition that we have served 
me private vessel to the satisfaction of the owner thereof for six 
s or more during the previous twelve months. The bonus shall 


iid *“‘on certificate by the Commissioner of Navigation that such 
er has served satisfactorily for at least six months * * * on 
merchant vessel of the United States.” None but the owner of 


essel can give such certificate. 
section 6 of section 3 and = 


section 7 provide that the owners 


not to receive the subsidy unless they employ in their vessels an 
asingly large number of members of the naval reserve. This 


industrial employment contingent upon enlistment in the Navy, 
a more drastic form of conscription than is now practiced by 
untry. 


| 


rhis bill makes the seamen’s bread dependent upon service in the 


not only during war, but during peace as well. 

rhe seamen may not, under this bill, choose for himself 

ill volunteer; he must or else he must leave the sea. 

Ile can not, like an honest man, refuse to accept money which he 

ot earned. He must either so behave himself as to fail in get 
certificate of good conduct, he must leave the calling, or he must 
no matter if what self-respect he may is thereby 
1 or destroyed. 


whether 


possess 


Ile must at all times be ready to go to war upon the call of the 
nt against anybody in any cause for anybody. He may not, | 
tizen may, refuse to serve until the President shall by the need 
country deem it proper to call upon all men in the country’s 
he industrial employer could, and, as we know him, we know that 
ild reduce the present all too low wages by so much as the Gov 

nt would be paying. ‘To dispute his right to determine the rate 

would be to fail in getting that certificate of good conduct 
ry to get this bonus. Real seamen will without doubt fail. 

Seamen are too ill paid and poor to live like other men, but we 


t, in spite of our status under the law and the pity with which 
considered, sufficient self-respect to appreciate the true value of 
which it is contemplated to force upon us. 
ehalf of the organized seamen of the United States. 
Very truly, yours, 
ANDREW FURUSETH, 
hairman Legislative Committce. 


0 
FRYE. Will the Senator yield to me one moment? 
SPOONER. Certainly. 

FRYE. The deck crew, I said, 
rds. It ineludes all deck stewards, 


includes waiters and 
and all men who are 


d by the deck stewards, as well as the scrubbers and 


ers and everything of that kind. 
SPOONER. The able-bodied seamen “ wash down” 
nd all that. 
FRYE. The able seamen are needed to handle the boats. 
SPOONER. You do not need the able seamen to scrub 
but you need the able seamen in time of peril and in 
storm. 
sea. 
FRYE. 


“seaman ”’ 


k, 
ol 
h 


or “crew” 


the 


They scrub the deck in time of sunshine and | 


Under the United States statute, wherever the 
is used it includes everybody on | 


| of a ship having anything to do with the working of the | 


So there ought to be a pretty strict definition if you un- 

‘to make a provision of law. 
SPOONER. That is what I think, and it is not in the bill. 
‘RYE. Then, there is another thing which I think 
erlooked in the remark I heard about the certificat 
There is entered on the log of a ship everything 
conduct of a sailor, his qualifications as a sailor, 
ier of service, and when he is sick where he goes to the 
al. Everything of that kind is on the log of the ship, and 
is deposited with the shipping commission; so that all 


r or 


liculties which the Senator raises about the granting of | 


ficate are without foundation in fact. 

SPOONER. I doubt that. But is there any harm to have 
provision in the bill which would render it difficult to re- 
the sailor’s ordinary pay by the amount in whole or in 


FRYE. You ean not reduce the sailor’s pay. 
! You ean not get sailors on the Pacific coast. To-day 

earn from $100 to $125 a month—more than captains— 

ordinary tramp ships. 

GALLINGER. Foreign tramps? 

RYE. Foreign tramps. The sailors’ union is running 
‘acific coast business, and that is shown by the wages which 

ipel them to pay. 

SPOONER. Of the bounty or retainer? 

GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to put in the Rec- 
statement in reference to the Naval Reserve. A careful 
ition shows that we have in this country, including the 
Lakes, about 96,500 seamen. Of course they are not all 
ins; probably not more than fifty or fifty-five thousand 
are. Great Britain has 250,000 seamen, and Great 
n has been working a great many years under a retainer 
vhat smaller than this bill provides to get a naval reserve. 
has succeeded in getting 33,500 men out of 275,000. 

RYE. Is there any objection to putting in the Senator's 
limitation of 10,000 as the number of the Naval Reserve? 

GALLINGER. Certainly not. The Merchant Marine 
ission and the Committee on Commerce of this body, who 


em 
aul 


the | 


Good gra- 





As the 





from 
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the provisions of the bill, we 1 
but I have very little hope that 
Senator 
objection on the part of anybody, so far : 


the Naval Reserve to 10,000. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


of the Oceanie Steamship Company 
steamer owned by that company « 


steamers go at the rate of 14 knots 


course 
ight get 1 
we shall 
Maine [Mr. Frye] 
as 
Mr. President 
Just one further 


remar! 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have very 
tion upon the subject either of the Navy or o 
marine. It has never been my good fortun 
the other House or in the Senate on committer 
diction of those subjects. But I have been ve 
ested in the exposition of this matter given by tl 
New Hampshire [|Mr. GALLINGER], and I have 
tions to make, and shall be glad to have the 
tor from New Hampshire as to t valu 

I assume that aid is necessary, first, becau 
cost for construction about 25 per cent more t 
and, second, because the administration of An 
about from 30 to 50 per cent more. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will per 
better reverse those figures as to the differ be 
tration and construction. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. And say that the diff 
construction is 50 per cent and the diffe l 
administration is 25 per cent? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thirty-five and 25 r 
nearer the correct figures. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I assume that so lo 
stand there will be no ships built in America 
trade, or very few, because, even assuming we s 
to pay more for the construction, the const 
greater expense of administration would alw: 
the American ship in the trade of the world 

I understand that our object is to e re 
marine, first, for the purpose of enlarg 
and, second, for the purpose of supplen Z 
service from which we can draw both m« d 
emergency. The difficulty we have 1 : I 
with our Navy is that we find it difficult to get 1 
ships, and the merchant marine, which 
the Navy, is undeveloped. 

Assuming, therefore, that the Gov ent 
I wish to avoid as far as possil ubsidizing p1 
and the question arises in my mind as to whi 
avoid subsidy by making a portion, at least, 
marine a part of the Navy itself, so th he 
structed will be ready in case of emergen for 
Navy and during time of peace can be used 
marine. 

What do we need in the way of supplem 
in order to maintain the efficiency of our N 
report of the General Staff of the Army, in 
by this Commission their opinion as to wh 
and what tonnage of ship will be required fe 
supplementing our Navy in the protection of 
sions should they be threatened by a great m 
say they would require 228 vessels of an 
from 6,000 to 6,500 tons each, and they ad 
as the standard for that tonnage. They s 
nage required would be about 1,368,000 to 

The Senator will recollect that in the « 


The Senator from Wisconsin suggests that he 
in the Recorpd a statement from certain seamen 
this bill—resolutions, I believe. I presume I | 
them here. They come from the Pacific coas 1 
by Mr. Elison. I wonder that it was not Mr 
signed them. We took testimony on the Pac ( 
to this matter, and we heard Mr. Furuseth 1 
and those men at great length. I want to stat 
tion and one answer, if I can turn to it. R est 
asked what proportion of the men on the 
Americans, and Mr. Jortall replied: “I 1 
have a table showing that on the Pacit ‘ st 
about 5 per cent who are American sea ! 
come from foreigners who are on our ships rec 
which are larger than they can get on fore s! 
ticipating in a better food schedule and better qi 
they refuse to become citizens of the United Stat 


protest against this legislation on the ground that 
be oppressive to them. 
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$900,000 to $1,000,000, and they are of about 6,500 tons each. 
So that it appears that if the necessary vessels are to be con- 

and placed in the service of our merchant marine 
simply for the purpose of supplementing the Navy in its work, 
the expenditure of about $228,000,000 will be necessary. If 
those are necessary, if in war they are an essential part 


tructed 


ships 


of our Navy, and if, under existing conditions, it is utterly im- 
possible for us to secure those ships because of the deficiency 
our American merchant marine, I ask whether it is not a 


part of the construction of our Navy to supply these supple- 
mentary ships and to have them on hand in case of emergency? 
Would it not be well to diminish to the same degree the expendi- 
» of our Navy, now aggregating over $100,000,000 annually, 
and just to the extent that you take off from that appropriation 
to the difference to the construction of these steamers of 
6,500 tons capacity, each one of them costing a million dollars? 
We could go on constructing these ships, say, at the rate of five 


mri 
apply 


or ten a year, involving a cost for construction of not more 
than $10,000,000. Then how would those ships be utilized? By 
haying them at hand in case of war we could use them just 


as we used the St. Louis, just as we used the City of Peking and 
other ships that were chartered from private corporations dur- 
ing the late Spanish war; and during time of peace could we 
not let out those ships to private corporations at a rental in- 


volving a return of a certain percentage of their cost? 

It seems to me that, under existing conditions, we could 
hardly expect private corporations to build these ships. Even 
if you grant a subsidy the shipbuilders will be fearful that it 
may at some time be withdrawn. It is exceedingly probable 
that should there be a change of Administration the subsidy 


would be withdrawn, and this fear would endanger the success 
of the proposed legislation. It would also compel them to 
demand a larger amount in the way of subvention or subsidy 
because of the risk as to the time during which they would 
receive it. 
Now, how would these ships be manned? 
I understand it, 


This very project, 
involves the creation of a naval reserve—a 


naval reserve which would ultimately reach 10,000 men. It is 
proposed that the officers and seamen in that naval reserve 
shall receive an annual sum from the Government as a per- 
petual retainer. They are enlisted for a fixed period of time, 


subject to call at any time for active duty should there be war, 


d meanwhile they are paid a certain sum for the privilege 
that the Government has of calling upon them at any time for 
e service. 

What is this sum? Under the pending bill the sum averages 

it $50 per annum apiece for officers and men—not more 

than from twenty-five to thirty dollars per annum, I believe, for 

the n and a larger sum for the officers. I do not believe that 

that will be sufficient to make up the difference between the 

foreign wage and the domestic wage, and unless the Government 

pays the excess which the American seaman demands over the 

foreign seamen we can not expect American shipowners to go 

into competition with foreign shipowners in foreign transporta- 

tion. We must give the men the domestic wage. If that wage 

s 35 per cent above the foreign wage we must see to it that 

they get it, and they must get it either from the shipowners or 
f the Government—one or the other. 

erican shipowners can not pay it, because they can not 

in foreign transportation in competition with the entire 

world and pay 385 per cent more for their administration than 

itors. It would simply mean that they would run 

! ine t a loss, or they would go out of business, or, 

tl would never enter it at all. So it seems to me we 

ce the necessity of allowing each man of the naval re- 

* amount than is allowed him in this bill. 

1 men with an annual retainer of $50 per annum 

the Government $500,000 a year. An annual average 

S100 uld cost the Government $1,000,000 annually. It 

e would have to pay them at least $100 per 

S e, so that for 10,000 men the United 

f $1,000,000 to $1,500,000 per annum sim- 

1 upon them for their services in case of 

wa ¢ he more the Government pays the less 

i his annual governmental pay 

: een the domestic pay and the 

\ s wher will be able to run and 

nt should within the next 


in the next few years, construct 





ship 10 Is capacity, how could they 
employed in time of peace so as to return the Government 

1 interest upon the estment I ask the Senator from 

p Hamp t would be possible to organize 
te corporations resembling the Oceanic and Australian 
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Steamship Company, to which reference was made the ot! 
day? That company was organized in San Francisco and 
engaged in trade between San Francisco and Australia. It })« 
four ships of 6,500 tons capacity, and I believe they are a; 
for the present trade between San Francisco and Austr 
Would it not be possible to organize similar lines, or two oy 
three similar lines, for service down the coast toward § 


» 


America, or is that covered now by private enterprise? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will ex,)). 
ine the bill, I think he will see that we provide for just th it 
contingency by establishing certain lines, some of which run 


from the Pacific coast, though possibly they do not cover tho 
exact routes the Senator suggests. We carefully inquired into 
it, however, and thought that we put the routes where tly 
would increase American commerce and American trade. ‘J 
is what we are after. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator inform me how pn 
such routes are covered by this bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There are seven steamship routes pro- 
vided for where we have not at the present time a single A) 
ican ship, and then there are three additional routes—ten rou} 
in all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Is there any estimate as to the number of 
ships that will be necessary upon those routes? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That can be ascertained very accurately, 
It is not stated in the report, and I can not tell the Senator off- 
hand the exact number. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I presume four or five for each line wo 
be required. 

Mr. GALLINGER.. Quite likely, though some lines would 
get along with two or three. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But it would average, I imagine, four or 
five. That number would be ample, would it not? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. For seven lines that would make twenty- 
eight or thirty ships, costing a million dollars apiece. Now, 
we will assume the Government constructs those ships as a part of 
the Navy and then lets them out to private corporations, at a rental 
that will replace the ships, let us say, in twenty years, and 
meanwhile give an interest of 3 per cent upon the investment. 
Those ships would then be the transports, the scouts, and the 
supplemental ships that are necessary in time of emergency 
and time of war—just such ships as we employed during the 
Spanish war—and they would be manned by men belonging to 
this naval reserve numbering 10,000 men, and those men would 
be paid partly by the ship company and partly by the Govern- 
ment, the Government contributing from 25 to 30 per cent of their 
entire pay simply for the right to call upon those men for their 
services in case of war. 

In addition to that a certain amount of military discipli: 
it seems to me, could be maintained. We could put upon 
of these ships at least one naval officer, who could give 
men the preliminary training that would be required for sery- 
ice on a man-of-war, and thus we could gradually supplement 
the fighting ships with the scouts, the transports, and t! 
liers—all of them absolutely essential to the complete wo1 y 
of the Navy, all of them absolutely necessary in case of war, 
and yet all of them serving a useful purpose in time of peac 

The construction of these ships would keep our ship) 
busy. I think that Congress would probably not assent to 
construction of these ships abroad in order to secure th 
a less cost, for one of the purposes of all this legislati 
lating both to the Navy and the merchant marine is to 
tain American shipyards, and of course we can not ma 
shipyards unless we build ships on American soil. 

So we have as essential to this entire system the naval! I 
mereantile shipyards, the fighting vessels, and the 
vessels, and I see no reason why we should not enter ! 


ily 


eg 





ld 





7 
Call 


experimental way upon such a plan. It would entir ) 
away with subsidy to private interests. We could keep 
over the corporations which lease these ships from the | I 
States. We could control their incorporation under na 
laws, and, it seems to me, as the control over commerce bh ! 


the States and with foreign nations is intrusted to the Ni 
Government we should see to it that these corporatio! 
organized under national law, so that we can keep prope 
trol and receive proper information regarding their r 
and expenditures. 


1 
} 


The vice of this entire system of subsidy is that we ©! 
corporation to be organized under State law, and then .w 
sidize that corporation without having any control over !t 
out having any knowledge or inspection of its books 
counts, and without having any knowledge as to whet! a 
needs a subsidy or not, except such as is given in casu:! ; 
ings and inquiries. 


1 


It does seem to me that by incorpore''"s 
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se shipping companies engaged in foreign trade under a na filled by Government aid \ 
il law and maintaining control over them, and requiring | accuracy of ad 


icity as to their accounts, we could see to it that no ad It seems to me the plan 
ige over the Government was secured; and we could, by | away with the 





tint ‘ 
eradual method, involving an expenditure of very much less | mind of almost evel lx ‘ 
n is contemplated by this bill, enlarge our mercantile marine, | construction only of those sl 
rge our Navy, and enlarge the force upon which the Navy | its service. It enters u 
eall in case of war. ibsolutely neces vf 
w, I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire economical administi 
1 make the inquiry in all candor, because I do not profess | those men to private « 
ve much information upon this subject—whether this plan | Government may not be 
be practicable? istering ships for wl 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will reply by asking the | involve the ore 
r what he thinks would become of a bill if he should in 
e it and send it to the Committee on Naval Affairs, it 
ng the principle for which he has been arguing? In other Mr. THEYBURN Mr. Pre 
as I understand, the Senator is in favor of the Govern The VICE-PRESIDENT’ 1 : 
of the United Stat building thi or forty me ld to rs ! 
ships, costing a m yn dollars or so a e, and Ii ig Mr. NEWLANDS. C« 
ut to private parties to operate upon a rental. If the Goy ir. HEYBURN. I 
es into that business, why not into building factori not er rat] 
ry other conceivable industry that the Senator could | building industry { G 
of? Why confine it to ships? rent t 
NEWLANDS. My answer is that these ships are an es- | poses? Would 
part of the Navy, absolutely necessary, according to the | building by individuals, w 
nt of the Navy itself and of the General Staff of the | competition vw these G 
to supplement the Navy itself when the use of the Navy | 3 per c pront « the ¢ I I 
nired. Senate t t 1 t I 


GALLINGER. Yes. to ¢ 
NEWLANDS. Now we keep a navy in existence, though | 2nd Government- 





e no war, simply because its use will be necessary in an | on the cost of b : 

’ It is just as essential that we should have these Mr. NEWLANDS r 

entary ships, these tran sports, these colliers, and these f he thought that I 1 

These thirty ships would cover that class. these ship What I ] l 
GALLINGER. My answer to the Senator is that his | let out contracts for th 

is beautiful, sounds well, and looks attractive; but it is | private shipyards, jus 
practicable, in my judgment, as any other theory the | how. 

could possibly evolve. I do not believe this country Mr. HEYBURN I under ! 

roing into the building of ships and then letting them | in reply to the question 1! 
private parties upon a basis of 3 per cent income, as the | Hampshire, that the ¢ 

lsgests lease tl sis of 3 


NEWLANDS. I quite agree with the Senator in that, | cost. 
the Navy did not require these ships I should regard Mr. NEWLANDS. I may ! l 


ng as entirely impracticable; but they state that we | word “ build” the ser t] the G 
juire these ships. We require them just as much as | the building of t 
var. When men-of-war are needed, the use of these | them itself, Che $ ) a t} | 
nd these transports and these scouts is needed; and we | y Is as a part of the "¥ 
ww to-day that if a great naval war were to occur we | solutely e tial, and tl 
not get enough ships from our present merchant marine | tial I do not propose to 1 
lement the Navy. We know that. Mr. GALLINGER After the § 
ALLINGER. ‘The Senator is absolutely correct in mak how is-he going to get the 
statement. That is the fact, and it is a dep! yrrable I » to operate A 


Mr. NEWLANDS. As to that 


NEWLANDS. It is a deplorable fact. It is an absolute | here that I propose that these sl 
ity that we have these ships, and I base my propo- | employed in the Naval Resery: 2} 
n that. ment shall pay a much lat u to th 
see about the cost of it. Thirty ships, enough to | for in this bill rl 


‘se lines to which the Senator referred, would cost | and men, of S50 a n ! 
1,000. Three thousand men would be required on these | enough to equalize cor I 
Chey should be enlisted in the Naval Reserve. a hundred I 


pay of $100 per annum to 3,000 men would cost $300,000 | owner of 2 i 
ium, or in the course of ten years it would cost $3,000,000, | in administe 
t to the $30,000,000 for the ships, and you have a total Mr. GALLINGER You 
3,000,000, The bill which is suggested by the Senator | ferent form that pr tl bill 
Hampshire provides for an expenditure of $40,000,000 Mr. NEWLANDS you 
nd at the end of that time the Government has | pay of men in the U1 1 § St t 
how for it; whilst under the plan I suggest the | be called at any time for lit ch 
t would have thirty ships, worth approximately | on furlough et red in the ] 
U0 The rental received from the ships could be ap subject at any time tot ill of 
iding ships for new lines of trade. So it seems to | Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor 
plan has the advantage of that plan upon the score of | Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will I ld 


y. like to Submit an amendment to be read l 
1, there is another thing I wish to criticise, and that is | table. 
Wherever the Government makes a subsidy it should The VICE-PRESIDENT The ame 
the corporation which receives the subsidy to incorporate The Secrerary. On page 7, in line 7, af t! 
national law. The State is utterly incompetent to deal | eight,” add: 
the question of foreign trade, and the national law should Nor shall these subventions ! ta 
just as the interstate-commerce law does, for publicity | gross register engaged in t! n 
receipts and expenditures. As it is, it is utterly impos- | <9 toms gross register engaged in the d ’ 
for us to tell, except from the statements of interested Mr. FRYE. That is safe. 
as to whether or not these subventions are required. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed 
national corporation is subsidized, and you have on record | printed. 
Statements regarding its receipts and expenditures, and Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New H 
nd that in performing a certain service it meets with a | lieved me very much by the limit of 20 ¢ 
i loss, you know accurately just what loss has got to be fisheries, 
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Mr. President, I do not expect to occupy any great length of 
time in the discussion of this bill. I agree with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] in one respect, and that is that 
it is the best bill I have seen presented to the Senate for some 
time at least, as respects its provisions. I do not know whether 
I now understand the general purpose of the bill. If I under- 
stand it, the first proposition is found in the naval-reserve plan, 
which proposes to give a subvention to all the sailors who now 
sail in American ships on the ocean, to all the people who are 
engaged in the Newfoundland or deep-sea fisheries, and to all 
the other people who are engaged in any fisheries, whether on 
the Atlantic or Pacific or on the Great Lakes. In other words, 


this subvention is open to all the people who are now engaged | 


in navigation on the ocean or on the Lakes. 

As I understand the bill, there is nothing in it which ¢com- 
pels any man, who allows his name to be enrolled, to come 
under the provisions of the laws which appertain to the Navy. 
There is nothing in the first section of the bill at the present 
time—and here I differ in construction with the Senator from 
Wisconsin—that constitutes a binding obligation upon any per- 
son who becomes a member of the naval reserve, other than a 
ivil contract. In order to make the naval reserve what its 
friends propose for it and what it ought to be if it is to be a 
reserve, there should be an enlistment in the Navy, subjecting 
those who enter the service to all the articles of the Navy serv- 
ice, both in time of war and in time of peace. Again, if we do 
war within four years, these men are not re- 





not engage in 
quire d, 
ernment, 

I did not understand the Senator from New Hampshire to 
claim in the discussion he had with the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, that the people who enter the naval service are required to 
subject 
Do I understand the Senator so to construe the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think I ought to take a 
little time to think that out before giving a definite answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. My own impression is 
“enrollment” substantially covers the 
and that it is practically an enlistment. 
the objection that the Senator makes. 


that the word 


Senator's 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa propo 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 4, line 11, strike out the words ‘ 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated” and insert in 
thereof the words “to be annually appropriated therefor, 


estimates to be annually submitted to Congress in the Book | 


Estimates ;” so as to read: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, 
proper audit, to pay out of any money to be annually approp: 
therefor upon estimates to be annually submitted to Congress in 
Book of Estimates to each officer, etc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
and lie over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion | 
action upon amendments now would be in contravention of 
unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 
over. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be, stated again. 

The Secretary again stated the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
and lie over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also wish to offer an amendment, on 
4, in line 10, after the word “ audit,” to insert “ by the Aud 


amendment will be prin 


I think it might very well be ado; 


Let it be printed and 


| of the Navy Department.” 


even by civil contract, to enter the service of the Gov- | 


themselves to the laws which appertain to the Navy. | 


contention, | 
If that be so, it answers | 


I am fortified in that view by the fact that the Navy Depart- | 


ment itself framed the provision, and it seems to me the wise 


men there would not have made a provision which would be | 


inoperative or fail to accomplish the purpose they have so much 
at heart. The Navy Department is very anxious, and has been 
for years, to secure a naval reserve. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have that made clear in the 
pending bill, if it is not clear now. I propose to strike out the 
word “enroll” and insert “ enlist, subject to the laws and regu- 
lations governing the Navy.” Otherwise I do not think this 
will be of any great value. 

So far as concerns the officers who are to receive a 
and ten dollars 
larly a war 


hundred 
a year, I have no doubt in case of war, particu- 
with 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
audit,” it is proposed to insert “by the Auditor of the N 
Department.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
and go over. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 5, 
“ Commissioner of Navigation ” 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
Commerce and Labor.” 


Iowa pr 


line 7, I 
and insert 
It is proposed to insert the “ Secretary 


move to strike 





Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has another amendnx 
mind. On page 5, lines 4 and 5, I move to strike out “ by 


officer to be designated;” so as to read: 


Such retainer shall be paid at the end of each year of serv 
certificate by the Secretary of the Navy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be pri! 
and lie over. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 7, page 5, I move to strike out 
words “‘ Commissioner of Navigation” and to insert “ Secre 
of the Navy.” 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, the 
clause refers to the manner in which a person has condu 
himself as a member of the naval reserve, whether lhe 
obeyed the regulations and been subject to discipline, and 
that. But the second certificate goes only to the mann 


| which the man has discharged his duties on shipboard. 


a foreign country, if they could not get into | 


the service otherwise, they would give several hundred doliars | 


to become an officer. 

I am sorry to see in the bill this general provision respecting 
the naval reserve. I think it ought to constitute a separate 
providing for a naval reserve; but I arm conciliated 
by the observation a Senator made to me on the subject, that if 
we undertake to put it on a naval bill or make it a separate 
bill covering the naval 
eat many 





sure 


mnillions in the end. So I am somewhat 


to it, because I think it will not cost us very many millions 
nually, provided we adopt an amendment, suggested by the | 


Senator from Maine, I believe, that it be limited to 10,000 men. 
[ should think it ought to be limited for the present to three 
or four thousand. Probably in the first four years we would 
enroll under this bill 10,000 men unless we put them into 


the naval service, and if we did, very few sailors and officers 
would enlist, in my judgment. 

rhere are two or three amendments I wish to propose to this 
provision. They relate to the payment of money. We have had 
a great deal of discussion—not public discussion, but a great 
deal of discussion among Senators—as to the gradual growth 


of these indefinite appropriations that run along without any- 
body knowing what they amount to unless you take the trouble 
to dig into the archives of the various Departments. So I hope 
the Senator from New Hampshire in charge of the bill will 
allow me to make amendments that will provide for 
annual appropriations, so far as this bill is concerned, and 
especially this clause. I wish to offer two or three amendments. 

On page 4, line 11, I move the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 


1] some 


Mr. HALE. On a merchant vessel? 

Mr. SPOONER. On a merchant vessel. The Secreta! 
the Navy would have no facilities, under existing law, 
would enable him to make such certificate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only followed the error, if it be an 
of the committee, because they have inserted “by au 


| to be designated by the Secretary of the Navy.” If tlie > 


| retary can not ascertain it himself, he ought not to des 
reserve, we will find it will cost us a | an officer to do it. 


reconciled | 


Therefore I am not subject to criti: 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not think the Senator’s ame! 


| is open to criticism, so far as it relates to the first cer 


Mr. GALLINGER. But the next certificate. 

Mr. SPOONER. But when it comes to the next certi 
he moves to strike out “Commissioner of Navigation” 
sert “ Secretary of the Navy.” 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not. 
of Commerce and Labor.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. The “Secretary of Commer 
Labor.” That is right. But the Senator did say inady 
“ Secretary of the Navy.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed 
Senator from Iowa will lie over and be considered to-! 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. I want to have the 
ment stated at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
last proposed amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. The last amendment I proposed is in 


I move to insert “ Sec! 


Will the Senator please resi 


page 5, to strike out the words “ Commissioner of Naviz: 
| and insert “ Secretary of Commerce and Labor.” 
The amendment will be sta' 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
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amendment will be print 


amendment will be print 





? 


1 


On page 4, line 10, after the words “ proper 





umissioner of Navigation ”’ 


) 


CONGRESSION A 


a 
li i 


SECRETARY. On page 5, 


words 


* Sec- 


strike out the 
in lieu thereof 


line es 
and 
of Commerce and Labor.” 
ALLISON. That is right. On page 5, lines 23 
the amendment I send to the desk. 

SECRETARY. On 5, line 23, it is proposed to strik 

words “not otherwise appropriated ” and insert in lieu 
f the words “to be inually appropriated therefor, upon 
es to be annually submitted to Congress in the Book of 
ALLISON. I will offer another an 
he in li the ami 


insert 


page ov, 


ror 


ndment, in order to 
ndment proposed by 
) 24, before 


“of over 500 gre reg- 


before the Senate, in lieu of 
tor from New HUampshire. 

rd “ hereafter,” I move to insert 
tons, 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 

r from Iowa will be stated. 

SecRETARY. On page 5, line 24, after the word “ ves- 

is proposed to insert the words “ of over 500 gross regis 


On page 5, line 


ISS 


proposed by the 


GALLINGER. I will take this opportunity to say that 
the Senator offered are doubtless in the 
on of improving the bill, especially in the method of pay- 
the money. On the last amendment which the Senator 
ered, however, I shall want to be heard, I think by 
endment he will exclude a large class of ships that ought 
ouraged. But we can talk about that to-morrow. 
ALLISON. I proposed my amendment in order that we 
have two plans before us to talk about, rather than one. 
GALLINGER. Very well. 
ALLISON. While I have the floor I will say that I can 
rreat advantage it will to pay a subsidy to or 
for a steamship of less than 500 tons, either in the 
t marine service in time of war. If there : 
less than 500 tons which would be used in the 
irine and would be valuable in time of war, I do 
it is, 
Does the Senator propose to 


endments has 


as 





or iS anv 


vy iat 


make differ- 


any 


yveen a sailing ship and a steamship? 
ALLISON. I might in the last analysis, if I can not do 


tYE. There is 
tween a sallll 


ALLISON. That is to say, 


is he 


oni 
m\ ’ 
RYE. 


ISON. 
Yes. 


The steamship has a very much 


Heavi 





LLISON. That is what I supposed. 
rgesting tl » amendments to show some defects 
i think ought to be corrected, and I am making 
1 faith. Whether I shall be able to vote for the 
r or not, I certainly have not done very much harm 
I? ent, there i ‘ther amendment I had prepared 
find it on my des However, I will call atte: n 


There is no provision in the bill for any repealing 
1 i ecessary, but there are s 
that I think there shoul 





clause Of « rse, that repealing clause woul 
e with any contracts al ly made under the’ pro 
vy: but I think w hould put everybody upon 
we find trouble it the bill we will hay 
id it, exc as it applies to specifie contracts 
ALLINGER. If the Senator will per me, I presume 
1 t is 1 that even without that provis 
S d have that power 
LI] IN. I think so, although there are so many direct 
t ovisions here I was a little afraid the statute o 
S might be applied as respects some of them 
SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, the object « 
oe { mendment is not becaus of the question ot 
it it is to put everyone upon notice that Congress re 
right to exercise the power without being subject 
the charge of bad faith. 


ty 
} 


ALLINGER. I certainly know of no ol 
imendment. It is the 1 
ALLISON. I think it ought to be put in. 

GALLINGER. If put in, already made ought 
ected. 

rRYE. Mr. President— 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 

» Senator from Maine? 

ALLISON. Certainly. 


jection to that 


sual form. 


contracts 
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to gross tonnage, limiting it to & 
tinction 
apply to sai 

Mr. 


vention ought to 








sand tons burden; but I ) 
both steamships and sai I 
to enlarge either ir foreign « 
that we must encourage t 
sand gross tons, whether they sail 
steamships. 
Mr. SPOONER. OOO 
Mr. ALLISON. al ( 
I do not Want To ¢ \ ige tl bu . 
Mr. President, more f the 
from New Hampshire express ew 


visions of the bill, I want to re ve a cl 
ond provision of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. On what page? 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 4 or 5. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The second st 

Mr. ALLISON. There are three : ¢} ( 


Bet 


to help the fisheries : d the ] e y ) 
coasts from one little place 

vessels Sub silentio the S f 1 [ 
KINS ] ys we have 1 x to do h 1 
understand the first section « bill 

who sail on our coasts whetl vs 
[hey ar ill gathered into tl . 
it, and they are all to 1 t! S« 
they are officers, receiving $44 » ¢ 
there isnowar. If ther uld | 

four years, I think -very likely, 1 

the pay, they would | » I 

rather than to enlist in N f 
continue To « ilarge the 1 


mander of ) 
ship in the se l 
+h if that S 4 
rese! fe I 
rhe se 
e to b ld \ 
there 3 any 

Mr. GALLINGER N 
al Iment 

Mr. ALLISON. That‘ 

M I’ ent, W l 
some vt ‘ a F to Ne! 
it provided fo1 subs 
bill now t! me i 
\ ed for lly l 5 I 
receive a Cel S I 
% 3 SsuD sed T t Tite 
f 1 ports and 1 
in it, I think, tl 1 
‘ \ t! y | ia 


ean | from ti { \ 

{ re 

l n t 

ul l 

of Sat r wl 

In < r words, I i 
‘ er voyage back 
ti Cl} i, lg t 
pose ¢ he ll, tl 1 if I 
t] n 1 New H 





Atl: ice trade. Phere is 
Lond : 


n or Liverpool! I 
There was very severe C1 
that it did not take ca1 é 
to a point nearer home, with w 


trade, and wher 
think there was no idea tl 
be any great trac 
or Germany. 


| Mr. ALLISON. Th 
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established under it between this country and any country; that 
a tramp ship can go the world around under this bill and get as 
many cargoes as it can and whenever it can, and return here 
within ten days of the lapse of a year and get the subsidy. 

- Now, that does not encourage foreign trade with the United 
States, it seems to me. If a ship goes out on the sea as a 
tramp ship to compete with all the other tramp ships on the 
ocean it will do as they do. It will go to the port which will 
enable it to secure the largest cargo at the best price. Therefore, 
it ne encouragement, it seems to me, to American shipping 
in the way of securing foreign trade between foreign ports and 
the United States. That is one objection which appears to me 
to be a serious one to this bill. 

The third provision of the bill is a provision intended to estab- 
lish new lines of steamers between certain Atlantic, Gulf, and 
Pacific ports in our country and South American and Asiatic 


as 


Is 


ports. I am in favor of all the provisions in the bill so far as I 
have seen them, although I was somewhat shaken by the sug- 


gestions of the correspondent of the Senator from ‘Texas [ Mr. 
(ULBERSON] when he said there would be no subsidy granted 
either from Mobile or Galveston. I think if we establish these 
lines as we propose to establish them with countries with which 


we have now very little trade we ought at least to give them the | 


opportunity of establishing trade with these countries before 
we put in competition with them a lot of tramp ships. We are 

ving here a subsidy to people who roam around the world, and 
then we also subsidize specific lines. 

I am in favor of that provision of the bill not on the general 
ground so often stated, that the cost of building a ship here is 
25 per cent greater and the cost of running a ship 33 per cent 
greater, but on the ground that there a large trade in the 
countries named in these last clauses which we ought to have, 
and which we are fairly entitled to have, but which we can not 
induce our shipping men to establish lines for without giving 
them a subvention of some kind. As I understand the general 
provision here, beginning with section 2, page 3, I object to it 
because I think it will have the effect of greatly interfering with 
the provisions we have made for special lines. 

There is another thing that has struck me in examining the 
bill, which has given me some trouble. We subsidize all the 
stenmships and all the sailing vessels between the ports of the 
United States and the ports of the Caribbean Sea and between 
the ports of the United States and the ports of the Dominion of 
Canada in the northeastern portion of our country as well as in 
‘northwestern. When we had this question up before us two 
or three years ago, 1 remember very well we made an exemption, 
not man enlarged debate, but by general consent, by which 
these provisions should not apply to the Canadian provinces or 
To 4 


is 


WT 
uy 


uba. 
trade 
$130,000,000, 


he of 
in 
imports. Our 


the United States with Cuba last year was 
round numbers, in the aggregate—exports and 
trade with the islands of. the Caribbean Sea is 
very great. All this trade is now constantly increasing. 
Nearly half of our trade, as I gather, of the $130,000,000 
how in American ships between here and Cuba. It may 
that that is too large an estimate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, while I 
ve not the figures at hand at this moment, the Senator's 
imate, I am sure, is very much too high. 


is 





Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I would like to haye American 
ships do all the trade if we could do it; but not if we must do 
it at the expense of paying this double bounty, because that 
is what we are doing, Mr. President. For the ships that ply 

‘tween near-by ports we are to pay the sailors and we are 
to pay the subvention to these tramp ships, and we are also to 


y a subsidy to the mail ships under the last clause of the bill. 
Mr. President, I commend very much the Senator from New 


Ilampshire and the gentlemen who have prepared the pending 


| and prepared it with great pains and made great sacrifices 


the investigation of the questions leading up to it. I com- 
ii them for all that. They have given us very much valu- 
ble information. But I do think that if we are to increase 
ol trade with foreign countries we must begin with those 
countries that we do not now have access to with American 
ships, and that in a trade such as our trade with Cuba and the 


local trade between the northeastern portion of our country 
and the Canadian provinces they are not pressed—I will use 
that word—as the other parts of the country are pressed, in 
order to reach foreign ports. 

I have not seen the statements of the Commission. 
have taken testimony to show 


They may 
that, notwithstanding our trade 


be | 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I think, Mr. President, it would be < 
to say that the small proportion of our trade with the Domiy).., 
of Canada by water is largely done with sailing vessels, ani |; 
is a very small proportion of the entire carrying trad 
Canada. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the greater portion of our carry 
trade with Canada is by rail. 

Mr. GALLINGER. By rail; certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator from Iowa appreci 
what I can say is the underlying proposition of this bill, not 
increase trade and commerce. There is plenty of that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Our trade? 

Mr. HALE. Our trade. It will naturally increase. But tie 
object is to increase the carrying trade in American ships. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; I understand that. If I did not say 
I ought to have said it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator gave an illustration of the t: 
with the people of the Spanish Main. It is large; it 
creasing; and that is a matter of gratification; but what the 


bill seeks to do is to so frame legislation that the carrying of 
that great trade, which is already going on, shall be not in 
foreign ships, but in American ships. That is the substance 
of the pending bill. There are $200,000,000 that to-day go to 
foreign shippers, to foreign vessels, for the freighting of this 
immense commerce of the United States, and without interfering 
with that, and in the end incidentally increasing it, the pur) 
of the bill is to so legislate as to divert some portion of 


) 


| freight money—I would be glad to see a very large porti: 


it—into the hands of our own citizens. I believe it to be . 
tirely practicable that under a suitable bill one-half of that 
mense amount of money instead of being paid to and received 
by and enjoyed by foreign ships can be received by our own 
ships, and thus add to the material prosperity of the country) 
The trade, the commerce, is largely already established, 
it is the freighting, it is the carrying, it is the money that is 
paid for it that goes into the hands of our rivals that we are 
trying to divert, so that we will get a portion of it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I thoroughly agree with all the Senator has 


| said as to what our effort is, not only to enlarge our trade, but 


to enlarge our trade in our own ships. When my friend inter 
rupted me, I proposed to call attention to the fact that 
bill we passed three years ago we did not think it worth w! 


| to deal with the trade either with the provinces of Canada or 





with Canada is very great, it is not conducted in American ships. | 


I do not know how that is, but surely there must be ships under 
our flag, eiher by sail or steam, or both, that ply between our 
ports and the Canadian provinces. 


with Cuba. I assume the situation was regarded as so in 
portant in other directions that it was thought best to develop 


this trade through our reciprocity provisions and the frie 
relations we have with both Canada and Cuba. 
Mr. President, it may be that the ships which are provided 
in the second title of the bill will come into competitio: 
the Canadian situation and with the ships of other countri: \ 


Cuba, but I very much fear that it will go very little in that 
‘ direction, or, at least, very little farther than it would vo 
without the subvention proposed in the the first two claus 
I know that our trade is very large with Cuba now. | v 
that under provisions already in force there is being estab! | 


a considerable trade with Cuba, and we are maintaining 
this time. But what I hope to see now is a bill which w 
only enlarge our trade, but will enlarge it in our own 
I believe in that, if possible. I wish also to enlarge our 
in directions where we are fairly entitled to it because « 


imports and exports, and we know that we are not lik« 0 
secure any great portion of that trade until we give subve s 


to special lines of steamships on the Atlantic and on the I’ 
coasts; and I am for both. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in 
erence to Cuba, I will state that our imports last year amo\ 
to $86,000,000 and our exports to $38,000,000 in round nun s 
We imported more than twice as much as we exported to ( 

I have ascertained since the Senator raised that questi: 

we have been carrying in American ships about 85 per « 
that trade. It is decreasing very rapidly just now from 
cause or other, just what I do not know. The maximum 

we have carried was 35 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Our entire trade with Cuba amou! to 
about $130,000,000 last year, and if with that amount of « 
and imports we could only secure 35 per cent of the tra 
tween our country and Cuba in American ships, es! 
when some of those ships are subsidized in a small degr 
when the transportation is so easy, what a commentary 
on our situation. 

Take a large sailing ship or a small steamship and yi 
put alongside of it tows, as they are called, boats with 


as I have seen them on the New England coast, carr: 
great many thousand tons, a single fleet of ships, and und : 
| bill, as I understand, every one of those ships or cana! 








1906. 








| 
uld have subsidy in the form of tonnage. I ask the! 


ator from New Hampshire if I am not correct that if I 
e x tow from Norfolk, which has one large sailing ship or a | 
oner or a steamer, and there run along, trailing after it, 
» other great ships, each with sails, the tonnage will not be 
koned on the basis of the contents of the gross tonnage of 
» ships? 
Mr. GALLINGER. My answer would be that I should think | 
I do not think that a scow would be called a ship. 

\iIr. ALLISON. I only gather that idea from the fact that in 
e bill passed three years ago it was found necessary to ex- 
de them, and I supposed that they were excluded in that bill 
ause its framers were afraid that otherwise they would be 
luded. 
Mir. GALLINGER. If they ever undertake to take a tow of 
kind across to Habana, I hope they will have a pleasanter 
ive than I had. 
fr. ALLISON. 


a 


I hope so, too. It is not probable that they 


iid take a tow of that kind to Habana, but I think it is 
te possible they might take it across the water to New 


uswick or some other port. 

make these suggestions in order to present to the Senate 

lifficulty that I see in giving my support to this bill and to 

y the importance of making some changes in phraseology 

ecting these matters. 

TELLER. Mr. President, I did not want to interrupt | 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] while he was speaking, | 
| now wish to ask him a question. In the first place, I 

se the main purpose of this bill is to increase our exports | 
erhaps our imports, but certainly to increase our exports. | 
iit to know what objection there is to a ship sailing out 

Norfolk, carrying scows, or whatever you call them, if the 
can do it? If the purpose is to carry American goods 

erican ships, does it make any difference whether they 

n scows or tows or whether they are carried in any other 

, so that they are carried? 

r. ALLISON. I do not think there is any objection to that, 
[ should be glad to have them carried in that way: but 
‘case of a ship with tows going to a port, we will say, in 
o or in Canada, I should hardly think it was wise for this 

to pay $5 a ton for the contents or for the gross ton- 

of that ship, including the scows. That is my opinion. 


\ 
{ 


trv 


lr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator who has the bill 
harge whether there has been a reprint of the bill since 
iry 350? I think there have been some changes since 


in it. 
GALLINGER. 


' 
| 


There has not been a reprint since that | 


Ir. TELLER. Then I have the last print of the bill? 

GALLINGER. Yes; but there are certain amendments 
h have been made, which the Senator will find in italics, 
h have been adopted by the Senate. 

TELLER. They are all in this bill? 

. GALLINGER. They are all in that bill. 
Ir. TELLER. Have there been any amendments adopted 
the bill was printed? 

GALLINGER. I had one amendment adopted this morn 
I will say to the Senator, not remembering, as the Chair 
vards ruled, that the amendment ought to lie over. 

TELLER. I find on page 7, commencing in line 8, that 
ns 1 and 2 of an act approved April 15, 1904, entitled “An 

regulate shipping in trade between ports of the United 

and ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago,” 
to be suspended by this bill for a time. 

n why that is done? 

GALLINGER. We passed a law in April, 1904, con- 
gy shipping to the Philippines to American bottoms after 
of the present year, as I remember it. 

Ir. TELLER. I remember the law very well. 

lr. GALLINGER. It has been found impracticable to put 
law in operation for various as I understand. 
the President and the Secretary of War have recommended 
it should be postponed until 1909. 

TELLER. Well, Mr. President, as I did not vote for 
bill and thought it was very objectionable, I should like to 

what objection the Secretary of War and others have now 
d against it? 


etc., 


Will the Senator 


reasons, 


GALLINGER. I have not consulted them personally 
it the matter. I simply know that they have thought it 


ot wise to engage in that trade under existing economic 
litions in the Philippine Islands. 
TELLER. Then why put it in this bill? 
th that subject separately ? 
ir. GALLINGER. 
t was thought this was a good place for it. 
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Why not deal | 


It might have been dealt with separately, | 
We are deal- 


ing with transportation matters. We are dealing with sh ‘ 
and this related directly to that subject. So we put it in this 
bill. That is the only answer I can give the Senat m that 
point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator f N 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], with the permission of Se 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], why it is necessary to give 30 per 
cent additional to vessels sailing between the Pacific ports and 
the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is simply on the same hypothesis 
we give subventions to other vessels. We want the vd f the 
Philippine Islands, and we want to encourage Amet ! 
ping to go to the Philippine Islands. In our former legislat 
we practically made the Philippine Islands trade coast 

| although we did not use that term. I doubt whether 

| erly could do so; but we did restrict the trade absolutely to 
American ships. Now, in suspending this provision \ 
was thought wise to give American ships some little « we 
ment by way of increased subvention. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand it, we give the 0 
in addition to what we give to other ships. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; we give them 30 per cent in addi 
tion. 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only wanted 
was done. I should hope, if the 
allow me just one word more 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should hope that 30 per cent would satis 


President 
the 1 


to know ‘ 
from Colorado will 


senator 


these people having ships under our flag. I would be 
of extending that period beyond 1909 and giving them 30 
| cent in the meantime, because I think that three years } 
now it will be a very great hardship upon the Philippine 
to be compelled to-transport whatever they may prod 
tween our country and the Philippines in Amet n sl 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, recurring to the part of tl 
relative to the naval reserve, I desire to the S te 
New Hampshire his construction, in order that we may tes 
somewhat the practical operation of it As | underst 1 tl 
first section—I am reading now from an amendment } vosed 
by the committee—it is entirely a voluntary matter on the | 
of any of these officers, petty officers, or me! hether t 
they will be enrolled as contemplated by this bill If tl 
enrolled, the same section of the bill on page 4 provides that 
they shall 
receive such instruction and be subject to such regulations as t 
Secretary of the Navy may prescribe 
Now, if I am correct in my construction of the bill as I have 
just read it, it may so happen that upon any given vessel thers 


may be a part of the crew enrolled and y no 
enrolled. I think that would be the natural consequence of it 
Mr. GALLINGER. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. BACON. Of course under this provision there would | 
certain discipline prescribed officers and 1 


part of 


for those 


thus enrolled, and certain regulations as to their ¢ lu 
and other matters of detail, which would all in their exer 
make up the efficiency of an officer or a man on ship 
would be limited to those men thus « nrolled Would it be I 
ticable in the operation of a vessel that part f the ‘ 
should be subject to one discipline—one set of ulation 
whereas another part of the crew uld be unm tog 1 
ferent regulations or under different disciplins 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the only | er I can give 
to that is that. as I understand it, Great B has found 
practicable. She has 33,500 of these men her services | 
have been informed that they are enrolled and tr ed } ‘ 
cisely the same way that is proposed here rhe Navy D rt 
ment recommends this. I presume the D rtment |] 
| question as to the feasibility of the scheme. 
Mr. BACON. I would ask the Senator if he ’] 
whether or not in the British service it is true t , S 
vessels where they have this naval reserve a part of the: 
enrolled and a part of them are not enrolled‘ 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think so, for the reas ‘ 
990,000 seamen in the service and they have 33,500 
men. I have no idea that those naval-reserve mi 
| exclusively. 
Mr. BACON. It may be, though, that the: 
quirements by which those who are enrolled 
and those who are not enrolled are upon anoth 
for information. I1 do not know, id I si | ) 
whether the Senator is informed on that point It 
| that there would be much confusion nec l 
Mr. GALLINGER. I can only give my opinion that the sys 


tem is the same as is proposed in this bill. 









































to one her point raised more particularly by the 


\\ n |Mr. Spooner]. He insisted that this 
to anything: that we ought to have 
ing to do anything with these men. I 


general board of the Navy Department, wider 





t] provi was prepared, ask them 
nt. |] ot know that this will meet 
\ h the Se 1 Wisconsin raised, but I 

{ ly by 1 just received: 
! ry I tment is a 

] to al 1 < 
1] 9g ( l 

thought that t enrollment was practically equiva- 


t men pledged themselves to perform this 
r th and requirements of the Navy De- 
it: that there ld be no doubt of their being subject 
and that they would have to respond; but if that is not 
bill can be strengthened in that respect if it is thought 


LAY. Mr. President, will the Senator—— 


BACON. Will my colleague pardon me just a moment? 


ACON. ‘To recur to the matter about which I spoke a 
I asked the information from the Senator 
pshire I am informed by a gentleman, who says 

l mistaken and can not be as to the fact, that the 
of Great Britain does not consist in that which was 
upon the same ship of men who are en- 

tt enrolled and in a discipline and 

1 is not required of the other. I am 


the s m is this—that the men who are thus 





ions upon 


‘Iding to the 








weakness in the bill that re 


Oo t to red, Chere is no question about that. 
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But these men are to be under the Secretary of the Nay 
ject to the requirements to be made by the Secretary. | 
hend that that was all taken into consideration by the | 
ment when this provision was framed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if there is any justi 
whatever for this bill, it is that possibly we might in 
number of American ships that the Government might h 


far as I have heard the @ebate, has ever claimed that 


| get any less rate on our goods exported or imported 


they were carried in American bottoms. The shipper w: 
nothing less; the consumer would get nothing less. Bu 
pose it is hoped that we may get ships that can be call 
the service if it becomes necessary. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwLanps] a few 1 
ago touched upon that question. This bill is fatally a 
as to that, as will be found on page 8, unless it | 


amended, and I can not find that it has been. I¢ provides 


That said vessel may be taken and used by the United § 
the national defense or for any public purpose, at any time, 
ment to the owner or owners of the fair actual value of tl 
the time of the taking, or a fair rate of hire to be agreed u 





Here is a provision that renders it utterly impossible 
Government to get possession of ships in the hour of « 
I called the attention of the Senator from New Har 
this ten days ago. It seems to me that it is a section th 
revision. There ought to be a provision that if the ] 
not agree, the Government can take possession of the 
once, the payment to be determined afterwards. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I 
an amendment to-day covering that point. 

Mr. TELLER. Very good. If that is so, I do 
waste the time of the Senate discussing it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator was enti 
The Senator raised that question the other day and sat 
that he was entirely right, or some other Senator did—lI 
know but that it was the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 
and I drafted an amendment which I think the Se: r 


> | completely covers that objection. 


Mr. TELLER. I would not say, Mr. President, t! 


| of great emergency the Government might not tak 


citizen, because we have done such things. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment covers that. 

Mr. TELLER. But we can avoid that by simply 

Now, I want to say just a word or two abou 
reserve provision. I think that principle is corr 
valuable feature of the bill. I do not believe, as I 
before, or as the Senator from Nevada expressed 
that the pay is sufficient to induce this enrollment. |! 
very desirable that we should train some American 
I further, when you come to attempt to r 
merchant marine and the naval reserve 
ought to be-some method by which a man who has d 
himself as captain of a merchant ship might be ca 
service of the Government, and that he might hay 


portunity to ; dvance in the service. I do not see 
] 





1 


this bill to enable the captain of a merchant ship 
of a merchant ship to have any preference or for t 
ment to have any claim upon him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He gets the rank of lieut 
naval reserve, I will say to the Senator, under 
of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The captain may get that. Yes, M 

y he does. I do not know whether he \ 
mmand of the Government, as he ought t 

r: but the chances are a thousand to one if he 
1 good place he would take it. 

It is notorious that the best-manned ships we e' 
not manned by those who had technical education 
or a naval school, but by men who got their educ 
1igh seas. I believe that will always be the fact. 
the men who have gone out as commanders of mer 
ill be better equipped, on the whole, than any « 
en that you can get. Certainly there is one thi 
hat practically all our fighting that has been done on 
in the past—except, perhaps, in this last little bit of 


dent, possibl 


we had with Spain, which did not amount to mu 
ae by the men who were common sailors on the « 
sh men having no military training whatever. 1 





class of men that I want to see taken care of, and ! 


very much to see the Senator, before he allows thi 
to a vote, offer an amendment to raise the wages of 
who are supposed to be enrolled. I think we can bet 
to pay them than we can to pay the ships. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President— 
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rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado | proposition of carrying American goods in American bottoms or 
d to the Senator from Iowa? | of extending American trade. It is an entirely se} and 
ir. TELLER. Certainly. | distinct proposition, and it was found that if we confined the 
Mr. ALLISON. As I understand this bill, the whole matter | naval-reserve feature to the foreign trade, we had so few 
regulation is left to the Secretary of the Navy. He can make | American sailors that we would not have any naval reserve 
iptain out of a seaman and he can make as many captains as | Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator intend to say that the naval 
hooses without limitation of any kind upon his discretion in | reserve is to be created, not with a view of helping d of 

ect to the details of this arrangement. | veloping the shipping interest of the country, but purely 
Mr. TELLER. If the Secretary of the Navy can not do so, | purposes of national defense? 

President can. It is certain that somebody can. But I} Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, indirectly 

suggesting that we ought to offer an inducement to the | Mr. CLAY. Do I understand the Senator to s 

it class of men to become captains and mates of ships. If} Mr. GALLINGER. I think it accomplishes both rpos 
oung man makes up his mind that he is going to be a sailor, | I think it will give us a better class of seamen, a1 

he knows that in a certain emergency he may be called to | us a force of seamen who in time of emergency wil! g 
stinguished position of rank in the service of his country, he | value to the Government. It will serve that doubl pose 

little more apt to take up that business than he would if he The purpose of this bill is not only to carry A! 

vy he was to remain a common sailor all his life or even if | ucts in American ships, but it is to extend American trade \"\ 
should succeed in becoming the captain of a merchant ship. | have not any too much foreign trade. It is a disgrace that \ 

is what I was trying to suggest. | have not any more foreign trade in South Amet f 

ove all, I should like to see the sailors paid a sum suffi- | and we hope by establishing lines there, rm vy Al 

t to induce them to go into the service. As suggested by | Which, in turn, will result in the establishment of Ame! n 


Senator from Nevada, $50 on an average is not enough, in | commercial houses in those countries, to extend very 
opinion. When the Senator from New Hampshire cites | foreign trade. 

Great Britain there is no parallel, because Great Britain has a We did find, in taking testimony, that some sh : 
rent class of population, that can not secure the wages | plained very bitterly that they were sustaining great esses 
h the men in this country whom we would like to bring shipping in foreign ships; that no attention 
this reserve can secure. I think we had better pay a | s00ds when they arrived at the foreign dest 


m and a half dollars to that class of men than pay it | foreigner was more interested in goods from his own 
na great many ways that we are paying it out now. We | and in affairs that concerned his own people than he 

it economize somewhere else if we feel too poor to estab- | American products, and that if there were breakages, 

i. good, substantial American naval reserve. | frequently occurred to a very large extent, they could g 


Mr. GALLINGER. On that point, Mr. President, I think I.; redress from the foreign shipowner. 
ld be quite as much disposed to treat these men overgener-| We are of the opinion that when we get American shi] 
as any other Senator; and it may be that the amount | Will not only carry American goods, exports and imports 


| is not as high as it ought to be. It is much higher than | American bottoms, but that those ships, sailing to co 
Britain pays. The Navy Department sent—— | where our trade to-day is not as great as it ought to | 
NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— result in a greatly increased trade for the American }« 
; 


GALLINGER. Allow me to finish the sentence. The | '@ that way we believe, or at least some of us believe, that 
Department sent the schedule to me, and I called some | ¢XPenditure provided for in this bill will be paid | 


men in conference who had to do with the construction Mr. CLAY. As I understand, there was not al ppositior 
bill. The Senator from Florida [Mr. MaLtory] raised | t establishing new mail routes where needed. I believe the oj 
jection that the amounts suggested by the Navy Depart- position to the bill simply insisted on striking out the se 
were too low, and under his guidance the amounts were | third, and fourth sections. I never heard of any opposition f 
sed and were made what they are in the bill at the pres- | the feature which had reference to establishing ‘ e 
ne. The Senator from Florida, I think, was satisfied— | Where they are needed. 
e has a great deal of knowledge on this question; I am | Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Senator 
he is detained from the Chamber by illness to-day—that from New Hampshire in the expression of regret that we have 
mounts would be sufficient, but if it is thought otherwise, | Bot direct trade with South America, as well as with 
ainly will not resist any reasonable increase. countries, but particularly South America. Some oe, a.¥ 
CLAY. Mr. President- — er so, ago there was a little colloquy between the S f 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- New Hampshire and myself upon this subject, in which 
vield to the Senator from Georgia? | deavored to bring out the fact, under the statement of the S 
GALLINGER. Certainly. tor from New Hampshire himself, that so far as cargo 
CLAY. The first section of the bill as amended provides | Were concerned they were not calculated to ce 
naval reserve, as I understand, and all the sailors and | tween the United States and any given port; that the 
‘s engaged in the coasting trade and the foreign trade are | Calculated for general trade and not for the deve 
le to become members of the naval reserve, and they are | special line, and that the only hope, pract ! St y 
id a small amount, ranging from a hundred and ten dol- | the development of trade and the establishmet f new 
| think, to $24 a year in addition to the amount they re- | between this country and certain given ports re we 
from the owners of the ships on which they are working. have no lines of transportation was in the 1 ner ‘ d 
ild like to ask the Senator whether we are creating the | in the fifth and sixth sections of the bill I r fi 
reserve because we need it for the purpose of national | mail compensation to be given to ships which \y lru etw 
se, or are simply paying the men this amount by the Goy- | this country and those given ports 
“it in order to increase the wages of American sailors? Now, I am very much in sympathy th 
that the real object and purpose of this feature of the | as stated by my colleague, and I ould be 
considerable length in that direction | believe it is 
GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator, it is not. We| of extreme importance that this trade should | d ped 
iting this reserve substantially for the same purpose | that we should have the lines of communication which ° id 
ve ave maintaining, at an enormous expense to the Govern- | enable us to develop that trade I am, on the itr wt 
the militia in the several States. favorable to the other part of the bill, and for 
CLAY. I will ask the Senator this question. I under- | giving the opportunity for a test of that quest 
he object and purpose of this legislation is to have Ameri- | earnest of good faith in the matter, stating | 
«lucts carried in American bottoms to foreign countries. | support this bill so far as it relates to giving beral 
the principal object and purpose of the bill. At this | compensation for those routes, | offer the amendment ! 
there is no general complaint that we have not a large | now send to the desk, to strike out the first four sect 
sn trade, but as a matter of pride we are anxious to have | the bill. I ask that it may be printed and lie on thi 
iinufactured products and our farm products carried in | action at the time contemplated by the unanimous-cons 
an bottoms. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator fro Ge 


vill ask the Senator why it is necessary to pay a bounty to | an amendment, which will be printed. 
lor engaged in the coasting trade? If you are trying to | Mr. BACON. It may be stated. 
your American products carried in American bottoms, why | Mr. KEAN. Let it be stated. 
necessary that those engaged in the coasting trade and in The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amend 
de on the Great Lakes shall be included? | The Secretary. It is proposed 
GALLINGER. For the simple reason that the naval-re- | sections 1, 2, 3, and 4. 
feature of the bill has nothing whatever to do with the | Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the discussior 








, ; iply as a matter of information—I do not expect 
it yy to change anybody’s opinion concerning this bill or any 




















1 S 
f e of i I want to read a dispatch which was sent out from 
\ It is taken from a Boston paper, and I have seen 
the N« York papers, under date of February 10: 
I oO APPROPRIATES 
) ii $ 
} ! di t t Chile 
$ for t p li 
l ‘ en Val aiso, Chil 
the of « bile 
( nhment that 
establishing a 
N \ sand other A 
Chile is ready to spend a quarter 
c ’ tablish a line of steamships to ex- 
t I et profoundest hope and expecta 
{ t country of ours, which has wealth in excess 
h of England and France of $5,000,000,000, 
wil i ‘ eat wh about giving some aid to our ship- 
| O I our commerce to foreign countries. 
\¢ I : will note that the particular en- 
1 about to enter is of the very class 
I ist to as that which I would myself prefer. 
GAI R Precise] 
, j i es lishment of lines of tra 
. GALLINGER Y¢ 
r. BACON. Iam willing to assist properly in that direction. 
GALLINGER. I did not read this item in criticism of 
} Se to! id. 
ACO) I understand. 
GALLINGER. I understand the Senator’s position. 
BACON. But I desired, as the Senator gave such a fine 
ty, to! e application of it in support of the sugges- 
i I ade. 
GALLINGER. I am delighted to have the Senator’s sup- 
' If the bill. I hope he will see additional light and 
\ for e | l in its entire to-morrow at 5 o'clock. 
MI ALLISON. Mr. President, there has been handed to me 
y desk a letter from the president of the American Federa- 
of Labor, having reference to something in the pending bill, 
I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the REcoRD. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
f t j 
» ¢ muniecat 1 referred to is as follows: 
AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., I ruary 13, 1906. 
i V I 
Nta Ne t 
‘ f e 7 
< y ) m kn 
previo 
I v Lie \ t I 
l nd 
aS Wwe 
( t Conegere ) 
I ( { | wilt S. 529 ws an cea simi l l irp ; 
I d, l Dp ae bo tl pl tation ft you and 
i l the § of the United States that I am impelled to 
¢ 1 1 v 
( 1! M Dat J. Keefe, } nt of the International 
eme \ n ice-pre nt of the American Fed- 
a l nion f1 me upon t subsidy bill 
| ) 1 perusal of 1 eply to him and be« I 
' the reply ay Ss equal to the | 
a that le r here it is f 
to te one word my reports, the 
I of y attention. In spite of being 
‘4 ied to comply with tl request con- 
‘ ( 12 in regard to the Grosvenor bill, 
i I i Congress, third session, being a bill 
nd fisheries, commonly known as the ‘sub 
t] f the « umittee, Report No 4136, 
I ‘ on, H of Representatives, and 
I 17 Of I I do not pretend to say 
a i the provisions of the bill and report 
1 be futile, because it would requir 
{ re il S 1 o! wi i 0 
d f co f the 
i t t ( usi 1 wer 
i I I it the followi ) you 
! I} l ver, n { 1 fact that 
\ I s repeatedly 1 almost unani 
d iy sidy bills that have 1 intro 
1 n the I ( gre S I only 1 d briefly call 
nti t fe point » W I shall refer 
will on page 5 of t bill, from line 13 to 16, inclu 
j V on that if one-sixth of the crew re American 
‘ ( the 1 ed Stat l who have declared their inten 
{ be e ¢ Ze1 that the vessel l be entitled to subvention. 
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In other words, five-sixths of the crew may not only be ali 
could be Asiatics, and in view of the fact that the tendency 
ship companies, like other employers, is toward a desire to 


| cheapest possible labor, it is not difficult to understand that 1 


ping companies receiving this subsidy would hire as many of t! 
as possible—that is, five-sixths of the crew—at a low wa 
through this means endeavor to force down the wages of the « 
of the crew necessary to be employed to entitle it to the subsi 

“On page 6 of the bill you will find a provision that a ves 





not be entitled to the subsidy unless the members of the ec: 
; be enrolled as naval volunteers, and on page 2 of the bill it 
that they shall be ‘enrolled for a period of three years, duri: 
they shall be subject to render service on call of the President 





of war. 


‘One can readily see that the shipping masters 


1 


will 








m 
roliment into the naval volunteer service a condition pre 
such employment, and that the failure or refusal of a sea 
roll as a volunteer in the Navy, and subject to a call in ti 
will be sufficient cause for shipping masters to refuse to 


men employment at all. 


‘“*Of course every American must feel, and should feel, that 
need Americans should readily respond to the eall for t 
nd or sea to defend the interests and honor of our cou: 

ieve you will agree with me that when a man's empl 





of peace depends upon his enlistment in either the A 
that such a provision is tantamount to compulsory e 
ractically constitutes conscription. 7 
“Then, again, on pages 11 and 12 you will find that a tax « 
sed upon foreign vessels carrying products to the Unit 
8 cents to 16 « tonnage per year. It is not d 
discern that every cent of such taxation will be placed upon t 
which the people of the United States will have to pay on ey 














they consume, at any rate during the period from the enact 
bill until every article brought from a foreign country is 
ships flying our flag. And surely between such 1 


eriod 
earrying of foreign trade American wannete" a 
me will elapse. 

‘In the entire bill there is not one provision that makes o1 
gain for the men who make their living by going down to 
ships. 

“In the report of the committee a pious wish is expressed t! 
committees of Congress should take this matter into con 
but these perfunctory declarations mean little or nothing. If 
mittee had any idea for the improvement of the condition of 
men, they certainly could have drafted it in the bill they had 
consideration. 

‘I regret that I have not any more time to devote to the 
tion of this matter, but the above is submitted to your caref 
eration as the conclusions reached at the first flush after re 
noting the contents of the bill and the report of the com 
will, of course, understand that I am not an expert in mariti 
I speak from the standpoint of the layman who has had 
experience in dealing with matters of this character, and in t 
and understanding I ask you to accept it for what it is wort! 

Omit from this quoted letter the word “ volunteer” and 
the words of the present bill, “ naval reserve,” and the 
will thus be obvious. 

It may not be amiss to call attention to the fact that on 
lines 6 to 9, in accordance with the provisions therein stated 
men coming under the operation of the bill, if it were enacted 


by 


would, while employed by private concerns, still be subje 
orders and regulations as the Government, through its Secr« 
Navy, may prescribe, again making conscription practically 
as a condition for the employmedtt of a seaman on a private \ 








On page 5, lines 3 to 11, the following language occurs: 

‘Such retainer shall be paid at the end of each year 
certificate, by an officer to be designated by the Secretary 
that the member of the Naval Reserve has satisfactorily cor 
the regulations, and, on certificate by the Commissioner of 
that such member has served satisfactorily for at least 
the preceding twelve months on vessels of the United Stat 
merchant marine or in the deep-sea fisheries.” 

In other words, this provision of the bill makes the seaman 
entered in the Naval Reserve dependent upon the whi 
favoritism and displeasure of his private employer | 
an may receive the Government's largess. 

Without discussing further the general principles of the 
peals to me with irresistible force that the particular feat 
bill to which I have addressed myself should commend then 
ciently strong to you, so that they may act as a protest 








seal 


enactment into law. 

The workmen of America love our country, and there 
loyal in all the masses of the people than are those who 
in the membership of the trade unions of our country. It 
name that I address you, and suggest further that wisd 
sight and patriotism, as well as economy, should sug 


which men, American by birth, citizenship, or 

d from the merchant marine of America for 
th of our country in times of stress and war as w‘ 
Very respectfully, yours, 


method by 
be recruit 
streng 
Samu. Gom 

President American Federat 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the 
agreed to the concurrent resolution of the Senate req 
President to return to the House of Representatives 1 
297, to authorize the construction of dams and pow‘ 
on the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals, Alabama, f 
pose of amendment. 


Ho 


DECORATION FOR PROF. SIMON NEWCOMB. 
SPOONER. I desire to withdraw the motio 
wh 


Mr. 


me on the 8th instant to reconsider the votes by w! 
bill 4198, granting permission to Prof. Simon New‘ 
| States Navy, retired, to accept the decoration ol 


1 








1906. 


ur le Mérite, fiir Wissenschaften und Kunste,” 
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third reading, and passed. 


ie VICE-PRESIDENT. 


was ordered 


The Senator from Wisconsin with- 


the motion to reconsider the votes by which Senate bill 


was ordered to a 


third 


reading, and passed. 


rs no objection, and the bill stands passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Ir. KEAN. 


of executive business. 
e motion was agreed to: 


ideration 


of 


executive 


business, 


The 


Chair 


I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


and the Senate proceeded to the 


After seventeen minutes 


in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 


Ir ¢ 
CK al 


1d 


35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 


ow, Wednesday, February 14, 1906, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


five 


ror 


ea 


consul-general of the United States at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 


bert 


nominations confirmed 


EB. 


R. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


by the 


1906. 


CONSUL-GENERAL, 
Anderson, of Illinois, now consul at Amoy, to be | 


CONSUL. 


il of the United States at Bahai, Brazil. 


TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE 


JUSTICE, 


Senate February 138, 


Morawetz, of Arizona, now consul at Nogales, to be 


benjamin F. Burwell, of Oklahoma, to be associate justice of 
preme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
SECRETARY 


es 


} es 


W. 


M. 


Raynolds, of New Mexico, to be secretary of New | 
), to take effect January 13, 1906. 


Millikan, of 


OF NEW 


MARSHALS. 


hn R. Abernathy, of Oklahoma, to be United States marshal 
the Territory of Oklahoma. 


North 


Carolina, 


to 


MEXICO. 


be 


shal for the western district of North Carolina. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


| 1] 


ell 8. 


( rict of Bath, in the State of Maine. 
n H, MeCord, of Arizona, to be collector of customs for 


bat 
( 


POSTMASTERS. 


ILL 


INOIS. 


t of Arizona, in the Territory of Arizona. 


United States 


Crosby, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 


B. Ward to be postmaster at Duquoin, in the county of 

P nd State of Illinois. 
stus Gibson to be postmaster at McLeansboro, in the 

of Hamilton and State of [linois. 


ey 


~ v 


R 
a 


. Moberly to be postmaster at Windsor, in the county 
nd State of Illinois. 


es W. Prouty to be postmaster at Roseville, in the county 


rren and State of Illinois. 


IND 


rt 


ANA, 


D. Branden to be postmaster at Greensburg, in the 
of Decatur and State of Indiana. 


Cox to be postmaster at Fowler, 
and State of Indiana. 


in the county of 


s H. Jones to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county 
y and State of Indiana. 

L. McCampbell to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
of Henry and State of Indiana. 
Randall to be postmaster at Shelbyville, 
of Shelby and State of Indiana. 


++ 


a 


MISSOURI. 


in 


the 


nce Conger to be postmaster at Unionville, in the county 
am and State of Missouri. 


id 
ul 


W. 


Cornell 


NEW 


YORK. 


to be postmaster at Chappaqua, 


of Westchester and State of New York. 
uk A. McCoy to be postmaster at North Tonawanda, in the 


of 


LE 


TENNESSEE, 
eph N. 

of Jefferson and State of Tennessee. 
iroe C. Monday to be postmaster 


Niagara and State of New York. 


SOUTH 


DAKOTA. 


in 


the 


Sullivan to be postmaster at Plankinton, in the county 
ra and State of South 


Dakota. 


Ellis to be postmaster at Jefferson City, in the 


of Knox and State of Tennessee. 





Hlamblen and State of Tennessee, 


at 


Knoxville, 


in 


the 


} 





The Hon 


approved. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. 


Mr. MA 


Tlfe Chair 


Tuespay, Febrr 


ise met at 


CON. 


r hears none 


12 o'clock 


/ 


noon, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry 
The Journal of the proceedings of 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engro 
was read the third time, a 


reading ; 


tj 


FRANCIS RIVER, IN 


nd passed 


Less 


‘if 


CLA 


y 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 


On motion of Mr. Winey of Alabama, a m« 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Pa 
clerk. announced that the Senate had passe 

| of the following title: 

S. R. 382. Joint resolution instructing tl 
merce Commission to make examinations 
railroad discriminations and 1 polie 
same from time to time. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLI ONS REF! 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate 


i 
| 
| 


| 


| 


1 M. Wooten to be postmaster at Morristown, in the county | 


32) instructing the Interstate Commerce Com 
|} examinations into the subject of railroad 
monopolies, and report on the same from t 
| Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comn 
BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVI VA 
Mr. REID. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanin 
| present consideration of the bill which I 
desk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from A 
mous consent for the present consideration 
| objection, the Clerk will read the subs ite 
Mr. REID. Mr. Speaker, before the r 
| want to call attention to the fact th is 
bill which was left in inadvertently. It 
page 7, lines 23 to 25, inclusive. The bi 
tended to be in accordance with or: Dp 
Hiouse, but that provision was left in t 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Sp e2 le 
whether there was objec n to 1 
The bill has not been read, or even 
Mr. REID. The bill conforms ex: 
the House a few days a | 
| stricken out to make it conform in ! 
Mr. PAYNE. I think we should ‘ 
Mr. REID. That is the substitut 








present consideration of the bill which I na 
| desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13567) to authorize the Campl I 
construct a bridge across the St. Francis River, in 
or near the point where the section line betw 
township 19 north, range 9 east, d 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
from Arkansas if this bill has been approved by 
partment? 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir; and is so ind ted in 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection After 

| The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Macon, a motion to re sick 

| was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS PERDIDO RIVER AT WATERS 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

| sent for the present consideration of the bill 
| the Clerk’s desk with amendments 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13548) to autl m ni 
win County, Ala., to construct I ] ! 
Ferry. 

The bill was read at length 

The amendments recommended by the commit 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? (ft 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


2493 























































The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 2106) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Van Buren, Ark. 

The substitute was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. REID. Mr. Speaker, in order to make the bill conform 


exactly to the requirements, I would ask unanimous consent 
to strike out the provision on page 7, lines 23 to 25, inclusive. 
This proviso was inadvertently put in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. 


The 


Mr. REID. Also, on page 9, in line 13, strike out the word 
“two” and insert “one.” Also, in line 14 strike out “ five” 
and insert “ three.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read the third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Ret, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 


the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SourHarp] 
unanimous consent for tke present consideration of a 
resolution which the Clerk will read. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That 


asks 


the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 
be authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be re- 
quired in the transaction of its business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


REPRINT OF BILL. 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask for a reprint 
bill (H. R. S9SS) to fix the standard of weights and 
ures by the adoption of the metric system of weights and 
measures, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for reprint of the bill H. R. 7980. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


of the 


NEW JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8977) to create a 


new division of the western judicial district of Texas 
provide for terms of court at Del Rio, Tex., 


said court, and for other purposes. 


and to 
and for a clerk for 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the counties of Uvalde, Zavalla, Maverick. 
Kinney, Edwards, Valverde, Terrell, Pecos, and Brewster shall consti 
tute a division of the western judicial district of Texas. 

Sec. 2. That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 


States for the 
en year at 


said western district of Texas shall be held twice in 
the city of Del Rio, in Valverde County, and that, until 
provided by law, the judges of said courts shall fix the times 
h said courts shall be held at Del Rio, of which they shall make 

D ication and give due notice. 
S 3. That all civil process issued against persons resident in the 
said counties of Uvalde, Zavalla, Maverick, Kinney, Edwards, Valverde, 
ll, Pecos, and Brewster, and cognizable before the United States 
shall be made returnable to the courts, respectively, to be held 
city of Del Rio, and all prosecutions for offenses committed in any 
id counties shall be tried in the appropriate United States court 


oO rwise 





t the city of Del Rio: Provided, That no process issued or prosecution 
mmenced or suit instituted before the passage of this bill shall be in 

) iy affected by the provisions hereof. 

Sh t. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts of said divi- 
Biol hall maintain an office, in charge of themselves or a deputy, at 
t! id cit f Del Rio, which shall be kept open at all times for the 
transaction of the business of said division. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 


would like to ask the gentleman if there is any public building 
lurking around in this bill anywhere? 

Mr. GARNER. I would say to the gentleman from New York 
that there is not just at this time. 

Mr. PAYNE. But that is the final goal? 

Mr. GARNER. No; I can not say that it is. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any other reason for the bill except 
that? 

Mr. GARNER. 

Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. GARNER. 


Oh, yes; there is no question about that. 
I wish the gentleman would state it. 
The people in that section have to travel 
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from 100 to 420 miles to get to court at the present time in 
territory embraced in this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much would the distance be shortened py 
this bill? , 

Mr. GARNER. From 35 to 250 miles. There are nine eoyy 
ties embraced in the bill, and it will be of great advantage to 
the Government in the saving of fees of witnesses in attend 
at the court. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
the court? 

Mr. GARNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Where is it? 

Mr. GARNER. The county court-house. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do they get free use of that? 

Mr. GARNER. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the House will confine them to that. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the fo}- 
lowing amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Saris} 
offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “ Edwards” 
occur in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill as 
amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GARNER, a motion to reconsider the last yote 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. FRANCIS RIVER. 


Mr. MACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for t! 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13568) to authorize the 
Campbell Lumber Company to construct a bridge across the St. 
Francis River, in Clay County, Ark., at or near the point where 
the section line between sections 23 and 26 in township 20 n 
range 9 east, touches said river. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks u 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 1 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill in full. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Macon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

TRANSPORTATION OF THE MAILS. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a privileged 
resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. GILLes 
desires to offer a privileged resolution. The Clerk will r 
the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requ l 
to furnish the House, at his earliest convenience, a comparativ: 
ment showing the cost to the Government for the transportation « 
mails per ton per mile by the railroads and the cost of transportt! 
press matter per ton per mile by the railroads. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s motion? 

Mr. GILLESPIE. I move that the committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the resolution and that it be put 
upon its passage. 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that is is noi 
leged. It calls for an investigation by the Post-Oflice D { 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair notices that this resoluti: 
vides that the Postmaster-General be requested to fur! 
House, at his earliest convenience, a comparative sta‘ 
showing the cost to the Government for the transport:' i 
mails per ton per mile by the railroads, and the cost ot! ns- 
porting express matter per ton per mile by the railroads. | 1° 
doubt in the mind of the Chair is that this calls for 
mation touching a matter that is not at all under the 
master-General, so far as express matter is concerned, i 
therefore, it would seem that if the resolution were to be a 
that it would set on foot an investigation in the Pos 
Department. The Chair will hear the gentleman Uw) 
proposition as to whether the latter clause, covering the 
of transporting express matter per ton per mile, doc 
destroy the privileged character of the resolution. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, it only calls for ¢! : 
formation provided it is in possession of the Postmaste! I- 


ea 


nce 


i 


Is there any place now where they ean hold 


and ‘“ Brewster” wherever | 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


i 
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| 
and goes to the merit of the resolution rather than its | 
leged character. If he has not that information he will 
that he has not got it and that will end the matter. 
e SPEAKER. Ah; but it seems to the Chair, and the 
suggests to the gentleman that the language goes further— 
he furnish the House at his earliest convenience a com- 
ve statement showing the cost for transporting mails and 
st of transporting express matter. Now, it might be as- 
d that if he does not have the information he will so re- 
but it will also be assumed that he will be required to 
into an inquiry that might detail much of expense or 
not. It is not for the Chair to pass upon that matter. 
thing the Chair has to pass upon is, when the point 
ler is made, as to whether taking the two together de 
the privilege of the first. Much of inference here has to 
ilged in before the point of order could be overruled. 
PAYNE. May I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the latter 
if the resolution being nonprivileged matter, of course it 
vs the privilege of the resolution, according to uniform 
es heretofore. The information as to express companies 
t be assumed or presumed to be in the knowledge of the 
ister-General, for that Department has nothing to do with 
On the contrary, the presumption is they know nothing 
it and must make an investigation. Now, that calls for 
ing besides information; it calls for an investigation by 
partment; and that being nonprivileged destroys the 
ced character of the resolution. 
SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
The Chair must take notice, as each Member must take 
somewhat of the various Departments of the Govern- 
harged with administration of law. Now, the Chair 
that by a general provision of law certain duties devolve 
the Post-Oftice Department and certain duties upon the 
ent of Commerce and Labor and certain other duties 
Treasury Department and certain other duties upon a 
( ssion that is not under any Department, as the Interstate 
erce Commission. So that any ruling the Chair might 
ecessarily involves something of knowledge of the organi 
f the Government. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, upon the line suggested by 
t ir: Is it net proper to state that when the Postmaster 
has to make these contracts with the railroads for 
the mail he would investig: 
make? And he certainly 
subject in his possession. 
SPEAKER. Just at that point—because the gentleman 
s and the Chair are at one about this resolution 
ust take notice that contracts with the railways 
ted by law, and the service is performed without re 
‘contract, when it is performed at all, by the railway, 
nd when the service is performed the compensation, 
ler contract or without contract, is absolutely con 
statute. 
LLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, on the proposition raised b: 
n from New York I understand the 1 
1 upon its face must call for an investigation in order 
he privileged character. Now, if you arrive at that 
or inference, that does not destroy the privilege 
* of the resolution. 


HAKBR. On the contrary, the Chair suggests to the 


} 


ite what kind of a contract 
has data properly bearing 


1. that he must resort to argument to sustain the priv 
racter of the resolution. 
[ILLESPIE. I believe the rule just the other way, Mr. 
t! | due < rere to tl speak cs 
| LAMS NM Snenke 


EAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 


Mississippi? 
PIL. I1 yield to the gentleman from Mississippi 
s he needs to discuss the point. 
LLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this resolution requests the 
General to furnish a comparative statement showing 
») the Government—that is, the actual cost now 


arily in the possession of the Postmaster-General. 
res nothing, as I understand it, except the collocating of 
ion how in the possession of the Post Office Dep rt 
ie cost to the Government for the transportation of the 
ton per mile, and the cost of transporting express 
er ton per mile, by the railroads. The Postmaster 
has in his possession the information showing the num- 
ns and the cost both of the express matter and of the 
ition of the mails in the ordinary way along the rail- 
Undoubtedly if it required an investigation in order to 
the facts to be reported to the House the point made 
gentieman from New York would be well taken, but this 


} 


t necessarily require that. It not only does not neces- | 


sarily require it, but it 
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line 3 miles south of the township line between townships 4 and 5 
north; thence east on said section line to the place of beginning. The 
place of record for district No. 17 shall be Pauls Valley. 

See. 5. That it is further provided that all the provisions of the act 
of Congress approved February 19, 1903, shall apply to districts Nos. 


17, 18, and 27 where applicable. That all laws or parts of laws in 
conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
should like to ask the gentleman what committee reports this 
bill? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is unanimously reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. This was the only bill that 

vas left over from yesterday on the call of that committee. The 
bill would have been the next one to come up. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Judiciary Committee can call it up on the 
call of committees. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Their call has been exhausted. I 
understand they have had their two days already, and it would 
be impossible now for them to eall this bill up. It is the only 
one that was left on their calendar. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any special haste for this legislation? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No; except this bill has passed 
the House twice and failed, for want of time, to pass the Senate. 
There is no objection to it whatever. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has never been considered at either time, 
has it? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was considered when it passed 
the Ilouse. It was considered by the committee both times, and 
by the House. There was some discussion about it. I will 
state to the gentleman that this lays off three districts 30 miles 
square on the Rock Island Railroad on the west side of the In- 
dian Territory. Along the Santa Fe road there are four courts, 
while on the Rock Island there are only two. There is 100 
miles scope of country there with only two courts, one near the 
Red River and another one near the northern boundary, lying 
about SO miles apart. This will divide the distance and give 
Duncan a court, and leave the intervening space only 40 miles. 

- Three-quarters of the business goes from Duncan to the other 
courts, and it is unfair to the people. It will be a saving to 
the United States Government with no expense to the Govern- 
ment, The same clerks will have charge. United States Judge 
Thompson has recommended the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the bill create a new county and a new 
county seat? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Only a recording district. We 
have no counties in the Indian Territory, and that is the reason 
why we have the boundaries laid off. In place of counties we 
have recording districts, and the recording district and the 
court district is the same. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is a local court? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. A local court, and the United 
States judge requests Congress to pass the bill. There will be 
a saving to the United States Government in the way of witness 
fees. This town has three or four thousand people, and is the 


largest town on the line, except Chickasha, which now has a 
court, 
Mr. PAYNE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think bills of this charac- 


ter ought to come up in the regular way, but I will not interpose 
any objection to the bill this morning. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Texas a question. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Is this not the same bill that there was trouble 
about in the Fifty-seventh Congress, where, after the Speak- 
*] 


‘ signature was attached to it, it had to be canceled and with- 


drawn ? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think it is. 

Mr. LACEY. Ought not this bill to be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Territories, as it makes practically a new county? 


‘ir. STEPHENS of Texas. I can not say whether the Com- 
mittee on Territories ought to have it or not, but the Judiciary 
Committee has always passed on these bills for new places to 
hold courts. 

Mr. LACEY. Which committee passed upon it in the Fifty- 
seventh Congress’? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. [ think the Judiciary Committee 
did. When a bill is introduced creating a court or changing the 
place for holding a court, it is always sent to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Sternens of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote was laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the [House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the staje of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 14171) 
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of do- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of hesyy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; ay 
pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that genera! 
bate be limited to three hours, one half to be controlled by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGeratp] and the other 
half by myself. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested that 
for the present no agreement as to time be made, and that 
perhaps we can get through quicker. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Inasmuch as an agreement can not be 
made unless we make it now, I will ask the gentleman if he wl! 
not consent to a slightly longer time. We have no one on ihis 
side who wishes to speak except on the bill itself, and it is not 
our purpose to have general debate on other subjects. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. One or two gentlemen have suggested 
that they might wish to speak on this bill, and perhaps they will 
not use any time at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
and a half hours? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As far as I am concerned, unless some 
gentleman on this side wishes to occupy some time, I haye no 
objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman will agree to three 
hours or three and a half I will agree to grant some time from 
this side to gentlemen on that side if they require it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That will be satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be limited to three and one-half 
hours, one half to be controlled by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Firzceratp] and the other half by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Smiru]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Smiru of Iowa was then agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the fortifications appropriation bill, with Mr. Currier in the 
chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

Mr. McNARY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts ob- 
jects. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

During the reading of the bill, 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts wi 
draws his objection. Without objection, the Clerk will dispense 
with the further reading of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, before addressing 
self to the details of the bill now pending, I desire to « 
tention briefly to the methods by which money may be i} 
from the Federal Treasury. There are three distinct ki : 
classes, of laws under which money may be paid out of 
Treasury. 

First. Laws making ordinary annual appropriations. 
are only available for contracts made or expenses actu 
curred during the fiscal year for which such appropriatio! 
made, and under the so-called “ covering-in act” of 15 re 
not so available after two years from the end of the fisc ! 

Second. Laws providing for what are called continuing 
priations, which provide that the money appropriated s! 
available until expended. Of this character are the a) 
tions for rivers and harbors, for public buildings 


BILL, 


Will not the gentleman consent to three 


Treasury and at Soldiers’ Homes, for the pay of the N nd 
Marine Corps for the fiscal year for which the appropr 8 
made, for fortifications, and all those laws which speci: r0- 
vide that the money appropriated shall be available u eXx- 


pended; laws with reference to life-saving stations alw 


tain this provision. The provision of the Constitut\ it 
Congress shall not appropriate money for the suppor' in 
Army for more than two years is not held to be applic to 
appropriations for fortifications. 

Third. Laws providing for what are called “ permanc™' D- 
propriations.” Permanent appropriations are of two « Ss 


Definite permanent appropriations 1) 


definite and indefinite. 
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' 
Lhe 


6, 


ustrated by the standing appropriation of $5,500,000 a year 
collection of customs duties. The Secretary of the 


sury is annually entitled to take that sum and spend it in 


Wse 


lection of customs without any appropriating act by Con- 
There are other definite permanent appropriations, but 
illustrative of the class. There are two types of in- 
e permanent appropriations. 


is 


ere are acts providing that all the receipts from a specific | 


e may be utilized for a given purpose; these are indefinite, 


t is provided that the head tax of $2 apiece upon immigrants 


be used so far as necessary for the payment of the ex- 
s of the Immigration Service. 


te for two reasons: It is indefinite because it is uncertain 
the receipts will be ffom the head tax and uncertain how 


i the Department will deem it necessary to expend of those 


its class 


A second of indefinite permanent appropria- 
is to be found in those laws which provide that certain 


uses of the Government may be paid out of the Treasury, 


it is uncertain as to what those expenses will amount to. 


last type may be illustrated in this way: If an American 
atic or consular officer starts to his station in a foreign 
» is entitled to pay from the time he starts, and the man 
s returning is entitled to pay until he arrives here. This 
p of pay of diplomatic and consular officers is allowed to 
d out of the Treasury without any act appropriating the 
therefor. Among other of these indefinite permanent ap- 
intions may be found the provision for the sinking fund 
he payment of the interest upon the public debt. 
tures from the Treasury under so-called “ 


permanent 
ations” amount now to $140,000,000 a 


year and 


ap- 


propriation bills have nothing to do with past expendi- 


it is uncertain what the receipts will be, as, for exaim- | 
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This appropriation is in- | 


The ex- | 


more. | 
arious committees of this House with authority to bring 


save as information upon that subject throws light on | 


needs. Their primary duty is to ascertain what is 
| for the future, not what has been done with past appro- 
us. Of course, information upon that subject is highly 
ctive as to what is actually needed for the future, but this 
ment now expending about $800,000,000 a year, or 
660,000,000 aside from that expended on the permanent 
ations. Of this, about $640,000,000 are on reports from 
ir committees—on Military Affairs, on Naval Affairs, on 
st-Office and Post-Roads, and the Committee on Appro- 
ms, 
beyond the power of these committees unaided to fully 
e in detail all the past expenditures of the various 
ents, and in addition perform their primary duty of 
ining the amount needed for the future. While the 
ttees make a cursory examination of what has been done 
the funds heretofore appropriated for the subjects under 
ration by these committees, as we do not have to appro- 
the money used in paying the more than $140,000,000 
t are called “ permanent appropriations,” no committee 
any investigation whatever of the expenditures under 
‘manent appropriation laws. We have a cursory exami- 
of expenditures under the annual appropriation bills, a 
‘investigation of appropriations available until expended, 
» at all of the expenditure of $140,000,000 a year under 
nanent appropriation laws of Congress. Rule X of 
ouse provides for the appointment of ten committees of 
embers each, one on expenditures in each of the Exe- 
epartments, and one on expenditures on public buildings. 
\I provides that all proposed legislation—the subjects re 
to the examination of the accounts and expenditures of 
eral Departments of the Government and the manner of 
the same, the economy, justness, and correctness of 
expenditures, their conformity with appropriation laws, 
oper application of public moneys, the security of the 
ent against unjust and extravagant demands, retrench- 
the enforcement of the payment of moneys due to the 
| States, the economy and accountability of public officers, 
lishment of useless offices, the reduction or increase of 
of officers—shall all be subjects within the jurisdiction 
ine standing committees on the public expenditures in 
eral Departments. 
language of this rule leaves us gravely in doubt about 
r it was contemplated that these committees should do 
hay consider proposed legislation on subjects within their 


is 


ction. Whatever may have been the original purpose, 
committees have long since ceased to be regarded as 


“l with the duty of conducting any investigation of the 
aitures in the Departments. If under suitable amendment 


rules these committees should be specifically charged to 
I] 


ly investigate all expenditures of the Departments and 
157 





XL 


©) {Q,% 

a uF 

report to the House, misappropriation and extravagance would 
be speedily discovered and done away with. The I! Was 
astonished a few days ago to find that the Attorney-Ge1 had 
authorized an expenditure of about $2,600 out of the « t 


fund of his Department for the purchase of an oil 
his predecessor; but if these committees on expenditure the 
Departments were vitalized, as I have suggested, and med 


their functions, this House would know that the At Ley 
General was simply following a practice of his predecessors 
years, and simply following the practice of the head of every 
Executive Department of this Government for years t not 
only have paintings been purchased of Cabinet officers 


the contingent fund, but of important subordinate offic 
Departments, until to-day in the older Departments the oil 






paintings—alleged works of art, supposed to portray the f 
of long-forgotten statesmen—have so accumulated 
have to hang them in double and triple tiers upon tle - 
and the question is now, not where to get expens gs 
to decorate the walls, but where to get walls on \ g 
the oil paintings. [Applause.] _The time has «a1 ed 
this Government, with its $800,000,000 of annual 
should authorize somebody representing the Congres s 
appropriating power to examine, investigate, d re] 
expenditures of the appropriations that we make \y S 

If these committees on expenditures in LD tments can not 
be vitalized, then some other system must be devised by w 
the Congress shall be advised as to how weil 1 how f 
fully these vast sums are expended by the officers in wl 
charge we place them. But not only would the vitalizing of 
these committees and making of each a standing inquis l 


of one of these Departments confer the benefits I have 


gested, but their work, if well done, would be of incalculable 
benefit to the appropriating commiitees of this House in dete 
mining what amount should be given for future needs 

In the fortifications act of March 3, 1885, passed in the clos 
ing hours of the Forty-eighth Congress, it was provided that 


the President appoint a board consisting of the Secretary of 


War as president, two engineer officers, two ordnance officers 
two naval officers, and two civilians (which subsequently be 
came known as the “ Endicott board,’ after Hon. William C. 
Endicott, Secretary of War), which board was to report where 


fortifications or other defenses were most urgently required 
} 


and the kind and character of defense best adapted for eacl 
and the utilization of mines or other defensive appliances 
This board reported to the Forty-ninth Congress January 26, 


1SS6, but that Congress made no appropriation to carry 


out the 
plans of the board. The general plans of the Endicott board 
have been followed ever since, and Congress has every year 
since 1888 made more or less liberal appropriations to carry 
| those plans into effect. In the twenty years since the rep 
of the Endicott board vast changes have taken pla im the 
approved styles of heavy guns and the ammunition used, which 
has revolutionized the methods of construction of batteries, and 
those and other changes led the President on January 31, 1905, 


to appoint a new board, with the Secretary of War at its lead 
to revise the plans of the Endicott board. Th new board, 
known as the “ Taft board,” has not yet filed its report, but 

is understood it will do so within a very few d 


day 


This report will cover the insular possessions, as wel! as col 
nental United States, and the estimates will probably for th 
reason exceed those of the Endicott board. It ise iated tl 
the Endicott scheme, complete, would cost $99,592,222. Since it 
was adopted we have appropriated for fortiti ms S119, 
102,483.32, or nearly $20,000,000 more than the whole estimated 
cost; but only $64,094,042.24 has actually been expended under 
the scheme, and the difference of $55,008441.08 has been « 
pended for gun factories, sites for fortificatio torpedo 
ammunition for service, test and practice, field guns, ular 
fortifications, and sundry other items. Because of the f tl 
appropriations for fortifications are available until expended 


your committee deemed it their duty to ascertain how much w 
still unexpended under every item carried in the fortificati 


bill, and the accumulation of appropriations for the past eighteen 
years. 
And it was discovered that the Treasury balances ur t 

various fortification bills heretofore passed amount to $8,356.24 
more than any year’s appropriation since the 

Spanish war. This being, however, a line in which consi«de 

time is required between appropriations and the ( 
pletion of the work, a balance is necessary, of some amount, to 
be always on hand. <A gun such as is used on a mode fortifi 
eation requires approximately two years to construct, and, of 


course, the work can not be commenced on it until approy 
is made. And so while we have diligently studied 
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‘eain on hand under every item of this bill, we do 
wish to be under that because we found a 


stood 


f | to an annual appropriation that that shows no appropria- 
t is at all necessary this year. The committee finding, how- 


ev this large balance of money already appropriated, the 
‘ iture of which in the Government’s gun shops will keep 
th busy for a considerable time, desirous of presenting a bill 
which should be as moderate as possible upon the one hand and 
still carry on the work of the fortification of our seaports upon 
the lie has presented for the consideration of the House a 
bill which appropriates $4,838,993, far the smallest fortification 


| sented to the House il 
Mr. ESCH rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


i the ten years since 1896. 


Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 


the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. ESCH. Was the gentleman’s committee persuaded in 
making these reductions by the fact that the present coast de- 
fenses were undermanned, and that to continue fortifications 
would simply lead to the increase of the Artillery Corps? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If the gentleman will ask me that 
question in a moment, I will be glad to answer it. 

Mr. ESCH. Very well. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I say the appropriation recommended 
is the smallest in ten years, or since 1896—almost two millions 
below last year’s bill, and more than four millions below the 

timates of the War Department, and nearly $600,000 below 
the average appropriations for the past eighteen years. In 
this bill $3,751,993 are appropriated for continental United 
States and $1,087,000 for insular United States. 


Turning now 
from Wise 
fortification 


to the question propounded by the gentleman 
nsin [Mr. Escu], I may say that the question of the 

of the ports of the United States involves this 
difficulty: I have already stated that the Endicott scheme con- 
templated the expenditure of about $100,000,000, not a great sum 
to be expended in a period of twenty years. But unfortunately 
it appears that to man this Endicott scheme of fortifications, 


with each man theoretically serving twenty-four hours with no 
relief, would require about 38,000 men. Information as to 


the 
fied in saying that under the report of the Taft board the forti- 
fication continental and insular United States would cost 
that the fortifications when completed 
would require about 46,000 or 47,000 men to man them, each 


of 


about 


$ 106,000,000 : 


man serving twenty-four hours. The average expense carried 
in the army bill per man is about $1,100, as I now recall it. 
An artillery branch of the service sufficient to man continental 


and insular fortifications, as contemplated by the Taft board, 
put annual charge upon the people of $50,000,000. 
So that the of appropriating four or five millions 
year for the advanceme 
of comparative insignificance as compared with this incurring 
of the necessity for the annual expenditure of $50,000,000 for 
the skeleton artillery formation to hold the works. Not only 
that, but I think I am correct—and the gentleman who is upon 
the Committee on Military Affairs will set me right if I am 


would an 


mere questio 


wrong—the artillery branch now provided for is about 18,000 
men, and that it is over 4,000 men short in the actual number of 
enlistments. 

Mr. KAHN. Does the gentleman mean the artillery branch? | 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I mean the artillery branch. 

Mr. KAHN. The entire Army is about 4,000 short. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. And is not that all in the artillery, 
according to the returns? 

Mr. KAHN. That I do not know; I do not think so. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the statement of the Chief of 


Artillery is exactly as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SmirH] 
} ) 9] j 


aie ie 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. For some reason the shortage in enlist- 


ments in all the branches of the Army is found to be, substan- 
tially all of it, in the artillery branch. We are not able to man 


the fortifications we have now. But that perhaps is not a suffi- 
cient reason for not finishing them and keeping them modern- 
Zed l up to date 

In many of the places the War Department has practically 


no men—simply a handful to keep the guns and machinery from 
deterioration; and this practically means that the existing 
fortifications would be of no use in time of need unless fur- 
nished with men not now in the service. So this committee, 
anxious that the country shall be reasonably prepared, but un- 
willing to crowd this work on and impose, not the slight cost 
of construction, but this enormous cost of maintenance, anxious 
at this time, when there is little of surplus revenue, if any, to 
be modest in its demands, has presented this bill. 


report of the Taft board is not yet official, but I am justi- | 


ut of the work of construction becomes | 


| 
balance | 





| with a modern system of fire cont®ol which does not ex 


| and I rejoice to state that as to the great body of it th 


Mr. GRAFF. 
question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAFF. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
what the conditions of our fortifications are now wit 
ence to efficiency as compared with the fortifications of 
the great European powers? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In some respects they are in 
rior condition to those of any other power in the world 
have now completed about two-thirds of the Endicott 
and have fortified all the principal points in continental | 
States. We have equipped those fortifications with the { 
modern guns. We have made, last year and this, a considera))je 
appropriation to keep them modern. We have equipped 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask hin a 


re i 


the fortifications of any other power, an improvement \ h 
it is claimed by artillery officers increases their efiicienc 
100 to 400 per cent. 

I have thus briefly outlined the general character of t! 


meets with the unanimous approval of all the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations. There is one item of this bill 
upon which a minority report has been filed, and upon that | 
desire to speak but briefly at this time. 

From the time that we commenced to fortify our coas 
have invariably made an appropriation of a gross sum for sites, 
a gross sum for batteries, a gross sum for guns. We have in no 
instance specifically mentioned the site or place where the money 
was to be expended. It is regarded as extremely unwise to 
notify all the nations of the earth just how extensive and com- 
plete are your fortifications at each specific point upon your 
coast, and for that reason, and because the War Depa 
knows better than Congress as to how extensive the fortil 
tions should be at each given point, we have always apj 


priated a gross sum and trusted to the War Department to 
expend it wisely in the proper locality. That policy has been 
a successful policy. No portion of this country claims that it 
has been neglected by the War Department in the distribution 


of these funds. I have never heard of any complaints upon that 
subject, and the policy has been one in harmony with the 
policy of every people upon that subject. 

When the insular possessions came to be considered, we at 
did the same for them. We appropriated a gross sum for sites 
in the insular possessions, another for batteries in the insular 
possessions, and a third for guns in the insular possessions. 
This year the bill has been slightly modified, because the 
mittee did not think it wise to further expend money at pr 
at Guantanamo; and so in place of the bill reading that « 
sums are appropriated for the insular possessions for batt 
it reads: That $600,000 is appropriated for batteries 1 
Hawaiian and Philippine Islands. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask ! a 
question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Most certainly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Does the gentleman think it right, and will 
he state, if he does, how much of that $600,000 will go to the 
Philippine Islands? I thought it was the Hawaiian Is! mds. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is $600,000 for the Hawaiian and P’hil- 
ippine Islands. I am not able to state, but I think about $200,000. 


firet 


Mr. DRISCOLL. Only $200,000 goes to the Ph 10 
Islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. To the Hawaiian Islands. eit 

Mr. DRISCOLL. And the other $400,000 goes to the )- 
pine Islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think that will be the action the 
War Department, but I do not know. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Is there anything in this approp n 
which will commit this Government in any way to the s mn 


of a permanent naval station in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SMITH ‘of Iowa. Not one thing. The War Dep 
is charged with the responsibility of determining w!i 
greatest emergency for fortifications is in the Philippine | : 
and if this House and the Senate should vote to put up 4 al 
plant at Subig Bay, then the War Department would J 
Subig Bay. 

It depends upon the action of Congress with reference . r 
proposed project at Subig Bay whether a dollar of th 5 y 
would ever be expended there or not. I think the W ar 
ment ought to do in these islands just as it did in the 
nental United States—that is, determine where the em! ! 
is and spend the money that we give it there. I think I aun nos 
more modest than most men, and I think the War ane \"' y 


Departments together will be able to determine the places 
need fortifications in the Philippines better than thie Mi 
of this Congress, and I know they are more capable than 
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FINLEY. Is the gentleman able to state about what 
nt of money will be necessary to fortify the Hawaiian 


ls properly? 
SMITH of Iowa. About $2,000,000, I think. 

FINLEY. Does the gentleman think that will 
efficicnt and permanent fortifications? 

SMITH of Iowa. It would for the protection of Hono- 
lulu and Pearl Harbor, which are the only places that it is con- 
te ated to fortify. 

\ FINLEY. I hope the gentleman realizes the importance 
of se islands being fortified, and I am concerned to know 
\ ier or not the amount carried in this bill is reasonable to 
satisfy the demand for the present. 

SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentle- 

that this bill carries for the Hawaiian Islands for sites 
every dollar that was asked by the War Department, and that it 
COl us in other items, not specifying those islands, the com- 


secure 


1) estimates of the War Department for the fortification of 
the Hawaiian Islands. Every dollar asked for Hawaii was put 
i. us we understood it. 
\ir. GAINES of Tennessee. 


Mr. Chairman, how much money 
does this bill carry for the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This bill does not carry any sum for 
the Philippine Islands. This bill carries $600,000 for seacoast 


bat es in the Hawaiian and Philippine Islands. It carries 





$200,000 fer guns in the insular possessions. It carries $100,000 
for ammunition for reserve in the insular possessions, and there | 
s not one dollar appropriated in this bill specifically for the | 
Philippine Islands. 


GAINES of Tennessee. 
nie is $600,000? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. For seacoast batteries for 
Wi | Islands and the Philippines. 
GAINES of Tennessee. The point I am trying to get at 
is, the total amount appropriated to be used in the Philippine 
Is ds is $600,000? 
SMITH of Iowa. No, sir. 
GAINES of Tennessee. How much is the total? 
SMITH of Iowa. The total to be used for batteries in the 
ts of islands is $600,000. Two hundred thousand dollars 
is opriated for guns in the insular possessions. ‘That may 
| there, or may be used at Guam, or may be used at Guan- 
o, or may be used in any of the insular possessions of the 
I | States. One hundred thousand dollars is appropriated 
munition in the same way, and that may be used in. any 
of 1 nsular possessions of the United States. 
GAINES of Tennessee. I am obliged to the gentleman 
information. The gentleman stated a moment ago that 
eve it that the War Department had called for to be used 
iii had been appropriated in this bill. Has every cent 
War Department has called for in the Philippine 
Is een appropriated in this bill? 
‘ir. SMITH of Iowa. I would say not, in this sense— 
GAINES of Tennessee. What is the difference between 


All told for the two colonies the 


the Ha- 


SMITH of Iowa. Oh, very great. 
GAINES of Tennessee. How much 
| nt call for? 
SMITH of Iowa. 
eat for the Philippines. 


did the War De- 


It had various estimates, from 
ons. For the batteries they got $600,000. 
GAINES of Tennessee. What was the 
| what was it asked for? 
SMITH of Iowa. Three million dollars was not spe 
asked for, but in the showing of the distribution they 
\ like of that much money, if they had it, it was stated 
t would cover Manila, Subig Bay, Guantanamo—— 
‘AINES of Tennessee. For what purpose were they to 
ioney at these places? 
SMITH of Iowa. Fortifying. 
GAINES of Tennessee. Then all the way from $3,000,000 


$3,000,000 to 


nted, if they could get it for this purpose, and you have | 


| it to $600,000 between those two islands? 
SMITH of Iowa. For batteries. 
GAINES of Tennessee. The $3,000,000 was not asked 
Philippine Islands, but for all the insular possessions? 
SMITH of Iowa. Oh, it was not asked, but the state- 
vas made as to how the $3,000,000 would be apportioned 
got it. 
KAHN. In all the insular possessions. 
GAINES of Tennessee. I asked the gentleman from 
how much the War Department requested for the Philip- 


lands, That was my inquiry, and the gentleman said 
i 1), 


Oh, the War Department’s call was | 


00 down to $700,000, for the fortifications in the insular | 


coast batteries, you understand. There has been no se} tion 
whatever in the estimate or in the appropriation for ¢ 

There has been no separation in the appropriation I u 
nition. The only separation at all is in the approm n for 
seacoast batteries. For that purpose this year the 1 est of 
the Department was for $1,000,000. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. For what? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. For seacoast batteries. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Was there any more? The gel 
tleman alluded to an item of $3,000,000 here. Why did they us¢ 
that term “ three million?” 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Because the War Department in the 
items does not request that we give them all that is neecssary 
to complete their work, but they ask of us such an allo 
ance as they think can be utilized until another appropriat 
bill is passed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. In other words, they conte! 
that it will take $3,000,000 to equip the islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, it will take more than that rhe 
gentleman from Tennessee constantly confuses s« ~ 

| teries with the @ompletion of fortifications. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am trying to get at how much 
it will cost to complete the equipment. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will state that the fortifications at 
Manila Bay will probably cost $2,000,000, The fortifications at 
Subig Bay would cost over $1,000,000. The fortification . 
tanamo will probably cost $2,000,000 or $2,500,000 to complete 
them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank the gentle n; that is 
what I wanted. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt 1 gent 
man? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I understood the gentleman to say tha ! 
Appropriation Committee did not have time to investigate ! 
money has been spent for in the past, and all they can do 
confine themselves to ascertaining what is to be done witl 

| money to be spent in the future. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Begging the gentleman’s pardon, I did 
not say that. 

Mr. PALMER. That was the inference I drew fro the re 
marks that the gentleman made. I think he further stated th 
if the ten committees on expenditure in the different |? 
ments did their duty they would furnish a great de seful 
information to the Committee on Appropriat 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. If the gentleman will pardon me, I did 
not say that either. 

Mr. PALMER. I understood him to say that those 
tees didn’t do anything at all, and I wanted to ask hi .% 

| were charged with certain business, why they didn’t do 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I did not say that, Mr. Cl 
with those few errors the gentleman is correct Laug 

Mr. PALMER. Didn't the gentleman make some 1 Ss ( 
that subject? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I did. 

Mr. PALMER. I would like to understand what the g 
tleman did say. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I said that the appropriating 
mittees were primarily charged with the investigation of what 
was needed for the future; that investigation as to w t had 
been done with the money previously received was, « “s¢ 
an aid in determining what should be appropriated for the 
future, but that was not the primary duty of the approm g 

i committees, and that it was impracticable for the four e« 
mittees of this House to discharge their primary duties as to 
what ought to be appropriated for the future and to examine in 
detail every expenditure of the $640,000,000. 

Mr. PALMER. That is exactly what I understood the g 
tleman to say. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But that is not what the gentlem: 
said that I said. 

Mr. PALMER. And I wanted to know, if these committees 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Oh, no; not at all. The War Depart 
ment did not make a request for the Philippine Islands sey 


and distinct from the other insular possessions, except us to se 


did not perform their functions, why they existed, ar 
that has put them out of business. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I said that the rule did not 
committees to make 


ii who T 18 


require tl 


an independent investigation 
penditures and render a report to the House. It says 
posed legislation” on the subjects within their juris (ion 
shall be referred to them. I think the rule ought to say th: 


it shall be the duty of the committees to make an annual 
gation of the expenditure of these Departments a1 
this House. 


[Applause. ] 
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Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the 
gen a question? 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I hold in my hand a report of the 


Secretary of the Treasury for 1905, and on page 9 and other 
pages it shows that there has been an expenditure by the 
{ ted States Government of seven hundred and twenty mil- 


lions, giving for each Department of the Government, and in- 
( ¢ all of the ten Departments to which the gentleman has 
referred, a statement of the expenditures made during the past 
wv ri r Vi ri us Dp iInposes., 

I think the remarks which the gentleman has made about 
these ten committees seem to cast some aspersion upon them 
if it should go to the country that these Departments had made 
the expenditures and that there was no examination of the way 
in which they had been made. If that impression is to go 
abroad I think he has made an unjust criticism upon the faith- 
ful service of seventy Members of this House, upon these ten 
CO ttees, of having neglected their duty. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman is mistaken. I stated 
that the rule did not require these committees to make inde- 
] it investigations. Can that cast any aspersion upon 
t f 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut Will not the gentleman supple- 
ment that statement with t that every one of these expendi- 
tu have been properly audited in the various Departments, 
that each Department has :7~o.ied to Congress in a separate 
document in detail showing iP) object for which every penny 
has been expended, and that :t has all passed through a com- 
plete system of auditing, showing whether the expenditures 
have been in accordance with the law and in line with the ap- 
propriations made the preceding year by his own committee? 


Vir. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman claim that from 
the statement as made up he knew it was the invariable prac- 
tice to buy portraits of all Cabinet officers and superior bureau 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I knew it was the practice with- 
out the statement at all. 


ir. SMITH of Iowa. Did the gentleman know it from the 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I did not. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Do the statements show it? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It has not been my duty to look 


‘Mir. SMITH of Iowa. Do the statements show it? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I don’t know whether they do or 





| 


an examination into the expenditures of the Government. 


penditures in the different Departments did not make 

nation into the expenditures of those Departments. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I did not so state, Mr. Chairma) 
Mr. McNARY. But, therefore, if I understood } 

rectly, as far as the gentleman has stated there is no co) 


alii 


| of this House which makes an examination into the ey 


tures of the Departments, and the only information w: 


as to whether those expenditures are actually so or not 


report of some auditor in some one of the Departments: 


as a matter of fact, this House takes the statement of tl 


| tor of the Department and does not make an independ 


vestigation itself, and there is no knowledge on the part 


| gentleman’s committee or any other committees as to y 
| or not those expenditures were made. If that is the 


would like to know it. If it is not, I would like to 
cleared up. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I have stated that I did not sa 
said it was impossible for these great appropriating co: 
charged with the primary duty of ascertaining what was 
for the future, to adequately and sufficiently investigat 
expenditures, and I said that no committee investigat 


expenditures under so-called “ permanent appropriations.” 


is what I said. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, allow me 
one question. Is there any such investigation made out 
the permanent appropriations? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is to the extent of th 
of these great appropriating committees. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Did the gentleman ever kno\ 


a report since his service in Congress from any one of 


ten committees on expenditures? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I never did. 


Mr. McNARY. And there is no report made, no investi 


| made, by a committee of this House. There can not 
| other deduction. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from 


York. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, there seems to | 
misunderstanding in regard to auditing the accounts 


| Government. After a Department passes upon the acc 


its officials they go to the proper auditor of the Tr 


| partment, an independent quasi-judge, who is entirely 


ent of the Department first passing upon them, as inde 
in fact, as if they were before the Supreme Court of t! 
States or the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is, they have two a1 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me | 


him a question? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Do you say the Congress of the 
States ought to appropriate some six, seven, or eight ! 
million dollars a year and make no effort by itself to 


| whether the money is properly expended, but trust it 


I I know this, Mr. Chairman, that that expenditure could 
not ve been made without having been audited by the Auditor 
( rreasury Department for the Attorney-General’s Office. 
\ McNARY and Mr. ALEXANDER rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will yield to the gentleman from Mas- 
: husetts |Mr. McNary]. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But, Mr. Chairman, I have not yet 
concluded. I am utterly unable to understand how any penny 
of the funds of this Government which will be appropriated by 
1 ttee he chi: 1 of the subcommittee of which is 
now addressing the House—can be expended by any Department 
of the Governn t and that Congress should not know by official 
re s that thos xpenditures have been properly made and 
1 by the Auditor of the respective Departments in the | 
il Le if 

[ITH of Ie . Before yielding to the gentleman from 

Ma iusetts, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I did not 
} Ye unders d as claiming that these accounts were not 
vithin the respective Departments. I did not 

were not reported to Cong Ss I did not 

ot one of those who believe in allowing this 

to into au itic government. [Applause.] I want 
the expenditures of public money made by 

the Auditor of that particular Department. 

M LL of Ce ecticut. Why does not the gentleman come 

] 1 instead of sin piy a eritk m? 

H of I have made a recommendation that 
th t con es of this House be vitalized by amendment 
to t 1 f iI ‘ ich will make them, in place of 
subord ( l AS, ong the very great committees of the 
House f Representatives of the United States, [Ap] lause, } 

Mr. McNARY Mr. Chairma 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I yield. 
Mr. McNARY. To clear up this matter to my mind, I under- 
| the gentleman to say—and if I am wrong I hope he will 


} 
‘ 


correct me—that his Committee on Appropriations did not make 


sto 


department officials? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. No; decidedly no. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is all I am contending | 

Mr. ALEXANDER. There seemed to be a misund: 
on the part of some gentlemen that there was not an 
ent audit. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Treasury Department mi 
all Departments before paying them, in a sense. 


| understood him further to say that the other committees . 


Mr. ALEXANDER. But here is the trouble: T I 


ment of Justice, if you please, is given half a million to 
for United States marshals 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, how much tin 
left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minute 
ing of the hour. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It passes upon their accounts | 
to its satisfaction. If it thinks a charge is wrong, | 
back to the marshal to be corrected. When it has tl 
accounts in such shape as it can approve, it sends 
auditor of the Treasury Department for an indepen 
L do not know how such accounts can be audited 
oughly than is done by the different auditing olfi 
Treasury Department. It is the old Hamilton systen 
in life to-day as much as it was in 1789. The Treasu 
ment has grown as a tree grows. Hamilton gave it 
life, and it has grown up and kept pace with the 
is not a mosaic: it is one great whole; and [ do not b 
government under the sun has a better system. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to suggest, if the gent! 
Iowa will yield, notwithstanding this perfect syst 





} 
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he speaks of, we do ascertain upon investigation that many 
opriations are diverted from the purpose for which Con- 
intended. 
HILL of Connecticut. Is that the fault of the auditors? 
TAWNEY. Not necessarily—— 
SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I must decline to yield 
ALEXANDER. Let me answer the chairman’s question. 
e CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

SMITH of Iowa. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
New York. 

ALEXANDER. I can not accept the chairman's state- 
that the auditors of the Treasury Department allow money 
diverted from channels along which the law intended it 
I have never heard of an instance of it. 

TAWNEY. If the gentleman will read the hearings be- 

» Committee on Appropriations taken yesterday I think 

be convinced that my statement is correct. 

ALEXANDER. I want to add, however, that I see no 
1 why the Congress should not make its own investiga- 
I favor the fullest investigation. 

AWNEY. We are now making the fullest investigation 

» with the time at our command. 

CLARK of Missouri rose. 

CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

s vield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

CLARK of Missouri. I wish to ask two questions, solely 

rmation. Have they ever fixed Pearl Harbor so they 

battle ship into it? 

SMITH of Iowa. I am not advised as to the condition of 

bor, but I will say to the gentleman that the fortifica- 
Honolulu and Pearl Harbor will be identical, the same 

is protecting both, and the city of Honolulu ought to 
ed anyhow. 

CLARK of Missouri. If they have not done it, why have 

done it? 

SMITH of Iowa. Simply because the Navy Department 

reached that stage of progress in the construction of its 

“dn 

LARK of Missouri. It was stated over and over again 

debate at the time of annexation of the Sandwich Is- 

if we did not get Pearl Harbor and have it fixed the 
ublie would likely be bombarded. I want to know 
» going to do it? 

SMITH of Iowa. The fortifications are necessary, be- 
same fortifications cover Honolulu and Pearl Harbor. 

LARK of Missouri. I am interested in the harbor being 

that we can get a battle ship in it. 

LINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell us how 
thinks his committee has the power to investigate these 
and how far it has gone? 
MITH of Lowa. Our committee would be authorized, 
to investigate everything that has been done under 
year’s appropriation. We went into the most ex- 
hearings on this bill, the most exhaustive in many 
t we could not take time enough to ascertain what 
| for the future and investigate every item of expendi- 
all the headings in the past. 
\NDELL of Texas rose. 
CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
eman from Texas? 
ITH of Iowa. Yes. 
-ANDELL of Texas. I would like to know from the 
if he does not think that these committees on ex- 
es in the various Departments should meet and in- 
» the expenditures in these various Departments? 
[TH of Iowa. I have been endeavoring, in my humble 
resent that proposition to this committee—that they 
e required to investigate the respective Departments 
report to this House as to all abuses in them. 


| 


\NDELL of Texas. I will be very glad if the gentle- | 


oduce a resolution of that kind. We will support 
s side of the Chamber, I know. 

\SSEL. Coming back to the bill. Under “ Fortifica- 
ular possessions ” you say, “ For construction of sea- 
ries in the Hawaiian and Philippine Islands, $600,- 
id the whole of this $600,000 be spent in the Philip- 

MITH of Iowa. It could be; yes, sir. 

SSEL. The law that was passed in 1895 said, “ Here- 
timates for fortifications for insular possessions of 

d States shall be made and submitted to Congress 
ounts proposed to be expended at each harbor and 

nsular possession.” 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That has been don 

Mr. CASSEL. Now, what is the amount 
appropriation? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The estin 






separately on the copy I have bef 

Mr. CASSEL. May I tell the g al 
Department asks for $740,000 for tl Ph 
$260,000 for the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is corr 

Mr. CASSEL. Now, then, why has not a 
tion been made for each of these different \ 


the request of the War Department, inst 
bulk? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The War Departme 
quest. The War Department complied with tl 
which required them in the insular possess : 
tailed estimates. 

Mr. CASSEL. Was it not the intentio 
appropriation should be made specifically, as ' 
for appropriations? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa I think not. I ! 
provision, and I did not so understand it 

Mr. CASSEL. Would it not have been bet 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not 


Mr. CASSEL. And clear up this matter ( 
make a direct appropriation for the differe 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think it would be g 
advise all the people of the world just how 
ing in Honolulu, just how much we are spe yg 
at Subig Bay. It is contrary to the practice of 
of the earth 

Mr. CASSEL. Then a general approp 


made for the whole proposition. 
Mr. SMITH of lowa. That has been thi 


beginning of our fortification syste 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from I 
has consumed one hour. 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Mr. Chai: n, I do 
any portion of the time in my control now nd 
gentleman from New York [Mr. IirzGera 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This bill ries 
ing to $4,838,993. At the last session ( 
appropriated for fortifications $6,747,893, or 4 
than the present bill carries. The scheme of s 
cations, for which appropriations e 
by the so-called “ Endicott board.” Since 1S8SS 
been providing the means to perfect the pla 
adopted. It has been estimated that the co 
fications planned by the Endicott ard 
the total appropriation for for cations s 
$119,102,483.32, of which $62,004,042.24 ha 
upon the Endicott sche 

The balance of the appropriations, about | 
amount appropriated during the past eightes 
used in the erection and e yuly ent of 
tervliet, the gun-carriage factory t Wat 
the Board of Ordnance and fo 
land for fortification sites, in : vit 
defense, for ammunition for ser e and 
ture of field guns, and to a |] ted ext 
fications for the insular possess 

The war with Spain accounts for the 


Fifty-fifth Congress the total 
of fortifications aggregated 


the exception of that Congress, w 
ish expenditures for the nati 
been to proceed gradually with the 
coast tortifications 

For the fiscal year 1905 the total es 
gress for fortifications amounted to § 
propriations were $7,518,192. Fo 
mates were $10.458,570.40: the npropria nae 
the coming fiscal year of 1907 th 
066.65, W hile the amount pro i to be . : 
bill is $4,828,992. That it b ms ¥ ' 
this work has been demonstrated 
ments extremely important n ec} 
} 


being made in guns, ammu 


methods of firing and su 


recting and controlling gu e nd ij 
ters that have resulted in s respects 
in the methods in use when the 1 
So marked have been s 
the remarkable inventive ge! 3 of rm ‘ 


scientific attainments of officers ass | 


"s. 








CONG 





» the development of what may be termed the “ matériel ” 
( fortifications that it became imperative within the recent 
past to appoint a board to revise the plans of — Endicott 
b 1. So it happened that the present Secretary of War, Mr. 
Paft, appointed a board known as the “ Taft bead,” consisting 
f Army and Navy officials, constituted along identical lines with 
that of the Endicott board, to revise the plans originally 
adopted for the country’s defense. The result undoubtedly will 
be greater efficiency in the protection of the ports of the coun- 
{ nd the cost will be correspondingly increased. 


the 


provision is made in the pending bill for forti- 
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board was not ready to transmit to Congress, but wou! 
shortly. I am not aware that the board has done anyt 
other than revise the original Endicott board’s plans. — | 
ever that may be, no Member of Congress has ever criti 
examined the Taft board’s plan for the fortifications of 
Philippine Islands. 

Congress did approve tacitly, if not specifically, the 
defense for this country originally adopted by the 
board, so that while appropriations were made of lump 
for fortification purposes, it was with the knowledge on tly 
of Congress that the money would be expended to carry 
well-considered and approved plan. 

Mr. SHERLPY. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 

Mr. SHERLEY. 


pl 


Yes. 
In regard to the suggestion made by 


| chairman of the committee, does not the gentleman know 


there has been and is now considerable conflict between ¢ 
ent branches of the service as to whether Cayite or Subig 
shall be made the specially fortified harbor of the Philip) 
Islands? And is it not true that there is not only not a def 


| what plan shall be followed? 


| of 


ficatl nunition, and other necessary works and appa- 
utus for this country, there was practically unanimity among 
the members of the committee. There were, of course, differ- 
ences of opinion, but those differences were easily reconcilable. 
While some of the members of the committee might have 
ha 1 the amounts allotted in different items, if their own 
ik could have been adopted, upon the whole the bill as 
in greed upon was satisfactory to the entire committee. 
rhe same unanimity, however, Mr. Chairman, does not exist 
as to the provision for the fortifications of the insular posses- 
ions md it is to this point particularly that I wish to direct 
what I have to say. From 1888 to 1906, eighteen fiscal years, | 
vith the exception of the extraordinary amount ailotted during | 
the Vifty-fifth Congress, the total appropriations for fortifica- 
tions were $97,561,744.72, an average of $5,420,096.93 a year. 
rhe pending bill is about 10 per cent lower than the average of 
ipropriation bills during the past eighteen years, and of the 
S4 3.993 carried in this bill $1,087,000, or about 25 per cent 
0 ie total, is allotted for fortifications in the insular posses- 
The items allowed for these possessions in the bill are as 


follows 


For seacoast batteries, $600,000; for procurement of sites in 
Hawaiian Islands, $150,000; for seacoast guns, carriages, ete., 
$200,600; ammunition for seacoast guns, etc., $100,000; altera- 
tion and maintenance of seacoast artillery in insular posses- 
sions, $5,000; inspecting instruments, range finders, etc., $32,000. 

In addition to the amounts appropriated, an item in the bill 
permits the mounting of seven 12-inch guns in the insular pos- 
sessions, out of the guns now on hand in the Department of | 
War as a reserve for this country. So that, in addition to the 
amounts actually appropriated, the cost of these guns should be | 
included in the total amount allotted for the insular possessions. 

\ different spirit seems to animate men whenever it is pro- 

“| to appropriate for the Philippine Islands. There has 
never be any doubt of the advisability of proceeding slowly 
and gradually in the work of completing the defenses for the 
United States; but there seems to be an extraordinary haste 
upon the part of everybody who has anything to do with the 
matt to obtain appropriations, asked or suggested, for the 
Ph ine Islands. If there be any possibility within the near 
jail ‘e of a war with a foreign country, then the total amount 
carried in this bill is ridiculously small and absurd. If there 
be no danger of a foreign war, then, in my judgment, the 
amount allotted in this bill for the insular possessions, about 25 
per cent of the entire appropriation, is outrageously extravagant. 

In the last Congress great dissatisfaction was manifested with 
the manner in which money was being appropriated and ex- 
pended for defenses in the insular possessions. It must be 
remembered that while it has never been specifically stated 
in the fortification appropriation bills, during the past eighteen 
. where the money appropriated should be expended, 
nevertheless a well-defined and positive scheme of fortifications 

dl i adopted for the different harbors and ports of this 

unetry While Congress appropriated money in gross sums, it 
was | vn that the War Department would utilize the money 
t tl where it was most imperatively needed, but under 

ell-defined plan that had been approved by Congress. 

Mii SMITH of cobs Will the gentleman permit me an 

liry [Is it not known to the gentleman, at least unofficially, 
that the Taft board jan prepared the same kind of a plan of 
fortification covering the Philippines and Hawaii as the Endicott 
board prepared covering the continental United States? 

r FITZGERALD. I have not that information. I applied 
to the Office of N 1 Intelligence in the Navy Department, 
which |] imed might have some information about the pro- 
posed scheme for the defense of the Philippine Islands, and I 
was informed Saturday that they had no information on the 
subject there. It was further stated that my request for in- 
formation had been referred to the office of the Secretary of 


the Navy, and so far the only information sent has been a copy 
of the report of the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, to 
which I shall refer later. From other sources I obtained in- 


formation which led me to conclude that the report of the Taft 


| pardon me a second interruption, is it not a fact that the 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


From several unofficial sources I |) 


End 


Out 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield: 





I 


obtained information that inclines me to the belief that there 


is considerable divergence of opinion, 
been confronted with the fact that the General Board 

in such positive terms that it has decided upon at least 
projects for fortifications in the Philippine Islands, that u 
I know what is in the report of the Taft board I should be 
clined to hesitate to say whether there is an official differ: 
opinion, 
among the officers. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


be 


Mr, Chairman, if the gentleman 
Department has two purposes in fortifications: 
harbors and protect cities and avoid landings, 
to protect naval stations; and that, so far as Manila 
cerned, the War Department would act, largely, 
on its own judgment for the protection of the city and the 
bor, and whereas at Subig Bay it would absolutely follow 


One 
and 


to 


is 


| Navy as to whether the Navy put a navy-yard there? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. At this time I will make a staten 
that I intended to make later. This army 


and navy board 
decided that one of the most effective defenses for the cif) 


| Manila would be a strongly fortified place at Subig Bay, \ 


| in a bureau, 


a powerful fleet inside of it. 


The joint army and naval board has made this statement 
fortified 


a recommendation that with Subig Bay strongly 
and Subig Bay is only from 40 to 70 miles from Manila 
with a strong fleet within Subig Bay a hostile fleet would 
tate very much to enter Manila under those circumsts 
But why it would not be more effective to put the fi 
Manila and have fortifications at the entrance of Manil 
to prevent the hostile fleet entering is something I am | 
to understand. I am only a layman; I have not the s 
knowledge necessary to pass upon such question; but 
fleet and fortifications 40 miles away would be more « 
than if they were right at hand is beyond my comprehen 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman allow me a sug 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. May not this be the reason that, si! 
are not permanently located in the Philippines and ma: 
draw some time and set up a republic there, if we spent 
millions in Subig Bay, we might retain it as a permanent 
station? Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question. 


bill provides $600,000 for seacoast protection in the Ii 
and Philippine Islands. I want to ask if there is any 


this appropriation bill or in the disposition of it by the \ 
partment or the Navy Department or any other Depart 
which a site may be purchased, or in any way commit the | 
ernment to one place in preference to another as a pe 
station? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The difficulty about this appr 
is that if it be made in the way proposed in this bill son 
or one of the Cabinet officials, by directing 
money be expended at a certain place, could to that ext 
mit the country to a policy without any decision of the \ 
by Congress. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gent 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KEIFER. Wasn't that the custom at all times, t 


to the Department the distribution of the fund and the s 
of the place where the money would be expended? 
I have explained that that was ¢ 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


but unfortunately I ha 


try 


whatever private difference of opinion there may 
War 
fort 
the ot 


independent! 





of 


with 


1 
LI@Si- 
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country, but it was because Congress had approved of the 
cott plan. Lump sums were appropriated, and it was left 
he discretion of the Department to say where the money 
most imperatively required. But Congress knew that it 
{1 be expended in accordance with the plan which it had 
oved. There has been, however, no plan adopted so far 
» insular possessions are concerned. Last year the dissat- 
tion became so great that this provision was enacted in the 
‘ations act: 
fter all estimates for fortifications of insular possessions of the 
States shall be made and submitted to Congress, showing 
proposed to be expended at each harbor in each insular posses- 


Department complied with that law, and in the original 
of the bill submitted to the committee for consideration 
was contained the items for each particular harbor for 
, appropriations are desired at this time. 

SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

SHERLEY. Will the gentleman tell the committee what 

the Committee on Appropriations had for appropriating 

» sum instead of specifying where the money was to be 

a? 

FITZGERALD. I am about to discuss that. As I said, 

draft of the bill submitted to the Committee on Appro- 

s the harbors were specifically named and the amount 


h place definitely stated. There seems to be a very 
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the | 


nt belief that some particular advantage will be gained | 


e foreign power if, instead of saying $600,000 shall be 
‘lated for the Hawaiian Islands and the Philippine 
definite amount should be fixed for the Hawaiian 
and for each place in the Philippine Islands sought to 
ed. 

t * the Hawaiian Islands—that is, one project that will 

ly cover both Honolulu and Pearl Harbor.. 
:material how much is expended at those places; the 
t is of value to a foreign power is to know the exact 
1 of the different guns that are mounted for defense. 
naterial whether one million or ten millions of dollars 
nded. That information is contained in the estimates 
d to Congress, and there is no doubt that the informa- 


S Pa 


It is well known that there is only one fortifica- | 


transmitted to every foreign capital in the world, per- | 


re quickly than it reaches the Members of the House 
investigations. That information is not of much value. 
¢ to be kept secret, and which is important, is just a 
rticular place the particular guns are to be mounted. 
le system of modern defense is based upon concealed 
as to prevent hostile fleets concentrating their fire upon 
‘ss where the guns are mounted and so dismantling them. 
le to apprehend any disadvantage from such a policy, 
favor at this time of specifically restricting the appro- 
for fortifications in the insular possessions to par- 
harbors. There has never been, to my knowledge, and 
ndeavored to get the information, what might be said 


ons of the Philippine Islands. It is true that the 
ard has stated that it is necessary to defend Manila 
Subig Bay. 
ROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

HAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

ITZGERALD. Yes. 
GROSVENOR. I would 
defend at Subig Bay? 

ITZGERALD. Well, they say there is nothing there at 

but vacant land, but the Navy Department intends to 

e€ a very elaborate naval station, and when that 
defenses will be needed. 

ROSVENOR. What is there now? 

‘ITZGERALD. The information conveyed to the com- 

i Ss practically that the land is vacant. 

ROSVENOR. Is there any land there at all? Is it not 

hat to-day there is not a place big enough that is avyail- 

it an ordinary warehouse on, and that the full plan— 

a plan—is to hereafter redeem or capture from the 
some system of that kind a place large enough 
ine buildings 


ask the gentleman what he 


is 


or 


iis 


FITZGERALD. 
‘ to refer in a moment. 

GROSVENOR. And when the gentleman gets to that, 

him to state another thing. Where is the fortification 

O protect the naval station to be put? The gentleman 

‘bout getting the navy in behind the fortifications. 
the fortifications to be? 

SITZGERALD. Well, we always leave the exact loca- 


There is a considerable plan, to which 


re the 








upon it, and digging the hill away in the | 


Ss Ve 

Mr. GROSVENOR That is right. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But my statement w 
tirely on what I have been able to 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. ¢ 
the gentleman a question right there in vi 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveNor] says 
able to fix this harbor for defens Subig | 
man from Ohio thinks it is, is it not u : le 
in the discretion of the Navy Department and t V De} 
ment to do that very thing? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Undoubtedly 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why not fix it so tl 
do it? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I hope sh g 
mittee will agree with me to pu 
make it absolutely impossible to expend 
; at Subig Bay. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope so, too, M1 
gentleman will allow me. And for this very 
we ever get anything of value out of the Ph 
tions, and I believe we will of in ense val 
| will be at Manila, and if we eve ve a war er 
| possessions over there 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Whicl e will 1 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘The center of that war v 
Now, then, I am not strategist enough to cor 


navy into Manila Bay, and if you do not do that 
are signaling your fleet to come down 55 
Subig Bay the enemy will have gone insi ‘oyed 
naval station at Cavite and destroyed tl i 
do so. 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. While the naval 
tay was fortified and a fleet was in th 
unlikely a hostile fleet \ ld go to M: | 
the gentleman from Ol tl 
Manila and our fieet was behind them it would 
unlikely that a hostile fleet could ent 
Mr. MADDEN. Is it not a fact that w! t ( 
to make in the way of improvement o1 
Bay has in view the abandonment at s 
of the Philippine Islands, and that if w 
for fortifications of Cavite or Manila Bay ‘ 
the Philippine Islands the money expended ¢ | 


that. All that I know is that on December, 19 the joint] 
| in a communication marked “ Confide | S 
House document—so that there is no gre 

formation—makes this statement, which I 

and then it can be examined by : M 

will read it all so as to make it com] 

CONFIDENTIAL. ] 

Sir: The joint board having : 













































































tion of fortifications to the men who have been 


educated te de- 
termine questions similar to that. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. AS a matter of fact, if the gentleman will 
allow me, there is an open harbor narrower at the 1 h than 
in the rear, in the basin part of but whatever fortification 


are made have to be put somewhere outside of Subig Bay, d 
if this House could only go, as some Mem 
into Subig Bay, and much more fully than any 1 ( 
ever did, the Members would understand how utt d 
this whole proposition is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ] Lh; 
necessary for any man of ordinary intelligence to 
Bay to form an opinion on the subject 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I agree with the ger 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Although I kn 
see what anybody can infer from the info 


to make a man’s convictions very p 





the Admiral of the Navy, but left to m; 
say that with a narrow harbor and a narrow enti ‘ t o1 
16 miles from Manila, capable of protection ;: 
fortification that can make it strong as Gibraltar, that is w! 
we should expend our money. I speak now 
island situated in the mouth of the harbor, witl 
nels on each side of it, with bluff shor 
position that could defy all the navies 
That is the place to fortify against 


of Corrs 


es on each side of i 
of the world at 
the entra 


no service whatever to the people of 


other hand, if we did fortify Subig Bay it would : 
intention of retaining it, when we abandon the P! e |] 
as a permanent feature of this Government, s : 
station or whatever we may want to have there 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I do not know 


the Navy to consider how far the 


2504 


in 


advance of Congressional action, will suffice to protect certain 
dvanced bases in our insular possessions, and haying made its 
i it regards it a duty to submit more particularly 
epartments of War and of the Navy its opinion on the need of 





subject, 


o the ! 


an immediate appropriation by Congress for the fortification of Subig 
Bay and Manila Bay. 

The policy of Congress may be assumed to be to hold the Philippines 
in Ar ican possession as against any foreign enemy, but although the 
islands have been in our possession now more than five years, not a gun 
has been mounted nor an earthwork raised to protect any of their har- 


(he defense of the Philippines in war depends upon the coopera- 
the Army and the Navy. Both are united in demanding the 
ion of Subig Bay as essential to any plan of defense. This 
j ird, representing the professional opinion of both services, has 
the honor 





to submit to the Government its judgment that the national 
policy as expressed in Congress can not be maintained in war unless 
pl ision is made for defen 
rhe Secretary of the N in his annual report, has given the rea- | 
in favor of establishing the principal naval station of the Philip 
pines in Subig Bay. In his words, “It would seem as if this body of 
opinion ought to be deemed conclusive I know of no other military 
qi tion upon which such unanimity exists.’”” The decision of the Gov 
ernment, then, needing only the appropriation by Congress to give it 
effect to establish a naval base in Subig Bay, may be regarded as fixed. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield one moment at 


that point to a question as to the unanimity of opinion? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will allow me to com- 
plete this statement, and then I shall yield to him. 

The Navy Department has already in view the deposit of a large 

of coal at Olongapo, the site chosen for the naval station in 

: Bay, and the floating dry dock authorized by Congress, at a cost, 

ting transportation, of about a million and a quarter dollars, is 

stined for the same place. Obviously such resources, unprotected 

fortifications, would be at the mercy of the enemy or—only less dis- 

astrous consequence suuld enforce the presence of the fleet to defend 


ins 


of 


then eby hindering tead promoting its activity. 

fhe joint board is unanimously of the opinion 

(1) That without a fortified naval base in the Philippines the Asiatic 
fleet can not keep open the lines of communication for supplies from 


the United States, or between the Army posts within the Philippines, 


without which supplies the military forces of the United States could 
not hold command of the islands 
(2) That Manila is not, but that Subig Bay is, suited for a naval 


base and station, and of all harbors in the archipelago it is the best for 
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| naval station at Olongapo. 
| what was known as the “ Olongapo board,” and he gave the fig 


the pu 

(3) the fortification of Subig Bay is essential to the security 
of a nay station located there. 

(4) That a fortified naval base at Subig Bay will contribute mate- | 
rially to the defense of Manila Bay. 


These four are the opinions the board are unanimous upon. 
I will read the rest of this extract, because it is interesting: 


The Secretary of War, in his annual report, calls attention to “the 


| under any circumstances, even supposing that labor could 


necessity of constructing defenses for our insular possessions,” and 
names Subig Bay and Manila Bay among other places for which “ proj- 
for defense * * * have been made and approved, and esti 
the necessary construction have been transmitted to Con- | 


and adds 





‘here ought to be no delay in putting all of these points in such a 
1 that at least they will not be defenseless against any sudden 

f y by a single lightly armed cruiser.”’ 
The purpose of the Joint Board is to point out that Subig, the Ameri- 
can naval base in the Far East, and Manila, the capital and military 
he ters of the ippines, stand preeminent, and to urge that 






appropriation for the fortification of the two bays should be made by 
Congress without delay, in order that the development of the naval 
station and its defense may proceed together and that the commercial 
ind military resources of the city may be guarded. The consequences 
of neglect or delay may be nothing less than national disaster. 


That is signed by George Dewey, Admiral of the Navy, senior 
ber. Now I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I understood the gentleman in reading 
that report to state that there was an absolute unanimity of 
sentiment between the military and naval authorities on the 
Subig Bay question. Is it not a fact General Wood is wholly 


m 





and absolutely opposed to the creation of a naval station at | 
ubizZ Bay ? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have heard from different Members 
of the House that there is a serious doubt in the minds of many 
very eminent Army and Navy officials as to the advisability of 
fortifying Subig Bay; and yet the official information communi- 


cated to Congress is to the effect that there is no military ques- 


iffecting this country upon which there is so universal 
ty among officials as upon this question. 


the gentleman will permit another 
a fact that General Corbin has also 
absolutely as to the availability of Subig Bay, 


3 nov mposedl to it. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. If 
terr I believe it is 
; 7 


=ed DIS mind 





FITZGERALD. Well, if those two officials have all of 
with this Administration that it is intimated they 

o fortify Subig Bay may be relegated to oblivion. 
GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow a single further 

} \ D he gentleman know anything of the country 

} rear or ! : Subig Bay? ° 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am going to read something—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And of the character of productions ana 
supplies, or anything of that kind, or the travel necessary to 
get to Manila or anywhere else from the region where Subig 
Bay is located? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will read from a statement made by 


| advice 
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the Secretary of the Navy in 1904 (Mr. Moody) as to th 
visability and necessity of establishing a naval station at s 
Bay. 

On the 25th of January, 1904, he said to the Naval Commit 

_In regard to Guantanamo and Olongapo, I want to say in th 
ning that no words of mine can overestimate the national importa 
these two stations. I think I would rather see every appropriat 
public works in the bill cut out than fail on these two stations. | 
take up Olongapo- 
which is in Subig Bay— 
first. 

We have been five years in the Philippines. We have not any 
station there of any consequence. We have no dock, we have no | 
shops or storehouses under the protection of fortifications, and j 
should be a foreign war, as I am advised, and I do not see w 
| is not sound, we should be perfectly helpless in the 
If we continue to stay in the Philippines it is of vital importan 
should establish a naval station there. Now, where? Every 
bit of information is in favor of establishing it within Subige B 
the harbor of Olongapo. Nobody disagrees. The Army and N 
alike say it is the place to do it. There is plenty of water. Ths 
tection of the entrance may be made perfect. 

At the same time the Secretary of the Navy submitted to the 
Naval Committee a detailed estimate of the cost of providing 
He submitted the figures giv 


ures as revised by the Department. 

The figures given by the Olongapo board stated that the eos 
of a complete naval station at Olongapo would be $12,907,500 
The revised figures in the Department made it $9,784,500, and 
that excludes $1,125,000 previously estimated for the float 
steel dry dock. 

Mr. McNARY. How much would it be at Manila? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will come to the naval station at 
Cavite when I finish this. 

Mr. LONGWORTH rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York | Mr 
FITzGERALD| yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lonc- 


WORTH |? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Has it not also been stated that it will 
take not less than seven years before this station could be built 


gotten there? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that is true. This station has 
an acreage of 32 square miles of territory. I do not ki 
whether it is under water or up in the mountain. The gent! 
man from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] states that there is no room 
there now for a single warehouse. 

Mr. McNARY. Is not one of the real reasons for preferri! 
Subig Bay to Manila Bay or Cavite the fact that Subig Bay 
can be defended at the entrance, and that Manila Bay is about 
30 miles wide, and there is not any possibility of defending that, 
as Dewey well showed when he went in there? And tl 
tion of labor can be settled, as it is in these matters, by | 
ing the labor to the point? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; the 
simpler than that of Subig Bay. The entrance to Manila bay 
is narrow, with an island in the center. The trouble with | 
Spaniards when Dewey went in was that they were aslee] 


defense of Manila is much 


at least not keenly alert. They did not awaken in time. Our 
fleet was passing the fortifications before a shot was fired, ani 
quickly slipped by them before the fire was effectively dir l 
Mr. RIXEY. I understand that one of the serious objections 
to Cavite is that the dredging would be very expensive. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will pardon | I 


want to take up the dredging at Olongapo first. 

Mr. RIXEY. I want to call the gentleman’s attentio 
another objection, and that is that there is not sufficient 
Cavite, and they can not get it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In this estimate of the Olongapo 
afterwards revised by the Navy Department—I hope the 
man will pay attention to this, because the Secretary 
Navy and everybody else has said there was ample wa 


| Olongapo—there is an estimate for dredging of 6,260,00' 


yards in the inner basin, to cost $1,900,000; the revised « 
cuts it to 3,000,000 cubic yards to be dredged, at a 
$600,000. Then 1,934,000 cubic yards is to be dredged : Lari- 
tan Point—that was reduced in the revision to 1,100,(' 


| yards, and the difference in price was from $800,000 to >- 


cutting down the Lalake Hill—and this is what the ¢ 


from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] refers to—765,000 cubic ) v 
material, at a cost of $498,000. i 2 

Closing the branches of the Santa Rita and Bi een 
rivers, $45,000. The station is said to contain 32,000 coh 
miles and has 16 miles of water front. It is necessar) od 


move a mountain, to do about $3,300,000 worth of dreds 
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» or turn off, at least two rivers 
ce available as a naval station. 


in order to make the 
And yet a naval and army 


ird have submitted a unanimous report to Congress that this | 


this 
til 


» most ideal place in the Philippine Islands for a naval 
tion, 
clusive as to the desirability of this place as a naval station 
opinion of a board that admits a mountain must be leveled, 

$100,000 cubie yards of dredging must be done, and two 
‘s turned from their courses in order to make the reserva- 
available. That can not possibly be, in my judgment, the 
desirable place for a naval station in the Philippine 

Islands. 

hey tell us that the naval station at Cavite, in Manila Har- 

will be abandoned. Secretary Moody stated in the hearing 





1004 that it was not the intention of the Department to estab- | 


a great naval establishment in the Philippine Islands like 
at New York or League Island; but a place was wanted 
re ordinary repair work could be done. I submit, Mr. Chair- 
that such a station now exists. Considerable money has 
1 expended to obtain it. It appears from the latest report of 
Chief of Bureau of Construction and Repair that in his 
rtment alone during the last fiscal year at the Cavite Navy- 
Yard the maximum number of workmen employed was 1,217, the 
mum 781, the average 1,076. Besides the Bureau of Con- 
tion and Repair, there is Steam Engineering, Equipment, 
Yards and Docks. 
» amount of work done at this particular station is some- 
surprising, in view of the repeated statements that it is 


unsuited for naval repairs. In a communication sent by the 
N Department, in January, 1906, to the chairman of the 
( mittee on Naval Affairs, there is contained detailed infor- 
1 on as to the amount of money expended for the repair of 
s at every navy-yard of the United States, and the naval 
station at Cavite ranks fifth among the number. For instance, 
he greatest naval establishment of the country, in Brooklyn, 
was expended $1,545,718; at Norfolk, Va., $791,923; at 
Boston, $786,639.21: at Mare Island, Cal., $664,803.81; at Cavite, 
$556,861.15. Not by one Bureau alone was this money ex- 
pended. Equipment spent $22,807.67; Ordnance, $12,704.17; 


( struction and $303,328.41 ; 


$218,020.90, 


Repair, Steam Engineering, 
» navy-yard at Brooklyn, the work done at Cavite is prac 
1 ly as great as that done at any other great naval station 
» United States. So that I say there is to-day, with a very 
additional expenditure, ample facilities for the ordinary 
re r work of the Navy in the Philippine Islands. And yet it 
planned to abandon and dismantle this station and create 
ier, entailing expenditures of from $12,000,000 to, perhaps, 
a 404 14), 
he estimates submitted for this year for a naval station at 
gapo, aggregate $1,000,000; and I shall read what the Chief 
Bureau of Yards and Docks says about these estimates: 
il station, ae Philippine Islands, estimates aggregating 
1.000. Estimate submitted for improvement of this station are 
‘ecommended by the board of officers appointed to specifically 
the immediate requirements of this station on a_ working 
The Bureau has had no opportunity to learn anything more 
these items than is disclosed by the details of amounts esti 
but as the board has made the matter a special study, the 
has no doubt the improvements are those most calculated to 
‘ immediate efficiency of the station and to prepare it for navy 
ns. The estimates are accordingly formally submitted and 
ided to favorable consideration. 
s not stated whether it is the so-called Olongapo board’s 
which was revised and considerably reduced by the De- 
ment, or whether another board has prepared these esti- 
s. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] and other 
tlemen who were there know what is at Olongapo at present. 
ie read what is estimated will be necessary to put this sta- 
n a position for immediate operations: 
porary installation of tools from Cavite, $80,000; special wharf 


mating dry dock, $65,000; toward dredging, filling, grading, in 
cost of dredges, necessary tools and equipment to cost 
0,000, $25,000; toward machines, tools, machinery, etc., other 


from Cavite, to cost $500,000, $50,000, 
vard quay walls for permanent water front, to cost $840,000, 
000; extension of drainage canal, $25,000; closing Santa 
and other rivers, $60,000; toward roads, including bridges, 
ost $156,000, $20,000; toward station, railroad, and equip- 
to cost $92,000, $20,000; toward ship fitter’s shop, to cost 


a= 


0,000, $75,000; toward bending shop, to cost $110,000, 
000; sawmills, $65,000; toward smithery, to cost $80,000, 
000; toward waterworks, to cost $300,000, $60,000; steam 


ting derrick, $17,000; telephone system, $3,000. 

it is the estimate of what is required to put this station 
‘it can commence to do work. The Secretary of the Navy 
t is not intended to have anything like the stations that 
have in this country. If such a station is established as 





So far as I am concerned, I shall refuse to accept as | 


With the exception of the amount of work done | 


} 
| 
| 
} 
| 





' 
} 
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is evidently contemplated, I know that mo 


them, they say, is practically insurmountabl 


the dredging would be exceedingly « 





to the future of the Philippine Islands, i 
to make any expenditure for fortifications at 


the outset, 


Mr. 


Chairman, 


ther 


if 


be ( 


re 


and a more perfect and effective plant will 
the Philippine Islands than in any place in tl 

Mr. RIXEY. As the gentleman has stated 
of the Army and Navy were unanimou 
Olongapo over Manila. Now, in view of 
of the further fact that almost without ex 
the Naval Committee knows, the naval offi 
ited that coast recommend Subig Bay ov 
should like to ask the gentleman what w: 
not to follow these recommendations? Now. 
tleman answer my question first, and then 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ha 
finish, because his question will require n 
gorical answer. 

Mr. RIXEY. There are two objections t 


lar 


— 
be 


e 


‘ 





near future of a foreign conflict, the $4,800,000 





Mr. FITZGERALD. I will state to the g 
show they will have to do $3,000,000 wo 
Olongapo. There is no estimate that it will s 
that at Cavite. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania ros¢ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I see the gentleman f I 
shakes his head; but I have the statement s 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The g 
statement, but it does not follow be use he 
that Congress proposes to appropriate for $5,000,004 
dredging there. If we have a station the we 
it without costing this Government anything for d g 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman fri rs 
be able to do that, but considering that after 
examination by two boards they submit tl " 
about 3,000,000 cubic yards of dredging, the gentl 
able to explain satisfactorily how he will get rid 
rial. For instance, it is absolutely essential that 
be some dredging done at Olongapo ord » make 
the use of the floating dry dock on its way to the P 
If no dredging is necessary, how is that there is | 
fore the Naval Committee the estimate which I ‘ 
mentioned: “ Toward dredging, filling, and grad 
cost of dredges and necessary tools d equi 

| $1,200,000), $250,000?’ 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvan Will the gent 
the time to make an explanation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fri New Oo! 
ready yielded to the gentleman fr Virginia |Mr. Ri 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from low Mi 

}can yield time to the gentleman from | isyly 
BUTLER}. 

Mr. RIXEY. The difference between t dreds 
gapo and Cavite, as claimed by the naval oft S 
you once dredge Subig Bay it will require vi 
ture to keep it in condition. Whereas at ¢ M 
there will be continual dedging of the most y 
is further stated that it is almost impos | 
water at Manila Bay. 

Another objection to the naval station at M I 
the Government only has 47 acres of land, | f 
and the Navy, and the statement of naval of! 
is not sufficient, and that no addit 1 land « 

‘hose are the objections So far as l a 
friendly to the proposition to re! nat C 
main there, but if it is an imposs ty, tl 
recognize that condition now as to go on yw x 
there and recognize it later. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not assume tl ¢ S 
place for a naval station. I believe that th ve 
tional expenditure all the imperative repa 
the Navy in the Far East can be done ther I 
viate the necessity of establishing this costly \ 
Subig Bay, and then the necessity for the fort 
Bay would be obviated. 

What has been developed so far regarding tl] 
of Subig Bay? The War Department estimated 
would cost $700,000. This year it is stated to 1 
that, in view of the plans of the Navy Departm 
cost either a million or a million and a h 
place. There should be some definite plan be ( 
asked to make appropriations. We should not ¢ 
nor in the dark. Until some policy is adopted this 


ied in 


2905 


this 
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bill is ridiculously small and absurd; if there be no danger of a 
conflict between this country and some foreign nation, then the 
25 pe 1f the amount of this bill to be allotted for insular 

$1,087,000 in my judgment, outrageously ex- 
Here is what Major Abbot said about the cost of 


r cent ¢ 


sessions is, 


I 
travagant, 
f 








| 
} 


cost of the guns so transferred, accurately to state what it | 
cost so far to fortify these possessions. 

I have purposely avoided saying anything that might be 
sidered as giving a partisan cast to this discussion. Th 
considerable difference of opinion exists as to the best plac 
locate a naval base in the Philippine Islands is known to » 
Members of this House. It is imperative that a sharp \ 
be kept upon the expenditures by this Government for object 
the Philippines. If the requests that come from the I 
ments be not carefully scrutinized the appropriations wil! 


| with such surprising rapidity that the country will protest 


| establishment 


( rtify ing Subig Bay: 
Mr. Smitu. What is to be the total cost of Subig Bay? 
M ABB Subig Bay would have cost about $750,000 under the 
ol I 
I DGE. You say it has cost that? 
I \ . No; it would That is what it was originally esti 
st B in vie of the statement by naval authorities as 
mportance of the place, it became apparent that the greater num- 
vy guns would have to go in, so that the estimates would be 
] a million dollars more than we figured on—say, a total of per- 
\s r of fact there is no man living in this country to-day 
who is a position to state what the complete cost of fortifying 
S g Bay will be It depends upon too many uncertain and in- | 
ue e projects. I am unalterably opposed to spending $30,- 
000,000 for fortifications and a naval station at Subig Bay, re- 
g less of policy toward the Philippine Islands. There may | 
e@ « ce of opinion as to the propriety at this time of 
lanil Members on this side of the House are prac- 
1 y unanil s that until a definite declaration of policy is | 
J regarding the Philippine Islands by this Government noth- 
s d be expended 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has consumed one hour. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I will finish in five minutes. So far as 
Subig Bay is concerned, I hope the House will effectively put a 
stop to the contemplated expenditures there. So far nothing 
has been expended at Subig Bay for fortifications. 
Mr. McNARY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
hi "9 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 








vehemently. Haste should be made slowly in these matters, 

While there are irreconcilable differences between this 
of the House and that side upon some questions of poli 
affecting the Philippine Islands, there is no difference—i: 
there can be no difference—of opinion as to the necessity 
propriety of keeping the appropriations for military pu 
in the insular possessions to the lowest possible amount 
sistent with safety. Two years have passed since the « 
of the military departments pronounced so emphatically fi 
of a naval base at Subig Bay, and yet 
the dissatisfaction in official circles with this project is 
ing and becoming more manifest. It is not unpatriotic 
attention to this discontent; it would be highly impro) 
attempt to conceal it. Let the fullest light be shed up 
entire plan, insist upon the most complete information, c 
earefully the opinions of all competent to give judgmer 
then our action will be wise and more likely beneficial. 
while enthusiasm should not be used to smother fact 
should false pride prevent the doing of the wisest thi 
gardless of what has been heretofore. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. OLMSTED |! 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message fr 
Senate, by Mr. ParkKrnson, its reading clerk, announced t} 
Senate had passed the following concurrent resoluti: 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives \ 
quested : 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 10. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives coi : 
That the President is requested to return to the House of Rep 
tives House bill 297, to authorize the construction of dams a1 
stations on the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals, Alabama, for 
pose of amendment. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
mous consent that the concurrent resolution which h 
come over from the Senate and is on the Speaker's table |! 
curred in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OLMSTED). 
read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolred, 


The Chk 


ctc., That the President is requested to return to tl! 
of Representatives the bill (H. R. 297) to authorize the consti 
dams and power stations on the Tennessee River at Mu 
Alabama, for the purpose of amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to 
quest of the gentleman from Alabama? [After a pause. | 
Chair hears none. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, w 
are providing for the fortification of our country against 
eign foe I am in favor, also, of fortifying it against an i 
undesirable immigration. Among the most important « 
for the consideration of Congress and the people of th 


States is the subject of immigration and naturalization « 


lor some time past I have been making a study and « 
tion of this important question, with a view, if possibl 
riving at a correct solution of it. In connection with th 


| ject | have carefully examined the last report of the S« 


| of Commerce and Labor, Hon. Victor H. Metcalf; the 


] 


| nual report of the Commissioner-General of Immigratio: 


Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentleman to explain 
how much less it would cost to fortify Manila and complete the 
work of a naval station there than it will to do the work at 
Subig Bay. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have not all the figures the gentleman 
requests. I understand it will cost about $3,000,000 to fortify 
Manil At Cayite there is a naval station which is practically 
doing as much work as any naval station in the United States 
except the nayy-yard at Brooklyn. With very little expenditure, 

judgment, that station would suffice for all ordinary re- 
It is different, of course, if it is desired to establish a | 
t at which could be done anything from ordinary 
I to c tructing a battle ship. 

iiven if there be money already expended at Subig Bay, it 
v l be a y policy, in my judgment, for the country to 
d nue expenditures at that place. Whatever expenditures 

de let them be at Manila. 

When the provision for fortifications in the insular posses- 

n reached there will be two amendments offered: one 
‘ to strike out the language in the bill which provides 
for fortifications in the Philippine Islands. If that amend- 
! t be not adopted, there will be another amendment to pr« 

t the use of any part of the money appropriated under that 
item for fortifications at Subig Bay. If that be adopted, the 
result will be to make $600,000 appropriated for Hawaii and 
{ Philippine Islands available for Honolulu and Pearl Harbor 

1 Manila. I should be pleased to have the House fix specific- 
ally the points at which the money shall be expended. Unless | 
th } a unles ome definite policy is determined upon, | 
t] n be no estimate of what our expenditures in the Philip- 
} Nd Let something, however trivial, be done at any 
I ul it ll be used as a lever to pry out enough to com- 
| e project irrespective of the total cost. 

GAINI f Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me? 
ITAGERALD Yes, 
AINES Tennessee. Can the gentleman give us an 
‘ te of how much money we have already spent in the Phil- 
Is] ls for building up the harbors or maintaining the 
A the N; or any one of the several expenditures? 

Ir. FITZGERALD. Iam not able to tell how much we have 
expended in connection with the Navy, but in this bill, in the 
bill passed at the last session of Congress, and in the bill for 
fortifications in the session that preceded the last, there has 
been appropriated in all $3,061,920 for objects connected with 
the fortificat s of our insular possessions. Two hundred 
thousand dollars in addition has been appropriated for sites 
in Hawaii 

In addition to the money expended we have taken and are 


iuthorizing, roughly speaking, about twenty guns to be mounted 


in the insular possessions. There are transferred from the 
reserve guns for this country guns for the defense of the in- 
sular possessions, and it is impossible, without including the 


| 
| 


Frank P. Sargent; the report of the Commission on Nat 
tion appointed by order of the President March 1, 1905, ¢ l 
of the following commissioners: Milton D. Purdy, of the !) 
ment of Justice; Gaillard Hunt. of the Department of 
Richard K. Campbell, of the Department of Comme! 
Labor; also the reports of Immigrant Inspector Marcus 
transmitted to the House of Representatives in complian 
a resolution. 

All of these reports of these distinguished gentleme 
have given this subject most full and careful consideration 
that there should be and must be further restrictions U! 
immigration of aliens into the United States and a tho 
revision of the laws upon naturalization. In this conc ’ 











1906. 





i as to further restriction of immigration and revision of the 
uralization laws, I agree. 
ie subject of immigration of aliens into the United States 
les itself naturally under three heads: 
rst. The admission of aliens into the United States. 
nd. The proper distribution gf these aliens after they 
been admitted in accordance with the law. 
rd. The naturalization—making American citizens of such 
; after they have been admitted and distributed. 
m the subject of admission of aliens into the United States 
‘ous acts of Congress have been passed, and under these 
umerous regulations framed by the Commissioner-General] 
igration. The immigration laws have been, I believe, 
possibly a few exceptions, revised and codified in the act 
ivch 3, 1903. In a personal interview with the Secretary 
e Department of Commerce and Labor, Mr. Metcalf, and 
Mr. Campbell, of the law department of the Bureau of 
cration, I have been informed that practically all the laws 
this subject are contained in the said act of March 3, 
ind such amendments and additions thereto as in the judg 
f the Department of Commerce and Labor are wise and 
ry are to be incorporated in a bill to be presented to 
pears from the report of the Secretary of Commerce and 
| * that during the past year the number of aliens who 
| for admission into the United States was 1,026,499. 
s in excess by 237,507 of the number reported for 1882, and 
rivals for that year, 1882, were in excess of those during 


year prior to 1908 and more than 200,000 in excess of the 
‘ivals in 1904, so that the year 1905 marked the high tide 
nigration into the United States. The following article 


s mmigration in 1905: 


rion IN 1905 NUMBER OF FOREIGNERS ARRIVING 


THE POPULATION BOSTON, 

{From the New York Sun.] 
purposes of comparison calendar 
rhe year 1905 breaks the record. 


ollows : 


ALMOST DOUBLE 


OF 


years are good as fiscal 
The figures for recent years 


as 





. ; 1, 
mmigration for this single year equals that of the entire fifty 
owing the inauguration of President Washington. In num 
subles the population of Baltimore and nearly doubles the 
f such cities as Boston and St. Louis. It would replace 
opulation of Connecticut, with 100,000 surplus to spare 


5 834 


e | 






1 repopulate Vermont and New Hampshire combined, with 
to spare 
people came, as usual, from all the corners of the earth, but 
ly from the southeastern corner of Europe. The arrivals 
sece, Turkey, Roumania. Servia, and Bulgaria constitute an 
total of between 25,000 and 50,000 e horde came from 
Italy, and Austria-Hungary The following shows the flood 
e countries during the last three years: 
Country. 1908. 1904. 1905. 


147.6238 | 161,610 


175, 831 


LUD GAL Y un cc ncadedvisuddnccténddeskoséuns 234,686 | 165,708 | 284,967 
BES a wn neneeee-e-| 253,417 | 156, 764 | 268, 441 

tal cane crite Sehnert 615,676 | 484,167 | 729,239 
ippears that seven-tenths of the arrivals of last year were 

se three countries It also appears that within three years 


in 1,800,000 of these people have come to the United States. 


Secretary of Commerce and Labor in his report says: 





iportant feature is that more than 1,000,000 aliens have been 
our population in the course of twelve months, a fact that 
the necessity of considering whether some adequate measure 
t be adopted so to limit the number of arrivals as to lessen 


from 


ilated. 


; dange 


our alien population increasing more rapidly 
n be 






Commissioner-General of Immigration in his most ex 
report of July 1, 1905, containing full information on 


irtant subject, says that 





fare of our own people is involved in the continuous influx 
. vast tide of peoples of the most widely varying aims and 

xperience of another year 

ys 

has brought a gratifying confirmation of the confidence here 

xpressed in the efficiency of existing measures and agencies, 
rved to establish a strong conviction of the magnitude and 
the problem presented by the growth of our alien population. 
lems loom so largely in the prospect of our country that it 
d, without giving just cause for the charge of exaggeration, 
ther questions of political economy relating to things rather 
uman beings shrink into comparative insignificance 


is an important question, a great problem worthy of the 
ireful thought and consideration of every patriotic Amer- 
tizepn. It involves, or may involve, not only the welfare | 
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of our people, but our free institutions 














more than 1,000,000 people in one year is ar ddition to t 
population of the United States of about one-eightieth of ou 
present population. 

The problem involves questions also from labor Ipoint. 
We want a desirable class of immigrants in the Sou nd 
whole country for our farm labor, and we 4 
grants properly distributed; but we do not y 1 
undesirable class of immigrants who enter \ hie 
compete with American labor and can not be : 
our population. 

Governor Swanson, of Virginia, in his g 
the subject of immigration says: 

The aepartment of agri ture has 1 n ins 
this State veral thou of imn ints N 
have purchased homes we ite | 
and most prosperous f% The a g it 
in this State, which supp N 
our land is under cultivation. Progress and } ‘ 
this uncultivated half should be converted i 
farms rhe cheapness and fertility of our nd 
climate, the nearness and ac Sipility « 
for labor, must necessarily soon t } 1 ' 
Wisdom requires that we should as early S 
trol and gu t at t 
us an elevation, not a deterior ) 
immigration, better let much « in 
than have injected in our popu ns pe s W ; 
menace to civilization and presence a 

The correspondent adds: 

These are sentiments which the Sout! enera s Ss 
has great quantities of rich lands sta z id W t 
vate them; and i iltivated tl “ ly i int 
vators ond contribute to the d tl Ww l 
is not a question of rush mbers in and ing \" I I 
and Harry Something 1 very reat dea e 
than the mere tilling of the soil rhe people w 
worthy of American citizens! m a nd 
They should not be, as Governor i n de i in 





lization and a curse to s ty 
; addressed to the people of Virginia, t d 
wr of the Old Dominio in ‘ 
national attention and 2pplicatior ind marks 3 . 
the confidence his peo have reposed ! 
The problem is, under our immigration laws, how to get the 
best class of immigration and at the same time ex le the u 


desirable classes, which imperil our development d endanger 














our free institutions and lower the standard of American lab 
Of the more than 1,000,000 immigrants who came to the coun 
try during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, : ierease ¢ 
213,629 over the fiscal year 1904, it is safe to say that thre 
fourths, certainly the great majority, came from Austria-lHut 
gary, Russia, Italy, the races of southern Europe, and from 
Syria. 
The Commissioner-General of Immigration says in this « 
nection : 
The countries which may be regarded as the 3 of 
increase in immigration are those two in Europe w 
est resources in population to dispense wi R \ l 
Hungary 
He says that nearly 700,000 of these immigrants br 
amounts of money with them less than $50. He de res t 
One of the most si ficant features of imn at 
crease in the number diots, insane person nd 
past year, which, cou with an incre f 
ber of diseased $s. just “sf I 
attention to the rant and w f di i 
laws for the re tion of tI I s 
destined for the United States. 
Ife declares— 
Of the various features of the imn t 
dificult of enforcement as that whk ‘ 
labor in this country over unfair com] 
Referring to the large number of aliens 
country in the interest of great corporat S read 
tected under the high protective tar of the R 
he insists t 
Cor : ced by t n 
cla t \ i } the | ir né é 
por ’ ‘nD i and t} es abeor : 2 | 
la its proper proportion « 
to paratively nad ] it T t 
citizens whose brawn, intelligence, and ! \ 


tures of our national prosperity 
his 


Concluding excellent report, 
eral of Immigration further declares 


most 





It is no longer sufficient to close the d 
festly undesirable additions to any ym! 
bidden admission to the United Sta 

1903, are as objectionable to the my ! 
and of which they have always f ned a 
can not be denied that of h tha 
there are many aliens entering the United S 
ally open to objection on the s 


fects, admitted by all men, are yet of s 







































































‘ ter and genius, as to raise a doubt whether they will in the course 
eedit rs become assimilates 

I on” - ¥" nd express a a in legislation affecting aliens 

race, | that solitary instance, however, is a recognition of 

the principle that the welfare of the people at this stage of the world’s 

( a for the Government to prevent an unrestricted irrup- 

1 if ts hostile to our free institutions, if not incapable of 
! i them. 

He then recommends further restriction of immigration and 
certain amendments of the immigration laws. Adopting his | 
recommendations in part, I have introduced into the House a 
! f own upon this subject. This bill adds to the excluded 
‘ ( so that, with the amendment to the immigration laws 
proposed by my bill, the ignorant, vicious, lawless, aged, imbecile, 
weak-minded, those of poor physique, and the paupers of the 
Old World, all of whom are a menace to our institutions, are 
refused admission into the country. The bill offered by myself 
uiso increases the head tax. It increases the penalties imposed 
upon transportation companies for violation of immigration | 


laws, and it provides for thorough physical examination and 


more rigid inspection at the port of embarkation. 
Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that, looking at this 


matter in the fairest and most impartial light, and with due 


regard to all sections of the country and our people, in accord- 
e with the views of the eminent officials whom I have men- 
tioned and my own views and a thorough investigation of the 
t, some such legislation is necessary, not only in the 

st of American labor but also for the best interests of 

oul ee institutions. It has been said that it is the theory of 
our Government that America is the “land of the free and 
the home of the brave,” and that we must have immigration to 
keep pace with the growth and prosperity of the country. 
Lut it can not be denied by anyone that the class of immigra- 


tion that has been coming into the country in recent years from 
the races of southern Europe, and from Turkey, in Asia, some 


of it the very scum and riff-raff of European and Asiatic coun- 
tries, is not desirable, and that it is against the interest of 
American Jabor, and that it will, if allowed to continue, 
eventually affect and influence our American institutions. 

The kind of immigrants we want are the thrifty, industrious | 


citizens of northern Europe, who can be assimilated with our 
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of citizens of an undesirable class, but this is coupled wit} 
arrogant and widespread assumption that this country is bu 
asset of a large number of European powers, subject on 
their desires and orders. He says that these facts, if un 
sally known in this country, would drive the blood of hy: 


| tion into the face of every true American and a descripti 








population and add real strength to the United States—those 
ibed in the following article from a North Carolina news- 
paper in my district: 
* 
TO EUROPE FOR IMMIGRANTS. 
M M. F. H. Gouverneur, vice-president of the Carolina Trucking 
nd Development Company, of Wilmington, is soon to leave for Europe 
i interest of his company. He will spend his time in northern 
nd Hollane in an effort to induce immigration to eastern 
Carolina, and place them on lands owned by the company. ‘The 
' more than 300,000 acres in the counties of New Hanover, 
Duplin, Brunswick, Bladen, Columbus, and Robeson, 
the German and Holland class are usually successful, 
er called “ hustlers.’ lor intense far1 they are unex 
! are t the people required in a country that needs develop 
I That of them may be placed in Pender County, we hope. 
1 the First Congress, when a bill was offered to encourage 
i gration and provide for naturalization, James Madison, 
tl der of the House, said: 
I : » doubt very desirable that we should hold out as many in- 
a nts as possible to the worthy part of mankind to come and 
t is and throw their fortunes into a common lot with ours, 
t is not our desire to swell the catalogue of the people in numbers: 
but it is to increase the wealth and strength of the community, and 
wl acquire the rights of citizenship without adding to the 
\ d strength of the community are not the people whom we 
1 of I would be extremely sorry if our rule of naturaliza- 
S e pe of good family who really meant to in- 
1 On the other hand, I do not wish 
t mal hould a ire the privilege but such as would be a 
i lition to the wealth and strength of the United States. 
it ean not be contended for one moment that the class 
‘ ( \ » have been coming into the country in recent years | 
. li to the wealth or strength of the country. On the 
they are a source of danger and menace and lower 
of American labor. We can get enough of de 
; whatever may be needed, without admit- 
{ e class Many of the aliens in recent years 
ng to this country have no intention of mak- 
rm lence here. Thomas Jefferson, in his first 
f President, in 1801, declared that— 
ities of a citizen should be com- 
; ng a bona fide purpose to embark 
1 l ne | ! with us. 
S t) ughly and clearly by Inspector | 
Marcus Braun l report to the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, it is an undeniab truth that both Italy and Hungary 
regird emigration of their people simply as a temporary ab- 
sence abroad for the purpose of earning money and bringing it 
b : He says that be is convinced beyond a doubt that some | 
European countries, agencies, and private individuals are not 
only continuing to regard this country as the dumping ground 


i 


it would defy the pen of a Macaulay. He declares that 
grants, inadmissible for reasons other than disease, are 
stantly brought into the country in large numbers by the 
certed action of European governments, steamship ave 
bankers, and schemers of all sorts. The immigration ag 
and steamship agencies reap large profits from this indis 
nate immigration, and the large sums of money sent ann 
to Europe from the United States (according to last year 
ports $50,000,000 was thus sent to Austria-Hungary alone) 
had a magnetic effect on some governments of Europe ani 
awakened in them the desire to multiply these shipment 
immigrants to the greatest extent possible. 

He shows that the Cunard Line, through the activity o! 
subagents and a contract with the Hungarian Govern 
cleared last year an income of over $2,000,000 from Hun; 
emigration. He shows that many Armenian emigrants t 
United States have obtained naturalization papers and as 
as they have earned sufficient money for their needs and 
fort have returned supplied with American citizenship p 
which they obtained legally or illegally, as the case may ) 
declares that our consul at Beirut said that the govern 
Mount Lebanon told him recently, if this constant travel 
Syria to and from the United States should not cease soo! 
United States had better annex the province of Lebanon 
there were at present more American citizens there than 1 
ish subjects. The United States immigration laws are ti ] 
with contempt in Syria. Anybody and everybody 
shipped from there, and the only word known to these 
grants as to their destination is the word “America; ” 
know nothing else. Every steamer arriving in Syria | 
heavy mail from the United States. Large sums of money 
received annually from this country, and a constant desir l 
greediness for more is universally manifested. Ninety-ni! er 
cent of alleged American citizens in Jerusalem do not s 
word of English. Most of them whom he interviewed did not 
know the name of the street in which they claimed to 
resided while in the United States. 

Italian emigration, he shows, is encouraged by that G: \- 
ment, which charges a fee for every Government passp 


is 


sued to an emigrant. The Italians are justified in every 1 t 
in fearing a restriction on the part of the United States, as ; 
evident from the information received in interviews with Ii i 
bankers and ship agents that the amount annually recei 1 
Italy from the United States averages $1 a day for every | i 


who comes to this country for temporary labor. 

Now, this kind of immigration from Austria-Hungary 
Italy, Armenia, and Syria, constituting an und: 
class, most of whom come only for temporary purposes 
cumulate money which they send home, eventually ret 
there themselves, is not the kind of immigration contem l 
either by the fathers of the Republic or which is a be to 
the American people. And, as said by Mr. Braun, this 
of undesirable immigration continues and is on the in 
It consists of two classes; first, those who are object 
by reason of physical, mental, or moral defects, or who : 
desirable because they come to this country merely for : 
porary stay which they use for the accumulation of 
and then return to their native country; and, second, th 
number who come here in violation of our alien contract 
laws. The emigration from the Turkish dominions, bot! 
pean and Asiatic, Braun declares, “is nothing short 
menace to the country. From there we positively get the 
kind of people in the world.” He concludes by declaring 

While there are people of all lands who go to other coun! 
purposes of business and earning money in various capacit 
is legitimate and to which no exception can be taken, it is an 
different matter with the great horde of immigrants who hav 
this country during the last decade. They come here, not 
free institutions, or ause they have a desire to advar 
selves either materially or intellectually, but because the An 
lar is of a much greater purchasing value in their native ct 


sia, 


Ss 


our Dec 


which they always remain loyal. They make no effort to 
language, customs, and views; they do not think of ever bec 
zens or contributing in the least to the development of the 


and if they take the oath of citizenship it is only because it 
their purposes here and protects them abroad. - 
Geographically speaking, the immigrants coming from the 
Europe, if not affected by disease, are the best we get. rl 
western and southern Europe are very rarely desirable, even 1 
not be excluded by disease or moral defect. : 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very clear to my mind, in 


¢ 


this report and of the information which I can obtain 1 
various reports and documents upon this subject, that | 








1906. 











o question that the races of northern Europe are the most 
sirable for us. Those coming from southern Europe, as a 
‘al rule, are not a desirable class. It is said the South 
is immigration to develop its agricultural and manufacturing 
urces, but the South does not need the class of undesirable 
igration which has been pouring into the country in a con 
int stream in late years. A late article in the Washington 
ost, which I have before me and from which I will read, ex- 
sses very clearly what, it seems to me, should be our true 
sition on that subject: 


LET THE SOUTH SIT STRAIGHT. 
rhose of our southern friends who have imbibed the European immi 
dea with characterist enthusia and are mightily 
“l over the prospect of losing some of the projected influx through 





nning machinations of tl northern rivals will do well to e 
the current reports of Italian activity in certain parts of New 
ind Pennsylvania. 

We note from time to time, in various esteemed contemporaries pub- 

1 beyond the Potomac, editorial injunctions of 


great solemnity 


ews accounts of meetings, addresses, and resolutions, all tending 
icate the southern public in this connection. White immigration 
Europe is necessary [sic] to the upbuilding of the section. With 





floods of white laborers from the southern and southwestern 
ets of that continent, our prosperity will advance by leaps and 
is Agricultur commerce, mining, and manufacturing will in 


upon a scale of geometrical progression. Everybody will be rich 


ippy next week, if not sooner. And there you are! 
Meanwhile, however, the Post’s suggestion stands knocking at the 
f recognition. Why not take a good look at the fruits of Italian 
Siav immigration in other parts of the country before trying it by 


ile for ourselves? We 
South, and that, 
should the South open 


It is sufficiently notorious 


have had 


very little experience of this 
in most 


instances, has been discouraging 
its doors to a new invasion of th 
that Italy, Hungary, and the Dan 
ovinees are anything but anxious, or even willing, to send 
ious, wholesome, and desirable peasantry. They are all 
i with these industrious, worthy, and valuable elements of pop 
jut our agents in that part the world know that we receive 
\ tle infusion from those sources. European governments are 
» anxious to deport their criminals and degenerates, and it is 
1rd that we have been only too incautious in the matter of re- 
them. It does not follow, however, that southern communities 
asylum and opportunity to outlaws. The South 
wing richer every day with the material already at its disposal. 
peril the certainty of a splendid and a sound development by 

ire in strange fields with sinister and abhorrent instruments? 


is 


us 
wit? 
y 1 


1- 
oL 


need give 


these 


s no doubt true that the South will be benefited by an increase 
ation and of industria! material, but the South can well afford 
: carefully in this regard. As things now stand, its prosperity 
ed. Our southern friends need only hold aloof from perilous 
nt in order to reap the promise now beckoning from sure 


h immigration as comes into the South and into the coun 
should be the best possible and the most desirable. 
ww, Mr. Chairman, after the alien, if desirable, is admitted 


the country under our laws there is another important 
on connected with this subject, namely, the proper dis- 
tion of immigrants. It is proposed in order to properly 


bute desirable immigrants for farm labor in the South as 
s in the West that an agent of the State, or two or more 


is | 


es, Shall be stationed in New York for the purpose of | 
ishing information to immigrants and to aid them in de- | 


ling where they should locate; information as to resources, 

ts, climate, soil, ete., of the various States and Territories. 

mstant stream of immigration has been going to the 

\ t in view of the inducements offered by that section of the 
'y and representations made by its agents. 

Che third important division of this subject of immigration 

naturalization of aliens. From an examination of the 


of the Commission of Naturalization and study of the | 


t, I am inclined to think that the naturalization 
| be so revised as to require uniformity of certificates, 
ng the jurisdiction of naturalization of aliens to United 
s courts or State courts of record, and that no alien should 
turalized or entitled to the privileges of an elector until 
ll have resided in the United States for five 
id is able to read intelligently and write. 
ust that the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza 
will at least so revise the immigration and naturalization 
as to put a stop to this ceaseless flow of undesirable im- 
tion of aliens, competing with and lowering the standard 


years at 





‘Mm; people ineapable of comprehending our form of gov 
t, incapable of assimilation, a menace to our free in- 
ns, and dangerous to our American ideas and civiliza 


SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
ntleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Butrer]. 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, if there 
bject that has been well disputed in the last five years, it 
proposition for the establishment of a naval station at 
in the Philippine Islands. Inasmuch as I have lis 
luring five years to at least a hundred days of argument 
id against that proposition, I feel myself quite well in 
i ed upon it. I suffer the disadvantage of not having been 


is 





laws 


iva. | 


erican labor in the shop and in the factory and upon 
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in the Philippine Islands. I enjoy th 

of saying that I never will be in the P é 

I am put into a condition of body ln Ly l 
power to resist. Nevertheless, if I had 

would fortify Manila because the 

Islands and I would fortify 
people of the United States. I am s I 
vantage of gentlemen who made 

was not expected and therefore I did 


Subig B 








to and have heard from men who h 

two days, or five days, but who have s] 

and three years in the islands L 

lishing a naval station in the PI ypine Is 

than that I am benefited by the advice 
Committee on Naval Affairs, a gent! 

haps one day or two days on the spot, not 4 $f 
where this station is to be located and b : 
gives a bird’s-eye view and then makes 

went upon the ground for the 

and his colleagues on the Committee on N 

refer to the chairman of that 

Illinois [Mr. Foss]. We : ‘ 

observations, but with the rt th { 3 

us. If the committée will bear with me for 
utes, I desire to say that there is no place in the 
there is no place in any of the possessions 

so well adapted for a naval station as 

Bay. There is no place in the United § 


station is either projected or established t e do 


to dig mud in order to get a ship to it w S 
tion of Bremerton. Up to the spot w 

that this Government has built within 

found 60 feet of water, which a civilian O Six 
told us the other day Providence itselt i 


Providence had maintained. There has be 


ever in that channel—not a tortuous, d 

one that is a mile wide, one that flows be ‘ 

not in a straight line where bu Ss \ i 
shells may go to strike our ships, but one 

any point of its course by high mountains tl \ 
guns can not send their missiles of d ! L «de 
This channel winds around for 7 miles, a mile in width, 
one-half that width there are 60 feet of ter 

been this depth for years and years. 8S feet 


found from the ocean up to the very place where we 
establish a dry dock. Let me go back to tl 
gramme. 
interest in three years ago, it was the propos n to 
a station at Olongapo, in the Philippine I 


If there was any estimate that was suggested by 
Moody with all of the earnestness that that gentlem: 
it was that we should establish this station, and 
sensible to us and we adopted them and est s 
there. Following upon that we made an 
$1,250,000 for a dry dock, which is now on the 1 i 


ippines, where there is no other place to put eEXCce} 
the last we 


Bay. Men who testified withi: l 
that there is no water at Manila in wl v1 
dock. It will either go to Subig Bay or jy 
the ocean somewhere or bring it ho It 
for that point and it was not bullt lo y ot 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of tl 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Ch I i 
more to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I 1 
Iowa. Mr. Chairman, to repeat what | 
has been a disturbing question with ‘ 





ment. My friend the gentleman from | M LT 
that to be so. Che commission that was s« t 
searched everywhere to find deep wat i I 
assure the gentlemen who are listening to me—and 
will listen for one minute I ‘ 

again, as I live upon this earth, will I \ 

naval station where you have not su 

which to float ships to the stations of re} 

of water at this point impressed us all fay ! 
assurance of the Government authorities 

be needed at this point for years 

favorably, and was a strong i ucement 


If this dry dock continues on 


before it reaches Manila it wi >TO > 
tentatively provided for its receptio rhe 
Affairs has agreed tentatively on 

They will not reach $200,000. The 
propriation for a channel to drain the swam 


If there was one subject the Administratior 


* 
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dry dock will be located, costing perhaps fifteen or twenty thou- 
sand dollars. They have further tentatively agreed upon one 
item in the bill of perhaps sixty or eighty thousand dollars to 
build 
ted there a pier to connect them with this dry dock, which of 
itself contains a machine shop. 


loca 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman—— 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Not for a minute, please. 
Mr. Chairman, another proposition that satisfied us very well | 


was that even the Spaniards had concluded to abandon Manila 
and had built some sort of shops at Subig Bay. 


concluded to leave Manila for the reason they could not keep 
suflicient depth of water there in which to float their ships. A | 
naval officer and a civil engineer testified the other day that 
there is no place in the Philippine Islands in which a battle 
ship can be docked except at Subig Bay. They further testified 
that the water about Cavite was subject to obstruction from 
moving sand that continually fills in the dredging. They say 


that is their experience, and were positive in their advice to us | 
but to look forward | 


ths 
hat 


we should abandon Cavite not entirely, 
toward establishing a station at Subig Bay. Acting largely, I 
suppose, 
for the time being we will ask 
Not that we will 


we concluded that 
this louse to permit us to stay in Subig Bay. 


heretofore, 


adopt, Mr. Chairman, the estimates handed us by the Navy De- 
partment for millions of dollars at Subig Bay, but we will 
recommend to this House, at the proper season, a modest item 


carrying a modest amount for improvements at this place. It 
is true that the Government has a programme which, if carried 


out, will involve the expenditure of twelve or fifteen million 
dollars. It is true that the Government has even recommended 
more than twelve or fifteen million dollars. I may say to my 


friend from New York it is true that heads of Departments and 
other officials have recommended $43,000,000 for navy-yards and 
for construction and maintenance, but it does not follow because 
gentlemen make such estimates that Congress will immediately 


and without inquiry approve them, but the provisions that have 
ilready been, as I have said, tentatively agreed upon will be all 
that the Government will need for the time being in the Philip- 
pine 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I would like to say just one | 
thing more. 

Mr. FITZGE a AL D. I will yield to the gentleman three min- 
utes because I int to ask him a question. 

Mr. BUTLE R of Pennsylvania. I am very much obliged, and 


I will divide my time with the gentleman when he asks the ques- 


tion. Another strong inducement to this is this, and I speak 
knowingly upon this subject, because I am advised by people 
living at Subig Bay, and we have lived there for months, that 
the health of the place is almost perfect. Right on this land- 
locked harbor they have cool nights; nights in which they can 
enjoy their sleep. There are in that place from six to eight 
hundred, maybe a thousand, marines collected for some purpose 
in the East I know not of, but about which I have read, and the 
health of these men is good, very good. There is no sick; there 
is no real discomfort in these cool mountains, in this land- 
locked harbor, surrounded by high hills that nature itself has 
provided, which some day should stand as a protection to us 


eainst an enemy. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to inquire of the gentleman if he | 
wis not aware in the navy appropriation act signed on the 27th 
of April, 1904, there was an item for dredging the basin in front 
of the quay walls for the floating dry dock of $48,000? 

Mir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. At Subig Bay? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. At Subig Bay. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have it here. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. My friend is asking a ques- 
tion, and I have no doubt it is true, but the money has not been 
all but the purpose of establishing that dry dock at that 
point 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
to build. but it 
use the floating dry 


I 
B 
used ; 


It is not a dry dock that it is proposed 
in order to enable the Navy Department to 
dock that is now on the way there, and it 
took $48,000 so far to do this. How much more is required, in 
spite of the statement that they have unlimited water, nobody 
in this Government knows. 


Ss 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am not able 
to do so. I am very sorry to confess my ignorance, but I am 
unable to answer. I can not remember all of these different 


propositions. It is possible for one to sit down, of course, 
pick out an item here and there and ask a question concerning it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania [Mr. Butter} has expired. 


and 
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not to dig, but to build from the shops that the Spaniards | 


The Spaniards | 


upon their advice as well as upon the advice given us | 
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Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that ¢) 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FirzGerRaLp] use up some of }; 
| time now if possible. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, how much time have 
| left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frr: 
GERALD] has thirty-seven minutes and the gentleman from Iow.» 
[Mr. Smirn] has thirty-five minutes remaining. 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minut: 
| to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JoNEs]. 


[Mr. JONES of Virginia addressed the committee. See A) 
pendix. ] j 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five yj: 


utes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word at this 
time upon the question of the location of our naval station 
the Philippines. I presume it is a matter which will come slso 
in the regular order upon our naval bill, and it was my int 
tion at that time to go into the question quite extensively 
not speak upon the fortification bill at this time; but inasmuch ; 
the question has come up I would like to say a few words upon 
it now. 

The question of the location of a naval station in the Phi! 
ippines was, in my judgment, settled by Congress two years 
ago. At that time we had before us the Secretary of the N: 
Mr. Moody, and also the report of the board which had investigate, 
this question as to the proper location of our naval base in t 
Philippines, and upon that testimony and the testimony of other 
officers the committee reported upon the wisdom of establish 
ing a naval base at Olongapo. That matter was properly before 
this House. The importance of it was stated in the report 
which I had the honor to submit at that time. A naval reser- 
vation was set apart for the Navy at Olongapo. The reservation 
is 4 or 5 miles square. I might go into the reading of t! 
testimony which was before the committee and some of whic 
was read on the floor of this House as to the advantages of 
this particular site. Secretary Moody said that he had been 
all over the subject and every single bit of information is in fay: f 
establishing it within Subig Bay at Olongapo. Nobody disagrees e 
Army and the Navy alike say that it is the place to put it. Th: 
| plenty of water, and protection at the entrance may be made perf 

Admiral Dewey was before the committee, and he said, having 
given the subject a great deal of study: 

I am convinced that Subig Bay is the one place in the Philip; 
for a naval base. 

Later on he says 

There is no aieailii of spending much money on it at first. | 
pose that in the course of time it will grow, but it is of the [first 
portance that we should have a dry dock somewhere in the Phili 
and this dock should be protected by guns. 

Now, I could go into the whole discussion of this subject d 
bring you the testimony of naval oflicers who have looked into 
this question. There has never been a commander in chic! 
our fleet in the East who has not come back here after a 
ough investigation and study of this question and said to 
this is the proper place for the naval base in the Philip) 
Islands. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. 
allow me to ask him a question? 
| Subig Bay in his life? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; he went in there to find the Spanish 
| before he went into Manila Bay. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. My information is the other wa) 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the : 
tleman from Illinois permit me to ask the gentleman from 
ginia a question? Was Admiral Dewey in as far as the ¢ 
man from Virginia? 


Chairman, will the gent! 
Was Admiral Dewey ev 


| Mr. FOSS. I think he was in a great deal farther. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. I will say to my friend that 


information is that he was not. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
| Virginia knows how far he was in. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. And there is a Member 
House who was with him, from whom I have got my info 
tion—a gentleman on the Republican side of the Chamber. 


Well, the gentleman from 


otf 5 


Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that not 
| our naval authorities are firmly convinced of this, but upon 


| their advice we made an appropriation in this House of 
$800,000 toward its establishment, of which $500,000 was to 
the establishment of a coaling station and $300,000 towarc 
establishment of a navy-yard. That was two years ago: 
tracts have already been let for that coaling station, so w' 
| expending this appropriation to-day. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman state \ 1 


( 


| he got that appropriation? 





Ty 


the 


gentleme1 


ment service. 


FOSs., 


; up there. 


Two years 
00,000 more to 


Philippines, 


md. That Manila is not but that § 
il base and station, and of all harbors in the archipelago— 
the harbor which has been spoken of by the gentleman from 
iia included—it is the best for the purpose. 
That the fortification 
urity of a naval station located there. 
t is the opinion of the joint board of the Army and Navy. 
considered 
And upon that report we have appropriated money 
Now, gentlemen come in,bere who per- 
have journeyed over to the Philippines as DAwegé and have 
essed their opinions as to whether this is a-fitting place 
Now, I want to ask you seriously 


me that 


s naval station. 


for a nayal station. 
her you think they are competent to judge. 
a large number of that company one day to go with me up 
Olongapo from Manila, and there was only one gentleman 
I could induce and he was a member of the committee— | 
We went up and investigated and looked over this | 
nd came back, but other gentlemen who have seen 
something against this 
been there 
have also said Generals 
that this place is the best place. 
JONES of Virginia. 
neral Corbin. 
Well, General Wood and General Corbin are able 
cenerals, but I do not know that they have ever acquired | 
eat reputation in this country as naval experts, and I 
follow them when it comes to Army matters. 
when they tell me where we ought to put the barracks of | 
\rmy or where we ought to put the fortifications for the | 
here or there; gladly will 
they are educated along that line. 
Navy, I will follow the opinion of naval officers—the men 
we have sent to the Naval Academy and educated in 
i affairs, who are familiar with that particular line of 
Their testimony and their opinion I will 
. but I will not follow the opinion of any Army officer on 
estion of a location of a naval station. 
, Mr. Chairman, another thing. 
lown at Cavite. 


SMITH of Iowa. 
itleman from Illinois. 
CHAIRMAN. 
‘minutes more. 
They have got 47 acres of land at Cavite. 
it—drove around 
and you can not get any more buildings there. 
inish naval station. 


before our committee 
of the naval station. 


And since 


Well, what else? 


the 


essential 


ought to 


covered with 





Then what next? 


time we have | 
officers were con- 
it that time and are convinced now—and I have talked | 
\dmiral Dewey and members of the naval board who | 
had this whole matter under consideration—and they are 
nvineed to-day 
for our naval station. 
rd of Army and Navy officers have also had this thing under | 
ration and this is from their report. 
if I remember, of the Army was a member of that 
i, as was also the Admiral of the Navy. 
That without a fortified naval base in the Philippines 
\siatie Fleet can not keep open the lines of communication 
upplies from the United States or between the Army posts 
without which 
United States 


that is the 
Why, the joint 


Lieutenant- 


What is it? 


ubig Bay is suited for 


I tried to in 


this station 
at that time. | 


So-and-so do not be- | 


But I did not; I said General Wood 


I will follow | 


Why? Be- 
But when it comes to | 


We have got a naval sta- 
We have been using it for a number of | 
or ever since we have been in the Philippines. It is a | 
Spanish station, and the committee has recommended ap- 
tions to no large extent for it. 
vith its costing the Government but very little money in 
ape of repairs now and then, and we have been doing very 
there, but looking to the future of the establishment 
rmanent naval place, the Navy Department has come to | 
iclusion that it would not do to stay at Cavite. 
CHAIRMAN. 
FOSS. I will ask 
at Cavite, and I know the condition there. 
I will yield five minutes more time to 


We have gone along with 


Why? 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


minutes more. I have been 


The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 


land for your naval station, and the naval officers say 
it they have got to make land out into the water, and that 





military 
command of the 


1 hose. 


to 


is plenty of 1 


res 


the 


down 
marshy, 


fit | 


money 
| station there? 
Mr. FOSss. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
to know? Now, 
unfitted for that purpose. 
Mr. FOSS. 


build- 

It is an 

You can not get a battle ship, ac- | 
to the testimony of Admiral Dewey—and it has been | 
ed during the last few weeks by testimony of naval offi- | 
miles of Cavite, within 2 
It is going to cost millions of dol- 
to dredge around this naval station in order to get your 
Why, you have got to have 
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station of a 
$10,000,000 or 80. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
tion right there? 


Mr. FOSS. 


Mr. JONES 
much level ground there is at Olongapo now 
Well, I did not go 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. 


Mr. FOSS. 


Mr. FOSS. 


500 marines the 
the old Spanish buildings which 
tion which they had there years 
is a town or 
of land, which 
yard—— 


Virginia. 


Then, there 
this level tract 
friend’s front 


means the large proposition of dredging 1 
| after you have done that, what 
hundred acres, per! 


I went over 


We have got 


have 















aps, with 


Will the gentlemal 


Will 


all over 


I thought you ° it : 
some of it. We 


marine b 


vere a par 


village off 


is larger, I 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. It might be th 


large. 


Mr. FOSS. 


and I will say 


Mr. FOSS. 


Mr. FOSS. 


Mr. FOSS. 


in that condition 
has never been overflowed, 
perfectly landlocked harbor is very smooth, ar 
the best place for our naval station by 
only by men who know, but by 
know. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Let me ask 
remembers how long that civil engineer 
It seems to me he 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. FOSS. 


Mr. FOSS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS 
The CHAIRMAN. 
| Foss] yield to the gentleman from Mississi 
Mr. FOSS. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
about the advice of men whose business 
| whose advice did we establis 
Mr. FOSS. 
the Spaniards. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
there, 


remaining? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentle 


maining. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


mountain side. 
Some gentleman 
through 


has stated 
there and that 
but that can be drained off. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
the bay. 


the 


not know 


very near to the water’s edge. 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. 


rose. 


Certainly. 


Now, the 


That was the old Spanish 


With ni 
Very near to the water's edge 
for hundreds of 


Does the 


h this naval 


There is quite an expanse of 
to my friend, I would not w 
| all in a day, but there is a village 
ind there to build a 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
down the mountain side? 
plenty of level 


there are some 


some of the 
It is only 2 feet 


how many 


a river 1 


men whose 


gentleman 


gentleman 


1 


Well, upon wh 


make approp 


Are they 


; we took the 
fleet there, and we had to repair 
the Spaniards had used for years, so we 
| porarily for the purpose of re] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlen 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


Just one mi 


to answer this question. That 


Mr. SMITH of lowa. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


gentleman 


iiring our 


Mr. Cha 


riatio! 


We did it upon the Navy Dep 


' 
hot peopl 


old Span 
our ship 


irman, 


nute, in order for 
is all. 

I grant the time. 
As I unde 


rstand, we 


from where a ship could possibly land, cont 


station upon the advice of people whose busi! 


and spent how many millions of dollars? 


spent there? 
Mr. FOSS. 


I should say not over two or 


sand dollars in repairs to this old Spanish 


do not want to let that statement go which 
made, that no ship could get within 2 miles of there. 







































there of 600 Filipino 
naval station ’ 
Plenty of level land without 


land without 


years, they 


SO they tell me. 


lived there? 
said a year or 
A Governm 












he gentlemar 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I so understood the gentleman 


Mr. FOSS. No battle ship. 
y Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, that is the kind of ship I 
about. A naval station is used for battle ships, 
Mr. FOSS. Surely. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 


pired. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa Mr. Chairman, I will grant the gentle- 


in three minutes longer. 


i Mr. FOSS. Now, this is our present situation, Mr. Chairman. 
We have made these appropriations. Congress has established 
his naval station. We have built a dry dock, and that dry 
dock is on its way over there, and there is not any place where 
you can put it except in Subig Bay. Oh, you can put it in Ma- 
nila Bay, but Manila Bay is a place where there are frequent 
storms. You can not put that dock over there and 
sufely unless you put it in still water somewhere; and our naval 
uthorities have said that there is only one place there, in their 
judgment, in which to put it, and that is in Subig 
because the water is quiet and still, where they can put our 


1: 


near the shore in which to do so? 


cient water at Olongapo? 


Mr. FOSS. Yes. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Then why, in 1904, did you appropriate | 
i your appropriation bill $48,000 with which to dredge for that 


1 


coe) 


Mr. FOSS. Why, my dear friend, there is not a harbor in all 
the world anywhere that you can use for commercial purposes, | 
to say nothing about naval purposes, but what you have got to 


expend a little money for dredging. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, $50,600 is a_ pretty 
where I live for dredging; it may not be at Manila or Olongapo. 

Mr. FOSS. Vby, you have had hundreds of thousands 
dollars expended for that purpose in New York Harbor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Four per cent of all the appropriations 
for rivers and harbors have been expended at New York, and it 


irries 65 per cent of all the exports of this country. 


» the hammer fell. ] 


t 
i »] 
£1! j 


t 
Mr. FOSS. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I would just like one 
minute more simply to state the situation. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I yield the gentleman one minute more. 
Mr. FOSS. We have got that dock on the way, going over to 
the Philippine Islands. We have got to put it somewhere, 
it is bound for Subig Bay,1I want Congress to know. 


} 


¢ 


of water, and it is regarded as the only suitable 
naval station Now, after that dock is over there, we have got 
to connect it with the land, and we are going to build 
little pier that will cost $65,000, and that appropriation 
carried in the naval appropriation bill. We are 


give them a few tools, that will amount to about 


repair our ships—not to make expensive repairs, but fi 
» do just small repairs. Whenever any expensive repairs are 


eeded the ships will come home to our own people at our own 
ds under the appropriations that we are allowing 


val appropriation bill. 
Mr. SMT 
’ } 


use some of his time now? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman | 


fy I 


See 


ir. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I have 


ti) here listening to the debate since the House 
this mor nd I have heard nothing but dollars, thou- 
= is, millions; expenditures, expenditures, expenditures! 
Pp) ppi inde rnlore When is it going to end? 

I find, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat states that less than two years ago we appropriated for the 
Philippine uprovements—did you say $8,000,000 or $800,000. 

Mr. FOSS. Over $800,000 at Olongapo. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And $500,000 somewhere else? 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know that I said anything about that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You said $500,000 


thing 


Mr. FOSS. I say of this $800,000, $500,000 of it went toward 


the building of a coal plant. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And then $300,000 for something 
else; and then, in addition to that, $100,000 more, you said. 


1 few sas 





am talking 


lips into dock and work on them, and then, in the second place. 
where there is a sufficient depth of water, 60 feet, which we 
must have for that dock. Will these honorable experts, 
know so much about the situation over there and talk against 
Olongapo, tell us of some spot in Manila Bay, anywhere, where 
you can safely moor this deck and where there is sufficient water 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman say there 


because that is the only place where we have sufficient depth 


H of Iowa. Will the gentleman from 


| that magnificent city, and there are thirty-nine other Gove! 


FEBRUARY 13, 


Mr. Chairman, here we come to-day with a bill that ap 
priates $600,000 for guns for the Philippine Islands and Haw 
Four hundred thousand of that for the Philippine Islands 
believe, and $200,000 for Hawaii. I will not read the det 
but give the “totals” of the appropriations carried in this 
as shown by this report we all have. 

Total, fortifications and other works of defense, 1906, $2,414 
Estimates for 1907, $2,860,900. 

Now, then, “ Total armament and fortifications, 1906, $2: 
550;”’ nearly $3,000,000. “ Estimates for 1907, $2,913,009 
recommended for 1907, $1,882,000." Then we go over 
or two, and under the head of “Insular possessions’ 
find the money appropriated for that amounted in 190; 


| would like to get the attention of the gentleman from | 


[ Mr. Smitru] to the table on page 4 of the report, and hay: 
explain these figures to me. Look where you say “ total,” at 
bottom of the page, “appropriations for 1906, $6,747,803 
“Estimates for 1907, $8,953,112.90; recommended, $4,838.95 


| Now, that is the “ total ” of what? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The total for this purpose. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much for Hawaii and 
the islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. One million eighty-seven thousand « 


| lars. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, we learn { 
the words of this report that we seem to be engaged in \ 
nothing butesepending the American people’s money in fort 
ing for we making a great military port out of | 
Philippine"Ysfands. We have to make, in order to hold t! 
islands, a navy on a parity with “any navy in the world 
navy to successfully cope with all the world. We must 
a “standing army ” as long as it can stand, outside of coffins 
the Philippine Islands; we must keep up an endless chia 
sending our able-bodied sons to the Philippine Islands 
retain them out there as long as we can keep them out ot 
a coffin and able to shoulder a musket. 

As the result of this colonialism, we must keep a standing 
army in peace three times larger than we had when the s; 
war began, and Uncle Sam foots the bill. All this, and 
won't recite, by way of parenthesis, gentlemen. Notice w 


| no deficiencies in our colonial appropriations. Plenty of | 


for those purposes. 

Do you know thaton Saturday last the Treasury Depa: 
stopped forty elevators in various custom-houses in the | | 
States, because of a lack of money to run the elevators? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That was not because there w 
money enough in the Treasury, but because it had not 
appropriated for that purpose. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But you cut down ou 
appropriations low enough to allow these colonial app 


| tions. I got notice of this from the postmaster at Na» 
| Monday, about the Nashville elevator. Protests from the o 


in the magnificent Government building at Nashville wer 
ine. There are some ten or twelve different departments |: 
in this half-million-dollar custom-house. 

I got protests from Postmaster A. W. Wills, from the | 
States district attorney, the marshal, the collector of i: 


| revenue and of customs, from the court clerk, Mr. Doa!l 


the Weather Bureau, from the superintendent of the s 
free rural delivery, Mr. Conger, and a number of other « 
There are many heads of departments on second, thi 
fourth floors of this building, who must walk up and 
the stairways, as well as all the witnesses who go to att 
sions of the Federal courts there, held by Circuit Judge ! 
and District Judge Clark. 

The business of this great country is embarrassed 
way simply because the last Congress did not ap 
enough money to run the Government along those lin 
we find no deficiencies in the Philippine appropriat 
we find them in appropriations for our home people. 

I went to the Treasury Department yesterday morni! 
was pretty red hot about this, I want to say. Nash 


| about 130,000 people, and has always been a great ¢i 


has produced two Speakers of this House—John Bell arn 
K. Polk. Nashville was the home of Andrew Jack: 
James K. Polk, Presidents of the United States. We h 
duced two judges of the United States Supreme Court 
llowell BE. Jackson and Judge John Catron. Circuit 
H. H. Lurton lives and holds court there. Judge Clu 
the district court there. In one suit, involving over 
and a half dollars, about 1,500 witnesses, I am told, h 
examined in this building, and it is not concluded. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, we did not appropriate enous! 
in the last Congress to run the elevators in that great bui 
























































1906. 


ldings in this country which are in the same sad plight to 
You gentlemen will get letters about it if you have not 
dy received them. 

Vly didn’t you appropriate this money, gentlemen? Simply 
ise you were, as now, taking the tax money paid by the 
le in this country and building up the Philippine Islands 
Porto Rico and various other outside places, instead of 
ng after your own people at home. [Applause.] 
harbor works are suffering for the same reason. 

SIMS. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

SIMS. Perhaps we have not very many great men in our 
et, but we claim Howell E. Jackson as a citizen of my dis 

He was born there and lived there until he was 50 years old. 
GAINES of Tennessee. You are not hard up for 
men in your district that you need to take any of ours 
from us. 

SIMS. We can not spare any of them. 

GAINES of Tennessee. Judge Jackson formerly lived 

kson and Memphis; but after his election to the Senate 

United States and while on the Supreme Bench—until his 
he lived near Nashville, at West Meade, where he died. 

SIMS. You said your district produced him. 

GAINES of Tennessee. I meant the State produced him. 

ed at Nashville. We have other men as good as he was, 
was good enough. He killed himself in 
our income-tax law of 1894, and he knew it would. 

SIMS. He lived at Jackson, Tenn., when he was made 

and that is in my district. 

GAINES of Tennessee. 
mmaterial. 

SIMS. He was living 


sO 


I think you are mistaken, but 
at Jackson, Tenn., when 
ted. 

\INES of Tennessee. No; 
Meade, and I sent him a letter there about his trying 
s supreme judgeship. 


SIMS. We would like to have the gentleman himself in 

strict. 

GAINES of Tennessee. I thank my colleague for the 
lent of the suggestion. 


gentlemen, I ask you seriously, whither are you going? 
t taking politics now, I am talking about an outrage in 
n we have imposed on our people. 

ut into the room of the Committee on Appropriations a 
utes ago to get the names of the cities where these cus- 
elevators were stopped, and the clerk of the com- 
nformed me that he had sent down to get the list. 

chief clerk of the Treasury Department told me yester- 
ere were forty elevators that had been recently stopped, 
judges at Nashville, some of them old men, have to 


ise 


nese 


two or three flights of stairs, and so do all the other | 


who have any business with the Government, except 
the post-office on the ground floor. Gentlemen, I think 
carrying your expenditures in the Philippines a little 
r. I think you had better stay at home a little bit with 
money. I think you had better look after your town 
I think we had better look after our own people in- 
going across the ocean, twenty-eight days’ travel from 
ountry, trying>to find a hole in or under the water 
‘an spend millions and millions of money that ought 
nt here at home; at least our home people should first 
cared for. 
CANDLER., 
ingham. 
‘AINES of Tennessee. 


They stopped the elevators at Memphis and 


Yes; I guess that is true. 
en, I am not going to say, “I told you so.” 
CHAIRMAN, 


Ss expired 


Now, 


| Laughter. ] 
LLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will yield to the gen 
om Tennessee one minute more. 
GAINES of Tennessee. Now, gentlemen, I am going to 
Thomas Jefferson’s third annual message. He often 
Ss to stay on this side of the world. He said: 


SI 


ed by a wide ocean from the nations of Europe and from the 
ests which entangle them together, with productions and 
render our commerce and friendship useful to them and 
it can not be the interest of any to assail us, nor ours to 
ld be most unwise, indeed, were we to cast away the singular 
the position in which nature has placed us, the opportu 
is endowed us with of pursuing, at a distance from foreign 





the paths of industry, peace, and happiness, of 
dship, and of bringing collisions of interest to the umpirage 
ther than of force. 


burdens all come from not following the old Democratic 
f staying at home, where “nature” put us. [Ap- 


¢ oO; 


XL 
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Our river | 


| 
| 


i 


his efforts to | 


he was | 


he was living at Nashville, | 


The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 


ivating 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts I 
the gentleman from Texas | Mr. GiLLes 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chain s] 
extend my remarks in the Recor las 
to print a petition or statement of g 
coal league of Pennsylvania—the oj t 

The CHAIRMAN. The gent! from 
mous consent to extend his remarks in eR 
the petition to which he has referred. 

Mr. PAYNE. On what subject? 

Mr. GILLESPIE. The griev oO 
operators and shippers of Pennsylvani 

The CHAIRMAN. To have it appear tl 
of his remarks, and to extend his remarks in 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I hope the ¢g 
will not object, because we agreed t s 
for general debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. The House ought to ! 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But gy le 
wouldn’t stay here and listen t 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to it 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Ch I s 
that the gentleman from Texas be gt ted t 

The CHAIRMAN, The til ft gentl 
has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask una! Is co 
man from Texas be granted time to read 
derstand the gentleman from New Yor! 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state 
general debate was fixed by the’ House, and 
in the committee. The time is controlled by 
Iowa [Mr. Smita] and the gentleman f 
FITZGERALD], but the time of the gentleman 
expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask u s : 
tee may rise in order that the proposal 
House. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentk n f 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I now yield three 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, ord 
men of the Nashville public building dn 
friend from Tennessee may fe lieved, ] 
desk an extract from the Cincil ti Inqgu 
which I ask to have read in my time 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEFICIT ALMOST Al Wil t ANI N 
OF IT EN ¥ I 
W < 

The monthly statement of t G 
issued to-day, § ws a nditik t i 
satisfactory to t fl s Or 

r S28.500.000, wl h is 
with the ] t t this nt 
the next thirty days It is } i 
cash balance on hand, it gd 
$144.600,000, with the d 
tures This in cor s 
in customs and int 1-1 n re s 
eceipts alone ed s=6,SS - 

1905 4 0.000 s 

over §$ 500.000 D g s 
ate aoe ‘) hh . n 
of reduced ent 

rhe ont s ten t a 
shows it t. less s 
646, W h is i eas . 
recapit ed as ws: I es 
w? est : sed * ma S1,17 

t < E389.079.673: tota $1.08 67S 
does Y le $1.615.264.869 j 
stand wl l r Ts y 
for their redemptiot 

rhe cash in t rreasury is classified as 
000.000: trust funds, $1.61 +269 ‘ 
national bank dep t es, $61,343.64 P 
603: total, $1,404,710.,877. ag t t 
outstanding amountin » $1,110. 825 is 
$293,885,982 Deducting the $150,0¢ ) 

. hes S14 xs \ 
es was $542.° X 
d ar 
sed S 
A 
| it mnt 792,297 rhe at 
to secure cir ting notes w $ ) 1,696 
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Mi MITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, criticism has been made 
01 e floor as to the percentage which this bill appropriates or 
possessions. That percentage has been 
ove It has been stated that it was practically 25 per 
t hen, in fact, it is a little over 20 per cent, and it must 

be | in mind that while we have been engaged for e 
1 appropl ng money for the fortification of continental 
United States we have only been engaged for a brief period in 
the fortification of the insular possessions. Fortifications for 
continental United States are in a more advanced state than 
fortifications of the insular possessions. Not only this, but the 
insular possessions are chiefly exposed to a hostile attack. With 
the modern system of wireless telegraphy some one would indeed 


be at fault if any foreign fleet could reach any United States con- 
tinental port without finding an American fleet to contend with. 


It is impracticable for us to maintain any great fleet per- 
petually at the Philippine Islands, at the Hawaiian Islands, at | 
the island of Guam, at the island of Porto Rico, and at the 
island of Cuba. These island possessions are the most exposed 
of all our possessions, and they have had the least done for 


their fortification. Not a gun is yet mounted in the insular 
possessions, but several will be by the end of next June. We 


are far in advance at home of what we have done for these | 


people, and I should be loath to see one dollar cut off the ap- | 
propriations proposed for the insular possessions, signifying to 
those people that they are not the subjects of our constant and 
watchful solicitude and care. 


Now, it is contended here that we must violate all the prac- 


tice of the past by designating, upon the judgment of Congress, | 


where the War Department shall and where it shall not expend 
this money. It is suggested there was a general scheme under 
the Endicott board. It was never approved by Congress and 
never investigated by Congress. There is a general scheme 
known as the “ Taft board plan” for the fortification of conti- 
nental and insular United States, which is similar to the Endi- 
cott scheme. 

We propose to appropriate this money as it has always been 
appropriated, not setting up the judgment of civilians against 
the judgment of trained men upon this subject. It has been 


my pleasure to listen to these experts here in the House, and 
after listening to their conflicting testimony I am compelled to 
say that I am better satisfied than ever to refer the whole sub- 
ject to the War Department as to where the fortifications shall 
be i the Philippines and other insular possessions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for canaitamn 9 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Well, I desire to yield for a moment 
or two to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has but two minutes re- 


1ITH of Iowa. Very well; what is the question? 
TAZAGERALD. Does the gentleman believe it is impera- 
tive to at once fortify Guantanamo on account of its exposed 
position; and if he does, why hasn’t he made provision for that 
in this bill? 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Because we simply have a right to es 


tablish a navy-yard there. Cuba is not ours, and then $180,000 
has been set apart for the fortification of Guantanamo and not 
vet expended, and the Government has nothing there as yet to 
defend, while at Subig Bay we have more than $2,000,000 al- | 


ready voted for this dry dock, for a coaling station, a naval 
station, and for other purposes. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. And we have already allotted $455,000 











S. 837. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza! 
Dunton ; 

S. 850. An act granting an increase of pension to Art! 
Devereux ; 

S. 845. An act granting an increase of pension to Sar 
Page ; 

S. 3307. An act granting an increase of pension to Phil 
Cornman ; 

S. 787. An act granting an increase of pension to St 
Ernst; 

S. 785. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin ©. 
Pierce; 

S. 3244. An act granting an increase of pension to An PF, 
Keith; 

S. 727. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper H. Keys: 

S. 3248. An act granting an increase of pension to Akey ©. 
Johnson ; 

S. 715. An act granting a pension to George A. Rollins: 

S. 3180. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Geiger ; 

S. 3286. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J, 
McGehee ; 


8. 714. An act granting an increase of pension to Susie Place: 
S. 2879. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J, 


Hoge; 

S. 707. An act granting a pension to Alice BE. Gilley; 

S. 706. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha QB, 
Saltar ; 

S. 2825. An act granting an increase of pension to John M, 
Scott; 

S. 2779. An act granting an increase of pension to James J, 
Egan ; 

8S. 670. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
Barrett ; 

S. 2780. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Ford; 

S. 669. An act granting an increase of pension to Laurence 
Mericle; 

S. 25838. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Robey ; 

S. 666. An act granting an increase of pension to An 
Patrick ; 

S. 2564. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


| Matheney ; 


S. 647. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Harmony ; 

S. 2555. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Barger; 

S. 644. An act granting an increase of pension to Williard 
R. Hubbell; 

S. 2415. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie L 
Edgerton ; 

S. 2481. An act granting an increase of pension to FE) 1 R. 


Wilkins ; 
S. 637. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 
O’Brian ; 


S. 1525. An act granting an increase of pension to Za h 
Bradfield ; 
S. 2293. An act granting an increase of pension to W m 


Cc. Hitchcock ; 
S. 2256. An act granting an increase of pension to Al 


| EF. McConnell; 


t} or fortific: ns and have not expended a dollar. 
\ SMITH of Iowa. That is true, and we have more than 
) appropriated there exposed to attack and loss at 
Bay and nothing at Guantanamo, and that is why | 
ve the War Department a wider discretion at Subig | 
( I rve that the committee do now rise. 
, we 
itt rose; and the Speaker pro tem- 
1g resumed the chair, Mr. Currier, | 
{ { ttes f the Whole House on the state of 
rt that that committee had had under con- 
~ t! H. R. 14171) making appropriations for for- 
S e to resolution thereon. 
SMI ] 
EN S SIGNED. 
SPEA R annou 1 his signature to enrolled bills of 
the f wing s 
S. 1098. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
, Gr Ee 


S. 851. An act granting an increase of pension to Fredrick 
Ho ~{ cs 


S. 1524. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Bukey ; 


S. 1517. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Kennedy ; 

S. 1509. An act granting an increase of pension to Tho! u 
Hodges; 

S. 2255. An act granting an increase of pension to J 3 
Thompson ; 

S. 1474. An act granting an increase of pension to pa 
Davis; 

S. 2229. An act granting an increase of pension to Wi I, 


Hilkey ; 


S. 1467. An act granting an increase of pension to L , 
Blodgett ; 

S. 2144. An act granting an increase of pension to J \. 
M. Brown; 

S. 1466. An act granting an increase of pension to | 


Davis; 
S.2113. An act granting an increase of pension to 4005 
Zentz ; 


S. 1456. An act granting a pension to Joann Morris; 
S. 2112. An act granting an increase of pension to John Licck; 
S. 1482. An act granting an increase of pension to Joli \)- 


Foreaker ; 
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s.142. An act granting an increase of pension to William | S.238. An act granting an increase of pens to J 
ng; | Savage ; 

<572. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry G. | $.212. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
Salisbury 3 





2071. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T.} S.211. An act granting an increase of pension to Wils J 
1{Z 5 Pool: 
023. An act granting a pension to Amanda M. Richey; S. 1258. An act granting an increase of pens to ¢ :W 
(65. An act granting an increase of pension to Lumbard B. | Paige, alias Jackson Morse ; 

a S.210. An act granting an increase of pension to & : 
O87. An act granting a pension to Ella T. Hapeman; Hall; 

s564. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson S. 1212. An act granting an increase of | S t ] s 

Py Wilcox: 

4. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis A. S. 200 An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 

as | Ross; 

i842. An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom O. S. 1163. An act granting an increase of per nto M 

rs | Cushing; 

S41. An act granting a pension to Robert Catlin; | S. 206. An act granting an increase of ] S to ¢ 


An act granting an increase of pension to William H. | Sheppard; 





s thwait ; S. 1042. An act granting an increase of pens I S 
s515. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis | Piccard; 
y MeCready, alias Thomas Buckly ; } $193. An act granting an increase 
x28. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin | Eberly; 
: | S. 1041. An act granting an increase of pension to M 
s. 1852. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton | Billings; 
M S.185. An act granting an increase of pension to Ls s 
S27. An act granting an increase of pension to George C. | Cate: 
S. 1088. An act granting an increase of pension to J s 
9, An act granting a pension to Annie L. Tredick: | Frazier ; 
Ss. 1735. An act granting an increase of pension to Washington S.183. An act granting an increase of pension 
s% Hunt; 
s.508. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 1085. An act granting an increase of pens to A 
Kress McClory: 
s. 1709. An act granting a pension to Florence Greeley De S. 179. An act granting an Increase of pension to ¢ es H 
. Mayhew ; 
3. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles M. S.178. An act granting an increase of | n to Irene A 
g: Cochrane ; 
- . : . . . - ae oy: ine an rhe see Of pension to Ot 
S. 1559 An act granting an increase of pension to Laura S. 1015. An act granting al roe 
McSwain: 
“. An act granting an increase of pension to David F. S. 164. An act granting a pension to Helen A 1] 
S.994. An act granting an increase of pens 1 to He 
“9. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. | Weston; 
S S.145. An act granting an increase of pension to We 
os ° * . . orle . 
7, An act granting an increase of pension to George W. Marlett ; ' , ‘ _ 
S126. An act granting an increase of pension to Will n J. 
‘5, An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe J. | Street; : 
t S. 140. An act granting an increase of pension to Maitland J. 


3. An act granting: an increase of pension to Lucinda | Freeman; ' itt 
& er: S.188. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
22. An act granting an increase of pensién to Hiram | Linehan, 
S.122. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
5. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. | Stemp; . 
( S.120. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John H. | Buckley; ; , ‘ , 
S.96. An act granting an increase of pension to George A 


0. An act granting an increase of pension to Kemenskia | Francis; 


> 


l.. Collins, alias Lewis Collins; S.991. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane M 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lide gs, | Mahon; A 
dl; S.81. An act granting an iIncresse f pension to D i J 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William EB, | Everett; . 
C, S. 950. An act granting a pension to Emma M. Rea; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. S.80. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A 
Sy Stangan ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick J. S. 986. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline M 
Doan: 
lo. An act granting an increase of pension to George Pike; S. 74. An act granting an increase of | s to A | 
GS. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. | Currier, 
S.16. An act granting a pension to Susan H. Cutler 
-S. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. S. 923. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
: . Badger: 
--. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella S.11. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth B. 
thy Gurney ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to John Flynn: S.9 An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 
t. An act granting a pension to Aletha E. Reynolds; Bolster ; : 
». An act granting an increase of pension to Horace E. S.1270. An act granting an increase of pension to J Cc 
| Barr; and 
‘«. An act granting an increase of pension to Almon S. 943. An act granting an increase of pension to Os 


Arnold. 


». An act granting a pension to Harrison Brott: 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob H. 


t) 


CHANGE OF REFERENC! 

By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. THomMa f N 

| Carolina, the Committee on Military Affairs was disc! 
: An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 14581 
el, ‘lias Thomas Bramble; propriate $25,000 to inclose and beautify the ground 

=(1. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin | the monument on Moores Creek battlefield, North ¢ 

‘3 the same was referred to the Commit 


My) 
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REPRINT OF BILL. 


! 
| 
| 
} 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair lays before the | 
Liouse the following request of Mr. Lorimer for a reprint of 
the bill H. R. 12070 


Mr. GILLESPIE. 
‘ House to have printed in the Recorp a communication to me 
in the form of a petition 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, n 
answered “ present” 5, not voting 209, as follows: 
YEAS 


Acheson 
Adams, Wis. 


| Alexander 


Allen, N. J. 
Bennet, N. Y. 


| Birdsall 


|} Boutell 


rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend | 
for 2 moment. The Chair lays before the House the request of 
Mr. LortMer for a reprint of the bill (H. R. 12070) making an 


appropriation 
& ago to 


{After a pause. ] 


for the completion of a 
st. Le 


14-foot waterway from 
Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
‘he Chair hears none. 


yuis. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the gen- 
tleman from Texas, who makes a personal request. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa 
moves that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

gentleman from Texas [Mr. GrLLesrre] has the floor, and 
the Chair requested that he suspend for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nize that 2 motion to adjourn is in order. 

Mr. JAMES. Buta motion to adjourn does not take the gentle- 
man from Texas [ Mr. GILiespre] off the floor. He had the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But, Mr. Speaker, I rose to address 
the Chair, and was recognized before the gentleman from Texas 
rose at all. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GILLESPIE] had the floor, had been recognized by the Chair, and 


the Chair asked him to suspend a moment until the request 
made by the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. Lorimer] for a 


reprint of a certain bill could be put. When that was done, 
then the recognition came back to the gentleman from Texas, 
and in the meantime the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SmirH] 
made the motion to adjourn. I insist that the point of order is 
well taken and that the gentleman from Texas has the floor. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion 
adjourn for the present. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
recognized. 


Mr. GILLESPIE. 


TO 


The gentleman from Texas is 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


have printed in the Recorp a statement addressed to me in the | 


form of a petition from the Bituminous Coal Trade League of 
Pennsylvania, operators and shippers, setting forth their griey- 
ances against certain combinations they complain of. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, for the third time I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not had the 
opportunity yet. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now we know you object. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp a memorial the 
title of which he has read. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE I object. 

rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objects. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
do now adjourn 

The SPEAKER 


The gentleman from New York 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


pro tempore. Please let the Chair make a 


tatement. The temporary occupant of the chair desires to say 

he would not wish to be considered as doing anything unfair. 

i (hair did not recognize the gentleman from Texas, but 
1 


ed the gentleman from Texas to suspend his request until 
ie gentle 


But the gentleman will recog- | 


in from Towa should yield the floor, so the gentle- | 


Brick 
Brown 


| Brownlow 


SS 


Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead 
Campbdell, Ohio 
Capron 
Cx 


issel 
Chaney 
Cole 


Cooper, Wis. 
Crumpacker 
Curtis 
Cushman 
Dale 


| Dalzell 





Aiken 


Bartlett 
Beall, Tex, 
Bell, Ga. 
Broocks, Tex. 
Burgess 
Burleson 
syrd 
Candler 
Chapman 
Clark, Fla. 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dixon, Ind. 
Ellerbe 


Currier 
Johnson 


Adams, Pa. 
Adamson 
Allen, Me. 
Ames 
Andrus 
Babcock 


| Bankhead 


sannon 


Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
Bates 

| Bede 


man from Texas did not have the floor. The gentleman from 
lowa now moves that the House do now adjourn. 
rhe question was taken; and the Chair announced that the | 
ve | (to have it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, division! 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 49. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, upon this I ask for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
and the gentleman from Iowa will take their places as tellers. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported there 
were—ayes 92, noes 53. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, upon this question I call for 
the yeas and nays. 


Beidler 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Bishop 
Blackburn 
Bonynge 
Bowers 
Bowersock 
Bowie 

Bradley 
Brantley 
Brooks, Colo. 
Broussard 
Brundidge 
Buckman 
Burke, Pa. 
Burnett 

Butler, Tenn. 
alder 
ampbell, Kans, 
astor 
ockran 
ocks 
onner 
ooper, I 
Cousins 
Cromer 
Darragh 
Davey, La, 
Davis, Minn. 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Deemer 
Dixon, Mont, 
Dresser 
Driscoll 
Dunwell 


Cc 
eo 
C 
Cc 
C 
C 
c 


a. 


Dwight 
Fassett 
Field 


Finley 


Davidsen 
Dawes 

Denby 
Dickson, Ill. 
Dovener 
Draper 
Sdwards 

Nis 

Ssch 

‘lack 

‘oss 

“oster, Ind. 
French 
lulkerson 
Fuller 

Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, N J. 
Gillett, Cal. 
Goebel 


es beet bam pa 


Graff Madden 
Graham Mahon 
Gronna Marshall 
Grosvenor Morrell 
Hamilton Mouser 
Haugen Needham 
Hayes Olcott 
NAYS—64. 
Fitzgerald Kitchin, Wm. W. 
lloyd Kline 
Gaines, Tenn. Lamar 
Garner Lee 
Garrett Livingston 
Gillespie Lloyd 
Hardwick McNary 
Heflin Macon 
Hill, Miss. Moon, Tenn, 
Houston Page 


Howard 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Hunt 

James 

Jones, Va. 

Keliher 
ANSWERED 

Lever 


106. 
ILedge 
Hill, Conn. 
Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Hubbard 
Hughes 
Hull 
Jenkins 
Jones, Wash, 
Kahn 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Nebr. 
Knapp 
Knopf 
Lacey 
Lafean 
Littauer 
Lorimer 
Loudenslager 
McCarthy 


Patterson, N.C, 
Pou 

Randell, 'Tex. 
Ransdell, La. 
Richardson, Ala, 
Rixey 


PRESENT "—5. 


Sherman 


NOT VOTING—209. 


Fletcher 
Flood 
Fordney 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler 
Garber 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gilbert, Ind. 
Gilbert, Ky. 
Gill 

Gillett, Mass. 
Glass 
Goldfogle 
Goulden 
Granger 
Greene 





Griggs 
Gudger 
liale 
Haskliss 


i 

[ 

I 

| 
lermann 
liggins 
linshaw 
Litt 

oar 
logg 
lolliday 
Hopkins 
Liuff 


linmphrey, Wash. 


Kennedy, Ohio 
Ketcham 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 
Klepper 
Knowland 
Lamb 

sandis, Chas. B. 


saw 
awrence 

ze Fevre 
Legare 
Lester 
Lewis 
Lilley, Conn, 
Lilley, Pa. 


bed ee 


andis, Frederick 


Lindsay 

Little 
Littlefield 
Longworth 
Loud 
Lovering 
McCall 
MeCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott 
MeGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, 111, 
McKinney 
McLachlan 
McLain 
McMorran 
Mann 

Martin 
Maynard 
Meyer 
Michalek 
Miller 

Minor 

Mondell 

Moon, Pa, 
Moore 

Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 

Nevin 

Norris 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker 
Parsons 
Patterson, S. C. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Pollard 
lowers 

Prince 

Pujo 

Rainey 

Reeder 

Reid 

Rhinoek 
Rhodes 
Richardson, Ky. 
Roberts 


Robertson, La, 


So the motion to adjourn was agreed to, 
The following pairs were announced : 

Until further notice: = 
Mr. Litiey of Pennsylvania with Mr. Gripert of Ken 


hi 4 


Otjen 
Palmer 
Patterson, |] 
Payne 
Reynolds 
Rives 
Samuel 
Smith, Il, 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Pa. 
Smyser 
Snapp 
Southard 
Southwick 
Steenerson 
Stever 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohi 
Tirrell 
Tyndall 
Van Wink 
Volstead 
Waldo 
Welborn 
Woodyard 





Rodenbe 
Shackleford 
Sheppard 
Sims 

Small 

Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Md, 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass, 
Thomas, N, C, 
Wharton 
Wiley, Ala, 
Williams 
Wilson 


Wanger 


Robinson, Ark, 
Rucker 
Ruppert 
Russell 
Ryan 
Schneebell 
Scott 
Scroggy 
Shartel 
Sherley 
bley 
layden 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal 
< 


Smith, S 1el W 


SLR 


Smith, ‘I 


Sparkman 
sperry 
Stafford 
Sterling 
Sullivan, N. ¥ 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, A 
Thomas, Ohi 
Towne 
Townsend 
Trimbl 
Underwood 
Van Duzer 
Vreel 
Wachti 
Wadsw 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Watson 
Webb 
Webber 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Wiley, N 
Willia 
Wood, M 
Wood, N 
Young 
Zenor 





Y 
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. DAWSON with Mr. PApGert. 


Dwient with Mr. SouTHALL. 
I’'REDERICK LANDIS with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 


r. BARCHFELD with Mr. Lirr Le, 
* WaTSON with Mr. SHERLEY. 


r. CALDER with Mr. VAN DUZER. 


McKINNEY with Mr. Pugo. 


r. CROMER with Mr. Zenor. 


Ruopes with Mr. GRANGER. 


ir. McCaLt with Mr. Rogerrson of Louisiana. 
. HASKINS with Mr. Lever. 


McKINLEY of Illinois with Mr. McDermott. 


r. CAMPBELL Of Kansas with Mr. RHINOCK. 


DARRAGH with Mr. GARBER. 


* Tuomas of Ohio with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 


‘the day: 

LOVERING with Mr. RAINEY. 

LAWRENCE with Mr. Patrerson of South Carolina, 
CuArRLes B. LANpis with Mr. SLAYDEN, 


* KNOWLAND with Mr. MAYNARD. 


KeTCHAM with Mr. Lams. 
liurr with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 


r. Hoar with Mr. Hopkins. 


lollows; 


IlepBURN with Mr. Hay. 
Henry of Connecticut with Mr. GupGEr. 
GREENE With Mr. Greeca. 
Gitterr of Massachusetts with Mr. Meyer. 
Mupp with Mr. TA.porr. 
GitBert of Indiana with Mr. GLAss., 
Dresser with Mr. GILL. 
Dixon of Montana with Mr. Froop. 
Cousins with Mr. FYIe.p. 
Anprus with Mr. SuLzer. 
BONYNGE with Mr. Butter of Tennessee. 
BINGHAM With Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
Bepe with Mr. BURNETT. 
BANNON with Mr. Bowers. 
ApAMS Of Pennsylvania with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Basncock with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Wat. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Bowersock with Mr. McLain. 
BaRTHOLDT with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Hirr with Mr. D—E ARMOND. 
. PARKER with Mr. LESTER. 
Law with Mr. LINDSAY. 
BEIDLER with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
BisHop with Mr. GoLDFOGLE. 
assert with Mr. HEARST. 
McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. CockRan. 
GARDNER Of Michigan with Mr. Henry of Texas. 
McCLeary of Minnesota with Mr. Towne. 


. Cooper of Pennsylvania with Mr. Lecare. 


MARTIN with Mr. GricGs. 
WACHTER with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
MANN with Mr. Bowne. 
DUNWELL with Mr. Lewis. 
OVERSTREET with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Le Fevre with Mr. WATKINS. 
iLiALe with Mr. Smirn of Texas. 
Woop of New Jersey with Mr. Rucker. 
Witey of New Jersey with Mr. WALLACE. 
VREELAND with Mr. Woop of Missouri. 
SAMUEL W. Smita with Mr. Wess. 
Scotr with Mr. Ryan. 
ROBERTS with Mr. Rosrnson of Arkansas. 
PRINCE with Mr. RicuHarpson of Kentucky. 
OLMSTED with Mr. RUSSELL. 
RRIS with Mr. Rem. 
McGavin with Mr. Moore. 
rtifiecation bill: 
rooks of Colorado with Mr. Jonnson. 


he session: 


\ 


SHERMAN with Mr. Ruppert. 
I. NOPF with Mr. WEISSE. 
BRADLEY with Mr. GouLDEN. 
WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
CURRIER With Mr. FINiey. 
result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
lingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
i. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
ler clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
tions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, t 
response to the inquiry of the House, reports \ 
terials for the ships Connecticut ul J ( 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed 

A letter from the Secretary of the Tre 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the | g 
an estimate of appropriation for the relief of Ge V 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

A letter from the Secretary of War, reco Cl gis 
tion for the admission of the insane of civilian « 

Medical Department of the Army to the Gov I 
for the Insane—to the Committee on Mil Affairs 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, trans t vith a 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination ds 
of Manistee Harbor, Michigan to the Col kiive l 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with accompanying 
trations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLI BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions 
lowing titles were severally reported from co cde l 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several C: Ss i 
named, as follows: 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Coinag Weig j 
and Measures, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
15783) to provide souvenir medallions for The Zebulon Mont 
gomery Pike Monument Association, reported the :s without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1183); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committ t \\ 
House on the state of the Union 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Min Mi 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14611) t ‘ 
and establish a Bureau of Geology and Mining as a part of 
Department of Commerce and Labor, reported the same wit it 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1184); which d 
bill and report were referred to the Com: of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, from the Committee on Pu Bi rs 
and Grounds, to which was referred the House resolution (H, 
Res. 266) requesting information -ffrom the Secretary < he 
Treasury relative to custom-house property New Y« City 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
(No. 1185); which said bill and report were referred he 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BIRDSALL, from the Committee on the Judic to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 443) to 
ize the President of the United States, in conjunction \ 

State of Texas, to run and mark the boundary lines between 
the Territories of Oklahoma and New Mexi: nd the St 
Texas, reported the same without amendment, accomp l 
by a report (No. 1186) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Coinage, Weig 
and Measures, to which was referred the bill of the H 
(H. R. 8444) providing for the recoinage of abraded and " 
current silver dollars into subsidiary coin, reported tl sal 
without amendment, ac@mpanied by a re rt (2 S7) 
which said bill and report were referred to the ¢ 
the Whole House on the state of the U1 

He also, from the same committee, to w ‘ ‘ 
bill of the House (H. R. 229) providing for w purchase of 
metal and the coinage of minor coi and ‘ vl 
redemption of said coins, reported the e without : l 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 11838) h said bill 1d 
report were re ferred to the Committee of the Whole H S ou 
the state of the Union. 
tEPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILI \ND 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills d ; 
of the following titles were severally reported fi ( 
| delivered to the Clerk, and referred to cr ttee « 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Co1 
Military Affairs, to which was referred the | of ‘ 

(H. R. 7144) for the relief of Aaron Everly, repo 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (N 118 
said bill and report were referred to the P! ( 

He also, from the same committee, to re 
bill of the House (H. R. 18735) for J 
file, reported the same with a i f 
report (No. 1190): which said bill and re] re re red to 















































































the Private Calendar. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Ur clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 14803) to provide 
for the correction of mistakes made in locating the mineral 
lenses in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 14804) making an appro- | 

tion for the construction and completion of Locks and Dams | 
Nos. 12 and 13 in the Kentucky River, and authorizing the 
Secretary of War to have a review or renewal of the survey 


» of the North Fork, Middle Fork, and South Fork of the 





l¢ River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 14805) to provide for the pur- 
chase of Ticonderoga, in the State of New York, and to estab- 
a national park thereat, and so forth—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (TI. R. 14806) to amend the Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia, relating to interest and 
usury—to the Committee on the District ef Columbia. 


bill (H. R. 14807) to encourage and 


Mr. LOVERING: A 





| MeDonald, of San Francisco, Cal. 


FEBRUARY 1°. 


lected from the estate of John C. Wiedeman, late of Cleve! 


Cuyahoga County, Ohio—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 14820) granting an incres 
pension to Anna G. Valk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

By Mr. CURRIER (by request): A bill (H. R. 14821) to ; 
to the Court of Claims the claim of holders of Kaw or kK; 
Indian scrip to be paid interest according to the face of 
scrip—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 14822) granting an in 
of pension to Amos McManus—to the Committee on Pensio 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14823) granting an increase of pensi 
William Woods—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14824) granting an increase of pensi: 
Samuel P. Newman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 14825) granting 9; 
crease of pension to Henry C. Martin—to the Committee o 
valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14826) granting a pension to J. W 
sick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 14827) granting an in 


of pension to William K. Stewart—to the Committee on I) 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 14828) for the relief o 
heirs of and legal representatives of George S. Simon—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14829) granting an increase of pens 
Erasmus B. Manahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

jy Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14830) ¢ 
relief of Van Foreman—to the Committee on Military Aff: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14831) for the relief of A. Portwo ) 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14832) for the relief of the estate of 
M. I’. Sims, deceased—to the Committee on Military Aff: 

Also, a bill (fH. R. 14833) for the relief of the estate o 
Williams, deceased—to the Committee on Military Af 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14834) granting an increase of 
Ruth J. MeCann—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14835) ‘ 
an increase of pension to Jacob Wiler—to the Committee on Iu 
valid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14856) granting an increase of pei 
George Akers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14837) granting 
crease of pension to Arthur G. MecNeil—to the Committ 
Invalid Pen 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 14838) granting an incr 
pension to Charles L. Noggie—to the Committee on Invalid 1 
SLOWS. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 14839) granting an increase of 
pension to James MeManus—to the Committee on Inyalid | 
Sions, 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 14840) granting a | 
to Nathaniel H. Rone—to the Committee on Invalid Per 

ty Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 14841) forthe relief « ( 
Shelby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14842) for the relief of Joh 
Brodie, Frank Klein, and Charles Anderson—to the Co! 
on Claims. 

Also, a 


ander 


pens 






ns. 


sions. 


the relief of Alexand D 
-to the Committee on ¢ 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 14844) to refu S 
illegally collected from the estate of Sarah Jane Bb le 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14845) granting a 
pension to Anna Magdalena Jacoby—to the Committe I 
valid Pensions. 

sy Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 14846) for the relief of ! 5 
H. Legler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (by request): A bill (HH. BR. 14540) 
for the relief of George F. Ormsby—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 14848) granting an 
of pension to Samantha E. Herald—to the Committee « 
SLONS. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 14849) for the relief 
heirs of Alfred Mullins, deceased—to the Committee 0 r 
Claims. 

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 14850) to remove the ag 
of desertion and grant an honorable discharge to Allen ‘ 
land—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 14851) granting an! 


bill (H. R. 14843) for 


| of pension to James EB. Jones—to the Committee on Inva! 


to temporarily assist the construction, equipa operation, 

i maintenance of railroads in the district of Alaska, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (CH. R. 14808) authorizing the 
C} whatchee Power Company to erect a dam in Dale County, 
Al o the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 14809) to remove 
tl im insane from the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane, in tl District of Columbia, and for other purposes—io 
the Committee on the Judiciar 

By Mr. MAYNARD ( request) : bill (H. R. 14810) to 
eC) a publ bu 1¢ at Hampton, Va.—to the Committee on 
P * Buildings and Grounds. 

by Mr. WILLIAMS A bill (TI. R. 14811) to authorize George 
T. Hou ) and Frank B. Houston to construct and operate an 

ectric railway over the national cemetery road at Vicksburg, 
M to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 14812) to authorize the 
purchase or construction of a steam or naphtha launch for use 

1e customs collection district of Norfolk, Va.—to the Com- 
»on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5 Ir. BABCOCK: A bill (II. R. 14813) to amend an act 
oved Mareh 1, 1905, entitled “An act to amend section 4 of 
entitled ‘An t relating to the Metropolitan police of 
District ef Columbia,’ approved February 28, 1901 ”—to the 

( e on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 14814) to establish in the De- 
of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau 
if Public Highways, and to provide for national aid in the im- 
provement of the public roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHERLEY A bill (H. R. 14815) for the extension 
of Harvard street, Columbia Heights, District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 14891) providing for the 
segregation of $1,000,000 from the reclamation fund created by 

of June 17, 1902, and for otber purposes—to the Com- 
ttee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. LAMAR: A bill (H. R. 14892) making an appropria- 
tion for completing the construction of the road to the Bar- 

military post by way of the national cemetery and the 
ivy-yard on the naval reservation near Pensacola, Fla.—to 
the ¢ ittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 14898) to change the 

» of Cristobal to Aspinwall—to the Committee on Interstate | 
vil (omni e. 

Mir. HEFLIN: A resolution (H. Res. 270) instructing the 
Cor ttee on Ways and Means to report favorably on the Bowie 
bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the fol titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follo 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 14816) for the relief of 
Pink! Person to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (i. R. 14817) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph H. Weaver—io the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14818) to refund 
legney taxes illegally collected from the estate of Laura L. 
Otis, late of Cleveland, Cuyahoga County, Ohio—to the Com- 


on Cialns. 


a bill (HH. 


Also, 


R. 14819) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 


| 
i 
i 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14852) to correct the military r 
Showers E. Nelson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 
ision to Helen C. Sanderson—to the Committee on Invalid 


us 


‘iet Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 14855) granting an increase of 
to Henry C. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘vy Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 14856) granting a pen- 
to Burdine Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14857) for 
lief of J. W. Allen, administrator de bonis non of B. N. C. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


, deceased 


so, a bill (H. R. 14858) for the relief of H. Z. Taylor, ad- 


strator of the estate of H. R. M. Taylor, deceased—to the 
( nittee on War Claims. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 14859) for 


elief of the heirs of William M. West—to the Committee on | 


Claims, 
Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (HH. R. 14860) granting an increase 
sion to William D. Campbell—to the Committee on Inva- 

‘ensions. 

Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 14861) granting 

» of pension to Dennis W. Ray—to the Committee 


Pensions. 


an in- 


, a bill (H. R. 14862) granting an increase of pension to 


\ kL. White—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 14863) for the relief of 
te of R. W. Hawkins, deceased—to the Committee on 
1ims 


bill (H. R. 14864) for the relief of the estate of John 


} bold, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 14865) for the relief of 
J. Y¥. Dashiell, late a paymaster in the United States | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 14866) to grant 
rable discharge to George W. Elliott—to the Committee 


\ . 
Mir. 


‘ tary Affairs. 
Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 14867) granting an in- 
f pension to Thomas Jackson—to the Committee on In- 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14868) to re- 


restrictions off of the allotments of William N. 

d Mary Estella Talliaferro and permitting them to sell 

| estnte—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14869) 
¢ an increase of pension to E. H. Waters—to the Com- 
nn Invalid Pensions. 

ir. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 14870) for the relief of 

| Douthitt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

a bill (H. R. 14871) for the relief of William Me- 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

. bill (H. R. 14872) for the relief of the estate of R. M. 

nd, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

bill (H. R. 14873) granting a pension to George H. 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 14874) granting an increase of pension to 

1 C. Hearne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bill (H. R. 14875) granting an increase of pension to 
\. Witt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 14876) to remove the charge of desertion 
litary record of George Vandergriff—to the Commit- 
ary Affairs. 

TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 14877) authorizing the 
of the Treasury to pay George R. Martin $100 addi- 
inty—to the Committee on Claims. 

. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 14878) granting an increase 

1 to Charles Rattray—to the Committee on Invalid 


. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 14879) granting a pension to 

J. Nelson—to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

it. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 14880) granting an increase 
n to Robert B. Virmilya—to the Committee on Invalid 


ir. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 14881) for the relief of heirs 
m Douthit—to the Committee on War Claims. 

, & bill (H. R. 14882) granting an increase of pension to 
el Haws- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 14883) granting an increase of pension to 
e EB. Pennypacker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. KEN NEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14884) granting an 
se of pension to Henry Stauffer—to the Committee on In- 


Pensions. 





‘ 0, a bill (H. R. 14885) granting an increase of pension to 
*uitick McGhee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


14853) granting an increase | 


so, a bill (HL. R. 14854) granting an increase of pension to 


on In- | 


Tallia- | 





-~ we 
# POLO 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 14886) granting an e of | 1 to 
Thomas Todd to the Committe on | 73 

By Mr. LAMAR: A bill (Hi. R. 14887 
of pension to Mathew D. Rake » the Con tee i 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 1 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza A. Bu 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 1488 
relief of David B. Dowdell—to the Committe: 1 War Cl 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 14890) gra n 
increase of pension to James H. Posey—to the Col tee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
| Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were dis irged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; wl i 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9287) granting a pension to Eliza Byron—C 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and refer: 
Committee on Pensions. 

| A bill (H. BR. 1911) granting a pension to Harriet B. Grogan— 
| Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 


papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of W. D. Hubler, of O 


Nebr.. relative to the “ fraud order ’’—to the Committee on t 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of the legislative assembly of Porto Rico, f 


legislation for citizenship for the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Wampum, Law- 
rence County, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

sy Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Sons of Veter- 
ans, Pennsylvania Division, Anna M. Ross C : 
bill H. R. 8131—to the Committee on Military Affairs 


people of 


By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the Passaic City 
Teachers’ Association, approving l urging | e of bills 8S. 
93°7 and H. R. 5065—to the Committee on Ag re 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Petition of Otero Cou Adve 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the ‘ ttee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the University of Mis- 
souri. for removal of the tariff from books, 1 ~ d 
graphie prints—to the Committee on Ways and M: S. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Electrotype Foundry C 
favoring bill (H. R. 9022) granting postal pi 
charitable publications—to the Committee on ( 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Religious Liberty | 
(H. R. 10510) relative to Sabbath observance in the Dis 
Columbia—to the Committee on the Distr 

Also, petition against the tariff on linotype 1 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Sons of \ ( 
of Wattsbury, Pa., for passage of bill H. R. 8151 » 1 ( 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of G. BE. Boynton Lo 
138, Brotherhood of Railway Tr men, of | ( 
favoring the Bates-Penrose bill—to the Co e on the Ju 
ciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the Gr te Mag ( 
Lawrence, and the Kansas Prohil list, of Kan ( 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the ¢ 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: Petitions of 1 ( 
the Teller County Banner, against the 1 — 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Me S 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of the Ward County Report 
Grand Rapids, Wis., against the tariff on linotype 1 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Good Will G 
Me., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Kennebec Lodge, No. 345, Brothel 
Railway Trainmen, for the Bates-Penrose bill and in su 
the Gilbert bill—to the Committee on the Ju 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to y 

| relief of Amos Vaughan—to the Committee on | lid Pe ; 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petitions of N nd Watkins, 

G. D. Harris, Rev. W. L. Matheny, A. C. Bush, J. D. G r 


Mitchell P. Fox, the Graf Printing Compan) 










































































Hunter, and John Beal, against the tariff on linotype machines— 


to the (* nittee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. CLAYTON: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disastel to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COCKS: Petition of the New York State Agricultural 


Society, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petitions of Lynbrook Council, No. 12; 


Puritan Council; 
}‘reeport Council, No. 57; Shelter Council, 


No. Our Coun- 


o 
mt» 
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Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. M. C. Wood 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany Dill for relies 
William K. Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of citizens of Texas, favo 
investigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the ¢ 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

3y Mr. GREEN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10056, 
placing Capt. Charles I. Gibbs on the retired list of the Nay 


| to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


cil; Atlantic Council; Empire Council; Woodmen Council, No. | 
83; <A. A. Haines Council, No. 66, and Linbrook Council, No. | 
121, Junior Order United American Mechanies, favoring re- 


striction of immigration 
Naturalization. 
Also, petition of many 


to the Committee on Immigration and 


citizens of New York and vicinity, for 


relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Al petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Port Jefferson, N. Y., against repeal of the canteen law—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Wisconsin 


Dairymen’s Association, against the Grosvenor bill, reducing 
the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s Association, 


dorsing tl President’ 


in- 
s position on the railway-rate question— 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
\lso, petition of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s Association, for 
elevation of the dairy division to a distinct bureau of the De- 


partment of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of the Adams Budget, of Ad: 


N. Dak., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the © 


| mittee on Ways and Means. 


(Iso, petition of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s Association, for | 
bill H. R. 845—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin State Board of Agriculture, | 
for revision of the tariff schedules along certain lines, favoring 
a reciprocity treaty, and for railway rates by the Interstate | 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the Republican, of Grundy 
Center, Iowa, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 


\lso, petition of C. S. & G. H. Lewis, for repeal of revenue 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Charlestown (N. H.) Grange, 


for repeal of 


revenue tax on denaturized alecohol—to the Com 


Inittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petitions of the Tribune and Monitor, Fort 
Scott, Kans., and Arthur Capper, of Topeka, Kans., against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


Also, petition of Atchison Council, No. 99, United Commercial 


Also, petition of Hans Anderson, relative to drainage of [ted 
River lands—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the Frankford (Ohio) 
Farmers’ Institute, for a parcels-post law—to the Committe 
the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rehoboth Central Grange, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alecohol—to the Committee on \\ 
and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of a mass meeting of citiz 
of Detroit, Mich., held in the Detroit Opera House on Suni 
December 10, 1905, relative to outrages upon the Russian J 
and for appropriate action by Congress—to the Committee 0) 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of the Colmon Courier, agai 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways a 
Means. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of S. A. 
Duhling—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of the Sailors’ Union of the Pa- 
cific, against passage of bill S. 529, relative to creating a force 
of naval volunteers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Board of Trade, against 
repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of the Waco Echo 
Waco, Tex., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Co1 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Quinnatisset Grange 
Thompson, Conn., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
cohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the Bristol Press 
of Bristol, Conn., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Comnittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of the Nebraska Signal, of Ge- 
neva, Nebr., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the ( 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HUFF: Petition of Mayflower Council, No. 159, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring res 


tion of immigration—to the Committee on Interstate and | 
eign Commerce. 

sy Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Kingdom, of San Fran 
Cal., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Comittee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of San Francisco 


| against repeal of the present bankruptcy law—to the C 


Travelers of the United States, for an amendment to bank- 
ruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Eliza Peel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Central Federated Union, 
favoring the bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the California Fruit Grow- 

Exchange, relative to Federal control of railway rates and 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 

I Mr. FINLEY: Paper to accompany bill for-relief of Wil- 

Wood to the Committee on Pensions. 
] r to company bill for relief of Amos McManus, 
ee to the Committee on Pensions. 
paper to ompany bill for relief of Samuel P. New- | 
c% iittee on Pensions. 
h FLETCHE! Petition of the Humane Society, rela- 
e the time for transit of live stock—to the Com- 
‘ id Foreign Commerce. 
OOD: Petition of the Bath County Enterprise, 
4 type machines—to the Committee on 
1 Mt 

] FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 

l ( nd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill for relief of Robert Simmons— 
to ( 1 Pensions. 

Als r to iv bill for relief of Isam Dennis—to 
the ¢ ee O] I d Pensions 

Also, ] el wccompany bill for relief of John A. Smith—to 
the Con ttee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Herman G. Weller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of G. W. Glenn—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 


tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Oakland Society for the Prevent 
Cruelty to Animals, relative to carrying live stock—to the | 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

sy Mr. KLINE: Petition of the Reading Telegram, of 
ing, Pa., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the © 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Coopersburg Sentinel, against the 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and M: 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of the Dames of 1846, for i 
of pensions to soldiers of the Mexican war—to the Comm 
Pensions. 

Ry Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Camden Gran 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Co! 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. McLAIN: Petitions of the Fayette Chronicle : 
Leader, against the tariff on linotype machines—to tl» 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Colonel T. B. Kenne 
division, No. 685, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers 
ing bill H. R. 239 (the employers’ liability bill)—to the « 


tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the National Board of Tr 
Philadelphia, Pa., for improvement of the merchant mar! 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Humane Society, against extending 
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y-eight-hour law relative to transit of live stock—to the 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

_ petition of Philip H. Sheridan Garrison, No. 31, relative 

ecration of the flag of the United States—to the Commit- | 

1 Military Affairs. 

, petition of the California Fruit Growers’ Exchange, 

ve to Government control of railway rates—to the Com- | 

» on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of prominent citizens and busi- 

firms of North Dakota, for repeal of revenue tax on de- | 
d aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

», petition of Hans Anderson, relative to land drainage in 

ed River Valley—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 


, petition of the Glenburn Advance, of Glenburn; the | 
' River Farmer, of Mayville, and the Press. of Dickinson, 

against the tariff on linotype machines the Com- 
e on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MINOR: Petition of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s 
ation, for a distinct bureau for the dairymen’s department 
Department of Agriculture, against reduction of the tax 
margarine, and in approval of bill H. R. 345—to the Con 

»on Agriculture. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
of Joshua Holeomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘ir. MORRELL: Petition of the National Board of Trade 
ladelphia, for Federal control of interstate insurance 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
, petition of the Intelligencer, of Philadelphia, Pa. 
riff on linotype machines 


-to 


, against 


to the Committee on Ways and 


Mr. MOUSER: Petition of Local Union No. 1081, of 
m, Ohio, and R. J. Aigler, for repeal of revenue tax on 
irized alecohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the Nebraska State Swine 
‘s’ Association, favoring bill H. R. 345 (the experiment 
s bill)—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


o, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, 
nd Lodge, No. 123, of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the Bates- 
e bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

OVERSTREET: Petition of D. Lewis, of Carlisle, 

relative to the “fraud order ’”’—to the Committee on the 
fice and Post-Roads. 


Ty 
ir. 








petition of Nathan B. Williams, relative to the “ fraud 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Aaron 
y—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


inmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of Grange No. 1128, of Penn- 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 
inittee on Ways and Means. 
paper to accompany bill for relief of Harriet Kyler—to 
, petitions of the Journal, of Johnstown, Pa.; the Mirror, 
Pa., and the Cambria Tribune, of Ebensburg, Pa., 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
and Means. 


ma, 


Mr. RIVES: Petition of the News, of Owaneco, IIl., 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 


nd Means. 


Mr. SCROGGY: Petition of E. H. Colvin et al., favoring 
n of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 


turalization. 

Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Stebbins & Burney, of Little 

N. Y., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHERLEY: Petition of the Pentecostal Herald, 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 

and Means. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of Local Union No, 305, 
loin, Ill, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alco- 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany bill for re- 


Caroline Neilson—to the Committee on Pensions. 
y Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of citizens of Wash- 
n, D. CG. against religious legislation in the District of 
a—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of Clarksville Grange. for 


¢ 
ot 


revenue tax on denaturized alcohol 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the professors of the Wesleyan 
sity, Middletown, Conn., favoring the metrie system—to 
umittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the Business Men’s 


-to the Commit- 


Club of San Antonio, Tex., for extending the Ih 
tion to Texas—to the Committee on Irrigation « 

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompa 
John F. Aslup—to the Committee on Inval Pens 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of the New Hi 
dubon Society, for bill S. 2966, relating to e 
and the protection of game—to the Committee o 

sy Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachuestts: Pet 
sachusetts Medical Journal, against the tariff 
chines—to the Committee and Ways and Means 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Petition of W 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the ¢ 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Ledger, of 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Maddox & Co., for repeal of rv 
denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of the Granite 
Bronze, against the tariff on linotype machines—t 
tee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Petition f 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 14, 1906 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hatt 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
proved. 

ADMISSION TO GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THI 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
tion from the Secretary of W requesting th 
clause of section 4845 of the Revised Statutes 
States be further amended so as to authorize tl 
the Government Hospital for the Insane of Civ 
in the Medical Department of the Army who may 
insane while in that employment; which Ss re 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be ] 

PRINTING OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmi 
to the act of January 12, 1895, providing for the pr 
and distribution of public documents, a letter 


saper to accompany bill for relief of John L. Clifton— | 


missioner of 
missioner of Patents and of the 


BROW NING, 


with : 


Patents 


the Senate. 


following 


Senate: 


H. 


H. 


Del Rio, 


H. 


River 
H. 


pany 


H. 
pany 





eases for the year 1905; which was referred to 
on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSI 
A message from the House of Representative 
its Chief Clerk, announced that tl 
| passed the bill (S. 2106) to authorize the 
| bridge across the Arkansas River at or near V: 
in amendment; in which it requested the 
The message also announced that the I 
bills; in which it requested t 
R. 436. An act establishing a United States 
cording district at Duncan, Ind. T., and ¢ l 
tricts therewith; 
R. S977. An act to create a new div 
| judicial district of Texas and to provid 
Tex., and for a clerk for said court i 
R. 18548. An act to authorize the cor 
County, Ala., to construct a bridg 
at Waters Ferry ; 
R. 13567. An act to authorize the Camp! 
to construct a bridge across the St. I 
| Clay County, Ark., at or near the point where 
sections 21 and 28, township 19 
aid river: and 
R. 13568. An act to authorize the Camp 
to construct a bridge across the St. | 
Clay County, Ark., at or near the po WW 
between sections 23 and 26 in township 2 
touches said river. 
ENROLLED BILES § 
The message further announced th S 
had signed the following enrolled bills d 
signed by the Vice-President: 


poses ; 


fJaldwin 


between 
touches sa 


and a 





copy 


of the 


dec 


United States 
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S. 9. An act granting an increase of pension to David P. Bol- 
11. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth B. Gur- 
ne 
5. 16. An act granting a pension to Susan H. Cutler; 
S. 74. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron T. 
Currier > } 
S. 80. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. | 
Stangan; 
S. &1. An act granting an increase of pension to David E. 
Everett ; 
S. 96. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Francis; 
S. 120. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. | 
Buck] 
Ss ¥2. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael | 
ident 
S. 126. An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Street ; 
S. 138. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Linehan ; 
S. 140. An act granting an increase-of pension to Maitland J. | 
F es an: 
> 12. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
oe I 
S. 145. An act granting an increase of pension to Wellington 
Marlett; 
S. 164. An act granting a pension to Helen A. Fredrick: 
S. 178. An act granting an increase of pension to Irene A. 
Cochrane; 
S. 179. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Mayhew 
S. 183. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 
Hunt: 
8.185. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis H. 
Cate 
S. 193. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Eh¢ ; 
S. 206. An act granting an increase of pension to Gordon H. 
She ird ; 
S. 209. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
R s 
S.210. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas P. 
iH 
S.211. An act graniing an increase of pension to Wilson J. 
P 
S.212. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
L 
S. 238. An act granting an increase of pension to John Sav- 
S. 244. Al ‘t granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Br | nas Bramble; 
S.2 granting an increase of pension to Horace E. 
Bal 
‘ anting a pension to Aletha E. Reynolds; 
Ss ‘anting an increase of pension to George Pike; 
Al nting an inerease of pension to Isabella 
Vi ; 
2s.-An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
V\ 
29, An gr gy an increase of pension to William E. 
B 
8.530. An act granting an increase of pension to Kemenskia 
A L. Collins, alias Lewis Collins; 
» An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
(y 
An act granting an increase of pension to Lucinda 
: 7, An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
D ‘ 
172. At t gi g an increase of pension to David F. 
M ~ 
s. 493. An t gi ig an inerease of pension to Charles M. 
W 
Ss. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Kress ; 
S. 509. An act granting a pension to Annie L. Tredick: 
515. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis 


Buckly McCready, alias Thomas Buckly ; 


8.531. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Satterthwait; 
S. 534. An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis A. 


Davis; 
S.564 An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
Hyatt; 





? 

S. 565. An act granting an increase of pension to Lum) 
Alrich: 

S.572. An act granting an increase of pension to Hen 
Salisbury ; 

8.575. An act granting an increase of pension to John | 

S. 576. An act granting an increase of pension to Frede: J. 
Shelley ; 

8.596. An act granting an increase of pension to EF) J 
Harding ; : 

S. 603. An act granting an increase of pension to Lide §. 


Leonard ; 
S. 606. An 
Crowell ; 
S. 622. 
Swain; 
S. 625. 
Bennett ; 
S. 637. 
O'Brian 
S. 644. 
Hubbell ; 


, 


act granting an increase of pension to Jol 


An act granting an increase of pension to H 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ph: 


An act granting an increase of pension to J 
; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Willi: 





S. 647. An act granting an increase of pension to Le l 
Harmony : 
S. 666. An act granting an increase of pension to A 
Patrick ; 
S. 669. An act granting an increase of pension to La , 
Mericle; 
S. 670. An act granting an increase of pension to <A: y 
Barrett; 
S. 706. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha BE. 
Saltar ; 
S. 707. An act granting a pension Alice BE. Gilley; 
S. 714. An act granting an increase of pension to Susie | ; 
15. An act granting a pension to George A. Rollins; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper H . 
85. An act granting an increase of pension to Fran C 
S. 787. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Ernst ; 
S. 837. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliz C 
Dunton ; 
S. 845. An act granting an increase of pension to §S A. 
Page: 
S. 850. An act granting an increase of pension to A) F, 
Devereux ; 
S. 851. An act granting an increase of pension to F: 
Houser ; 
S. 923. An act granting an increase of pension to N 
L. Badger ; 
§. 943. An act granting an increase of pension to Os R. 
Arnold ; 
S. 949. An act granting an increase of pension to Ja H. 
Epler ; 
S. 950. An act granting a pension to Emma M. Rea; 
S. 986. An act granting an increase of pension to Car M 
Doan ; 
S. 991. An act granting an increase of pension to Ja 
Mahon; 
S$. 994. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Weston; 
S.1015. An act granting an increase of pension to h 
McSwain; 
S. 10385. An act granting an increase of pension to A 
McClory ; 
S$. 1038. An act granting an increase of pension to 3 
| Frazier ; 
S. 1041. An act granting an increase of pension to My 
Billings; 
| §. 1042. An act granting an increase of pension to | 
| Piccard ; ; 
| $1098. An act granting an increase of pension to Wi! J. 
| Grau; 
S. 1163. An act granting an increase of pension to Ma 
| Cushing; 
S. 1212. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
| Wilcox ; 
S. 1258. An act granting an increase of pension to Cha! 


| Paige, alias Jackson Morse; 

S. 1270. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
LEY > 

S.1271. An act granting an increase of pension to ! 
Irwin ; 

S. 1303. An act granting a pension to Harrison Brott; 
S. 1367. An act granting an increase of pension to 
oster ; 


‘ 
< 


B 


A] 


By 














i 
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An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
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An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


An act granting a pension to Joann Morris; 


act granting an increase of pension to Philena 


A act granting an increase of pension to Laura A. 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. 


act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 


act granting an increase of pension to James L. 


act granting an inerease of pension to Laura 


act granting an increase of pension to Washington 


act granting an increase of pension to George C. | 


act granting an increase of pension to Alvin 


act granting a pension to Robert Catlin; 
act granting an increase of pension to Ransom O. 


act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
a pension to Ella T. Hapeman; 


a pension to Amanda M. Richey; 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 





act granting an increase of pension to John Heck ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Agues | 


act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
act granting an increase of pension to William I. 
act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
act granting an increase of pension to William C. 


act granting an increase of pension to Fannie I 


act granting an increase of pension to Elijah R. 


act g 


% 


anting a pension to Sarah A. Barger; 





act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


act granting an increase of pension to James P. 


act granting an increase of pension to James J. 


act granting an increase of pensica to John M. 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary . 


act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


act granting an increase of pension to Akey C. 


act granting an increase of pension to Anna F. 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
and 


An act granting an increase of pension to Philip W. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Manufacturers’ Association, of Huntington, Ind., praying | 


for the enactment of legislation to increase 
$1.50 per ton; which was referred to the Commi 


| the table. 


—_ 


> 




























































Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a memorial of Local 


282, Cigar Makers’ International Union of America 
port, Conn., remonstrating against any reduction of 
cigars and tobacco imported from the Philippine Is! 
was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 


He also presented a petition of the Saturday Morn 


* pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the ta 
Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of the N: 


cil, Daughters of America, praying for the enactment 
tion to restrict immigration; which was referred to the Commit 
tee on linmigration. 
Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Sailors’ 


the Pacific, of California, remonstrating against the 
the so-called “ 

He also presented a memorial of the Soft Pir 
Manufacturers’ Association of the Pacific coast, 
ing against the enactment of legislation giving to 


|} Commission the power to fix rates of freight on 
| which was referred to the Committee on Interstate C 
act granting a pension to Florence Greeley De | 


He also presented a memorial from the Board 
San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the 
present national bankruptcy law; which was refer 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the City Front 


i} of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the 


of legislation relating to the complement of crews 


| which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


He also presented the petition of W. 8S. Rod 
of the Mountain Echo, of Boulder Creek, Cal., pra 
removal of the tariff on composing and lin 


1 


and the parts thereof; which was 
Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry 
in the Naval Gun Factory, in the Washington Navy 


referred to the C 


| praying for. the enactment of legislation for t 


skilled mechanies of the gun factory of the W: 
Yard, D. C.: which was referred to the Com 
Affairs. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of the Tar 
of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, of Tacoma, 
ing for the enactment of legislation relat r to 
ment of the crews of vessels; which was referred 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of C 
Everett, Wash., praying that an appropriation ¢ 


made for the support of the Farm Management Bur 


Department of Agriculture; which was referred 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of A. L. Jon 
| 


-| wich, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of 


move the duty on alcohol used for industrial pur 
was referred to the Committee on Financ 

He also presented a paper to accompany the b 
granting an increase of pension to Absalom Wilcox ; 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the } 
and Eckington Citizens’ Association, of the District 
remonstrating against any change in the present 
and praying for an increase of the pey of teachers 


schools in the District of Columbia: which was referre 
| Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HOPKINS presented memorials of sundr) 
Illinois, remonstrating against the enactment of 
establish a postal-savings bank system; which were 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

He also presented a memorial of 450 journeymen 


of Chicago, Ill... remonstrating against the passage 


ealled “ Philippine tariff bill;’’ which was referr« 
mittee on the Philippines. 


Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 
| Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, of 
Pa., remonstrating against any reduction of the duty 


and tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; 
referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 


Mr. STONE presented a petition of Custer Post, 


partment of Missouri, Grand Army of the Re 
Joseph, Mo., praying for the enactment of Ik 
lish a national military park on the battlefield of 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit! 
Affairs. 





New Haven, Conn., praying for the passage of the 


ship-subsidy bill;” which was ordered 





Ks 


2024 
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He also presented a memorial of the board of control of the | 


Pul lie Library of Jefferson City, Mo., remonstrating against the 
adoption of an amendment to the copyright laws prohibiting the 
importation of foreign publications by libraries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 
Hie also presented a petition of New Franklin Division, No. 
0, Order of Railway Conductors, of New Franklin, Mo., and a 


colotive Engineers, of Sedalia, Mo., praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ employer’s liability bill,” and also the “ anti- 


injunction bill;” which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Fruit Growers’ Association, 
of Marionville, Mo., and a petition of the Fruit Growers’ Asso- 
ciation of Seligman, Mo., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- | 
mission; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BURNHA) 
referred the bill (S. 189) to authorize the readjustment of the 


accounts of Army officers in certain cases, and for other pur- | 


poses, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
f d the bill (H. R. 6962) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Phillips, jr., reported it withowt amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4129) to regulate enlistments and pun- 
ishments in the United States Revenue-Cutter Service, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 


was referred the bill (H. R. 13542) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to lease land in Stanley County, S. Dak., for a 
buffalo pasture, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8107) extending the public-land laws to certain lands 
Vyoming, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


report thereon. 


ir. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendme and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 11096) granting an increase of pension to Sion 


B. 4 ZNePr 5 
A bill (H. R. 10552) granting an increase of pension to James 
Wilkinson ; 
A bill (H. R. 10551) granting an increase of pension to Eze- 
kial Polk 
| 


bill (H. R. 9579) granting an increase of pension to John 
bill (H. R. 10521) granting an increase of pension to John 


ill (H. R. 9253) granting a pension to Vollie A. McMillen; 
| (H. R. 7636) granting a pension to John J. Meeler; 
bill (H. R. 7599) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
Ih} Holland: 
A bill (11. R. 7600) granting an inerease of pension to John 
Welch; and 
A bill (H. R. 6993) granting an increase of pension to John 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
Wi was referred the bill (H. R. 18674) to amend an act 


aed : : ee | 
[, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


} 
| 


| 





| act entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (for Mr. Procror) introduced a bil] 
4401) granting an increase of pension to George W. Tomli; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com) 
tee on Pensions. 

Iie also (for Mr. Procror) introduced a bill (S. 4402) for 


~ OF ine ! rs, W fra || relief of Hosmer, Crampton & Hammond and others, and 
petition of William O. Herin Division, No. 517, Brotherhood of 
J 


viding for the adjudication of certain claims by the Coy; 
Claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 4403) to ame: 


the United States,” approved March 3, 1903; which was 


| twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Imm 
| tion. 


Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 4404) granting an in 
of pension to Elizabeth B. Boyle; which was read twice } 5 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the ( 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced the following bills; which wer 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com: 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4405) granting a pension to Julius Stark: 


A bill (8S. 4406) granting an increase of pension to Susan N, 
Fowler: 
A bill (S. 4407) granting an increase of pension to Louis ¢@, 


Emmett; 

A bill (S. 4408) granting an increase of pension to 0 
Willard; and 

A bill (S. 4409) granting an increase of pension to James W, 
Linnahan. 

Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 4410) to correct the muster 


rolls of Captain Kelsey’s company in the Rogue River Indian 
war of 1855 and 1856; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4411) for the relief of 
Mrs. Hermina Martel; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (8S. 4412) to enable the Goy- 
ernment to take official part in the International Exposition to 
be held at Milan, Italy, during the year 1906; which w: ead 
twice by its title, and referred te the Select Committee on In- 
dustrial Expositions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4413) for the relief of J i, 
Tyler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were s« 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 4414) for the relief of John 8S. Logan; and 

A bill (S. 4415) for the relief of Ellis W. Joy. 


Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (8. 4416) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee; which was read 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were se J 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commi! on 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 4417) for the relief of the Boiling Fork Baptist 
Church, of Cowan, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 4418) for the relief of T. T. Ricketts and L. ©. 
Ricketts (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4419) for the relief of the estate of B. F, Larkin, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper) 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 4420) grant n 


| inerease of pension to Nancy C. Tennant; which was read 


entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to supplement | 
ex} g laws relating to the disposition of lands, and so forth, 

yproved March 38, 1901,’ approved June 30, 1902,” reported it 
witl t endment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
f ed the bill (H. R. 11630) granting a pension to Harriet BE. 


S reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
} on 
TALIAFERRO, from the coo on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill = R. 12054) granting an increase 
sion to Martha E. Hallowell, canoe it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a ae thereon. 
\ir. WARREN, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
to whom was referred the bill (8S. 3413) to prevent 
cruelty to animals while in transit by railread or other means 
of transportation from one State or Territory or the District of 


hrough another State or Territory or the 


Columbia into or t 
i of Columbia, and repealing sections 4386, 4387, 4388, 
138% nd 4890 of the United States Revised Statutes, reported 


it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 





by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 4421) for the r 
S. W. Langhorne and H. S. Howell; which was read twic: 3 


| title, and referred to the ——— on Claims. 


Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill ( 4422) granting an i ; 


| of pension to Lindsay Kirby: whic n a read twice by 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (8. 4423) providing ! 
donation of condemned cannon to the University of 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Co 
OI a ivy Affairs. 

le also introduced a bill (S. 4424) granting an incr 
aa nsion to Nettie E. Tolles; which was read twice by it 
and referred to the Committee on ee 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4425) granting 
crease of pension to Malek A. Southworth; which wa- L 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pens 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (8S. 4426) to ame! 
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tion 927 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, re- 
ng to insane criminals; which was read twice by its title, 
1 
the District of Columbia. 

\ir. NIXON introduced a bill (S. 4427) to increase the limit 
cost of the public building at Reno, Nev.; which was read 
ice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
iildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 

on Pensions: 

bill (S. 4428) granting an increase of pension to James F. 

in; and 

\ bill 


ay 
i 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4430) granting a pension 
Thomas H. Collins; which was read twice by its title, and, 
i the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

io? 


4 


\ 


{ 
(S. 4429) granting an increase of pension to Luticia 
= 


SLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4431) for the relief 

George E. Pickett, paymaster, United States Army; 
h was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
r, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

also introduced a bill (S. 
ion to James Drewry; which was read twice by its title, 

‘ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4433) to amend an 
pproved August 3, 1894, entitled “An act concerning 
Yellowstone National Park;” which was read tw 
, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4484) ceding a parcel or strip of 

| to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., for use as a public street ; 

h was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Publie Lands. 

PENROSE introduced a bill 4435) to incorporate 

National German-American Alliance; which was read twice 
s title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
also introduced a bill (S. 44386) to correct the military 

1 of Jonathan Williams; which was read twice by its title, 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ll (S. 4487) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Jane 
(with accompanying papers) ; 


ill (S$. 4488) granting an increase of pension to David T. 


Mr. 1] 
Mtj. 


leases 
rice by 


title 


_ 
i 
I 


(Ss. 


} 


} 


ill (S. 4489) granting an increase of pension to Elias Hor- 


o 
] 


bill (S. 4440) 
iman > 
bill (S. 


lerson ; 


granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


‘ 


4441) an increase of pension to W. C. 
and 

(S. 4442) granting a pension to Bernard Closkey. 
PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4448) for the relief of 
Kountz; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
Committee on Claims. 

introduced a bill (S. 4444) for the relief of J. B. 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4445) to acquire certain 
for a Government reservation ; 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
1a. 

McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 4446) for the relief of 
i citizens of Mississippi; which was read twice by its 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

DANIEL introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


granting 


7 
i 


als 


ims: 
ll (S. 4447) for the relief of the estate of John B. Ege, 
ed: 


ll (by request) (S. 4448) for the relief of the estate of 
llughlett, deceased. 
ll (by request) (S. 4449) for the relief of Napoleon B. 


ns; and 
ill (S. 4450) for the relief of Richard K. Hughlett. 


DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4451) for the relief of 
‘eorge E. Pickett, paymaster, United States Army; which 
‘ad twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ry Affairs. 

WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4452) authorizing the 
etary of Agriculture to make investigations to determine 
est methods of utilizing small water supplies in irrigation 
ons where the irrigation of large areas is not possible, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee | 
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4432) granting an increase of | 


which was read twice | 




















and to demonstrate the relation of this kind to the settlement 
of the semiarid region, and making appropriati { : 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comn 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILI 

Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment authorizing the S« 
retary of the Interior to issue to any Sioux e entitled to 
benefits under section 17 of the act approved 2, 1889, an 
equal value in good stock cattle in lieu of t] leh « et 
to be issued under the provisions of tl uM l to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian ap] m | 5 “( 

ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs lL ord to | 
printed. 
PATENTS FOR ALLOTTED LAND IN OKLA 
Mr PENROSE. I submit a resolution and k for its pres 
i 
| ent eonsideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution wi d 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follow 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the I! j 
rected to report to the Senate of the Ur d Sta 

| he has why he has not iss l, as provided I ( 
proved March 1905, patents in fee mple to O i 

|} Thithequa, Wahnahkethehah, Noten rahpahthe S nd 

| Neconopit, members of the Kickapoo tribe here e n the 
Territory of Oklahoma for land so allotted to tl n I ito 

} That the said Secretary be directed to further report why I 

held payment to the Kickapoo Indians residi: in the Repub! 

|} Mexico of the funds received by him for said Indians the 

|} of the leases upon their individual lands in the Territory of Ok 

| He is further directed to transmit to the Senate all corres] 

between his office or the bureaus thereof and his agents pert it 
investigations of the removal of the said Kickapoo Indians 
Republic of Mexico and their present condition in said Republi 
with all reports of inspectors or other officers of the D 
ment pertaining to said subjects, and the testimony ike 
cers or agents. ‘ 

He is further directed to transmit to the Senate all 1 s of 
vestigations made by inspectors of his Department to tl ynd l 
business transactions of ex-special United States Ag t M I. 
Bentley, detailed in charge of the Kicking-Mexican Kickapoo Indi 1 
Oklahoma during his entire term of service. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the presé 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire as to the nature of 
resolution. 

| Mr. PENROSE. It is a resolution simply calling on the Se 
| retary of the Interior for certain information in reference to 
the Kickapoo Indians. 

Mr. BACON. I have no objection to the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

| The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
| and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

H. R. 436. An act establishing a United States court and r 
cording district at Duncan, Ind. T., and conforming other dis 
tricts therewith; and 

H. R. 8977. An act to create a new division of the . n 
judicial district of Texas and to provide for t s of « t 
Del Rio, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, d othe 
poses. 

The following bills were severally read tw yy their 

and referred to the Committee on Commerce 

H. R. 13548. An act to authorize the coi s ers’ cou f 

Baldwin County, Ala., to construct a bridg ss Perdido 
| River at Waters Ferry ; 
| H. R. 13567. An act to authorize the Campbell Luni C . 
| pany to construct a bridge across the St. Frat River, i { 
| County, Ark., at or near the point wl the section lin “ 
| tween sections 21 and 28, township 19 north, range 9 east, 
touches said river; and 

H. R. 13568. An act to authorize the Campbell Lumber Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. Francis River, in C 
County, Ark., at or near the point where the section line 

| tween sections 23 and 26 in township 20 north, range 9 east, 
touches said river. 
BRIDGE AT VAN BUREN, ARK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2106) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Ar sas River 
at or near Van Buren, Ark. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I move that the Senate r 
in the amendment of the House of Representatives. 





The amendment was concurred in. 

THE MERCHANT 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
the Senate. 


MARINE. 
: 


The morning 


Let the unfinished bus 


ess is closed. 
be laid before 


ie 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, being Senate bill 529. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 529) to promote the national defense, 
to create a force of naval volunteers, to establish American 
ocean mail lines to foreign markets, to promote commerce, and 
to provide revenue from tonnage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I offer sundry amendments, 
which I ask shall be read and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 

The SecreTary. On page 5, line 15, after the word “ above,” 
insert: 
the total number of officers, petty officers, and 
naval reserve shall not at any time exceed 10,000, 

On page 8, line 21, after the word “ the,” 
force on;” and after the word “ deck ” 
“force;” so as to read, “ and of the navigating force on deck.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on the table. 

‘The SECRETARY. 
sea’ before “ fisheries;” and after the word “ fisheries ” insert 
including the coastwise trade of the Atlantic and Pacific and 
the Great Lakes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on the table. 

The SECRETARY. 


men enrolled in the 


+ 


The proposed amendments will lie 


On page 3, line 22, after the word “ States,” 


insert “ navigating 
strike out the word 
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The proposed amendments will lie | 


On page 4, line 13, strike out the word “ deep- | 


insert “ including the coastwise trade of the Atlantic and Pacific | 
and the Great Lakes.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie 


on the table. 

The SECRETARY. 
and add after the word “ deck ” the words “ at sea or on 
the Great Lakes.” . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on the table. 

The SkcRETARY. On page line 21, 
* deep-sea ” before the word “ fisheries.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BACON. I would like to inquire of the Senator from 
New Hampshire if he considers it 


Sea 5 


strike out the word 


2 
», 


On page 8, line 24, strike out the words “ at | 


The proposed amendments will lie | 
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printed in italics and the amendments pending printed in sm 
-apitals 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
brackets. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Printed in brackets. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am preparing, and will have ready in a | 
seconds, an amendment that I want to go in with the order 
a reprint. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. 
to send the bill away at once. 
matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the req 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 1: 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is convenient to the Senator from 
Hampshire, I should like to have him explain one of his ame 
ments which I did not understand fully. I ask him what chan« 
he has made in the bill so far as it relates to the navigat 
force of a ship as contradistinguished from the crew? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment I have offered confines 
it to the navigating force, one-sixth. 

Mr. SPOONER. And defines the navigating force as coni)s- 
distinguished from the cabin force? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not; but I took it for granted 
that that was a term which carried its own definition. I think 
there can be no doubt on that point. 

Mr. SPOONER. In what connection is that language used 
in the amendment? In what part of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In answer to the interrogatory of 
Senator from Wisconsin, I will say that my amendment reads :\s 
follows: 

On page 8, in line 21, after the word “ the,” insert the words “ nayj 
gating force on,” and after the word “deck” strike out the word 
* force,’ so as to read “‘ and of the navigating force on deck.” 





I will not say “small capitals,’ but 


The clerks will not be re 
I hope the clerks will rush 


Jn 


Mr. SPOONER. If the amendment were adopted, how would 
the text read? 
Mr. GALLINGER. It would read: 
Third. That upon each departure of said vessel from the United 
| States at least one-sixth of the crew shall be citizens of the United 


practicable to have those | 


amendments incorporated in a reprint of the bill before we are | 


called upon to vote on them? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it might be done. I am going to 
offer two or three more amendments, and then I will ask that a 
rush order may be made to have the bill reprinted. I offer the 
following proposed amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTary. Strike out all from line 25, page 6, to line 7, 
page 7, and insert: 

The subventions provided for in this section shall not be paid to— 

(a) A vessel for the voyage on which the principal part in bulk of 
her cargo shall have been transported from one port the United 
States to another port of the United States, as provided in section 4347 
of the Revised Statutes as amended by the acts of February 15, 1893, 
and February 17, 1898. 

b) A vessel while exclusively 
pol ts 


ic) 


of 


employed in carrying between foreign 


A vessel for a voyage extending only to a foreign port less than 

150 nautical miles from her last port of departure in the United States, 

from a foreign port less than 150 nautical miles from her first port 
f arrival in the United States. 

(d) A steam vessel of less than 500 tons gross register or sail ves- 

of less than 200 tons gross register engaged in the foreign trade, or a 

| than 20 tons gross register engaged in the deep-sea 


of less 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offered an amendment formerly touch- 
the matter included 

withdraw. I offered it yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
| be withdrawn. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The SECRETARY. 
follows: 


in 


i 


\ | 


The amendment will be stated. 
{ 


I offer the following proposed amendment. | 


The proposed amendment will lie | 


in the last schedule, which I wish to | 


Add at the end of the bill a new section as 


Sr That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal 
this act, in whole or in part, whenever, in its judgment, the public 
interest shall so require, without, however, impairing in any wise the | 


obligation of any contract then in force which shall 
entered into under the provisions of sections 2, 3, 5, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I ask that a reprint of the bill be 
made showing the amendments adopted in italics and the pro- 
posed amendments in small capitals in brackets. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks for a reprint of the bill with the amendments agreed to 


specific have been 
and 6 of this act. 


The proposed amendment will lie 


States 

ty birth or adoption, I believe. 

Mr. SPOONER. TI have an old print, too, now. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is an amendment pending to strike 
that out, so that they shall be American citizens— 
and of the navigating force on deck, excluding licensed officers, at least 
one-half shall be able seamen— 

That is the way it will read. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it leave out “ who are hereby defin 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no— 
who are hereby defined to be men who have had two years or m 
experience at sea on deck. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator wants to leave it so that a 
lake navigator, no matter how competent he may be, will 
be eligible? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, the provision is subject t 
further amendment, and if the Senator offers an amendment 
covering that we will consider it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will offer an amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp 
shire yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield, of course. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will offer the amendments, and I wis! 
make a brief explanation of them. They are the result oi 
investigation that has been made by the Interoceanic (: 
Committee, and I think they are very important to be co 
ered. 

The first amendment is on page 15, line 4, by inserting afte 
the word “and” the words “ port La Boca on;” so as to read: 
From a port on the Pacific coast of the United States to M: 

Central America, and port La Boca on the Isthmus of Panama. 

The next amendment is, on page 13, line 8, to strike out 
words “a port,” after the word “from,” and insert “each « 
two ports;” so as to read: “From each of two ports o! 
United States on the Gulf of Mexico;” then after the word 
* Mexico ;” and after 


I have an old print. 





” 


to insert “and from New Orleans; 
word “and,” in line 9, to insert “to the port of Cristobal 01 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama 


| poses amendments, which will be read. 





The SecrRETARY. On page 13, line 8, after the word “ Fro! 
strike out the words “a port ” and insert the words “ each of | 
ports;” after the word “ Mexico,” in line 9, insert “and f1 
New Orleans,” and after the word “and,” in the same line, 
sert the words “ to the port of Cristobal on.” 
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‘Ir. BACON. Let it be read in full now, Mr. President. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The clause will be read 

to be amended. 
» SecRETARY. AS proposed to be amended it will read: 


as pro- 


From each of two ports of the United States on the Gulf of 
ind from New Orleans to Central America, and to the port of 
1 on the Isthmus of Panama. 
page 15 i 
‘GALLINGER. Just one moment, Mr. President. I will 
he Senator from Alabama to explain briefly what he pur- 
to accomplish by that amendment. I understand that it 
lishes two lines under this subdivision instead of one, to 
with, 
MORGAN. It establishes three lines of ships and defines 
Orleans, it being not on the Gulf of Mexico, but 150 miles 


GALIANGER. It establishes three lines on the Gulf of 
» instead of one line in the bill. 

MORGAN. Yes; Sailing to the Isthmus of Panama. 
GALLINGER. Does not the Senator think that the Gulf 
co is pretty well taken care of in the bill as it stands? 
MORGAN. It is not the Gulf of Mexico we are taking 


f. It is 5,500 square miles of territory of the United | 


that is drained by the waters of the Mississippi and its 
ries. In that 5,500 square miles there are 13,500 miles 


my 
Paw VV ADS 4a¥ Ad Lic 
the powers conferred upon tl 
in the subsequent amen ry law 
of this agreement entered into by § 
of the Panama Govern x 4 
pended, subject to r: mn | 
ment, and that Cong 4 not 
elected. It will be elected in July; and 
have to skirmish for our privileges in t 
from the Panama Government the | 
to permit us to send to the Ist is to 
free of Panama duties whatever we n 
the construction of the canal 1 the 
I propose to put an express declarat 
ships are authorized to leave a Pacifi 
of La Boea on the one side and are if 
of the Atlantic and go to the port of 
side, so that this Congress will d 
are American ports. It makes no diffi 
body else may hereafter el to de 
cede, I want to put that proposition i 
time I have had an opport to d 
essential to the construction of the can 
the peace between the two Governmen 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I 
is to have the amendments printed, so I 


‘able waters already under improvement by the Govern- | 


of the United States. There is also the great port of Gal- 
which represents practically the great empire State of 


{ ion. There is also either Mobile or Pensacola to the east 
epresenting together, I may say, the waters that reach 
the Chattahoochee River, the dividing line between Georgia and 

in; and the waters of the Alabama River, which reach 
| Georgia and Mississippi. 


re are two ports provided, not one for Pensacola and one 
bile, but one for either of the places that the Postmaster- 
( | may consider to be for the best interests of commerce. 
New Orleans, of course, there is a port established from 
a vessel would sail, and also from Galveston. 
in providing in the bill, as was announced by the Senator 
New Hampshire, liberally for the Gulf of Mexico the pro- 
is for the great West and the great Central States of the 
in Union, bounded on the-east by the Allegheny Moun- 
nd on the west by the Rocky Mountains. 
trade, Mr. President, that commercial power of pro- 
, ought to be represented on this bill more liberally by 
in it is in the establishment of lines of intercommunica- 
th the isthmian country of America. 
1 we get down to Panama a difficulty arises at both ends 
» canal, The difficulty is that in the treaty called the 
e Varilla treaty,” as I understand it (perhaps I am in 
bout it), there is an outside Panama port in each of the 
; of Colon, or Bay of Limon, and Panama, through which 
s entering the canal are bound to pass, and they are 
] ia ports under that reaty. 
re is a provision, however, in the treaty by which a de- 
mn of ports may take place, and it has been effected to a 
Governor Davis, while in charge at Panama, made an 


Aa 


vement with the Government of Panama for the delimita- | 


two ports lying side by side in each of these bays, one a 
. port and the other a port of the United States. 

etary Taft, answering certain very urgent objections that 
ade by the Panama Government that that delimitation 
asioned an opportunity for passing ships into the Zone 
it their passing through the Panama port, and thereby 
x certain arrangements of tariff dues, port dues, light 
ind so forth, necessary, entered into what is called a 
is vivendi,” that fashionable and modern invention for 
around difficulties in the United States. That modus 
i makes a provision which, as I read it, in effect is a con- 


1 on the part of the Panama Government in favor of the | 


{ | States, that for all commerce entering into the canal for | 
purposes and for the feeding and clothing of canal opera- 
and hands the Government of the United States shall be 

red as the government owning the port of entry, so that 
ill have the advantages of an American port, and tariff | 
ould not be charged against those people in American 


yn the other side there was a delimitation of ports, and our 
there is called “ La Boca,” and the other port is called the 
of Panama;” on the bay of Limon the Panama port is 
and the port of the United States is Cristobal, and of 

se the like conditions would exist in all these four ports 
ler the modus vivendi whenever it becomes operative as a 


On our part, the Government of the United States, through 





of this bill it was felt it was very libe 
| of Mexico, four out of the seven new 
| having their departure from the Gulf of 
| from Florida [Mr. Ma.ttory] has offe 
posing to establish one more in 
making two lines instead of one, wh 
would be accepted. The Senator from 
additional new lines. It is a matter 
earefully. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Pres t, I should 
from New Hampshire a ques m. As 
in favor of this part of the | As | 
that the Guif of Mexico hi: n quite 
the bill, I wish to the S« tor if he 
coast has been properly provided fé 
rectly, there is provision f ily « 
Atlantic coast. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is w 

Mr. BACON. Am I incorrs 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is 
vision is from a port of the Atl 
from a port of the Atlantic coast to 1 
a third from a port of the Atila 
are three provisions for Atian ‘ 

Mr. BACON. I see. I was thi 
I said there was only o but 1 

Mr. GALLINGER. Y« > B 
and Argentina. 

Mr. BACON. I had overlooked tl 
there was one to South A i it I] 
that there was oul ne to South A 
was incorrect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The §& 
amendment that was ] sed by 

The SrecreTary. On page 15, line 4 
and before “ the,’ inser Port La B 
““and Port La Boca, on the Istl s of 

Mr. GALLINGER. TI 

The VICE-PRESIDENT I 
on the tabk 

Mr. ALLISON. I di to ie § 
shire a question 

Mr. MORGAN. Was my am t 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Und 

nent the amendme! ean D 

1dment will be printed in ft 
ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely unde 
Hampshire to say he had no ol n 
to be an acceptance of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ¢ 


the matter the Senator from Alabama h 


tion of the Senate further than to say 





is no objection to the 
from New Hampshire. 


Mr. ALLISON. I 
New Hampshire. In 


cluded? 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


desi 


al 


The Senat 


this 
provided in the bill is it expr 


a 


‘ 


rt 


re 


maiment 


» t] 


arr: 


i 


: 


d that 


o>” 


~—® 


a | 
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Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator regard New Orleans as a 
Gulf port? I understand that the Senator from Alabama pro- 
poses as an additional port New Orleans, on the idea that New 
Orleans would not be included in these designated ports unless 
mentioned by name. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is my idea. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if that is his view of the language of the bill as it now 
stands? I think that is a very important question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I want to remove all difficulty in respect 
to New Orleans, so that it shall not be excluded on the ground 
that it is not a Gulf port. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I had supposed that New Orleans would 
considered a Gulf port. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it ought to be mentioned specifically, 
if there is any question about it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
rectly enters the Gulf. 
very carefully before the amendments are voted on. 
agree that New Orleans ought to be taken care of. 
question about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the Senator from Alabama in- 
tended to add only one additional port instead of two if the 
phraseology now in the bill would include New Orleans. 


be 


I quite 
There is no 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator intends to make but two 
lines - 

Mr. MORGAN. Three lines from Gulf ports. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understood it was two additional lines. | 

Mr. MORGAN. The port of Cristobal, which is on the Carib- 
bean side of the canal. 


Mr. BACON. I understand from the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama that it is the intention to provide not simply 
that there shall be a certain number of lines from ports on the 
Gulf coast, but that there shall be different ports—New Orleans 
and some other port. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
‘rom New Hampshire to the fact that under the provisions of the 
bill the two lines which are provided from the Atlantic coast 
for the South American trade might both be starting from the 
same point on the Atlantic coast. If the principle is to be 
adopted in regard to the Gulf coast, it seems to me it ought also 
to be extended to the Atlantic coast; that where there are more 
lines than one, there ought to be more ports than one from 
which the lines should start. The first provision is for a line 


It is on the Mississippi River, which di- | 
However, I will look that matter over | 





from a port on the Atlantic coast to Brazil, and the second is | 


for a line from a port on the Atlantic coast to Argentina, but 
there is nothing in the bill which will prevent both those lines 
from going from one port. 

In regard to the question as to whether New Orleans is a 


Gulf port, of course the same question would arise as to ports | 
I suppose, of course, that New Orleans would | 


the Atlantic. 


be reg; 


»« 


on 


rded as a Gulf port in the same way that Savannah is 


I do not offer any amendment upon that line, but I wou), 
suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire, in charge of ; 
bill, that possibly the bill might be amended in that particulay 
some advantage. There are several important products w)jj.-\; 
are shipped from southern ports to South America, and it woujd 
be a very great hardship if they had to be sent first to New Yop) 
and then shipped from there south to South America. [f we 
are to enter upon this business of the development of this trade 
we ought to have regard to the fact of the convenience of 
shippers—those who are to be engaged in the trade that is tv | 
developed—and if it is not practicable to provide specifically foy 
separate lines to different ports, it seems to me to be entirely 
practicable and desirable that there should be a provision {, 
this bill that these lines of steamers—there will be probahiy 
several lines of steamers which will doubtless start from New 
York—should step or touch at the various ports, in order tht 
they might all have the advantage of the lines of communiecatioy 
which would be thus opened and developed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it occurred to the framers 
of this bill that there was not only a difficulty, but a danger jy 
attempting to name specific ports. That would at once arouse 
antagonism; and it was a grave question whether or not this 
was a feasible thing to do. However, we can look that over 
later on. 

Mr. President, I want to occupy a little of the time of the 
Senate this morning in further discussion of the bili. First. 
I want to put in the Recorp, without reading, a_ resolution 
adopted by the New York senate and assembly a couple of days 
ago, which indorses not only the purpose of this bill, but the 
bill in terms. It passed the senate of the State of New York 
unanimously and passed the assembly by a vote of 95 to 16. 
It is gratifying to me to observe that more Democrats voted 
for the bill than voted against it in the assembly of New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
referred to by the Senator from New Hampshire will be in 
serted in the Recorp without reading. 

The resolution referred to is as follows: 

[State of New York. No. 14. In assembly. Calendar of bills. 
duced by Mr. Hill.] 
Monday, Fesruary 12, 1906 
A concurrent resolution of the legislature of the State of New York, 
addressed to the United States Senators and Representatives in 


Congress of the United States from the State of New York, in relation 

to American shipping in the foreign trade by sea. 

Whereas our merchant marine engaged in the foreign trade, which 
1810 carried 90 per cent of our foreign commerce and to-day carries 
10 per cent thereof, is now only one-third as large as it was in tle 
zenith of its development in 1860; and 

Whereas an American merchant marine, with trained and experienced 


in 


Intr 


| Shipmasters, officers, and seamen, sailing under the flag of the United 


| States is essential to our national defense as an auxiliary to the 


N 


| in time of need; and 


regarded as an Atlantic port, although it is 16 miles up the | 


river the ocean. 
reg an 


that city to the Atlantic Ocean. 
be any objection, if it is so desired, that there should be a simi- 


from 
arded 


In the same way Philadelphia would be 


AS 


lar definite specification as to the Atlantic ports. I do not 
think, however, that it is necessary. New Orleans would un- 
doubtedly be regarded as a Gulf port, and all the cities on the 
Atlantic coast would be regarded as Atlantic ports. 


Put my object in rising was to call attention to the fact that 
the case of the Gulf ports it is proposed to be specific, to say 
shall be at New Orleans and that the other shall be 
elsewhere, whereas, as to the Atlantic ports, where there are 
several lines provided for, the phraseology is such that each 
iight be started at the same port, and that doubtless 
would be at the port of New York. There is no doubt about 


t one 


ALLISON. Mr. President, I 


( stion, and should not have done so but for the fact that the 
Senator from Alabama introduced an amendment here under 
the impression that New Orleans was not included in the bill. 
I had supposed up to that time that it was included. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator was quite correct—and I 


eall attention to it—in his construction of it. I would suggest 
to the Senator from New Hampshire that possibly the diffi- 
culty which occurs to my mind as to the concentration of the 
benefits of this bill at one port might be met if the phraseology 
should be so changed as to provide for the touching of these 


lines of steamers at the different ports along the Atlantic 
cozust—the lines of steamers I now refer to are those that go to 


the South American ports—because if they started from New 
York they would necessarily pass near to all the Atlantic ports 
between New York and South America. 


Atlantic port, although it is some distance from | 
I do not suppose there would | 


| magnificent system of canals, now under enlargement, and in the 4] 
did not care to raise that | 


Whereas upon the recommendation of President Roosevelt a Con 
sion, consisting of five Senators and five Representatives in Congr 
was appointed to investigate this subject, and public hearings were 
in most of the leading Atlantic, Gulf, Lake, and Pacific ports of 
United States, resulting in a report, accompanied by a bill to carry 
effect the recommendation of the Commission, which measure is 
pending in the Congress of the United States and is designed to 
build and rehabilitate our shipping in the foreign trade: Therefore, 

Resolved (if the assembly concur), That the legislature of the St 
of New York commends the work, the report, and the bill of the | 
gressional Merchant Marine Commission as worthy of the support of | 
Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United States fi 
the State of New York; be it further 

Resolved (if the assembly coneur), That a copy of these resolutions 
be forwarded to the Senators and Representatives in Congress from | 
State of New York. 

{Assembly, No. 14. Introduced by Mr. Hill.] 


A concurrent resolution of the legislature of the State of New York 
addressed to the United States Senators and Representatives in Co 
gress of the United States from the State of New York, in relation | 
pilots and coastwise sailing vessels engaged in domestic commerce. 
Whereas the State of New York is deeply concerned in all matte 

affecting its commerce and in the welfare and prosperity of Its c! 

zens engaged in transportation, as is shown in its maintenance of i 

pointment of commissions to inquire into the cause of the decline and 

the means for the revival of its commerce; and ; 

Whereas sailing vessels in our coast trade (many of which are owned 
in this State) are at present subject to an unjust and onerous burden 
in being compelled to employ State pilots in the ports of the Stat 
south of the Capes of Virginia, whether the services of such pilots 
required or not, a compulsion from which steam vessels have been ‘ 
empt by an act of Congress approved on February 28, 1871, near!) 
thirty-five years ago; and * 

Whereas bills are now pending in each branch of Congress, to w'', 
Senate bill No. 30 and House bill No. 5281, providing for the exemption 
of sailing vessels in the coasting trade from the compulsory employment 
of State pilots when such vessels are commanded by licensed pmsted 
States pilots or when they are in tow of tugboats that are commande 
by licensed United States pilots: Therefore, be it a 

Resolved (if the assembly concur), That is is the sense of the legis- 
lature of the State of New York that American sailing vessels in thé 
coasting trade should be exempt from the compulsory employment of 
State pilots as American steam vessels have been: And, therefore, be it 
further 

Resolved (if the assembly concur), That the Senators and Representa- 
tives from the State of New York be, and they hereby are, respect- 


1906. 


———— 


lly requested to support and advocate the enactment of such meas- 

‘¢ in Congress providing for such exemption as being conducive to 
. increase of our commerce and the greater prosperity of our citizens. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, I want to very 
\eiefly eall attention to the letter which the senior Senator 

mm Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] had placed in the Recorp yester- 

vy from a shipper in the city of Galveston. The Senate will 
ember that letter. Jts author, a Mr. Mosle, was before the 

chant Marine Commission, the Commission having held a 

sion in the city of Galveston. He was asked some questions 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Matitory]. I was not pres- 
at that hearing. 

ator MALLORY. What is your occupation? 

‘ir. MosLE. I am in the shipping business. As far as I know there 
ily one vessel from Galveston under the American flag that is going 
hore, and that is the John Francis. 

Just think of it! That great port of Galveston, on which we 

have spent millions and millions of dollars in making it suitable 

navigation, has just one American ship going out of the port 
engaged in the foreign trade, and that is a schooner—the John 
‘is. Mr. Mosle made this further observation: 

‘ontrary to Colonel Gresham, have a distinct view on this subject. 
ive followed this matter for a couple of years. I followed Senator 
e’s bill, and I have read it carefully. I am at it as a means of 

ng a living and not as a pastime, and I am fully convinced that 
any subsidy will be a failure, and absolutely convinced that we will 
1 have any merchant marine unless we have free trade, free ships, 

i, what is more than free ships—free crews. I should like 

condition. 

Senator MALLORY. What do you mean by “free crews?” 

Mr. Mostye. By “free crews”’ I mean the privilege of employing the 
men we can get hold of, regardless of nationality. 

Then he admits that that can not be done under our present 

law. He further says: 

supply of men to man ships consists of foreigners to a very 

large extent, and the difference in the wages, although this may seem 
itter of surprise to you, but I have noticed it repeatedly, does 
seem a sufficient inducement to get men on the American ships; and 

| take it, crew for crew, the foreign crew is better than the American 

crew, although getting lower wages in a competitive port. 

That, of course, is ridiculous. 

Mr. President, this gentleman who, as I understand, repre- 
sents a foreign steamship company at Galveston, advocates 
free ships, free crews, and free trade, and yet he has the 
audacity to write a letter to the Senate of the United States, 


res 


ry 
l 


to see 


when it is considering a bill for the rehabilitation of the Ameri- 
can merchant marine, protesting against the passage of: the 
bill. I feel sure that he does not represent the opinion of the 


people in his part of the country. 
lor instance, I have here resolutions adopted by the Bruns- 
wick, Ga., Board of Trade on January 4, 1906, which I will read: 


Whereas, upon the recommendation of the President, a Commission 
ippointed by the last Congress, which thoroughly investigated the 
dition of American shipping, said Commission presenting a report, 
together with a bill to carry into effect its recommendations: and 
hereas the Commission found that 9 per cent of our ocean carrying 
ne by American vessels, 91 per cent being carried by the subsidized 
vuntied shipping of other countries, that annually about $200,000,- 
are being paid to foreign ships, and this condition the Commission's 
would so remedy as to give to American ships a much larger and 
share of our deep-sea carrying; and 
reas said Commission has framed a bill now pending before Con- 
‘ss, after full hearings in all parts of the country, the entire Com- 


Wh 


n agreeing, it is understood, that some legislation is not only 
desirable but necessary for the revival of our merchant marine, differ- 
ing only as to methods; and 

Wl 


ereas the commerce of the United States with the West Indies, 

Central and South America is steadily increasing, is nearest the south- 

ern ports, increasing with Cuba in the past seven years from $28,000,- 

000 to $134,000,000, with Porto Rico from less than $4,000,000 to over 

$25,000,000—destined, with reasonable aid to our merchant marine, to 

se with South and Central America in equally wonderful pro- 
ns and equally important to this port and other ports on the 

h Atlantic coast with Gulf ports: 

olved, That this board earnestly appeals to Congress to amend 

s te bill 529, or any: like measure which may be passed, in the 

1 section thereof in the first to eighth paragraphs, inclusive, so as 
pen the ocean mail service therein provided for to all Atlantic and 

Gulf ports. 

Resolved, That this board earnestly appreciates and commands the 
tic work of the Commission, deems this a question above party, 
ippeals to the Congress to pass some wise measure for the revival 

merchant marine in American ships, built in American ship- 
is of American materials, thus paving the way for supremacy in this 
field of effort in which the United States is exceeded by other 
is, and earnestly hopes our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
will see their way to support such a measure already appealed 
’ the legislature of Georgia, and of vital importance, as this board 
ves, to every citizen of the State, and wiping out the humiliation 
he leading nation in commerce carrying 91 per cent of its trade 
reign ships under foreign flags. 
olved, That a properly certified copy of this resolution be trans- 
ted to the President of the Senate, Speaker of the House of Repre- 

‘atives, and to each of our Senators and Representatives in the Con- 
of the United States, 

by order of the board, 


J. STovaLt SMITH, President. 


Attest: 
C. D. Oaa, Secretary. 
Adopted unanimously. 
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I will also read resolutions adopted by the New Orleans 
soard of Trade, as follows: 

Resolutions of the New Orleans Board of Trade, December 13, 1905 
Whereas upon the recommendation of President Ro elt a Comm 
sion was appointed by the last Congress which th y investig: I 
the condition of American shipping, said Commission presenting a re 
port, together with a bill, to carry into effect its re ! ; and 

Whereas the Commission found that 9 per cent ot 1 carrying 
is done by American vessels, 91 per cent being carried by th ibsidized 
and bountied shipping of other countries; that an lly $200,000,000 
are being paid to foreign ships, and this condition the ¢ ission’s 
bill would so remedy as to give to American ships a much larger and 
fairer share of our deep-sea carrying; and 

Whereas the Commaission’s bill conforms in its provi to the | 
tices of other nations in dealing with their merchant shipping, and 
designed not only to give our shipowners a greater share of our fore 
carrying, but to create a demand for American materials and Ameri i 
labor in shipbuilding as well as afford employment afloat for American 
shipmasters, officers, and seamen, the ships and men being essential t 
the national defense for auxiliary naval purposes in time of trouble 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the New Orleans Board of Trade, recogni t] 
pressing importance of an American mercantile marine, wari com 
mends the work of the Congressional Merchant Ma e Commission, and 
expresses the earnest hope that its bill will r fe the support 


Louisiana’s Senators and Representatives in Congre 


s, to the end that 


we shall have an effective and enduring mercantile marine commen 
surate with our position as a great world power; and be it further 


Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the Presi 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 


Representatives 
an@ to the members of the Louisiana delegation in Congre 


tress 

I have similar resolutions from the Commercial Club of Mo 
bile, the Chamber of Commerce of Pensacola, and the Board of 
Trade of Brunswick, Ga., showing that the gentleman who 
wrote that very remarkable letter which was read yesterday 
does not represent the business interests of the section of ¢ 


oun 

try from which he writes. 
Mr. President, if the suggestions made by that gentleman 
should be carried into effect, what condition would we be in? 


He is in favor of free trade, free ships, and free crews. We 
would have a ship built in Great Britain, Germany, France, or 
Norway, manned by officers and seamen of foreign 
the only thing American about it being the flag; and probably 
this gentleman would have that flag manufactured in Great 
Britain or Germany, because they can make flags much cheaper 
than we can in the United States. That is mdition in 
which we should be in that great port of the United States, upon 
which Congress has spent a great many millions of dollars and 
which is without American shipping; and that would be his cure 
for the condition of things that exists to-day, where in that 
great southern port there is just one ship carrying the American 
flag in the foreign trade, and that a schooner. 

I wish to say a few words in reference to the naval-reserve 
feature of the bill, which was discussed yesterday at er 
able length. I think that I stated definitely enough yesterday 
the origin of the present provision. ‘The Merchant Marine Com- 
mission had agreed upon a provision that they the 


ught w 
but upon reconsideration they were led to think that the prov 


nationality 





the ¢ 


} 

I 
neicd 
CODSIG 


is Wise 


sion of the naval board, which was amended by increasing the 
retainer to the officers and the men to a considerable extent, 


was perhaps a more workable scheme than the one the C 
mission had recommended. 

In advising the appointment of a commission to study tl 
question the President of the United States, a1 
mendations, specifically suggested that the 


iong otl 


question of a nay ] 


reserve ought to be taken into consideration. The Co ) n 
was appointed upon that recommendation of the President after 
the passage of the law, and they could not well, even if th 


had been disposed to do so, overlook that part of the Presidential 
message, and they accordingly took that into consid i 
connection with other matters. 

The Senator from Georgia [|Mr. Bacon] yesterday had a litt] 
colloquy with me, and perhaps with other Senators, 
possibility of having this naval reserve mixed on sh 
while I said that my information led me to believe that the 
British Government had exactly that plan in operation, 
Senator from Georgia stated that he had received informati 
to the contrary; that they were separated entirely. I have 
made some further inquiries about it from a source I think en 
titled to the greatest possible credence, and I find, at | : 
information leads me to believe, that the British Government has 
mixed crews of naval-reserve men and others in mar Pa 


ships. In some instances they require one-fourth to be 1 
reserve men, and in the Cunard contract they require o1 
to be naval reserves. So it does seem to me tl what I sug 
gested in regard to this matter, so far as the British plan w 
concerned, is probably correct. 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that while, of cou 
it would not be proper for me to give the name of the gentlh l 
who gave me that information, he is a Member of the House 
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of Representatives. He stated to me that he had made a very 
careful study of the matter, and that that was a fact, as stated 
by him to me, about which he could not be mistaken. That is 
the source of my information and the extent of it. I will state 
further to the Senator that the Member of the House who gave 
me that information is one who belongs to the same political 
party as does the Senator himself—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. He must be a good man, then. 

Mr. BACON. And not an opponent of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think he is wrong about it. That is 
my impression, but I do not know that that is a matter that 
ought to take up much of our time in this discussion. I have 
reason to believe that the Navy Department would not have 
recommended a scheme that is not workable, and that they have 
examined into it very carefully and are of opinion that, if it is 
incorporated into law, there will be no difficulty in enforcing it. 

Now, Mr. President, in reference to some protests that have 
been presented here in opposition to this naval-reserve feature, 
I noticed in the Recorp that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] presented a letter from Mr. Samuel Gompers, who, after 
admitting that he did not know much about it, stated that he 
was of the opinion that it would not be to the advantage of the 

imen if this provision should be incorporated into law. I 
have here the action of the Association of Masters and Pilgts 
of Steam Vessels of the United States. Every one of those 
men is an American, and every one of those men has won mer- 


ited promotion from the forecastle up to the position he now 
occupies. They have gone through the different grades of the 


service to that point. I will ask the Secretary to read the reso- 
lutions adopted by that organization, which ought to have ¢ 
good deal of weight with the Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF MASTERS AND PILOTS OP STEAM VESSELS. 

January, 1905. 

ships now conyey only 10 per cent of the imports 
United States, while 90 per cent are conveyed in 
thus building up at the expense of the American people 
of foreign nations; and 
Whereas this condition of affairs deprives American officers and sea- 
employment in ocean trade, and thus prevents the development 
of an adequate naval reserve in our own country: Therefore, 


Whereas Americ: 
and exports of the 
foreign ships, 


ival reserve 


n 


men o 


Resolved, That the American Association of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels, realizing the need of American deep-sea shipping and 


the value of a strong merchant fleet to the nation in peace or war, 
heartily commends the work of the Merchant Marine Commission, au- 


thorized Congress on the recommendation of the President, and 

1 s the prompt enactment of Senate bill 6291, reported by the Com- 

ion, “‘to promote the national defense, to create a force of naval 

volunteers, to establish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, 
» promote commerce, and to provide revenue from tonnage.” 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, with the consent of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, I should like to have inserted in the 
Record an extract from the New York Journal of Commerce of 
February 7, which I will ask the Secretary to read, bearing upon 
the present bill, and showing the activity of the Japanese in the 
particular line of effort we are now contemplating. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NEW JAPANESE LINE—FIRST VESSEL FROM 
REACHES IQUIQUE, 
SANTIAGO, CHILE, February 6, 1906. 
arrived at Iquique to-day the first vessel of the new steam- 
ween Japan and South American ports. The steamer will 
) Valparaiso. Great expectations are entertained of profit 
to Chile in the export of nitrates to Japan by this line. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have only one further observation to 

in reference to the nayal-reserve feature of the bill, and 
t] is in reply to the contention of the Senator from Wisconsin 
| Mr. SPooNeR] that the payment of these retainers would result 
in the lowering of seamen’s wages. That, Mr. President, it 

s to me, is utterly without warrant. It would be quite im- 
possible for the men who operate ships to take advantage of 
any retainer that the Government of the United States gave 
to these men, under conditions that they should serve the Goy- 
ernment in time of need, to reduce their wages. It seems to me 
that it will, if it does anything in that line, tend to increase 
their wages. It establishes a higher standard and will certainly 
do in this country what it has done in Great Britain; that is, 
to improve the seafaring class, increasing the respect that they 
will have for themselves and the respect felt for them by their 
fellow-countrymen. 
not necessarily as a favored class, but as a class of seafaring 
men who may be caled a “ picked class,” and instead of lowering 


SOUTH AMERICAN PORTS 


There 
» line 
p lin 


tf 
| thene tT 


make 
that 


“ 


their wages or their standing or their respect, it has tended to 


increase both their standing and their respect, and I think, to 
some extent, their wages. 


This class in Great Britain are looked upon, | 
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The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] yesterday—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt hip)? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New H:; 
shire yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator mean by “ incre 
ing their standing and respect? ” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Simply as I said—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Does it mean greater dignity? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think they are looked upon as a ej» 


| of men who have had instruction that puts them a little a) 


the ordinary seamen. 

Mr. SPOONER. And they will stand on the ship, a relati 
small number of them, both in the same grade, as receiving 
more pay and being entitled to greater consideration. Is tha} 
the theory? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I see no reason why that should be so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would not that naturally be so? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. That had not occurred to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They will stand on the ship under 
direction of the officers of the ship, and, of course, they wo 
observe the rules and regulations of the ship, and be compelled 
to do so. They might have in their inner consciousness a {i 
ing that perhaps they were a little superior to somebody « 
but in the performance of their duties I see no danger in { 
direction at all, and I do not think the Senator can. 

Mr. SPOONER. A fellow who has that in his inner « 
sciousness generally makes it manifest by his outward ma: 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a pretty good idea for men to }: 
that inner consciousness, especially if they have earned it. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison] suc- 
gested yesterday that he was in doubt as to whether or not there 
was any need of subventions to ships sailing on the Caribbean 
Sea. As I understood the Senator, he did not commit hims 
fully to that view, but he made that suggestion. I want to ¢all 
the attention of the Senator to the figures of our carryi: 
trade with Cuba and the West India islands. Take our carry 
trade with Cuba, and it is very illuminating. For some reason 
or other—I do not know what—there has been a tremendous 
decline in the percentage of the trade that we carry in Ameri- 
I have here a table of our carrying trade with Cub 
from 1895 to 1904. It shows the imports and exports carric: 
in American and in foreign vessels. It is as follows: 

OUR CARRYING TRADE WITH CUBA. 
Imports into and exports from the United States in its trade with ( 
during the years ending June 30, 1895 to 190}. 





es 








1 


| Imports, vessels | Exports, vessels Total vessels 

















| } | } | 
1895. .... $24, 506, 998 $28, 363, 344)$8, 323, 439 $4, 484, 222 $82, 830, 437 $32, 847, 566 49.99 


Year | rought in. carried in. carried in. Per 
enaee | ene cs: oo ce it 
June A : A of : | Amer- 
| Ameri- a al meri- : Ameri- a _— 
| * can. Foreign. | “can | Foreign.) “can Foreign. | ican. 
i — ahi ee 
| 


1896_...- ("23° 684.172) 16,383,558) 5,357,728) 2,173,152) 29,041,900, 18,506,710; 61.( 
1897_...- | 10,382,460; 8,074,355) 6,449,875) 1,800, 901| 16,782,335] 9884256, 62.95 
1898. ..--| 7,864,973, 7,367,504) 6, 738, 813) 2,822,843) 14,603,786) 10,190,347) 58.90 
1899. ..- 10, 886, 849) 14,521, 979/10, 784, 387) 7,831, 990) 21,671,235, 22,353,969) 49). 22 
1900... 15, 534,012) 15,836, 413), 197, 351/32, 314, 949) 29,731,363, 28,151,362 51.36 
1901... | 20,269, 954) 23, 152, 348)14, 829, 696/11, 135, 105) 35,090,650, 34,287,453, 50. 5s 
1902___.- | 16, 453.981) 18, 239, 696}13, 608, 20013, 015,300) 30,062, 131) 31,254,966, 49.0 
1903..... | 22’ 490, 644! 40,322, 718|11, 792, 402) 9, 968, 440) 34, 283,046, 50,291,158) 40. 47 
1904... | 99° 968, 224) 54, 014, 586/14, 281, 517/13, 091,608) 37,249, 741 3 


67,106,194, 25. 69 


| | 





Imports brought in cars, etc., are as follows: 1895, $917; 1900, 
$1,279 ; 1901, $786; 1902, $1,087; 1903, $129,428 ; 1904, $608. 
Exports carried in cars, etc., are as follows: 1900, $1,100; 1905, 
796; 1904, $4,340. 
na “ay J. N. WHITNEY, 
Acting Chief of Bureau. 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, A 
BUREAU OF STATISTICS, May 9, 1905. 

So that while ten years ago we carried in American shi| 
almost as much of the imports from Cuba to the United States 
as was carried in foreign ships, in 1904 we carried considera)ly 
less than one-half—only 35 per cent. 


A 


While the proportion ol 
our exports to Cuba carried in American ships averages annu- 
ally higher than the proportion of our imports, it will be see! 
that the proportion of our imports from Cuba carried in Ameri- 
“an ships in 1904 amounted to only 35 per cent. : 
Mr. ALLISON. I wish the Senator would give the totals 0! 
ach of those years. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
insert in the Recorp. 
Mr. ALLISON. It appears to me, from the reading of tlic 
statement by the Senator, that that can not include all the 
commerce between Cuba and the United States. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It does absolutely include it all. Last 
year there were $22,000,000 of imports from Cuba earried in 


It will be found in the table that I will 
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American vessels and $54,000,000 in foreign vessels; of the ex- | 


orts $14,000,000 were carried in American yessels and $13,000,- 
000 in foreign vessels. 

Mr. President, the trade with the West Indies, exclusive of 
Cuba, is likewise illuminating. For the year ended June 30, 
1904, there were carried in American vessels $6,284,000 worth 
nd in foreign vessels $23,686,000. So to the West Indies, ex- 
jusive of Cuba, we carried only 20 per cent in American 
vessels, 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], in his very careful 
analysis of the bill—and I am glad that he studied it and gave 

us who are trying to represent the necessity for this legis- 
ination the aid of his important counsel—made an observation 
that if we gave a subvention to the cargo steamers they would 
necessarily compete with the mail steamers, and in that way 
it would do more harm than good. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will permit me, I did not say 
“ necessarily.” I would not venture a statement of so strong a 
character. 

\ir. GALLINGER. Perhaps I ought to have used the word 

possibly ” instead of “ necessarily.” 

\ir. ALLISON. It occurred to me that we were subsidizing 
two classes of ships, and that they would naturally compete 
with each other. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I very likely did not use the proper 
phrase. I got the impression that the Senator took that posi- 
tion. I have looked that matter up a little since last evening, 
nd I find this to be true. 

It is the almost unvarying practice of regular steamship 
lines all over the world to run a certain number of cargo ships 
in connection with their regular mail liners. 

These cargo ships are essential to the completeness of a line 
of- ocean transportation. On the land the railroad has its 
express cars and its fast freight trains, corresponding to the 
regular mail liners on the sea; and besides, the railroad has its 
slow freight trains for coal, bricks, ore, ete., corresponding to 
the cargo steamers. 

Che mail liner first makes trade and then as its volume 
grows the bulkier and cheaper commodities are turned over to 
i 





} 


he cargo steamers. 
Thus the Ward Line, the best developed American example 
ocean trade, has four or five fast steamers carrying mails, 
passengers, and freight from New York to Cuba and Mexico. 
But this line also employs several vessels with small passenger 
capacity, or none at all, but great cargo capacity of relatively 
slow speed, running in connection with the mail liners, for the 
bulkier commodities and for service to minor ports. 

The Red “D” line to Venezuela, receiving mail subsidy under 
the law of 1891, has three or four mail liners and one cargo 
steamer employed chiefly in Caribbean waters. 

The British Canadian Pacific line to China has three mail 
subsidized steamers and two slower cargo vessels. 

The American mail lines to South America and the Orient 
would have none but mail ships at first, but as their trade de- 
veloped would do as the Ward line and foreign companies have 
done, and utilize slower cargo vessels for a large part of their 
traffic, 

‘cargo subventions are given by the United States, these mail 

will build American cargo steamers; otherwise they will 
utilize foreign steamers, and the building and operation of these 
cargo ships will be lost to this country. 

There are how almost no American cargo vessels in our for- 

gu trade, except the sail vessels, and until the mail lines be- 
come well established it is not likely that many cargo steamers 
will be constructed here. 

These cargo vessels do not compete sharply or disastrously 
with, but rather supplement, the mail liners of the same sery- 

e—any more than the slow freight trains of the railroad sys 
tem necessarily injure the faster freight trains or express-car 


be rvice, 


] 


Both mail liners and cargo vessels are essential to the most 
tisfactory expansion of a country’s commerce. 

rhe cargo subventions of the present bill, moderate in amount 
| leaving something to American economy and enterprise, are 
large enough to induce the overbuilding of these vessels. 

[It is my judgment, after some study of this question, that 
the pending bill would be very incomplete if the motion which 
the Senator from Georgia has given notice he will make should 
prevail, to strike out the provision for a subvention to cargo 
teamers. I do not think there is any danger of our trade being 
overburdened with that class of ships, but I do believe that they 
‘ire essential to a complete system designed to expand American 
trade and to build up the American merchant marine. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say this morning. I simply 





wanted to answer with as much brevity as possible some of the 
objections made to the bill yesterday; and the matter is now 
open to other Senators. 

Mr. FULTON. I offer an amendment to the pending Dill 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be stated. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrerTary. In line 10, page 14, after the word “ from,” 
strike out the words “a port” and insert the words “ each of two 
ports, namely, Puget Sound and the Columbia Rive and in 
line 10, page 14, after the word “the,’ to insert the word 


** North.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of discussing this bill, but to make a suggesti : 
to a suggestion made by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
GALLINGER], who has it in charge. 

On Monday I received from a citizen of Galveston, Mr. H. 
Mosle, an argument, in the form of a letter, against certain pro 
visions of the bill under consideration. On yesterday, there 
being a lull in the debate and desiring to that extent to inform 
the Senate as well as to continue the proceeding without un- 
seemly interruption, I suggested that the letter be printed in the 
ReEcorD, so that Senators this morning might read and have the 
benefit of the suggestions which it contains. At the suggestion 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISon] it was read, and of 
course appears in the Recorp. The Senator from New Hamp 
shire, it seems to me, has referred to this small incident rather 
fretfully, characterizing the act on the part of Mr. Mosle as 
one of audacity, that being the word employed. 

Mr. President, my acquaintance with this gentleman 





true is slight, but he is a very intelligent man and a good 


citizen. His letter is couched in respectful language 


states a number. of facts which are entitled to consideration. 


So far as the publication of the letter is concerned, the 
tleman had no concern with it at all, and whatever there 
may be to blame respecting that feature of it 1 take upon myself. 

I simply rose, Mr. President, to bear testimony to the ch 
acter and intelligence of this gentleman and to suggest to t 


Senator from New Hampshire that it would probably be better 
to answer his statements and his arguments than to charac- 
terize the writing of a letter to a Senator, which was published 
in the Recorp, as an act of audacity on the part of a resident 
of a State. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I certainly have no dis- 
position to get into an unpleasant controversy with my friend 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. He is one of the last 


Senators in this body with whom I would seek a controversy 


on any subject, because of my cordial relations with him 


Perhaps I ought not to have used the word “ audacity,” but 


it seemed to me not a very strong word in view of the fact 
that this man of foreign birth, representing a foreign ste 
ship company, had given to the Commission at a time when 
are trying to build up this languishing industry his views 
favor of tree ships, free trade, and free crews, and then w 

a letter to us on the subject. I thought he had expressed h 


views very plainly and bluntly and without qualification h 
testimony which he gave before the Commission. 
He had a right to send the letter here. The Senator fr 


Texas had the undoubted right to have it read and printed, 


it will go for whatever it is worth. I have no disposition to be 


offensive either to the Senator or his constituents, and if tl 
word “ audacity ” ought not to have been used, 
can be substituted in the minds of Senators. 





Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is hardly necessary for 


me to say that in the few remarks I made a few moi ‘ 
I had no desire to provoke a personal controversy, or a cont! 


versy of any kind, with the Senator from New Hampshire. 1 


simply wanted to bear testimony to the character of the writ 
of the letter as a good citizen and a man of intelligenc 


I desire to add, while I am on the floor, that there is a great 
deal in the letter besides the suggestion of free ships and free 


crews. There is, as I remember, a suggestion which, so f 


I have been able to ascertain, has not yet been met 
debate—that there is an absolutely useless waste of 
money with reference to some of the features of the bil 


characterize it by no severer language. ‘To that feature « 
bill particularly this letter is directed, and so far as I | 
heard there has been nothing said here to meet the sugges 
made by the writer of the letter. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If it is in order to sul 
desire to offer an amendment to the pendin 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi of- 


fers an amendment, which will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. 


It is proposed to insert as a new section the 





following 
I no part of the subsidy by this act provided for shall be 
I l Ss tor or Representative in Congress or member of the 
‘ judici department ; or to any member of the fa ily of 
S it Repre tative, member of the executive or judiciary 
‘ tment; or to any corporation of which such Senator, Representa- 
tive, member of the executive or judiciary department, or member of 
i f ily of such Senator, Representative, member of the executive or 
vy department shall own or shall have owned, in his or her or 

iy oO r nal any of the stock. 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER. In section 1, beginning in line 11, page 5, I 
move to strike out all after the word “ fisheries.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

[The Specrerary. On page 5, line 11, after the word “ fish- 
eric it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the section, 
as [olloWws: 

Each officer, petty officer, or man of the naval reserve thus enrolled 
who not served for six months of the preceding year on vessels of 
the United States in the merchant marine or in the deep-sea fisheries, 

t has complied with the other prescribed requirements for enrollment 

1 the naval reserve, shall receive one-half the annual retainer as enu- 
merat se , 

The 3-PR ESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do that for this reason: 
The language employed in this section before the clause which 
I move to eliminate from the bill grades the officers in the naval 
service and the men, and provides for pay of each grade—a 


eighty dollars, seventy dollars, 
forty dollars, thirty-six dollars, 
a year—when they shall have 
months in the merchant marine or 


ten dollars, ninety, 

xty dollars, forty-eight dollars, 
hirty dollars, twenty-four dollars 
during the year 


hundred and 


served six 


tii de f p-se a fish erie Ss. 

I have not the slightest desire to disturb that portion of the | 
sectiol The provision which my amendment would eliminate 
s one which proposes to pay out of the Treasury one-half each 


‘retainer,’ graded as I have indicated, to 
ng them to have served during the year one 
either in the merchant marine or in the deep-sez 


annual 
ve quir 


vear of that 
men without 


ron the sea, 


from New Ha 
sterday—and of course it 


mpshire [Mr. GALLINGER] agreed 
is indisputable—that that is the 


ihe senator 











ct of the language employed, and added that that was the 
ntion of the proposition, which comes not from the Commis- 
1 that investigated the subject and is responsible for this bill, 
from the Navy Department, and is intended to apply—that 
he only possible justification I have heard for it—to those | 
I who have served in the Navy and have left the Navy. 
It is an offer of reward, not for going to sea, not for serving on 
a ship, but for an agreement to hold one’s self liable, on the 
mand of the President, at any time during four years, to 
S in defense of the Government, if called upon. It is an | 
1 ssary appeal, through the dollar in the Treasury, to the 
ism of men who have once served under the flag and who, 
assumed, would not, if occasion called for it, return to its | 
se and give the Government the benefit of their skill and 
é » unless in the meantime they have had from the | 
sury this donation of money which they have not earned. 
1 that stricken from the bill all sailors who join the | 
serve, and who have served during the year six months | 
\ receive this money. That is all that should be in 
l « that s and I hope the Senator from New 
) said yesterday he was not at all insistent upon 
sion which my motion is addressed, will see his way 
‘ ‘ } ite lf 
er provision in the geen center to offer 
t the thir * subdivision on page 8 This 
, be « roverted, although I hope not. 
each departure of said vessel fri the United 
y shall be citizens of the United 
1 their i to become citizens, 
! i 1 officer least one-half shall 
‘by defined to be men who have had two 
1 ond K. 
So far as I know there is no definition or provision in the 
statutes as to the number of able seamen required to constitute 


the complement of seamen on a ship. If I am mistaken the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALIINGER], certainly the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] who sits before me, will so 
advise me. Perhaps from the silence of the Senator from Maine 
I may assume that I am right. There is a provision, section 


4463, which declares that— 


1mer carrying passengers shall depart from any port unless 
¢ have in her service a full complement of licensed officers and | 
i WV; ient at all times to manage the vessel, including the | 
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| into the boats, and managing the boats so as to preserve, 


| owners, 
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proper number of watchmen. But if any such vessel, on her voy 
is deprived of the services of any licensed officer, without the co: 

or collusion of the master, owner, or any person interested 
the vessel, the deficiency may be temporarily supplied until ot)! 
licensed can be obtained. ' 


That, as a statutory regulation concerning the manning of 9 


vessel, it seems to me, unless there is some technical learn) 
about it with which I am not familiar, is utterly inconse- 
quential. 


There shall be, the statute says, a full complement of license 
officers and a full crew. What constitutes a full crew? Who 
determines that? Is it determined by the Commissioner of 
Navigation or are there rules to determine it? 

Mr. FRYE. It is determined by the inspectors. No shin 
sails without the inspector having given a certificate that there 
has been a compliance with the law. 

Mr. SPOONER. The inspector determines how many men 
necessary to constitute a complement? 


afte 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir; and their qualifications and character. 
Mr. SPOONER. They determine whether the men are capa- 
ble? 


Mr. FRYE. Yes. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator was quite correct yesterd: ty, as 


| I look at the statute, in his statement that the word “ crew ” is 


used in generic sense. In chapter 7, Revised Statutes, relating 
to the offenses and punishments committed by and inflicted upo: 


A 


| Sailors, section 4612: 


In the construction of this title— 
“Title "—it is not simply the chapter, but the title covering 


| the whole subject— 


In the construction of this title, every person having the command 
of any vessel belonging | to any citizen of the United States shall be 
deemed to be “master” thereof; and every person (apprentices ex 
cepted) who shall be employed or engaged to serve in any capacit ity on 
beard the same shall be deemed and taken to be a “seaman;” a1 d tl 
term “ vessel”’ shall be understood to comprehend every descrint ion of 
vessel navigating on any sea or channel, lake, or river to which the 
provisions of this title may be applicable, and the term “ owner” shail 
be taken and understood to comprehend all the several persons, if more 
than one, to whom the vessel shall belong. 


So if only the word “crew” is used as applied to a steam- 
ship it includes, as the Senator, I think on further reflection, 
stated yesterday, the waiters, the department of the stewards, 


| the stokers, and all of the men engaged in any capacity perhaps 


below the master on the ship. 

So far as I am able to discover, in this bill is to be found for 
the first time an attempt by Congress to draw the line betw n 
the waiters, the steward’s department, those who in time of 
danger need help more than they are able to afford it, and the 
real sailors or navigating force on the ship, who in the at 
of accident, the destruction of the ship, the necessity to leave 
it and use the boats, are the men upon whom reliance must be 
placed, and almost solely upon whom, with the officers, reliance 
must be placed for lowering the boats, helping the passengers 
as far 
as possible, the lives of those who have committed their fate to 


| that ship upon the sea. 


Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. The inspector is obliged to pass upon all that. 


He is obliged to find a sufficient number of seamen on board the 
ship before she sails to steer, to navigate, to handle the boat, to 
take care of the sails, and all that sort of thing. That is 
of his duty, and he has to do it before any vessel sails. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but there are some horrible evidences 
of the fact that that provision of the statute has sometimes not 
availed to the protection of human life. There may be cases of 
which we shall never know. 

Mr. FRYE. Only one. 

Mr. SPOONER. More than one. In England there 
some, and in this country there have been more than one; and 
it ought not to be left entirely to inspectors. For its effect upon 
upon the question of ultimate liability, for the safety 
of crew and passengers, there ought to be by this time some 
statutory rule, first, as to the manning of ships, and, second, as 
to the definition of what constitutes an able seaman or what 
should constitute the navigating force, using the words wiich 
were used in an amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire this morning. It says here: 

At least one-sixth of the crew shall be citizens of the United States 
cr men who have declared their intention to Lecome citizens. 

That means one-sixth of all employed in any capacity on the 
ship. It is quite immaterial as to those who wait upon you, at 
the table, a very large force on the ship, except for furnishing 


+ 


& part 


were 


| employment to citizens of the United States; the important 


sating force on deck. 
GALLINGER rose. 


thing is as to the navig 
Mr. 











1906. 


Mr. SPOONER. I will listen to the Senator. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
i to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
\ir. SPOONER. Yes. I have no objection to that require- 


GALLINGER. I rose simply to say that, as I recollect, 
phraseology in that clause was copied after a similar 
seology used in other shipping bills, except that this bill 

a definition requiring two years’ service. The definition 
be imperfect, but I think it greatly strengthens the bill 
pect to the quality of the men. 

(r, FRYE. The Senator did not ask Furuseth? 
- GALLINGER. No. 
SPOONER. The Senator from Maine says 
Furuseth. I know Mr. Furuseth. So does the 
found Mr. Furuseth to be a man of very large 
in who understands the sea, a man who has spent his whole 
arly upon it. 
FRYE. He has been twenty years in Washington, I 


n 


Senator. I 


- SPOONER. 

] pon the sea. 
of manhood, a sailor. 

1 in almost every position, except perhaps that of an officer 


He has spent practically a large part of his 


p e ship, and who has sailed upon every known sea except the 
M rranean. He has been in Washington. Whatfor? Torep- | 
r t the interest of the sailors, his class, in the industry of the 
y . Is that a reproach to him? There is not an industry 


or a craft in this country or any other which is not organized 
for the protection and for advancing the interests of its members. 

; not enough, or it ought not to be enough, to condemn a 
ition in the Senate of the United States to say that it 
‘ ites from one who is here as the delegate of a class of men 
to affected by it. 





ery great interest in the United States has at times its 

agents here in Washington, more or less listened to, permitted | 
t sent properly in one way and another the interests which 
tl re here to represent. 

ther this proposition or a proposition should be embodied | 
il Mr. President, depends not upon the source whence it 
comes, but upon the merit of the proposition itself. In building 
U merchant marine by bounties out of the Treasury raised 
i ch taxation throughout the whole country, to encourage 
t] nstruction of ships, the investment of money in shipyards, 
\ it give some attention to the interest of the men who are 
t n the ships? 

FRYE. Mr. President 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
J to the Senator from Maine? 

SPOONER. Certainly. 

FRYE. I, without intending to do it, provoked this ora- 
t f the Senator from Wisconsin. 

SPOONER. Not oratory. 

FRYE. I desire to say to the Senator from Wisconsin | 
t \Ir. Furuseth has been known to me a good many more 
1 than he has to the Senator, and that he has always had a 
! ¢ before the Committee on Commerce, and a full and 
f iring, on every proposition that he has made. Many of 
] positions have been accepted and made into law. I have 
I ig against Mr. Furuseth at all, except that now cer- 


he is no sailor and has not been for quite a number of 
years. He represents the Sailors’ Union on the Pacific coast. 
union now controls very largely the sailors on the Pacific 


SPOONER. I presented yesterday a series of resolutions 
the sailors of the Great Lakes, from Chicago, in which they 
the same view precisely of this compulsory provision as to 

ployment of naval-reserve men on ships that Mr. Furu- 

kes, representing the Sailors’ Union on the Pacific coast. 
iS proper to hear Mr. Furuseth as the representative of 
ilors before the Committee on Commerce, if any of his 
sitions be found to be reasonable, of course I am not sub- 

) criticism or censure that I have permitted him to talk 
me. I reserve to myself the right to obtain information 
matters concerning which I am to legislate from any 
e, and whatever I urge upon the Senate I urge upon the 
te not because some man has told me this or that, but be- 
upon reflection I think the proposition is a reasonable one. 
y should not the Senate of the United States and the Con- 
of the United States take peculiar care that there shall be 
ery steamship which sails under our flag out of a port of 

ited States a complement of sailors competent by experi- 

n the sea to meet the exigencies which so often confront a 
and Mon so often destroy the ship and its cargo, human 

vd freight? 


he did not | 


intelligence, | 


He became early, before he had reached the | 
He is a Scandinavian, who has | 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the §S W 
yield to the Senator from New Hamps 

Mr. SPOONER. lL will yield, but I } l hat 
I wanted to say. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not sh to 

Mr. SPOONER. No; if the Se I ‘ 
tion, I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not want to ask a « stion. I 
simply wanted to repeat what I think the S: or did rt catch 
when he became interested in the Furuseth i dent, that tl 
of us who constructed this bill had an impres t] 
quirement of two years at sea, making that servic 
of an able seaman, improved the bill, and would give t 
a better quality of men. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, Mr. President, but not 
ful definition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not such a definition as the Bi h 
commission which dealt with this great subject of 1 ning 

| Ships saw fit to prescribe. They thought there ought to : 
some limit as to age; they thought that a boy of 1 l I 
| who had served at sea on deck—under this pro “dl t 
service on deck at sea makes a seaman; he might have served 
in the cabin of a steamship—should not be reg ed 

seaman. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, on that point, if 
Senator can present a better definition I think we would be g 
to have it. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is just what I am tr x to do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am glad the Senator is 1 ng 
effort. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am giving the reason why I t! 
inadequate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I y t to 
say a single word concerning Mr. Furuseth. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Commission listened to Mr. I h 
in San Francisco very attentively. In the hearings he 5 
from page 1212 to page 1277, 65 pages, and s« l thro 
testimony there are a great many places y e Mr. Fun i 

| appears. 

Not only that, but the Commission treated Mr. Furuseth with 
so much consideration that a portion of the Commission vi “dl 
a ship in his company and inspected it. But the Senator will 
agree with me, I feel sure, that this is not the bill to t 


all the evils which may exist in reference to s« 
Mr. SPOONER. No. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


en on sh ps. 


The Committee on Commerce is charged 


with that duty, and, as I said, I think the Senator will ‘ 
with me that this is not the proper bill for legislation of th 
Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly there are grievances 
defects, in the law which need not be corr “din tl 
tion, but here is one matter concerning icl 
United States were heard by the ¢ 
Commission has attempted to deal with, a 
is found in this bill. Two years ago 
Mr. GALLINGER. I want to say t Se 
the words “deck force” I confess I 
Mr. SPOONER. I know it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I was misled by 
I did not think it included the waiters l 3 
Mr. SPOONER. Of course. I did not vy that until 
friend from Maine [Mr. Frye] informed me yesterday | e 
is more or less—rather more than less—tech f e, 
in the calling. The Senator has d s i ed 
the bill up to this moment in the Se » with ) ty 
and in a manner to challenge the admiration and res 
every member of this body and everyone who 1 s 
of it outside of this body. We all want to do what 
about it. If any proposition I make is, | e of f 
knowledge, improper to be adopted, it is « edful to s r 
me wherein I am wrong. In the last C lL offs i 
amendment to the bill, which was in charge of the S r f 
Maine [Mr. Frye], as I recollect it, and it \ l 
Senate: 
Provided, That except in the se of 
clusively at least 75 per cent of the nay 
That does not mean this great mass of m¢ 
who are not obliged to know anything about n 
not obliged to have ever served at sea on a ’ 
familiar, except in a very limited way, with tl 
at least 75 per cent of the navigating c: 
shall be individually effective hands 
That is the navigating force. On the St. Pa 3a 
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| 
great ship, there is a crew of 377 men all told; 36 constitute | 
the navigating crew or are supposed to be able seamen. I am 
told that on the Morro Castle there is a crew of about 120 men 
all told. Sixteen of these are rated as able seamen. 

I am not dealing with the mass of stokers and the men who 
are employed in the cabins, but I am dealing with the men 
in whose hands in danger lies the safety of the ship and the 
men, women, and children on the ship. As to those people, 
Congress can not manifest too careful solicitude. This pro- 
portion may be too large, but it is a large proportion of a small 
force on a ship, and it is important to the owner as to the 
safety of his property ; it is important to those interested in the 
cargo; it is important to those who sail on the ship, passengers 
and crew, that in this chosen number of men—the last reliance 
in time of peril and the best reliance—care shall be taken that 
they are fit—fit as to age, fit as to experience. 

Now, an individually effective hand was in the amendment 
which passed the Senate, defined as follows: 

That is, of a rating not less than able seaman, and no one shall be 
signed as an able seaman— 

That is an injunction laid on the owner of the ship and the 
master of the ship. It carries with it a liability for disregard of 
law. When you find that the temptation to rake in dollars, as 
in the Slocum case, at the peril of the lives of thousands, is too 
strong to be resisted, it ought not to need much argument to 
convince Congress that this is a point for needed care— 
no one shall be signed as an able seaman unless he shall be 19 or more 
years of age and shall have served at least three years on deck at sea or 
on the Great Lakes. 

Mr. President, the British commission fixed the standard at 
three years. That is a country of sailors. Some members of 
the commission thought three years too short a time. Appren- 
ticeship, I understand, in the British merchant marine is four 
years. I do not know how it is in our own. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This matter was somewhat discussed by 
the Commission. I will say to the Senator I feel sure there will 
be no opposition to a suggestion to increase the term to three 
years. It may be a proper thing. It certainly will not do any 
special harm; it may do a great deal of good. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is an error, it is an error on the side of 
life and safety. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 





I agree with the Senator about that. I 


think, however, the Senator’s proportion that he has in that | 


amendment, which he says was incorporated in a bill which, I 
think, came from the Committee on Commerce, would be abso- 
lutely impossible of fulfillment under existing conditions. 


Mr. SPOONER. I have thought, Mr. President, that strik- 
ing out from the naval-reserve provision that clause of it to 


which my motion was addressed, which enables a great mass 
of men to draw this sum each year without earning it at all, 
without sailing the sea a single day, would probably increase 
the number of real sailors, who, glad to take this additional pay, 
could be found to take the places necessary for the force upon 
which so much depends, 

Mr. GALLINGER. It might somewhat increase it, but I 
think the Senator would find it a difficult task to discover the 
great mass of sailors that he speaks of, as they do not exist. 

Mr. SPOONER. Well, take it on the St. Paul. There are 

77 all told. Thirty-six of those men are supposed to be 
able seamen, perhaps, are able seamen within this definition, men 
who have served on deck at sea three years, or, as you have it 
here, two years. It would not be very difficult, I would think, 
with this increased pay which a man may earn if he only enlists, 
at the same time, to get 75 per cent of 36 men. But if that pro- 
portion is so high as to make it utterly impracticable, that is a 


men, 





matter for consideration. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 


yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. PERKINS. If my friend will permit me, I wish to call 


his attention to a point which he has not considered, or at least | 


he has not mentioned it. 
Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly there are many. 
Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is a distinguished lawyer, and 


has, perhaps, certainly as much influence as anyone in the Sen- 
ate and outside of it in framing public opinion. 


as a lawyer in admiralty cases,-in representing the owners of 
vessels, will agree that if the owner is not actuated by a higher 
motive he desires to protect his own property, his crew, and 
those who may take passage on his ship. 
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In referring to the statute of able seamen, the Senator ¢: 
Wisconsin forgets that in the engineering department of « 
ship there is the great motor power for propelling the 
while heretofore, when we were boys following the sea, j: 
the sails of our ships, the winds of heaven, and all the »): 
the deck were sailor men who might trim those sails to 
breezes that propelled them through the ocean. 

Now, the greatest danger on every steamship, as the Sey. {oy 
well knows, is that of fire and accident to the machinery o;/ 
ship. The engineer’s crew are all trained and should have 
drill at least every week. That is the regulation of every 
organized steamship company. In the engineer’s department 
the chief engineer takes charge of one of the boats, one on { 
starboard quarter or the port quarter. The first assistant 
gineer takes charge of another boat, and it is manned by t)e 
engineer’s crew, who are well disciplined in the engineer's o- 
partment. While perhaps the coal stokers and the firemen ye 
not classified as able men, they are sailor men. Only a few 
weeks since there was a fire on one of the steamships on the 
Pacific coast, and, in a great measure, for the safety of that ship 
and the lives of the passengers they were indebted to the coa| 
stokers down beneath the decks in the hold of the ship, who 
came to the deck and there manned the whole fire hose and ex- 
tinguished the fire. 

So in the steward’s department, while they are not sailor men, 
seamen in the words of the statute, the chief steward is 
signed to one of the boats, and when the gong rings the alarn 
for fire each one is at his station and mans the halyards and 
swings the davits, if he does not become rattled and disabled to 
do his duty. 

Therefore, I want to say to the Senator from Wisconsin, we 
all have the same object in view, to see that the ships are prop- 
erly equipped and manned, but the necessity does not exist that 
there shall be so many able seamen on a steamship as on a s:il! 
ing ship, because each department of the ship, as I haye said 
before, the engineers, the steward’s department, the coal passers, 
the firemen, are all disciplined and drilled, and when the 
alarm is struck, if they know their duty and have been prop- 
erly disciplined, they are at their stations to save life and prop 
erty. 

I am in full accord with the Senator’s views; and if the })il! 
is defective, we ought all of us to unite together and perfect 
it. If two years’ experience is not sufficient, let us give them tliree 
or four years’ experience. But there are many who learn more i) 
six months or a year at sea than others who have followed it «|! 
their lives. I have been shipmate on ship with sailors where 
there were thirty-six able seamen and only four boys or four 
ordinary seamen, and it was only one of us four boys who wis 
permitted to steer that ship, to remain at the helm. It was be- 
cause those boys had an interest in what they were doing. Tlicy 
were looking forward, and hoped to rise by faithfulness and by 
ap intelligent understanding of their duties as sailor men on 
that ship. 

I have been connected for many years with the transportation 
business on the Pacific coast. We had 3,000 sailors at one time 
in our employ, and there was not an engineer on a ship who did 
not come up there from a water tender or a fireman. There \ 
not a captain or a mate or a boatswain on that ship who did 
not come in through the forecastle and work himself up to tlie 
position he held as an officer. That is the right kind of spirit 
to have in the sailor men, and I join the Senator from \W'is 
consin and the Senator from Maine and other Senators in 
giving a dignity, if I might use the expression, to the profes 
sion of a seaman, for it requires great personal courage, skill, 
and application if he would rise and excel in his profession. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply wanted to inform the Senator from 
Wisconsin that there is a bill now under consideration by ! 
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Committee on Commerce and that letters have been received 


from all over the country asking to be heard on that very ! 
and the bill deals with the very subject the Senator is now t: 
ing about. There will be hearings in the committee for at | 


t 


} 


two or three weeks on the very question which the Senator 's 


hear the other side, if there is any other side. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am very glad to have 
yielded to the distinguished Senator from California [\!" 
PERKINS]. He referred to me and my knowledge as a dis! 
guished admiralty lawyer. I never tried an admiralty cas 
my life. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator has the ability to try one, 
any rate. 


] 


arguing, and I hope the Senator will attend the hearings a)! 


at 
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Mr. SPOONER. I have lived in a region where the only ves- 
yas a prairie schooner or a Milwaukee schooner [laughter], 

I do not, in what I present to the Senate on this subject, 
from experience or technical knowledge. gut there is 
senator here who out of large experience could give the 


e much information, and that is the distinguished Senator | 


California, who is not only a distinguished Senator, but, 

3 about to say, an Ancient Mariner. I will not say that, 

rr, because that would be a charge of age which the Sen- 
appearance successfully refutes. But I did not learn 
the Senator’s observations whether he is in favor of or 
ed to the amendment which I read in the presence of the 
S te, 

' PERKINS. I am in favor of the amendnient. 
SPOONER. I am profoundly grateful, Mr. President, 
have been able to bring the distinguished Senator from 
( rnia, and the only member of the Senate, so far as I 

who has ever served as a sailor, to the support of this 
sition. I shall offer it now with sublime faith that it will 
pted. I move to strike out all of subdivision 3, on page 8, 
the word “ citizen,” in the twenty-first line, and to insert 
llowing: 


ided, That except in the case of steamers navigating rivers ex- 
at least 75 per cent of the navigating crew, exclusive of 

d officers, shall be individually effective hands—that is, of a rat 

less than able seamen; and no one shall be signed as an able 
1 unless he shall be 19 years or more of age and shall have served 
st three years on deck at sea or on the Great Lakes. 

» Senator from New Hampshire will observe that I have, 
hy this amendment, attempted to open the door, which his bill 
( s and locks, to the sailors of the Great Lakes, to make it 

ble for them to enter that part of the merchant marine of 
nited States which is to draw this bounty during the years 

the Government shall pay it. There is no stormier sea, 

ore dangerous navigation, to be found anywhere than on 

reat Lakes. There are men—and they made their skill and 
presence known in the late war with Spain—in great num- 

; on the Great Lakes—men from Wisconsin, from Minnesota, 
Michigan, from Ohio, and from other States—as competent 

to handle ships on the great sea as they are on the Great Lakes. 





ere is no reason why any bill should be drawn upon this | 


t which with studious care excludes them, and it sur- 


prised me a little that they should be excluded when we remem- | 
ber not only their fitness and the splendid character of the 
S 1 of seamanship in which they are educated, but the fact 
{ only last session Congress passed this proposition with 
t element of eligibility service on the Great Lakes in it 

d this bill leaves it out. I can not suppose it was intended 
to narrow the operation of this bill to the Atlantic or the 
I coast, but certainly a broad spirit of the legislation 


( t to seek to bring to the service of the Government in time 
of peace and in time of war sailors from everywhere in the 
U! 1 States. So I hope that proposition will be adopted. 
[ wish to offer two more amendments to the bill, each of 
h involves the same proposition, and I shall have finished. 
I move to strike out subdivision 6, on page 9, and at the top of 
page 10; I also move to strike out section 7, beginning in line 19, 
( ge 15, and extending to line 7, on page 16. 
se are sections which require as a condition precedent to 
yment of the bounty or subvention, that the master of the 
shall employ and have on the ship one-eighth, one-sixth, 
ultimately one-fourth of the naval reserve. It says “ one- 


ry 


er under the statutory definition of “crew” and under the 
tion of “crew,” as given by Judge Story in 3 Sumner, as 
( ‘ising “‘every one employed in any capacity on a ship.” 
» master ought to be left free to employ members of the 
reserve if he can get them and they satisfy him. He 
to be left free to employ good American sailors wherever 
ome from, whether they have entered into this naval en- 
nt or not. 
e provision of the bill which proposes to pay these men a 
simply for having served six months at sea, or, not 
g served a day at sea during the year. in consideration of 
‘ contract to serve in war if called upon, and to make their 
loyment compulsory, is to put the Government in the atti- 
e of giving to a class not simply the open door to an employ- 
t, but a governmental pressure for employment to the ex- 
on of men just as capable and just as patriotic. 
‘here is a principle in it that is un-American ; there is a prin- 
ple in it that may well force men to abandon a career at sea in 
» measure, unless they shall have enlisted in the naval reserve ; 
nd the more successful this proposition for a naval reserve be- 
mes, the more men who enter into it, the more pronounced 
| intensified will be the injustice worked by it or through 


> mf & 





h of the crew.” I believe that would be a very large | 





peace and in time of war, but who nevertheless 
enter the naval reserve and to collect from the G 


I 


retainer, as it is called, which they w 
they have not asked f 
to be omitted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 


tion of th 


e Senate 


xr from Wisconsin 


r, and which tl 


Mr. President, 


cure a better class of seamen, and to 1 
to secure American seamen or those who 1 
citizens, I offer what I send to the desk 


to the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sen 


bh 


mits an amendment intended to be pro} 


be read. 
The Secr 


ETARY. 


tion the following: 


No subvention, compensation, or subsid 


shall be pai 





d ‘for 


on the table. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 
few words in support of the amendmen 


Mr. NEWLANDS. 


Mr. PATTERSON. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
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S$ proposed to in 


any steamship or 
an as part of its deck force or c1 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The propos 
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Mr. President, I 
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Certainly. 


tor from Nevada will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. 


It is moved by Mr. New! 
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Will the Senator 


ato 


1] 


allow 
him for one moment in order that I may submit 


That 8S. 529 be recommitted to the Committ 
instructions to report in connection therewith 


of the vessels required for service in the ocear 
in section 6, and as to whether it is pr 


Government 


of the mail 


to construct a I 
mentary to the war ships, to be used as colliers 
in the emergency of war, and as to whet 
such ships to private 


lines con 


tem 


practicable to organize a 


States in th 
fourths by t 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


I think, and the only good feature of the bill so well urg 


| posed by the Senator from Nevada will lie 
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The motion subi 
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the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. GALiLIncer], is the nay 
reserve feature, although connected with it there are a num! 


of objectionable things. 


secure more effective seamen, to secure a gre 
ican seamen on the vessels that may fly the Ame 
all Senators concur in 


effort may be, the better will be the s« 
ships and American shipowners, and the m 
the American Navy manned by men who ha 


the view that 


the 


7) 


gut the avowed purp 
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more 


ey 


that this system most likely will give to the: 
The amendment which I have introduc 


relates to the ship deck or the deck force 


There are not very many American 
deck crews or sailors, but those lines y 
for crews but they use them for waiters and for what may | 
ealled the minor duties—duties that 
discipline and courage than are requil! 
stitute the deck crew or force. 


The ame 


of the cabins, or for any of the work 
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necessary to » 
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But little reflection, it seems to me, must convince any Se! 
ator that the effort to secure a nayal r 
as to any lines of ships that carry Chinese for their deck 1 
The American sailor or the 
clared his intention to become an American citi: 
reluctant to ship in any vessel upon t- 
golian sailor, whether it be as stoker or whether it be for the 
management of the vessel in other departments. 

Such men are unwilling to place themselves 
equality in labor or in any other lin 


or force. 


Therefore, 


I take 


it, 


Mr. President, 
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th 
to Americans capable of splendid service at sea in time of | for the naval reserve in force, with th 
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quired to employ a certain percentage of those who are mem- Mr. PATTERSON. I will suggest to the Senator from \{,jno 
bers of the naval-reserye force, there will not only be difficulty | that the term I used is “ deck force or crew.” 
to secure them for those vessels, but in many cases there is Mr. FRYE. But the Senator two or three times has us: 1e 
likely to be absolute rebellion. term “ crew force.” 

Then, again, if we are making an honest effort to secure a Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, well—— 


large force of American sailors, or a force of those who have 
declared their intention to become American citizens, and are 
liable to become full citizens, in so far as a Chinaman is per- 
mitted to constituted one of the deck force the effort must be 


Mr. FRYE. I did not notice what the amendment was, })\¢ | 
noticed the Senator’s language. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I used the term “ deck force or crew.” I 
have it from what the Senator from California [Mr. Per: 


positively unavailing, for he can neither become a citizen nor | calls “ good sailor men” that that designates really the workin 

declare his intention to become a citizen. force of the ship as distinguished from waiters, cabin boys nd 
Under those circumstances, Mr. President, having in mind | those who perform labor of that kind. 

the avowed object of this bill, no subsidy or subvention or com- With that explanation, Mr. President, changing the y rd 


pensation, such as is provided for in this bill, should go to a vessel | ‘“ Mongolian” to “ Chinese,” I think that I may urge the aq 
that uses as a part of its crew force a class of men that will | tion of this amendment with a great deal of logic. I can not see 
nullify every effort that is put forth by the Government in that | how the advocates of this measure can avoid the inevitable cop. 
direction and to secure that end. clusion, from the feeling that exists between the American, or 

We know by the very solemn decision of the Supreme Court | the ordinary white man, and the Chinese, that the presence of 
of the United States in the case of the wreck of the Rio de | Chinese occupying positions of equality will almost necess: 


Janeiro in San Francisco Harbor, that by reason of the fact, as | result in keeping from off any such vessels the average white 
I understand that decision, that the working crew of that vessel | sailor, and particularly the American sailor, or the person {filling 


was composed of Chinese, the owners of the vessel were de- | the vocation of a sailor who has had the United States 
clared judicially to be guilty of such negligence as made them | ciently in mind to have made his application to become a ¢it 
responsible for damages for every life that was lost and for | zen of this country. 

every dollar’s worth of property that was lost. The fact that Mr. President, if we want the deck force of these vessels such 


that vessel was manned by a Chinese crew, instead of by a white | a force that can be relied upon in hours of peril and danger. 4 
crew, seemed to have been accepted by the court as negligence | force that alone prevents such disaster as that of the Rio 
per se. | Janerio and the Slocum, such a force as has given glory and 


The testimony was overwhelming that, when bravery and | honor to the merchant service of the English and German gspeak- 
courage and presence of mind were needed in the case of that | ing people by reason of their intrepidity, their courage, their 
awful calamity in San Francisco Harbor, they might as well | presence of mind, and their self-denial in hours of danger, we 
have had a body of wild animals in a stampede upon the decks | must not, it seems to me, encourage the use as seamen upon 
of the vessel as the Chinese crew with which the vessel was | American vessels of those who will only prevent men with the 
manned. I take it that there have~been many other dis- | qualifications I have suggested from becoming the force of the 





asters—— | vessel and giving to the vessels and those who entrust them- 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——— selves to them in the crossing of great oceans the confidenc 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado | that all should have when they start out upon a voyage. 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? Mr. BACON. Mr. President 


Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suppose the term “ Mongolian,” used in | yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
the Senator’s amendment, would include Japanese, would it not? Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know whether that is necessa- | Mr. BACON. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator 
rily so or not. I do not believe it is necessarily so. That is my | from Colorado, if he can furnish the information. What is the 
judgment about it—— proportion of the deck force in number to the entire number of 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is so, and my attention was | the crew on a Pacific mail steamer, for instance? 
directed to the Senator’s suggestion—— | Mr. PATTERSON. On the steamers that ply between San 

Mr. PATTERSON. But I am entirely willing to change the | Francisco—— 
term ‘“ Mongolian” to “ Chinese,” so as to make the class of Mr. BACON. And Hongkong. 
sailors upon American vessels whom I have in mind entirely Mr. PATTERSON. And Hongkong and the Philippines and 
clear and distinct. Japan stopping at Yokohama, Kobe, Nagasaki, Hongkong 

Mr. GALLINGER. The observation I was going to make in Mr. BACON. And Shanghai. 
relation to the Senator’s statement that Chinamen lacked cour- Mr. PATTERSON. Shanghai and those ports, the working 
age was that a portion of those he would exclude—the Jap-| force, outside of the officers and the boatswains, is solidly 
anese—have demonstrated that they have remarkable courage. | Chinese. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not think there can be much doubt Mr. BACON. The Senator did not understand my ingu 
of the class I had in mind. I had in mind the Chinese, with | I want to know what is the proportion between the deck fo: 


which a number of American vessels that ply from harbors on | The Senator’s amendment applies only to the deck force, and | 
the Pacific coast to the Asiatic coasts are manned. | wanted to know, for my information, what is the relative nun 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President | of the deck force as compared with the entire crew, as «: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado | by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], constituting the « 
vield to the Senator from Maine? ship’s company. 
Mr. PATTERSON, Certainly. | Mr. PATTERSON. I am not able to give the proportion, ! 


Mr. FRYE. I eall the attention of the Senator to his use of | I would Say it was probably a third or a half. I have very 
words which technieally have a great meaning. The Senator | vague information about it by reason of my observations in 
talks about “crew force” and about “sailors.” Under a stat- | going from port to port in one of those vessels. 
ute of the United States “a crew” or “the sailors” means| Mr. BACON. I will state the object of the inquiry. | 
everybody employed on a ship below the master, and surely the | deck force, it is true, has the responsibility for the manage! 
Senator does not mean that Chinese shall be excluded as | of the ship in ordinary times, but in times of danger, to w 
stokers. He knows perfectly well that no American can be | the Senator alludes, the entire ship’s crew, except possibly | 

red on a steamship as a stoker. | who are kept below with the engine, are brought on deck. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator from | all have their duties; they are in squads and under officers 
Maine is very greatly mistaken, because the ships of one of the | assigned to his place and to his particular duty. 
companies that is to be a beneficiary under this bill plying It seems to me the reasoning of the Senator would 
between our northern ports and Australian ports are manned |; more than the exclusion of the Mongolian or the Chinese fr 
without Chinese the deck crew, if the Senator’s idea is to be carried out 

Mr. FRYE. I understand that. | cause in times of peril the entire ship’s crew, except thos: 

Mr. PATTERSON. They are prohibited from entering those | may be necessary at certain particular points, like the ens 
harbors if they have Chinese above or below. | room, are required to be on deck. T hey are assigned to cert 

Mr. FRYE. But that is not the point to which I was calling | posts, and each party has its duty to perform. At least th: 
the Senator’s attention. It will not do to say in an amendment, | my observation. I have not had the experience the Sen 
unless the Senator really means it, that the “crew ” must be so | from California [Mr. Perkins] has had in the matter, but 
and so.or the “sailors” must be so and so, because the terms | the Senator from Colorado, I have had the opportunity to 
“crew” and “sailors” include everybody on a ship except the | it in a superficial way. It occurs to me that in a time of p 
captain—stokers, waiters, and everybody else, | those who are relied upon are not limited to the deck force, 
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but all of them are called upon to do certain duties at that time, | there is running in competition with the Oceanic Line a J l 

and it is very important that they should perform those duties | line that receives an annual subsidy of $263,000. 
well for the safety of the ship’s passengers. Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 
Mr. PATTERSON. From my observation, not very exten- Mr. PERKINS. The question is, Have they Japanese 
sive, the Senator from Georgia is right. All the force—the | Mongolian crews, or have they a Caucasian cr 
vaiters, those who attend the cabin, and every man on board Mr. GALLINGER. I do not imagine they have many C 
ship—when peril comes is expected to perform certain pre- casians. . 
rdained duty. I recollect very well we had at stated intervals As I was about to say, this is a cold business proposition 
hat are called “ fire drills.” Upon the clanging of the bell, a have thought from this debate that some Senators 
ienal which they all recognized, waiters, sailors, everybody | to blot out the little remnant that we have of an A 
non deck apparently rushed to the position they were expected | merchant marine, and it strikes me that this propos 


to occupy in the event of a fire; manned ropes that controlled 
the boats that hung by the davits ready to be dropped into 
1e sea, and took other positions. 
The Senator frem Georgia is also right when he suggests that 
ie full foree expected to do work of that kind should be of a 
luss whose courage would meet any required emergency. 
But it dees not follow that because you can not have a hun- 
ved or two hundred of the right kind of sailors 
n abandon the vessel to the extent of having none. The 
eater the number of cool, courageous, self-denying men on 
yard a vessel in time of such danger, the less likelihood there 
of panic, which usually results so fatally. One brave man, 
erhaps, may entirely control a half dozen or a dozen who, left 
» themselves, would prove wholly inadequate for an emergency. 
If in a crew of 200 men you have 50 men or 75 men upon whom 
u can rely with a reasonable degree of certainty to perform 
eir duty as becomes men, as becomes brave men and brave 
lors, just to that extent the less is the liability of a panic, 
iich is always the cause of the greatest and most serious 
disasters. 
| realize that it would be useless to insist that the 
rking force of a vessel shall be other than Chinese.’ I would 
t hope to meet with any encouragement or with much en- 
iragement in this body for a proposition of that kind. But 
en the object of the amendment is simply to exclude Chinese 
m that force, with which the American sailors and those 
» have declared their intention to become American citizens 
ist work upon an equality, must mingle in the same quar- 
rs in the vessel, must eat at the same table, and form parts 
d parcels of the same squad in the different work that the 


} 
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k hands are required to perform, there should be reason- 
le hope, in view of the avowed object of this bill, of secur- 
an amendment that will prevent a condition which will 
nd as an obstacle to having good and reliable sailors on ves- 
s that carry Chinese crews and Chinese help, all except the 
icers, from the highest to the lowest. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
in Colorado to say there were very few steamship lines car- 
ving Mongolians in the crews. Am I correct in that? 
Mr. PATTERSON. With the permission of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I will say that I understood that none of the 
nes which touch at Australasian ports, as they are called 
\ustralia and New Zealand—have Chinese on board, because 
such vessels are prohibited the use and benefits of the port. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is undoubtedly true. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. But is it not a fact that foreign steam- 
ship lines running in competition with our lines on the Pacific 
» employ Chinese and Lascars in their crews? 
Mr. PATTERSON. I am not sufficiently 
th the facts to say yes or no. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that every for 
n steamship line on the Pacific does. 
Mr. PATTERSON. But I would not be a bit astonished if 
mship lines that do not touch at ports which prohibit the 
trance of vessels with Chinese crews did employ Chinese to a 
iter or less extent on all their vessels. 
Mr. GALLINGER. They also use Lascars, the lowest possi 
‘ form of seamen. 
Mr. PATTERSON, And the Chinese, I suppose, are the cheap 
sailors that can be hired upon the sea. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Except the Lascars. 
Mr. President, this is a pretty important matter. The Chi 
» question is somewhat acute in this country just now. It 
to be investigated, I believe, by a committee of this body. I 
ve very pronounced opinions, which I will not express to-day, 
to the treatment the Chinese have received from the Govern 
ent of the United States in the past. I think we are to reap 
r reward in due time, as I have always believed we would, 
but that is not connected with this question. This is a practical 
usiness proposition which the Senator projects into the debate. 
Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the Senator from 
ew Hampshire, I should like to call attention to the fact that 
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, therefore you | 


Mr. President, I understood the Senator 
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color to that impression. 
Mr. R. P. Schwerin, the accomplished manager of 













Mail Steamship Company, was before the Merchat \ 
Commission in San Francisco. He is a man in wl! 

rity some of us have implicit confidence, and he \y 
rogated on this particular point. Mr. Schwerin gave tli 
mission an illustration of what this would mean. Het 
China, the Korea, and the Mongolia, three ships o ited 
his line, and gave a comparison to what would be the 
tional cost to operate those ships with American cre i] 
petition with Japanese ships and with European steamship | 
which have mixed crews—Europeans, Asiatics, and |] 
He said: 

First, the China, a trans-Pacific passenger boat of 5,060 
na I will designate the crew ymmposed of European « 
Asiaties as a mixed crew against a crew composed entirely of | 
as a European crew. The China’s monthly pay roll with a! 
is $3,175.52, with a European crew is $6,715, so that | 
annum operating with a European crew only would | R42.745.7 

Secondly, the Korea and sister ship, the ria, of 11,2% 
tonnage. The total wages per month with a mixed crew 
$5,086.03, with a European crew to $11,050.25 rhe 38 
operating with a European crew only would be $71,570.64 

Third, the Mongolia and her sister ship, the Mar i ( l 
gross tonnage. The monthly pay roll with a 1 “cl w is $4 
with a European .crew, $10,075.25 Ee los l 
with a European crew would be $62,538.36 

I thought there were three ships, but there are five. It 
make a total addition of $176,852.76 per year to the pre 
of running those ships, if the Senator’s amendment s l 
vail, and this, be it said, is an American line of steamshij 
is not receiving any subvention from the Government 

Mr. Schwerin went on to say that he could not t 
freight if he had a European crew, could not earn any 1 
money, and it is a well-known fact that his line is not 
much profit, if any, at the present time. And yet by the 
tion of this amendment we would compel him either to 
running his ships as American ships or else sul t nm 

| mous loss in operating expenses. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from N: | 
shire yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does the line of ships that Mr. Sch 
represents receive any benefit under this bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not now; but there is a provi n 
bill'that would give that line subvention, but Mr. Sel 
has said to the Commission frankly that he doubts 
whether they wil! accept it because of other i 
bill. He has not accepted the subvention law of 

Mr. PATTERSON. So it would not disturb s 
least, because my amendment refers only to the \ ) 
benefits under this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then the Sen enl ‘ 
point. If Mr. Schwerin or his line should ept 
tion in this bill, then, of course, it would 
thought the Senator’s amendment was more comprel ( 
it seems to be. But I think, even if the proposit '] 
only to subsidized vessels, that it should still be consid l 
fully. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It simply provides in effect t no 
pensation or subsidy or subvention provided r in 
shall be given to vessels that carry Chi - as a pal t 
deck force or crew. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not quite catch the yw of 
amendment when it was read; but, M Pre i I 
ion that in a broad way it will prove a grea 
efforts that are being made to get more <A 
hope that the Senator’s amendment may not be 
the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the amendment 
Senator from Wisconsin is much mo far-reacl 
been suggested. There is a bill pending bef ( 
on Commerce now in relation to t ve 
offered, and there are to be heari rd 
fore the committee in that rega I 
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10 have not heard both sides of the case will be very careful | 
‘onsideration to this matter. 
Pre sid el now that I am up, I desire to say a few 
in relation to the bill and the general subject. I have 
many times and at such great length on these shipping 
I do not propose to afilict the Senate with an- 
But I do wish to say a few words. 
had the floor the other day the Senator from Texas 
uestion, which I see by referring to the RECORD | 
} I forgot it entirely, because a colloquy sprung 
relation to the tariff; and I desire now to answer the 
m asked by the Senator from Texas. He wished to know 
er I did not think it was better for the people of this 
* to pay from a hundred and fifty to two hundred million 
a year to foreigners for carrying our exports and im- 
rovided they were carried more cheaply than we could 
to them. I emphatically say, no; and I as em- 
itically that I believe that four-fifths of the intelligent 
ple in the United States of America would agree with me 
n I say no. 
Mr. President, I believe it would be infinitely better for our 
itry in all of its interests—and this one which we are dis- 
from a national standpoint, the most important of 
1em—to take that $200,000,000 paid annually to for- 
for carrying our exports and imports, and with that 
start our shipbuilding industry all over the United 
revive it from practical bankruptcy to prosperity, and 
build ships out of our own materials lying now in the earth, 
in the shape of iron and coal, and in the forests; 
own skilled workmen, employ our own material men, 
of employing those of forei; 
a little more. 
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gn countries, even though it cost us 


And furthermore, Mr. President, I do not agree that they 
are carrying it any cheaper than we could carry it. Who | 
knows, when there is no competition on our part with them, 


iether or not they are charging higher prices than we could 


afford to carry for. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Longe] a day or two ago, speaking on this very subject, said 
that there had been a union between all the sailing ships of 


Great Britain and Germany and France engaged in the carry- | 


ing trade of our exports and our imports—a union for the 
purpose of fixing rates and for the purpose of driving out all 
tition. Is it possible that in fixing their rates they will 
not fix them at as high a point as the trafiic will bear? Whence 
mes the competition with them? We have no ships engaged 
the foreign trade. There is no competition on our part. 

Then, again, I am an American, and I confess that it is 
ully bumiliating to me to travel round the world and never 
see the American flag except on the homes of the United States 
consuls or diplomatic officers—no American flag in any port 
md. Here is one of the most powerful and one of the 
wealthiest countries in the world, a maritime country, with an 
enormous coast line, over 10,000 miles in extent, with great har- 
bors and great rivers, with a commerce last year, exports and 
imports, amounting to two billion six hundred-odd million dol- 
lars, with iron and coal enough to supply the whole world, with 
forests without limit, with skilled mechanics and plenty of them, 
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of building ships, that, in my judgment, it made but a sm 
handicap; that it really was the operating of ships which . 
cluded us from the ocean. I took occasion in 1901 to take fo 
or five ships, well known to everybody, and to make exact 
parisons, using the pay rolls of the ships themselves, 
there could be at that time no mistake whatever in relation ; 
it, and there have been no changes from then to now in ¢) 
matter of wages on those ships. 

Take three ships—the St. Louis, ours, the Oceanic, and +) 
Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse. The monthly wages on tle 
Louis—leaving out the master, for the master is not includ 
in any of these comparisons, and there is more difference in ¢} 
pay of the masters of American ships than there is in the pay 
of any other officers—the monthly wages on the St. Lowi 
amount to $11,305; on the Oceanic, $9,890; on the Kaiser \j 
helm der Grosse, $7,715; but the Oceanic is a larger and fast 
ship than the St. Louis, and carries 47 more men; the Kai 
Wilhelm der Grosse is still larger, and carries 120 more m 
Now, if you reduce the Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse to the sa 
size and speed as the St. Louis, and reduce the Oceanic to t) 
same size and speed and the same number of men with the 
Louis, you will find that the German ship is running month! 
oh wages and food alone, for one-half what it costs the St. Lowis 
and that the British ship has the advantage over the Americ 
ship of one-third. 

Now, take the Pacific Mail Steamship Line. On the Cily of 
Sydney the monthly pay roll amounts to $3,675, while on 
corresponding ship under the Chilean flag it is $1,480—more 
than twice greater on the American ship. Take the Pacific 
Mail steamship Peru, with monthly wages of $3,885, and the 
corresponding ship under the Chilean flag, with monthly wages 
of $1,726. Take the American ship Cherokee, which was 
wrec ked only the other day, sailing from New York to Santo 
Domingo, and the year’s wages are $16,620, while on the B 
ish ship Cricket, of the same size, they are $10,219. Take the 
German ship Sonnigsberg, about the same size, and they amount 
to $7,500, less than one-half of the Cherokee. Take the Dutch 
ship Teutonic, and they amount to $6,643, in place of $16,620 
Take the Norwegian ship Fortuna, and t! 
amount to $6,128 instead of $16,620 on the Cherokee. 

Now, I appeal to any intelligent man to show me how you 
are going to run an American ship against a British or a Nor- 
| wegian or a Chilean or any other foreign ship. It can be done 
in only one way, and that is for the Treasury of the United 
States to equalize the conditions between the ships. Why 
should it not equalize the conditions when the Government 
protects every other industry in the entire country? Why 
should it neglect utterly and entirely and leave to the mer 
of these foreigners that interest which from a national point 
of view is of much more value to the Republic than any of the 
other industries? 

When the bill in 1901 was pending, it passed the Senate. The 
friends of the bill had the assurance that it would pass the 
House. I had no doubt about itatall. Shipbuilders wrote to n 
and asked my opinion. I gave it to them frankly, and they 
believed that it would become a law, and immediately on the 
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and yet this great nation has permitted its commercial rivals 
on the oceans to seize upon the great pathways of the seas and 
clude us almost entirely from them. I say to me, an Ameri- 


x 


in citizen, it is humiliating beyond expression. 

Look at it for a single moment and see where we were last 
year. Last year no American vessel entered or cleared in the 
foreign trade in the following countries: Austria-Hungary, 
Denmark, Italy, Netherlands, Russia, Spain, Norway, Sweden, 
Portugal, Greece, Turkey, Scotland, and Lreland; 1 steamer, 
I'rance; 2, Germany; 57 clearances for and entries from Eng- 
land, 47 of them the American Line alone. The other 10 steam- 
‘ re built in expectation of the passage of the shipping bill 
( O1. For the entire continent of Europe there were 88 
A ican entries out of a total of 4,154. There were 90 Ameri- 
< ‘ r out of a total of 4,490. Forty-seven of these 
wi of t American Line alone, 

It ms to me the people of the United States participate 
with me in the humiliation. I remember calling the attention 
of the Senate in a former speech to a singular case. The bark 
Hamilton Fish entered Bergen, the principal port of Norway. 
The consul at that port imposed upon the ship certain taxes 
which had been repealed years before. He was notified of the 
fact. He repaid the money, and as an excuse said: “I have 
been in Bergen as consul for fifteen years, and this is the only 


American vessel that has entered that port;” and it is the 
rincipal port of Norway. Now, ought not something to be 
done‘ 

I took occasion to say the ot 


; 
e 


her 


day, with regard to the cost 





strength of that belief they commenced working in their ship 
yards and building great ships and ships of great speed, to | 
engaged in the foreign trade. I know from every one of them 
that the ships were built alone in that expectancy. I will nan 
the ships. ‘The first one, the Korea, was commenced before th 
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Every one of those ships was built and ready for sea in 1902 
and 1903, entirely in expectation that that bill would become : 
law. If it had become a law, instead of carrying, as we did: last 
year, only 12 per cent of our enormous commerce, amounting 
to two billion six hundred and odd million dollars, we would 
have been carrying at least one quarter of it by this time. 

What effect did that have upon our carrying trade? In 1900 








1906. 





ve carried but 8.2 per cent of all of our exports and imports, only 


; per cent of our exports ; and immediately we began to increase | 
In 1903 we carried 9.1 per cent; in 1904, 10.5 | 


, our carrying. 
er cent, and in 1905, 12.1 per cent, entirely due to the fact that 
ese ships had been built in the expectation that that bill would 
come a law and put them into commission on the ocean. 

Mr. SPOONER. Were they laid up? 

Mr. FRYE. Not at all. Four or five of them have been sold 


ready, because it is difficult, I will say to the Senator from | 


sconsin, to lay up a nice ship of thirteen of fourteen thou- 
nd tons. It is almost impossible to lay her up; it is better 
, run her at a loss than to lay her up, because she deteriorates 
ry rapidly, like an untenanted house. 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
jestion? 
Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 
Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator expect from the operation 
the bill, if it becomes a law, any diminution in the difference 
ween the cost of operating American ships and the cost of 
erating the competitor ships? 
Mr. FRYE. No; the Senator does not; but the Senator ex 
ts the Treasury of the United States to pay the difference. 
Mr. SPOONER. Forever? 
Mr. FRYE. I should hope, forever; at any rate, until we had 
overed our place on the ocean. If we once recovered our 
e on the ocean we would hold it, I have no doubt. 
Mr. SPOONER. Then, out of the Treasury is to be contrib- 
| enough money to make up the difference until we have 
»vered our place on the ocean? 


Mr. FRYE. A republic that is building a canal that will 
cost anywhere from $200,000,000 to $300,000,000 for the accom- 


dation of foreigners almost entirely can afford to pay a rea- 
sonable sum for taking care of its ships on the ocean. 
Mr. SPOONER. I was only trying to get the Senator’s 
nion. I want to say to him that in large part we are 
lding the canal in order to be able to run our Oregon between 
west and the east coast when the safety of the country de- 
nds it without going around the Horn. 
Mr. FRYE. I understand that it is to be coastwise so far 
s we are concerned—at any rate, coastwise so far as coastwise 
sels are concerned—but the foreign ships, the large ships, 
be the ships that will use it. I could not help thinking of 
Galveston Harbor improvement when the Senator from 
as [Mr. CULBERSON] was on the floor speaking about the 
tleman who wrote him in relation to the matter of these 
sidies. I think I had a good deal to do with it, too. I 
been chairman of the Committee on Commerce for a 
i many years, and I have yet to find any Senator from the 
ith complain that I have not been liberal in that regard. It 
my instigation that an amendment, prepared by 
the first time, that that wonderful improvement in 
ston Harbor was made possible. We had been expending 
r after year two or three hundred thousand dollars, and 
the winds and the waves every other year would sweep away 
expenditure of money that we had made. Finally I put 
the river and harbor bill a continuing-contract clause by 
h the entire contract could be made at once and then be 
i for from time to time. We have spent in the neighborhood 
»,000,000 on that harbor and just one American ship uses it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And that a schooner. 
Mr. FRYE. And that is a schooner. I think that is 
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Ir. President, I did not intend so much as I have been saying, 
[ wish to add a word or two more. I appointed this Com- 
ssion, so far as the Senate was concerned. I selected the best 
un. 1 thought, for the business. And yet I did not have much 
fidence that they would accomplish much of anything. I 
garded the proposition of the President of the United States 
‘a comission as simply a tub to be thrown to the whale. I 
ve been most agreeably disappointed. I do not believe there 
s ever a commission appointed by the United States Senate 
t has done more intelligent, faithful, honest, and wise work 
in this Commission which I had the honor of appointing and 
ugratulate them that they disappointed me so greatly in this 
gard. 
This bill, after all of the evidence they have taken, is the re 
of their opinions and judgments from that evidence. To 
y that it is satisfactory to me I can not, because it does not 
nearly so far as I would wish a bill to go. It leaves the North 
intic without any ships whatever. It provides for no swift, 
ch-powered ships fit for scouts in case of war. But I do not 
nder that the Commission came to those conclusions, be- 
ise, when the bill which I had the honor to report from the 
ouunittee on Commerce and undertake to get through the Sen- 
te was pending, the complaint was vigorously made in the Sen- 
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ate by a few on our side, by the many on the other, 


t were 
building great and fast ships and were not paving attention 
enough to ordinary freighters. This Commission has attended 
more to ordinary freighters than it has to ce and fast ships 
but so far as the bill goes it is, in my judgnx an admirable 

| one, and I am heartily in favor of its being enacted into law 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I want say a fe words 
in reply to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIncer] 

with reference to the amendment that I offered 
e no idea ol 


While the Chinese question is acute, and I hay 

l it Is not 
too acute when the object of the Government in 
is to lay the foundation for a large force of American sa 
available for the defense of the country, if that shall be n 
and that is calculated to give safety and confidence to A) 


a shipp 


across the oc 

1 wish to correct some figures I gave somewhat tentatively 
or rather doubtingly, a moment ago, and I think when I correct 
them the Senator from New Hampshire will have 
jection than he had when he understood the lin 
amendment I offered. 

The 
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1 
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of the 


even 


ited scope 


number of men embraced in the term or phrase “ deck 
force or crew ” is about 10 per cent of the force. For instance, 
on the Manchuria, with a full working force of somewhere in 
the neighborhood of 400—between 350 and 400—the deck fo1 


or crew numbers about forty, and on the smaller vessels al 
twenty-five. 

So the Senator from New Hampshire will see that this 
amendment, if adopted, and it seems to me the Senator should 
be willing that it should be adopted, will remove an obstacle to 


the efficient class of sailors that I have no doubt in the world 
he is anxious to secure upon every American vessel A litth 
reflection must tell him that upon any American vessel tl 


ships Chinese as a part of its deck crew or force it 


impossible to unite with them American sailors or Ew 
who have declared their intention to become Ameri 


Under those circumstances it seems to me that the \ 
be little or no objection to the amendment. It will tend ve 
materially to forward what the Senator from New II: shire 
says is the main purpose of this bill, or one of the tw 1 pur 
poses; first, to build up a splendid force of American sailors 
both on the Atlantic and on the Pacific coasts, as well as to en 
courage the construction and the sailing of American vessels 
I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to consider whether h 
will not permit the amendment to be adopted, and thus remove 
some obstacles in the way. 

I offer, Mr. President, an additional amendment, and, as it 


might be considered somewhat radical,.I ask 
New Hampshire to pay attention to its reading, lest he ght 7 
allow it to go unchallenged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 














The Senator from Col 
poses an amendment, which will be read 

The Secretary. Strike out sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 18 
the bill and insert in lieu thereof the following 

That on and » passage of this ~ 
lected, and ps ll arti 8 ng as 
rates of duty n ] = 
Provided, That upon all ar es d 
the United States in n Sse } g 
United States or now « gist i by 
United States, includin ss } 
the laws of the United Stat r of a of eS 
of duties to be levied, c ted nd paid 
cent of the rates leviable under said ! 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when tl Merel t M 
rine Commission was created a 1 jority « t Con : 
was in favor of discriminating duties Che dis guish s 
ator from Maine [Mr. Frye], in appointing that Com 
distinctly stated, standing just where he does at the pres 
moment, that he placed the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr 
LopcE!] on the Commission because he was in favor of dis 
nating duties. The Commission performed the duty assig 
them to the best of their ability. and I th . t ™ 
Maine for publicly re ing it. We did the best \ 
and when we got through our investigatik larg 
jority of the Commission was of opinion that diset 
duties under existing conditions were utterly impossibl 
Senator from Florida |[Mr. MALLory] since th time has 
a suggestion that we might return to them, but | 
Senator from Florida is not very insistent 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from New Il sh 
right there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Cert 

Mr. FRYE. It will be remembered by s Ss 
selected a committee of twenty 
tions: that we worked some four or five 
started into the work a majority of U z the 
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Just 


inating duties, and when we closed there was not one in 
of discriminating duties. 

word more, The proposition, coming from where it 
does, undoubtedly reduces the duty 10 per cent. The fathers 
started by reducing the duty 10 per cent. It did not last a 
t while. They then changed it to an increase of the duty 


one 


. GALLINGER. I was simply going to add, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I have always been puzzled when a Senator opposes 
a subvention or subsidy which takes money directly out of the 


Treasury for a purpose such as is contemplated in the pending 
bill, frequently upon the ground that it is unconstitutional, and 
at the same time claims that it is all right and constitutional to 
halt money before it gets into the Treasury and apply it to the 
sale purpose. I confess I have never been able to work out to | 
my intellectual satisfaction what the difference really is. If 
there was not any reduction of duty on the articles imported in 
American ships, the added money would go into the Treasury 
and be paid out, as this bill contemplates; while in the other 


instance the money is halted outside of the Treasury and is ap- 
lied to intially the same purpose. I have never been 


subst 


able, I say, to intellectually satisfy myself as to the line of | 


reasoning which leads Senators to the conclusion that there is 
any substantial difference between those two methods. 

But, Mr. President, the Commission with which I was humbly 
iated deliberately reached the conclusion that under exist- 
nditions it would be idle to return to discriminating duties, 
inasmuch as from 65 to 75 per cent of our imports from coun- 
tries where we want to establish trade are to-day on the free 
list and also from the fact we have thirty-odd commercial trea- 
ties with other countries that would have to be abrogated in 
whole or in part before we could do this thing. I am somewhat 
astonished that the Senator from Colorado revives that plan. I 
fee] sure that whatever else we do we can not safely adopt that 
system, which did work well in the days of the fathers, when 


ass 


ing 


almost all our imports were on the dutiable list and when we | 


had 


‘ 


not any commercial treaties to trouble us. I think the 
Senator will himself conclude that the conditions have changed 
o materially that it is not possible for us to adopt that old 
ystem. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am afraid there were too 
many stand-patters around that Commission. Perhaps there 
was a goodly number upon the Commission. But we know that 
the present tariff law is regarded as a sort of fetich upon which 
if you make a scratch or distort a member, or in anywise 


m w 


change it, you have committed the unpardonable, the unforgiven 
sin. I can well understand how when those who started in | 
with a proposition that the way to build up the American Navy 
was by discriminating duties they were taken aside and one by 
one convinced that it would be a crime, that it would be un- 


pardonable, to attempt to make a single inroad upon the present 


tariff system. For once you make a break, once you reduce a | 
single schedule, then came the flood, and with the flood, I im- 
agine, the reform, of which so many of our friends who are 
interested in maintaining this high protective tariff stand in awe. 

Mr. President, so far as the treaties are concerned, I had 
oceasion to examine into that question, I think it was last year, 


and I found that there was not one treaty which could not be 
gotten rid of within a year. All the President or the proper 
Department has to do is to announce that the treaty, either in 
whole or in part, is abrogated, and soon treaties would be 


entered into that would be void of the impediment which now 
y of any discrimination in the matter of duties. 


xT ~ 


in the w 


so f as that is concerned, then, it is no serioss obstacle. 
only ‘stion is, will we enter upon this plan for the 

1 x \merican shipping? Do we really want to give 
1 ire to the Senator from Maine when he visits foreign 
I it pleasure which is above everything else to him 
' 1 absent fi his own country—the American flag flying at 
t t of an American ship? If that is the real desire of the 
‘ t] ») more certain and definite way of securing 
tl { this system for the upbuilding of the Amer- 
i marine 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. PATTERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the opinion and purpose of 


the Senator from Colorado, he is in favor of having the Amer- 


ican flag fly upon a foreign-built ship? 
ir. PATTERSON. No, Mr. President; the Senator from 
Rhode Island did not understand my amendment as it was read. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was thinking about the Senator’s discus- 
sion of it and not about his amendment, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| they would take their place in our foreign shipping trade and 

















FEBRUAR 





Y l4, 








Mr. PATTERSON. We have American-built vessels now ;: 
those that are at this time duly registered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought the Senator was in favor of 
ships? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am not going to 
that I am or that I am not, but surely this amendment th 
have offered has no reference whatever to free ships. It | 
vides for the American-built ship. Now, what would the re. 
of this be, Mr. President? Ten per cent of the duties colle 
annually would be how much? I am not familiar now with + 
amount of duties that are collected. 

Mr. ALLISON. About $250,000,000; from that amount 
$300,000,000. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, 10 per cent of $250,000,000 wonlq 
amount to $25,000,000. With that prize before the American 
merchant, with $25,000,000 as the incentive to the importer of 
foreign goods into this country, he would always give preference 
to an American vessel. The difference is so great and the de- 
mand for American vessels would be so pronounced, that with 
this amendment upon the statute books, before three years, j 
my opinion, we would find the percentage doubled and trebled: 
and just as quickly as vessels could be built in the United St: 





supplant the foreign vessel. 

There is a very considerable difference, it seems to me, 
least to the people of the country, as to whether all the tariff 
duties shall be collected and paid into the Treasury and then 
‘ashed out upon warrants in the nature of subsidies and the 
like, or whether the Dingley tariff shall be reduced 10 per cent 
to the extent that American vessels will bring foreign-m:: 
goods into the United States. There is a very vast difference. 
The result would be, counting the charge for freights and count- 
ing the reduction of the tariff, that there would be a percentage 
upon the right side of the balance for the people of the country ; 
and to that extent every man, woman, and child in the United 
States would receive some benefit from it. At the same time 
the process of weeding out foreign vessels would commence, and 
would progress with accelerated speed from month to month and 
from year to year until, if this incentive should be continued for 
a number of years, the old-time percentage of American com- 
merce would be found carried in American bottoms. No good 
reason can be offered why this amendment should not be 


| adopted, except that it is in opposition to the creed of the 


* stand-patters.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator seriously think that an 
amendment of this kind could be adopted by the Senate? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am afraid there are too many stand- 
patters in the Senate for that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not mean that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. There are too many worshipers of the 


| fetich. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Constitutionally, I mean. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I can see no trouble from the Constitu- 
tion in a provision of that kind, and if there is I trust that m 
constitutional friend from the State of Rhode Island will poi 
out wherein this would in anywise impinge upon the Const 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the House of Representati\ 
claimed the right under the Constitution to originate such lez- 
islation. 


Mr. PATTERSON. The prime object of this, Mr. Presi- 
dent, is to increase American shipping interests. The matter of 


revenue is a secondary consideration. The main object of 
this bill and of this amendment to the bill is to offer an indu 
ment, a great inducement, one that will be effective, to Ameri 
merchants and importers to see to it that their goods are carried 
in American ships—vessels registered under the American la 
and fiying the American flag. I have no doubt in my mind 
about the Constitution in any wise interfering with the amend 
ment. If the Senator from Rhode Island would lead off- 
he comes at the head of the list—in voting “yea” for tl 
amendment, it will be adopted and all trouble will disappear. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, when the ship-subsidy bill kn: 
as the “ Hanna-Frye bill” was before Congress in 1902, I di 
eussed it at length and gave the views I entertained in rega 
to the measure. The bill came before the Senate at the ne 
session and we passed it. That bill never passed the House. |! 
is my purpose to-day to occupy but a very few minutes of tl 
time of the Senate in discussing the pending Dill. : 

I recognize the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire 
[ Mr. GALLINGER] has devoted much time to this measure ; he has 
worked diligently, as he does upon all matters pertaining to 
legislation; but, Mr. President, I have examined the bill with 
care, and I can not give my consent to its passage. 


* 
Nt). 


ant to eall the Senator’s attention to the first section of 
The first section of the bill provides that every em- 
_poth sailors and officers, in the service of the owners of 
engaged in the coasting trade or in our foreign trade shall 
tled to become a part of the naval reserve. I want to 
ie Senator’s attention to the fact that more than 70,000 
is are employed by the private shipowners of the United 
; in our coasting trade, in our foreign trade, and on the 
Lakes, and every single one of those employees will be 
d to become a member of the naval reserve and draw a 
out of the Treasury of the United States. 
Senator is fully aware of the fact that this naval reserve 
t be of any special benefit or perform any special service 
Government of the United States. It is true that it is 
in the bill that in the event we should have war and 
ident should desire to have the services of this naval 
e he may eall on them; but we know, Mr. President, that 
; not the object and purpose of a naval reserve. 


of the United States pay to the private employees of the 
; of ships an additional salary to that which they draw 
eir employers in order to make their pay equal to the 
those employed in foreign ships. This is called a naval 
simply for the purpose of trying to show that the Gov- 
t is to receive some service for this expenditure. 
t to call the attention of the Senator from New Hamp- 
, this fact, as I remember the speech that was made by 
tor from Ohio, Mr. Hanna, when this subject was pend- 
e before. it was contended that the officers and the petty 
on foreign ships and American ships received practi- 
ie Same salary, for I have now a speech that was made 
listinguished Senator, and I want to call attention to 
that the officers on foreign ships to-day receive practi- 
ie same salary that officers and petty officers receive on 
n ships. The difference in wages is not as to oflicers, 
difference in wages to a large extent is as to the common 
and the money paid in this instance—the difference—is 
ally paid to the officers and not to the common sailors. 
1, you will find, Mr. President, between thirty and forty 
id men employed on our ships in the coasting trade. The 
¢ trade belongs to American ships. Foreigners can not 
1 here and engage in our coasting trade. I am at a loss 
why we should pay a part of the wages to the owners 
is engaged in the coasting trade for the purpose of build- 
our foreign commerce. I apprehend that in all proba- 
there will be a membership equal to fifteen or twenty 
1 in this naval reserve from the coasting trade, and why 
ld pay them a salary out of the Treasury of the United 
to increase the pay that the owners of the ships are 
them to-day I am utterly unable to understand. I un- 
d that most of the naval reserve will be made up from 
loyees engaged in the coastwise service. 
{ want to call the Senator’s attention to another fact. 
the Hanna-Frye bill. That bill was to continue in 
n for a period of twenty years, and at the end of twenty 
ie subsidy proposed to be given by it was to stop; but 
» the bill we now have before us and there is no limit 
subsidy. The subsidy, it is true, is not paid to a par- 
ship after ten years. That is presumed to be the life 
But then there is a new ship, and this subsidy is 
tely given to the new ship, and it goes on indefinitely. 
1ator from New Hampshire says that Congress may 
repeal this law. But my observation has taught me 
1 you show special favoritism, when you make dona- 
a private interest for that interest to carry on its 
it is a difficult task to secure its repeal by Congress. 
the subsidy goes on for a period of ten years and until 
000 every year shali be paid out of the public Treasury 
irpose of aiding our shipowners. When Congress at- 
to repeal it, you will find a lobby here in this Capitol 
ry against it and declaring that American 
estroyed by virtue of the repeal of this law. 
President, if you are going to have a subsidy, it ought to 
1 certain period of time, and at the end of that time it 


to ston. 


interests 


The ob- | 
id purpose of this naval reserve is to make the Govern- | 
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Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALitson] raised a point that | 


is answered. I have examined the bill critically, and if 
ator is not correct in his interpretation of it, I can not 
nd the English language. The Senator says that this 


tended to build up our foreign commerce; that it is 

| to have American products carried in American ships— 
orts and our imports—but if you will take this bill and 

t, as was stated by the Senator from Iowa, you will find 
the American ship, under this bill, can sail away from an 
rican port and go across the ocean to a foreign country 


| in foreign countries and then come back to An 


| said that we were paying $200,000,000 a ye 


| me, I am sure the Senator from M: 





and can spend almost an entire 


ve * going fr ) 
’ t BVI Ligon 


this subsidy. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President - 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from ( 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, while I 
impressed with that objection to the bill, yet 1 
Senator from Georgia that I have offered 
morning which I think will remove that 
Mr. CLAY. I did not know it. I presum« 
then, must have been offered to-day in the Senat 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 
Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Maine [Mr. F: 
Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator co 
to say that this bill was going to cost $2 
Mr. CLAY. No;I didnot. I said the time might com« 
it will cost $40,000,000 a year. There is no telli: 
will cost twenty-five or thirty years from nm 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] made a ver ppy 
speech. The Senator from Maine always makes | 
and I do not know of any man that I 
my side of a cause than the Senator from 


. 3 
OD} 


000,000 a 


iz how 1 h it 


would rather |! e on 
Maine Chat 
ar to the « f 
joreign ships to carry our commerce abroad nd that e do 
not pay it to the owners of American ships because the owns 
of American ships could not carry our 
the owners of foreign ships could carry them. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no; the 
Senator from Maine said we did n 
the ships. 
Mr. CLAY. Well, it an 
Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, 
Mz. CLAY. It amounts to the same ‘ 
ator from Maine intended to say that the Gern the F 
the Norwegians, and the English can build ul operat 
more cheaply than we can, and 
freights much cheaper than we can, and therefore A 
did not invest their money in the shippi 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator f1 


exp rts as 


penator Is m 


t do it because we had not 


ounts to the sam« 
no. 


thine 1} : ; 
tuoin eEcause I 


consequel \ V Ci 


iine and Do « r § ‘ n 
m, 
from } Hampsl 


usually correct, but I think he is 


this body has ever made that sugge 
Mr. CLAY. I think 
mistaken. The Senator is 
mistaken in this instance. 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the nator will | t me, | ill 
eall his attention to the fact that on 
have nothing but American ships, we 
portation in all the world. 
Mr. CLAY. The Senator does not contend that, if 
products of our farms and factories Lin z 
ships, our freights would be carried any more cheaply t! 


‘SLi 


the Senator 


s« 


| are now carried in foreign ships? 


Mr. GALLINGER. I do 
doubt they could be carried as 
Mr. CLAY. They might be carried as che if l 
them enough to make up the difference; t I 
able to make up my mind to tax the f 


shoemaker, and the banker and take money « 
to enable any private interest t ari 
is to be served by such taxation. Now, if the ¢ 
receive a service by reason of a subsidy, if the G 
be benefited—that is, if the Ameri peo] 
to be benefited—then there mig t be any 
Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. I lent, 
we contend, that the entire American ple I 
Mr. CLAY. The Senator from Main Ll that 
000,000 we pay foreigners for the pul ‘ 
ports and imports would be utilized by A 
ships in this country. The farmers and tl 
doubtedly would have to pay the s 


they pay at this ti 





A great deal has been said, Mr. Pre { ut 
only intended to occupy a limited time of the S« 
ator from Maine read s« i ° 
figures here which were furnish¢ h 
missioner of Navigation, w used here 
ment of this question. I tl d 

A critical examination of the ‘ uid Ar 
will show that many of the ploy 
wages. Examine the wages paid the 
liner St. Paul and the fast Liverpool | ( 
you will see that more than one-fourth of ft 
American lines draw prac illy the si 

Let us take the English ship. The ch 
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English ship receives $150 per month; the American engineer 





on the same class of ship receives $150 per month; the first 
engineer on an English ship receives $100 per month, and on an 
American ship he receives $100 per month. Now, take the 
junior first assistant engineer. On an American ship he re- 
ceives $85 per month, and on an English ship he receives $82.50 
per month. Take the second senior engineer. On an Amer- 
ican ship he receives $70 per month and on the English ship 
$72.50. Go on down the list, and you will find that the fourth 





engineer on the English ship receives $67.50 and on the Amer- 
ican ship $67.50. 

if you will take the common sailors, you will find that the 
common sailor in England receives $23.75 and in the United 
States $25 per month. 

Mr. President, I will ask that the entire table from which I 
have read may be printed in the REecorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

‘he table referred to is as follows: 

The crew wages on the American line are as follows: 
‘hief officer eae a ia A RRs Kee 
Second officer a a Ne ils onl 70. 00 
Third officer fi A ee a 60, 00 
Fourth officer ih Ras ee Ae ~ 2 40. 00 
‘hief engineer a ae a Te os 150. 00 | 
Pra a i E nstettitnitrsieccie niaraniostaeeneenin ae 100, 00 | 
Junior first assistant engineer jellies eshieatitalthieicen ‘eateuiaaeate 85. 00 
Extra first assistant engineer____________-__ pene visisuiseaiocnalal 85. 00 
Second senior engineer__ sini em a i aida IRS oa cra 70. 00 
Jun ior second ¢ 1ee© |e aes eee a an CE a OM 65. 00 

nior third engineer “ f ee ae 60. 00 
nontor third engineer kts sig ee coe tee = 55. 00 
Fourth canine. ike iy i ae i am es 50. 00 
Carpenter Sa seiciliniee eR ad le 50. 00 


mate— 






Carpenter's be a * a 35. 00 | 
Boatswain is mS Z a = ist 37. 50 
Boatswain’s mate s aie acakce = Zi 27. 50 
Master at arms Siisseniiepadesmieaiiaialirieaeetial le acs te iii 25. 00 
Sailors . zs SS ss as - 25. 00 

Making the tot: l thus far of the American line, $1,210. Now, take 
the Eng ‘lish line for the same class of employees : 
‘hief mate aise te 5 dae ee to eee $100. 00 
First officer sas, manasa saltcedar te ee he Eee TE D. 00 
Second officer é istic ticattainbicincaieilieidees initia ctatiadi tei tiasiea iE asain snentneen 62. 50 
Extra second officer eet a me dihieslibaalinaneaigactiiatciadini nine ce testis 55. 00 
PR COG a iclieeemeetiaa aiistas eadeielig tisddinte nals uae deatanenine dia ttertoai 50. 00 
Fourth officer oe ss Needleman it cpiiaae i adie es cleiaceg at 45. 00 
‘hief engineer su stall ienialatm ena Mil tee ea ee ee 150. 00 
Senior second engineer cenesbaddidntanian steht oa aaa aaiel 100. 00 | 
Second engineer A then i SI oF 82. 50 
BmnSar CanRrl OCG seein Seca ae tr tc Nc 75. 00 
Third engineer Ee a rer neat seule 72. 50 
Senior fourth engineer__ ~~ sialic capa a aeckanaeee 67. 50 
Fifth engineer ct Be a= ed ea cae he 60. 00 
Carpenter I a I I ws es 40. OO 
Joi ae ied  scailidliheg aaa ain ae at isis _ _—— 37. 50 
Boatswain a" jindintidenaunctbenadiiainn piece aac 37. 50 
Boatswain's mate Sa eaiainim lee ameat ce eR toa en De he anal 27. 50 
Mester at arms............ sapien alae tigensiasihecadiinie sacesdosncuaiadscedeoeotle otic 22. 50 
PU cain isa noisier i a a a le Tee 2a. 10 

Making the ‘total of $1,211 

Mr. CLAY. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that the donations proposed in this bill for those who are to 
‘constitute the naval reserve range from $110 per year, I be- 


¢ 


lieve, to $24 per year. Officers are to be paid from $110 to $75 
per year and the common sailor $24 per year. 
I do not desire to go through this bill. I do not desire to 


liscuss the different features of it; but I believe the time will 
ome when American shipping will take care of itself. To say 
the le; Mr. President, you are beginning a system to-day that 
to last indefinitely, so far as this legislation is concerned. 
understood the Senator from Maine—and he is always accu- 
say, in substance, that in ten or twelve years, in all 
ability, we could build ships as cheaply as any other coun- 
try in the world. Then, if you are going to grant subsidies, if 
g to help American ships engaged in foreign com- 
not provide in your bill that it shall last for a 
iod of ten, twelve, fifteen years? 
If I remember correctly, even the Senator from 
ed the bill 
bill a pi 
and I 1 
also provide 


iST, 
Is t 
| 
i 
rat 
nrol 


Tol 


ce to 


3 are goil 


ree, why 


hie 


per or 


Maine, who 
dratt 
in that ‘Ovision that it should last for a period of twenty 
the bill which was discussed at a previous 


d that it should last for a period of twenty 


vear hink 
Sion 
years, 
Mr. President, 
ntually take 


to-day you are beginning a scheme that will 
an enormous amount of money out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. I do not believe, where capital can 
not be invested in any enterprise or business that will prove 
sful, that the other business interests of the country ought 
e taxed to assist that business in being carried on in a prof- 
ble iy. I know railroads that have failed in business and 

gone into the hands of receivers. I know banks that have 
“1 and gone into the hands of receivers. I know farmers that 


eve 


succes 


uv 
Wi 


) ] 
ab 


ti 
it 
li 
f2 ‘ 


which passed the Senate some years ago, placed | 
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have failed and gone into the hands of receivers. 


I know mer. 
chants who have 


failed and gone into the hands of ree 


but what right have these private business interests to eo: ‘ 
the American Congress to ask assistance in carrying on t)o; 
respective businesses in a successful way? Take every ¢,| a 
Lawyers are often wrecked in their business, and so are | 
chants, and so is every business in this country. A few years 
ago the farmer of Kansas was not making a living, and was 
burning his corn for fuel; but, Mr. President, who would say 
| that these men who have made a failure in the race for y th 
ought to come to Congress and ask assistance in their business 


because they have made a failure? I say we are beginning 9 
system to-day which, if ingrafted into law, will cost this cou 
millions upon millions of dollars in the end. 
Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. NEWLANDS addressed the (haj> 
Mr. GALLINGER. I always like to yield to my friend 
will in a moment. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


utry 





Very well. 
The Senator from Georgia has opened 


| up a pretty wide avenue for discussion if we only had tim: for 


it, but we have only an hour left. The Senator called attention 
to the fact that somebody at some time—and I believe he quoted 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] and the Senator from (ali- 
fornia [Mr. PrerKins]—said that we will be building ships 
after awhile as cheaply as foreign governments are building 
them. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. That was not what I said. 
gave the necessary assistance—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Exactly. 

Mr. FRYE. And the American merchant marine could be 
revived, I had no doubt but that, building ships by wholesale, 
we would in time build them as cheaply as they build them in 








I said that if we 


England. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will repeat what I said on a former 


occasion, that I entered a shipyard in Philadelphia and I found 
on the stocks a battle ship, a cruiser, a coastwise vessel, a ferry 
boat, and a yacht—those five ships. Those of us who know 
something about mechanics are aware of the fact that there 
can not be any economy practised in building ships under those 
conditions. The Senator from Georgia, if he should go into the 
hat business would find it a pretty expensive matter to 


make 


| one hat, but after he had made his one hat and gotten his ma- 


chinery and his patterns he could make a thousand hats for a 
fraction of what the first hat cost. There is the difficulty in 


our shipbuilding. 

Aside from the great advance in wages that we pay over 
foreign countries is the fact that we can not standardize ship- 
building. We are not building five or ten or twenty ships of the 
same type, where mechanics can make economies in labor and in 
material, but we are building ships in a desultory way in our 
shipyards, one of one type and another of another type. If, 
under those conditions, anybody has been wild enough to sug 
gest that we are ever going to be able to build ships as cheaply 
are built on the Clyde or in Germany or France, I am 
certainly surprised. I do not think that anyone entertains that 
notion. It can not be done. 

The Senator from Georgia quoted some figures—I did not 
understand him to say where he got them—to show that wag 
American ships are not more expensive than wages on 
foreign ships. That refutes every 

Mr. CLAY. I said the wages of officers. I did not say w: 
of sailors. I think the sailors of foreign countries are not paid 
as highly as our sailors are. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, what the 
says refutes every bit of testimony taken by the Merchant 
rine Commission, and we have here almost a page in the inde 
devoted to the question of wages. If the Senator would exam- 
ine that testimony, he would find that every man who 
qualified to give an opinion showed us conclusively that the 
wages of officers on American ships were from 50 to 75 and in 
some cases 100 per cent greater than the wages of officers on 
So that I think the contention on that p 
is not worth very serious discussion. 

FRYE. Mr. President 
PRESIDENT. 


‘Ss 





Senator 


really 
Mr. 
The VICE- 





Does the Senator from New Hai 


| shire yield to the Senator from Maine? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Georgia quoted the wages oe 
to common sailors on American ships at $25 per month and « 
foreign ships at $23. On the Pacific coast they are paying how 


$45 for common sailors, and then they are using them as steve 


i : 





"vem 


7 ae 
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s at the port of entry and the port of clearance, and some 
em make as high as $100 a month. 
r, GALLINGER. Certainly. The Senator from Georgia is 
urbed because this subvention or subsidy is to be taken out 
e taxpayers of the country and paid to a favored class. 
President, that does not disturb me at all. It is precisely 
e line of what we are doing in our legislation every day, 
we are certainly entitled to do it if it is designed to build 
(merican commerce, and, incidentally, to benefit the people 
is country. I will show a little later that that is the 
ible result of our policy. Why, Mr. President, we have 


tens of millions of dollars in ports of the Southern States | 


edge channels for foreign ships, not for American ships; 
ive spent tens of millions of dollars in the harbors of 
ore, Philadelphia, Boston, and New York, in deepening 
CLAY. Will the Senator yield to me? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
eld to the Senator from Georgia? 
GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator. I 
» have finished my sentence, but I yield. 
CLAY. Does the Senator think that the harbor of Balti- 
r the harbor of New York is local in its nature? Does it 
ng to the entire country? 
GALLINGER. Not any more than the commerce of the 
country—not a bit more, not so much so. 
illions of dollars in deepening our harbors. What for? 
foreign ships to come to our docks, not for American 
We have spent millions and millions for that purpose. 
ar we spent almost $4,000,000 to light our coasts, and we 


should have 





: something less than a million dollars in tonnage taxes, | 


it expenditure was almost entirely for foreign shipping, 
‘ American shipping. We have spent millions of dollars— 


t 


not undertake to say how many—to build dikes along the 


sippi River for no other reason in the world than to pro- 
ivate property—and I speak advisedly when I say that— 
» Senator from Georgia and his associates did not rise up 
1 denounce it as an outrage that the people of the 
should be taxed to build those dikes to protect private 
ty. I will not elaborate on that point. It is only when a 
mentioned that this contention is raised, and every time a 
; mentioned then it is denounced as an outrage and a rob- 
* the American people to benefit a favored class. I have 
bit of sympathy with that view, and I do not believe the 
te of the United States has very much sympathy with it. 
nk, Mr. President, I will ask the privilege of the Senate— 
t my right—to occupy about ten minutes in closing the de- 
th some observations that I should like to make. It will not 
more than ten minutes, and, after speaking a moment in 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
nator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 
HALE. Does the Senator wish to go on now? There are 
wo things that I should like to say, if the Senator does 
sh to go on. 
GALLINGER. 


ships. 


I only desire to make a suggestion about 

It has been said that the sailing ship is not of 
‘ount and that we ought not to give any subventions to 

g ships. I shall be very brief on this point. 

HALE. I will follow the Senator. 

GALLINGER. The yalue of the sailing ship in training 


ug seamen is such that some foreign governments subsidize 


for this express work, and those governments also en- 
re the large steamship companies to maintain sailing ves- 
or this purpose. 
y of the best steamship companies require that their 
shall have served for a certain time on sailing vessels. 
t of the present school ships of the United States Navy, 
for the cadets at Annapolis and the apprentices and other 
seamen, are either steam vessels with large sail power 
ing vessels exclusively. 
three latest school ships for the United States Navy, 


with steel hulls—the Severn, the Cumberland, and the 
cpid—are square-rigged sail vessels. 


is expected that the effect of this subvention will be to 
afloat just about enough sail vessels to train our seamen. 
was interested the other day in reading a dispatch from 


inerhaven, as follows: 


Rickmer’s shipyard here to-day there was launched the biggest 
ig ship in the world. The length of the craft is 4388 feet, her 
ith is 54 feet, and she is of 8,000 tons burden. 
lowing that in Germany they have not yet abandoned the 
of building even large sailing ships. 


| Number of less than 
I say we have | 


se , ’ | | come up for a 
| to the value of sailing ships, I will then yield to other | 
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Mr. PENROSE. 
mit me— 
Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. PENROSE. I should like 
States of Pennsylvania and New York and for all I 


I should like to say, if the S« 





to state on 


of the other Atlantic seaboard States maintain sailing s] 


the purpose of training seamen. 
apprenticeship and educated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And it is the 
them. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa 
gested that we ought not to 
low as my first ame 
right. I offered first lat 
sels of 100 tons should receive subvention, I 
amendment I offered to-day making it 
ter, and I trust it will be acceptable to the Senator. 

I have looked up the number of sailing vessels on tl 
and Pacific « 


Young boys are put 


ubsidize sailing shins of 


1iment prop 


an amendment 


as sed, 


prov 


the 


ceans and will present the facts briefly 
ATLANT 

Number of sail 

foreign trade during calendar year 1904 

Number of less than 500 

Number of 


vessels engaged for 100 days or 
gr 
less than 200 gross r { 

150 gross registered 


] } noe . } | 
vessels engaged for o 


Number of sai 

more in foreign trade , 
Number of less than 500 gross registered t 
Number of less than 200 gross regis 
Number of less than 150 gross registered t 


rLANTI 


during calei 


Number of sail vessels engaged for one hundred l 
days or more in foreign tru ie during « 
Number of less than 500 gross registered 
Number of less than 200 2 : ris d 
Number of less than 150 gross 1 tered 
That exhibit shows that if we put the t 
it will exclude almost the entire number of 
far as the proposed subver n is con 
do not want to do that. Putting the tonn 
considerable portion of our sailing ships 
fit of the provisions of this bill. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. 
some views regardins 
lines, at an annual 
pared a motion on that subject, whi 
vote at 
purpose of the motion. 
Section 6 provides, 


sO 


Presid 
. 


subsidy of $ 


5 o'elk ‘ k. 


I have 


as 


South America, Central America, Cuba, the P ppine 


Australia, and other countries. The total ; l 
vided for by this 
years a total expenditure of $26,000,000, and 
period of twenty years nd d 
of ten years a further period of ten ; 1] 
expenditure of $52,000,000. 
Now, as I understand, one 
act is to encourage the building of sh 
war ships. I understand that the 
ships as are recommended by tl ‘ 
6,500 tons, and I understand, further, tl tl st of 
with a tonnage of 6,500 is al I i 
Senator from New Hampshire as to what number of 
cover this entire 
would 


‘ ‘ i ae ital 
wtinn 0) O00) i | 
section is $2.6 ‘ 


ships be required—less than th . The « 


then of the ships to render this service would | $3 


and yet we will pay in sul 


$26,000,000 and in a period of twen 


I ask, when we are called upon to spend that large 
advisable to consider 


he 


whether it would not 
of the Government ordering 


4 


money, 
priety 


a Sins ‘ 4 
Snips . 
il al i uf 


at a cost of $1,000,000 each, $30,000,000 ind 
those ships in time of peace to private corporations 
eration of their carrying the mail and for such furth 


best school tne y 


servic His estimate was t t ab 





95413 


200 tons is n 


section 6, which pr l - twel 


sation as the ship companies would be willing to give 


pany receiving the ship without cost, so f: 
concerned, and simply obliging itself to carry t 
pay such further compensation as may be agreed 








In this way the private companies will avoid the | 
$30,000,000 immediately in the way of capital, : Hl 
have to pay will be the operating expenses of the s! 


ov 
} 
i 


ships, according to the plan of this bill, would b 


nator will 


this point that the 
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men employed in the nayal reserve. Three thousand men would 
man the ships. Their pay would be three-fourths paid by the 
ships’ lessees and one-fourth paid by the United States Govern- 
ment. Assuming that one-fourth would amount, on the average, 
to a hundred dollars per annum per man, it would mean $300,000 
per annum to be paid by the United States, or if it were $159 
per annum per man, it would be $450,000. The Government 
would thus have a force of 3,000 men whom it could call upon 
at any time in caseof war. They could be under the discipline of 
naval officers, and could be trained in such a way as to suit them 
for service upon men-of-war, and the ships would also stand 
ready for the emergency of war. We have the statement of 
naval authorities and the statement of military authorities that 
it is utterly impossible to conduct the operation of the Navy 
without these ships and without a very large number of them; 
and as the merchant marine has not got them, it means, if 
we were attacked by any great military power, we would not 
have the ships supplementary to the war ships with which to 
conduct our naval operations. 

It is a mere question of comparative cost, then, and it seems 
to me this bill ought to be recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce with a view of its reporting to the Senate the com- 
parative advantages of the two systems—whether the United 
States should obligate itself to pay these subventions, amount- 
ing to $52,000,000 in a period of twenty years, and at the end 
of that time own nat a single stick of ship property, or whether 
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| 





it should expend $30,000,000 upon these ships and own them for | 


all time. 


I do not intend to go into all the economics of this question, | 
but I do insist upon it that it is a matter for grave considera- | 


tion. Inasmuch as we have not the report of the Committee 
on Commerce on this matter, it seems to me the bill should 
be recommitted to them for the purpose, in connection with 
this bill later on, of submitting a report upon this important 
question. This is not a question of Government ownership. 
It is not a question of the ownership of public utilities. It 
is simply a question of the Government constructing the ships 
which are absolutely essential for the service of the nation in 
case of war and turning them over in time of peace, with the 
men upon them, for the peaceful vocations of commerce. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor, 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. HALE. I do. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I do not pretend to offer any 
suggestions with respect to the pending bill, as I am not suf- 
ficiently informed in matters marine to enlighten the Senate. 
But a few years ago there were gentlemen on the floor of this 
Chamber who said that tin could not be made in this country ; 
that it was impossible to build up the tin industry here. The 
American people know what has been the history of the tin 
industry in this country and how many millions of dollars 
have been saved to the American people, to the American 
workmen, and to the American manufacturers by its establish- 
ment here. 

Mr. President, for a few million dollars we can make the 
xperiment under the pending bill. If we find that it is un- 
wise, we can repeal the law, but my opinion is that in a very 
short time we will find the same result coming from the pas- 
of this bill, in the building up of the shipbuilding and 
shipping industry of this country, that we found in the building 
up of the tin industry. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia 
[| Mr. Scorr] is quite right, and he has furnished a very apt illus- 
tration of what can be done by the Government in the way of 
helping and stimulating industries. The little I have to say is 
suggested by the earnest appeal of the Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Ciay] against the subsidy. That is a very general word. 
It much broader than its application to any one industry. It 
is the life and reviving force which the Government gives to a 
languishing, perhaps decayed, but hopeful, industry in order to 

1ild it up. 

Forty-odd years ago the American merchant marine covered 
the the globe—American-built ships, American-manned 
ships, American-sailed ships—and wherever the commerce and 
trade went, there the flag went on an American ship built, 
owned, manned, and run as an American ship. The profits of 
the business of the ships filled our coffers and made us pros- 
perous. 

And then mighty events, great catastrophes intervened. The 
country found itself engaged in a gigantic task in suppressing ; 
rebellion, restoring and maintaining the Union, and our foreign 
rivals, whom we had surpassed, whom we had beaten upon the 
sea, most naturally seized the moment and the opportunity in 





to 


sage 





seas of 
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every possible way to take advantage of that situation, ana 


shipping disappeared. The insurance companies could not aif 


i, 


to guarantee the freights and the voyages of American s|)i; Cm 
and gradually our marine disappeared from the sea and 

rivals—the English, later the Germans, the Norwegians—{.,\| 
possession of all this trade and seized upon the revenues {| it 


came from the commerce of the world and kept it away from ys 
And now here is an attempt to revive this languishing indy stry. 
and the Senator from Georgia is troubled, is distressed pees). 
it is, as he says, a subsidy to a particular industry, to be ts 
out of the Treasury of the United States, and beyond that, { 
the taxpayers, who pay the money and fill the Treasury. 

Does not the Senator know that every contribution whic) the 
Government makes to any industry to revive it is a subsidy 
The old-fashioned Democratic doctrine that there should be jo 
intervention on the part of the Government to aid any form of 
industry, but that it should be left to competition and private 
effort, has disappeared in the ages and is no more now consid- 
ered than the wildest dream of imagination of generations 
thousand years ago. 

We are subsidizing constantly. We are paying money from 
the Treasury to aid and uphold and stimulate different jy- 
dustries. There is not one of the appropriations of the Goy- 
ernment, aside from the running expenses of the different Do- 
partments, that is not inherently and underlyingly a subsidy. 
We do it in the largest and broadest way. We do it in a 
munificent way for irrigation; and I am glad as an eastern man 
to join in the munificent gifts that we take from the Treas- 
ury for the great and beneficent scheme of irrigation in the 
West. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Wyoming? i 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would not interrupt me. 

Mr. WARREN. Very well. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WARREN. I merely wished to say that I agree with 
what the Senator is saying as to the advisability of aiding our 
shipping, but I want the Senator from Maine to note the fact 
as he goes along that the munificent sum which he mentions as 
being applied to irrigation is merely a loan which is to be paid 
back to the Treasury of the United States in cash and in full. 

Mr. HALE. Provided it be profitable; provided it pays. But 
life is infused into it by the benefaction of the Government. 
We do not anywhere appropriate from the revenues of the 
Government, except for its running expenses, except in the 
form of what is underlyingly a subsidy. We do not pay money 
out of the Treasury for an exposition in the State of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia that is not a subsidy. It gives life to it. It 
never would exist, never would appear, never be above the sur- 
face but for the life that the Government infuses into it by its 
payment to it out of the Treasury. We do not make an appro- 
priation, as we have done and are likely to do every year for 
the southern mail routes for the benefit of our southern people, 
that it is not a subsidy. Nobody claims that it pays, but it is 
the appropriation from the Government that infuses life into 
the enterprise and makes it a part of the operation of the 
Government. 

There is not a river and harbor appropriation that in the old 
days of what I may eall the “ hidebound ” Democracy was op- 
posed because it was beyond the function of Government that 

yas not a subsidy. The Senator from Maine, my colleague, in his 
most able and characteristic and eloquent speech showed how 
we had subsidized the great Gulf ports in order to enable them 
to obtain the commerce of the world and do business. But it 
was a subsidy. The Senator from New Hampshire has afforded 
an even more striking instance in the money we pay without 
grudge and most willingly for the levees upon the Mississippi 
to protect and maintain property there. It is a subsidy. lt 
comes from the Treasury. It is paid by the taxpayers, and thie 
benefit is received by a local industry. But we do it most 
willingly. 

However, when we come to a great national industry, when 
we are asking to do what other nations do freely and gener- 
ously, and seek to build up a great merchant marine, which 
not local, but which is pervasive and a part and parcel of ¢! 
Government and of the industries of the country and of ¢! 
whole people, the Senator from Georgia has every indignant 
fiber in his body aroused because here is a subsidy from tl 
Treasury that comes from the taxpayers to a local industry. 

Mr. President, in this day, when we are considering large 
subjects and trying to consider them in a large way, I shoul 
like to see a rift among our Southern brethren, who are pros 
pering and whom we are glad to help prosper because we he|} 
their industries upon a question of this kind. I should be gla 


ise 


rom 


a 
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». coe a division, and that our friends from the South, instead 
ting solidly against this bill—I hope they will not; I had | 
st said I believe they will not; and I hope they will not— | 

id ef voting solidly against the attempt to revive a great | 
onal industry and an industry that will pay for itself, as the | 

« tor from Wyoming says irrigation pays for itself, as Gal- | 


t n pays for itself, as the great flood of the Mississippi that 
I majestically to the Gulf is kept in bounds by Government 


ypriations, and life and property are maintained in safety 
; ts banks—as that industry is profitable, and as we con- 





i ‘e to it, I should like to see a division in the ranks of our 
{ is on the other side, and that the fear which seems to 
} t so many Senators that this is the one case where a wrong | 
ing committed shall depart from their minds, and that we 
. ro on disregarding the old hidebound theory that the Goy- | 
e nt ean not infuse life and breath into the nostrils of | 
di ing industries from the revenues in the public Treasury. 
WN issed all that years ago and generations ago. 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I feel that I should offer some | 
eX nation of the amendment which I proposed a short time | 


| propose, on page 14, line 10, after the word “ From,” to strike | 
out the words “a port” and to insert the words “each of two 


ports, namely, Puget Sound and the Columbia River;” and 
after the word “the,” in the same line, to insert the word 


h:” so that it will read “ north Pacific coast.” 

purpose, Mr. President, in offering this amendment is to 
insure the establishment on the north Pacific coast of two of 
these four lines. Really it provides for another line. Let me 


say it provides for one additional line. It seems to me that that 
is very important, in view of the fact that competing ports | 
i be placed on an equal footing. If a port shall be sup- | 
plied by a line or there should be a line running out of one port 
on . Pacific coast or from two ports, which lines are under a | 
su ly from the Government, it gives a very great advantage 
to that port over the others that are not thus favored. 

[ take it that this character of legislation has a double pur- 
pose; first, of course, to build up the shipping, to increase the 


number of American ships, the number of ships which carry the 
erican flag, and as well to increase the commerce of the 
country. We are seeking to develop the commerce of the Orient. 
In order to do that, we must establish lines between this coun- | 
t nd the oriental countries; and surely it is not unreasonable 
for any port or any of the principal ports on the Pacific coast 
to expect that if one shall be provided with a subsidized line 
the other may have extended to it equal facilities. 

lo refuse to grant this provision, it seems to me, would be in | 
the nature of a discrimination by this Government against a | 
port in one State in favor of a port in another State. This can | 
be done without any disadvantage or injury to any other place. | 

There are provided for in the bill four lines—one from a port | 


in the United States on the Pacific coast via Hawaii to Japan, | 
Cl . and the Philippines; another from a port on the Pacific 


coust to Japan and China and the Philippines, omitting the re- | 
quirement that they shall go via Hawaii. Then there is a line 


to from a Pacific coast port via Hawaii and the Samoan | 
Islands to Australasia, and from a port on the Pacific coast to | 
Mexico, Central America, and the Isthmus. 

If all of these subsidies shall be taken and all these lines 


| be established, the provision I have offered would increase 
the number of lines on the Pacific coast, but that would be no | 

rity, it would produce no inequality, because there are 
| or eight—seven I am sure, and I am not positive but that 
are eight lines provided for on the Atlantic coast, includ- 


i 
ing the Gulf. It would seem that it is not unreasonable to ask | 
t] five lines shall be provided for on the Pacific coast and 
t they shall have the benefit of all the provisions of this bill. 

} 


ably all the other lines will go out of San Franciseo. The | 
designated would seem to indicate that it is contemplated | 
the other lines shall go out of San Francisco. 


l Therefore, 
| vl 


< it is nothing but justice to the two great ports in the 

mm Pacific to require specifically that they shall each 

ne line under the provisions of this bill. 

BACON. Mr. President, I shall occupy only two or three | 

s. I simply rise for the purpose of calling the attention 

e Senate to the way in which these demands grow. I wish 
| the attention of the Senate to the difference between thx 
ions of this bill and corresponding provisions in what was 
n as the “ Hanna-Frye bill,” which passed the Senate. 

he Hanna-Frye bill, as to the subsidy of cargo ships, pro- 


1 


| for 1 cent a mile for every hundred miles traversed by a | 

of over a thousand tons. In other words, it kept the pro- 
’ which gives a subsidy according to the work done. This | 
| ” Y . > . . 

proposes to give $5 a ton to a ship regardless of the number | 
160 


XL- 








moment, at a time when they are 
Government but altogether in the 
parties. 

As I said, the Hanna-Frye bill gave only $1 
few sailors who were engaged in the deep-sea fish: 
present bill gives the bounty, which I shall read, to 
petty officers, and seamen engaged in the entirs 
tion, foreign and domestic, there being of those eligible 





» for such 
bounty some 70,000 men. Now, instead of $1 a month to the 
few, this is what is given to the many. I will just read the pro 
vision that states the amount which is to be paid to this y 
army of men, not all of them of course, but there are 70,000 of 
them eligible to receive the amounts of bounty, which I nov 
read, found on page 4, beginning at line 14: 

_ For each officer of the line or Engineer Corps, having t 
lieutenant of the naval reserve, $110 

That is over $9 a month 
for each officer of the line of Engineer Corps, } n 
tenant (junior grade) in the naval reserve, $9 ea I 
the line or Engineer Corps, having the rank of ensign i 
reserve, $80; for each man with a rating of chi ty ii $70; 
for each man with a rating of petty officer, first class, $60 each 
man with a rating of petty officer, second class, $48; for ea¢ lan wit 
a rating of petty officer, third class, $40; for each seaman, t 
$36; for each seaman, second class, $30; for each seaman, t i S 
$24. 

Mr. President, I will not occupy the time of the Senate, as 


doubtless other Senators will desire to say 


it was proper that that consideration should b 
Senate, 


I will simply say, in response to the suggestion of thi 


from Maine, while there is a great deal I should like 


between ports of the United States and foreign ports 


now have no lines of communication, that much of 
would with pleasure support, and I believe ther 
| others on this side of the Chamber who would also 


bill of that kind if so limited; and T have, 


endeavoring, if possible, to have a bill to which I ear 
| support, offered an amendment which stril 


ceS oul 
sections of the pending. bill and which would le 
of the bill which I have just indic: 
Mr. GALLINGER obtained the , 
Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator from New 1 
permit me a moment? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I ask unanimous consent to h 
in the Recorp a copy of resoluti 
Union of the Pacific coast on this me 


| me from San Francisco. 


Mr. GALLINGER. There is no object e 
The VICE-PRESIDENT Without objection, the 
will be printed in the Recorp. 
There being no objection, the resolutio 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
SAILORS’ 1 
San Fran S¢ ‘ 
Hon. T. M. PATTERSON, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C 
Dear Str: By instructions of the Sailors’ 1 ) ! 
close herewith copy of resolut j 


February 5 relative to Senate bill No ) 
“ship subsidy bill,”’ and request your « 
Respectfully, yours, 
E. Er 


employment of 


> marine 


a word, but I thought 


response, that so far as the latter part of the bill is ¢ 
which proposes by liberal mail compensation, or mail 
| if that term is preferred, to open new lines of com 


nS adopted by the 


asure that were 





of miles traveled or the speed with which it travels or tl 
amount of work which it has done. 
jut a more marked contrast, Mr. President, is found in th 
first section of the bill, and to that I should e to ask the 
attention of the Senator from New Hampshire, if he has time 
| in his concluding remarks, so that he may tell us why there is 
such a great difference between the view now taken in reg ! 
to that matter and the view taken heretofore by the framers ot 
the Hanna-Frye bill. 
In the Hanna-Frye bill the only provision for bounty to 
men was a bounty to seamen engaged in the deep-sea fis! 
| Which are comparatively few in number, and the bounty \ 
to them was $1 a month for the time actually employed in t 
voyages of the vessels in the deep-sea fisheries. Ther 
comparatively few seamen engaged in the deep-sea fisheries 
The provision of the present bill applies not simply to 
| Sailors engaged in the the deep-sea fisheries, but to { 
sailors engaged in marine navigation, whether foreign or do 
mestic, and, as stated by my colleague [|Mr. Cray], ther 
| some 70,000 of them who are eligible for enrollment, 1 who 
| are to receive this bonus, the amount of which I will give in a 


not in the employment of 


private 


a month to the 


ail officer 


presented to the 
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world, England can no longer by styled the mistress 
What American is not proud of the result? 

Twenty-one years after that Mr. Blaine, in the last sp 
made in this body, called attention to the fact that . 
twenty years from the close of the war we had not done a 
identical thing for the shipping interests of the country. 1H, 

During these years in which Congress has not stepped forwa: 
one thing for the foreign commerce of this country, for all t) 
external transportation whose importance the Senator from kK 
has not exaggerated, but has strongly depicted, the same Cono 
passed ninety-two acts in aid of internal transportation by ra 
given 200,000,000 acres of the public lands, worth to-day a 
million dollars in money, and has added $70,000,000 in cash, ani 


of t! 


US 


repeat, it has extended the aid of scarcely a single dollar to build 
foreign commerce. 

Mr. President, there are the two pictures—the picture ¢hat 
Alexander H, Stephens painted in 1860; the picture that \r. 
Blaine painted in this body in 1881—which, in view of the }); 


eee as ot Oo 


. . ut 
| condition of the American merchant marine, is only emphasived 

There are two or three points I want to call attention to. One 
is a letter from Mr. A, A. Eberson, of St. Louis, who recently 
established a manufacturing plant in London. Mr. Eberson was 
asked why he did that, and he made this reply: 

Under existing conditions as to shipping possibilities In the | ed 
States, I believe there is more money for us to manufacture for ¢) t 
in England than here. You can go to any wharf in London a ee 
English ships bringing freight from all rts of the world, and , 1D 
send your goods out from English ports in those same ships. Yo nu- 
facture in the United States and look for American ships ca 
your goods and you do not find them. If you want to freight }\ 1S, 
you must turn to foreigners. That's something for the opponents the 
American ship-subsidy bill to think about. It is a fact that h: er- 
mined more than one American manufacturer to establish pl in 


England, for we are not the only ones who are going over there 
My attention was called the other day to a translation from ; 
French paper, the Reyue des deux Mondes, of Paris. The t 


| lation is as follows, and it relates to this bill: 


Once capital becomes engaged in the new enterprise, once A) n 
daring has been applied to solve this new problem, it will not y 
before the United States will have results. Half a century e 
United States had the second merchant marine of the world That 
great country has not degenerated since, the resources of its te: Vv 
have multiplied in a prodigious fashion, and its firm determina: to 
return to a competitive navigation shows this clearly. 

Here is cause for thought for European shipowners. A new m- 

| petitor, particularly redoubtable, will soon rise before them; a r 
ful merchant marine is on the eve of being created for the ser) of 

| an immense country, provided with a magnificent seacoast, bathed by 
both oceans, already rich, but richer still in energy, vigor, and re- 
sources still unbounded, even greater than its acquired riches. 

That is the opinion of a distinguished Frenchman regarding 
the possibilities of this bill. 

I received a letter the other day from a gentleman in New 

| York. He is a manufacturer and not an exporter, and he has 


taken great interest in this matter. I want to read just 


He called my attention to the | 
and stated that I had not sufficiently emphasized it, that the 
resultant effects of this legislation would benefit every Aieri- 
can citizen in every State of the American Union, and th 
reward which would come in the general welfare in bu 
up the interests of the American people everywhere woul 
tenfold or a hundredfold greater than the expense to the 
ernment. He said: 

In building our own ships we are consuming our own raw 0 
and utilizing our own labor; we are adding new business to tran 
tion interests on land and water; we are creating new indust! 
marine manufactures amounting to millions of dollars per annut 
finally, we are producing five new distinct labor wage interests 
raw materials, transportation, shipbuilding, marine service, a1 
secondary stage of the resultant effects of expending labor waz 
the products of other industries. These interests together return not 
less than one hundredfold the cost of the net subventions, and, i: y 
opinion, it will probably, by close calculation, approximate 
one hundred and twenty-five times the cost of subventions w! 


| finally possess an adequate merchant marine for our exports a: 


Wt s tl is now pendin in the Senate of the United States 
Cc a bi ck ated S. 529, t purposes of which are “to pro 
i { na fer to crea a force of naval volunteers, to | 
es Ame ‘ oce mail lines to foreign markets, to promote 
c and toy vide revenue from tonnage;” and | 

W ihe i bi (S. 529) would, if enacted into law, affect the in- 
terests seamen to their riows injury by virtue of the pro- 
vi s d in sections 1, 6, and 7 of said bill (S. 529), inasmuch 
n se sections, hile purporting to create a force of naval volunteers 
1 isis of vo itary enrollment on the part of the seamen, would 
in |} tice make such enroliment compulsory, thus creating a system 
oO , Since it to cure employment on vessels de- 
t nefit under the s of the said bill (S. 529) the seamen 
\ 1 ” lied to voluntarily (7%) enroll themselves in the naval 
vo tee! and 

W 3s the general features of the said bill (S. 529) affords no 

ssul e of accomplishing the objects sought, namely, improvement 
i t he terial and personne! of the American merchant marine, but, 
trary, are destined to impose upon the public additional bur- 
dens fo exclusive benefit of certain classes: Therefore, be it 
y the Sail Unien of the Pacific, That we are opposed 
t ssage of the said bill (S. 529); further 
, That we hereby urge upon the Congress of the United 
S > enactment of suc legislative measures, now pending in that 
Ls ‘alculated to remedy the defects in the navigation laws, 
I ularly such as bear upon the personnel of the American merchant | 
marine, to the end that the objects sought by Senate bill 529 may be 
a ved by legitimate and direct means which shall appeal to and | 
meet with the approval of the American people, reviving in them a 
personal interest and pride in maritime affairs, without which the pro- 
fession of the sea and all that appertains thereto must continue in 
t esent state of public indifference and contempt; further 
ed, That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to the proper 
Q s, with an urgent request for consideration thereof. 

Adopted by the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, February 5, 1906. 

E. Evw.ison, Secretary. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield for two minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to say only a word in regard to the 
amendment proposed by my friend from Oregon [Mr. Futon]. 
l observe that the provision of the bill which provides for the | 
est shment of new steamship lines mentions ports on the | 
At coast, ports on the Gulf of Mexico, and ports on the 
I oast. I think it would be ill advised for us to desig- 

ny particular port on the Pacific coast, for certainly the 
prise of the people of Oregon and Portland 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

> VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 ean not yield for a colloquy. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator from California if he is 

| that Sar Francisco will not secure one of these lines? 
PERKINS. It would only be a just tribute to their en- | 
*. FULTON. Or does he want San Francisco to secure all | 

i l 7 

\ PERKINS. It is only a just tribute to the enterprise 
of the merchants of San Francisco should they do so. But the 
s privilege is accorded to Oregon, to Washington, to the 
I s of Puget Sound. 

One word more. I wish to say, for the Senator from New 
8 pshire yielded only two minutes, in reply to what the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. Patyrerson] said in offering the amend- 

I sing discriminating duties, he has overlooked the 
g it the main object of this bill is to build up trade | 
\ other countries where we now have no commercial trade, | 
n South America, and that 90 per cent of the goods 
g 1 South America are on the free list—coffee, log- 
i such articles of trade as come from that country. 
he 10 per cent discriminating duty would give us no 
relief whatever. 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to. say that the 
M Marine ¢ nission and the Committee on Commerce 
se 1 s as they thought upon an equitable basis, 
each Senato ho has a port in his State or city that he 
‘ s ke care of is going to get a new line, I think we will 
ll that will be rather top-heavy. 

to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], who says 
th: e Frye shipping bill only included the deep-sea fisheries, 
Iw d suggest that that bill did not propose to create a naval 
reserve i th is the reason why we have broadened that 
prov } ‘here is no danger of getting too many naval-re- 
serve ‘ Eng d has nearly four times as many sailors as 
we have; she has been a good many years in getting 33,500 

men: and if we ever get 10,000 we will be fortunate. 

Now, Mr. President, a word in closing this debate. In 


Rhodes’s History of the United States, volume 3, page 7, the fol- 

lowing will be found as an utterance by Alexander H. Stephens, 

of Georgia, in November, 1860, on the eve of secession, deliy- 
before the Georgia legislature. Mr. Stephens said: 

not only coastwise, but to for- 

the front rank of the nations of the 


‘ 


We have 


now an amount of shipping, 


which puts us in 





ports. All these facts are exceedingly plain to scientific econ 
and in my conversation with masters of these subjects, there has 
been a dissenting voice. 

Mr. President, I was very much gratified in looking up 
facts on this subject to find an extract from a speech tha 
distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison] made in ©! 
ton, Iowa, October 10, 1903, showing that the Senator, howeve! 
he may feel about this bill, is in profound sympathy with th 
purpose for which some of us have been laboring. I thin 
will quote the Senator correctly when I say that he said: 


Our efforts should be turned to these countries lying near us, 4s 
as to South America and Asia. The latter field is likely to be of it 
mable value in the near future, stimulated as it has been by th: 
ence of our flag in those distant seas, where three-fifths of the po 
tion of the globe is to be supplied in the future with the produ: 
the more civilized nations. a 

In this struggle we will have the active and close competition 
Europe. We have advantage in distance, and will soon have, if 
have not now, the advantage in facilities. American ships must 
there, and the American flag must be seen there and dwell there, «0 
our Government can well afford to provide jal aid to our merch nt 
marine to extend our trade there, and in South Africa and South Amer 
ica as well. 


A magnificent speech! 
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The SreretTary. The next amendment proposed by Mr. GAL- 
LINGER is, in the same section, on page 10, line 17, after the word 
* agree,” to insert: 

And 


contract 


the provisions of this subdivision shall be embodied in every 
between the vessel owner or owners and the United States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary. The next amendment, proposed by Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, is on page 11, line 3, after the words “ of the,” to insert 


the words “navigating force on;” in line 4, after the word 
“deck,” to strike out “foree;” in line 7, after the word “ ex- 


” 


and in line 8, after the word 
” so as to 


perience,” to strike out “ at sea; 
“deck,” to insert “at sea or on the Great Lakes; 
read: 


Third. That upon each departure of said vessel from the United 
States at least one-sixth of the crew shall be citizens of the United 
States, or men who have declared their intention to become citizens, 


and of the navigating force on deck, excluding licensed officers, at least 
one-half shall be able seamen, who are hereby defined to be men who 
have had two years’ or more experience on deck at sea or on the Great 
Lakes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. The next amendment is one proposed by Mr. 
ALLISON, in section 4, on page 12, line 14, after the word “ time,” 
to strike out “* but no vessel shall receive a subvention under the 
provisions of section 2 of this act for a longer period than ten 


” 


years. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was heretofore agreed to. There 
are certain other amendments agreed to that I think ought not 
to be again read. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
stricken out? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

The Secrerary. The next amendment is one proposed by Mr. 
MALLory, in section 6, on page 15, to strike out from line 13 to 
line 17, inclusive, as follows: 


Then the words which haye been read are 


Fifth. From a port of the United States on the Gulf of Mexico to 
Cuba, on steamships of the United States of not less than 14 knots 
speed, for a semiweekly service at a maximum compensation not ex- 
ceeding $75,000 a year. 


And in lien thereof to insert: 


Fifth. From a port of the United States on the Atlantic coast, south 
of Cape Hatteras, and from a port on the Gulf of Mexico to Cuba, on 
steamships of the United States of not less than 14 knots speed, for a 
weekly service, at a maximum compensation not exceeding $75,000 a 
year, or for a semiweekly service at a maximum compensation not ex- 
ceeding $125,000 a year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secrerary. The next amendment is one proposed by 
Mr. Morcan, in section 6, page 16, after the word “ From,” to 
strike out “a port” and insert “each of two ports;” after the 
word “ Mexico,” in line 4, to insert “and from New Orleans; ” 
and in line 6, after the words “Central America and,” to in- 
sert “to the port of Cristobal on;” so as to read: 

Sixth. From each of two ports of the United States on the Gulf of 
Mexico and from New Orleans to Central America and to the port of 
Cristobal on the Isthmus of Panama, on steamships of the United States 
of not less than 12 knots speed, for a weekly service at a maximum com- 
pensation not exceeding $75,000 a year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secrerary. The next amendment is one proposed by Mr. 
I'ULTON, on page 17, line 8, after the word “From,” to strike 
“a port” and insert “each of two ports, namely, Puget 
Sound and the Columbia River;” and in line 10, before the 


ou 


word “ Pacific,” to insert the word “ North;” so as to read: 
Tenth. From each of two ports, namely, Puget Sound and the Colum- 
a River, of the North Pacific coast of the United States to Japan, 
China, and the Philippines, on steamships of the United States of not 
le than 13 knots speed, for a monthly service at a maximum compen- 
tion not exceeding $210,000 a year; or for a fortnightly service, at a 
xitoum compensation not exceeding $420,000 a year. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FULTON. To perfect the amendment, I move, in line 13, 
fter the word “ compensation,” to insert the words “to each.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
fhe SecRETARY. On page 17, after the words “ maximum com- 
pensation,” it is proposed to insert the words “ to each.” 


Mr. GALLINGER. Let that be submitted to the Senate, Mr. 
President. : 

Mr. FU 
in line 15. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. , 

The SecreTAry. On page 17, line 13, after the words “ maxi- 
mum compensation,” it is propesed to insert “to each;” and in 


LTON. And I offer the same amendment to come in 


line 15, after the words “ maximum compensation,” to insert “ to 
each.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The SECRETARY. 


The next amendment is one proposed by Mr. 
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MorcaAn, on page 18, line 5, before the words “the Isthmus of 
Panama,” to insert “ Port la Boca on;” so as to read: 
Twelfth. From a port of the Pacific ceast of the United Stat; 


t 
Mexico, Central America, and Port la Boca on the Isthmus of Pa; Zr 
on steamships of the United States of not less than 12 knots speed, (,} 
a fortnightly service at a maximum compensation not excesjjn- 
$120,000 a year, iss 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secrerary. The next amendment is one proposed by \y. 
GALLINGER, on page 21, after line 6, to imsert as an additiong| 
section the following: 


Sec. 12. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repoa] 
this act, in whole or in part, whenever in its judgment the publ 
terest shall so require, without, however, impairing in any wis: 
obligation of any specific contract then in force which shall haye 
entered into under the provisions of sections 2, 3, 5, and 6 of thi t. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer an amendment, on page 10, line 25 
after the first word “ That,” to insert “ until July 1, 1912: go 
as to read: 

Third. That until July 1, 1912, upon each departure of said vessel} 


from the United States at least one-sixth of the crew shall be cit - 
of the United States, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGHER. I offer another amendment in the same 


section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In the same paragraph, on page 11, line 1, 
after the word “ one-sixth,” it is proposed to insert “and after 
July 1, 1912, one-fourth.” 

Mr. SPOONER. Where is that in the new print of the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the new print it will be fou 
at the top of page 11. The amendment will be again stated. 

The Secretary. On page 11, line 1, after the word 
sixth,” it is proposed to insert “and after July 1, 1912, one- 
fourth; ” so that if amended it will read: 


Upon each departure of said yessel from the United States at least 
one-sixth, and after July 1, 1912, one-fourth, of the crew shal! be 
citizens of the United States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment heretofore submitted by the Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
Bacon], to strike out all of sections 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. At the request of some Senators, I will ask that 
the vote upon that amendment be divided, so that it shall be 
taken upon the first section alone and then upon the second, 
third, and fourth sections, the second, third, and fourth sec. 
tions all relating to one matter and the first section relating 
to a separate matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question on the amendment of 
the Senator from Georgia will be divided. ‘The first question is 
on the amendment to strike out section 1. 

Mr. BACON. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Some of us have not the bill under consider- 
ation as it is now printed, and I should like to have the section 
proposed to be striken out read, so that we may know upon what 
we are voting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the section 
proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the amendment offered 
the committee to the first section has been adopted, so that the 
section to be read is really the amendment offered by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LODGE. All that it is necessary to read is the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BACON. The amendment has been accepted and stands 
in lieu of the original section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The section will be read 
stands amended. 

The Secretary read the section proposed to be stricken out, 
as follows: 

That there shall be enrolled, 


d 


* one- 


as 


in such manner and under such re- 
quirements as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, from the of! 
and men now and hereafter employed in the merchant marine and 
eries of the United States, including the coastwise trade of the Atla 
and Pacific and the Great Lakes, such officers, petty officers, and |! 
as may be capable of rendering service as members of a naval re 

for Guty in time of war, and who are willing to undertake such se" 

to be classified in grades and ratings according to their capaci) 
shown at time of enrollment. No man shall be thus enrolled w 


| not a citizen of the United States either by birth or naturalizat 
| These members of the naval reserve shall be enrolled for a period 


four years, during which period they shall be subject to render ser 
on call of the President in time of war. They shall also possess s 
qualifications, receive such instruction, and be subject to such regu 
tions as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe. The Secretary 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed, upon proper audit | 
the Auditor for the Navy Department, to pay, out of any money to 
annually appropriated therefor upon estimates to be annually submitted 
to Congress in the Book of Estimates, to each officer, petty officer, or man 


10 6. 





enrolled and employed in the merchant marine or fisheries, in 
ng the coastwise trade of the Atlantic and Pacific and the Great 

“as hereinafter provided, an annual retainer as follows: 
yr each officer of the line or Engineer Corps, having the rank of 
1ant of the naval reserve, $110; for each officer of the line or 
i eer Corps, having the rank of lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
' reserve, $90; for each officer of the line or Engnieer Corps, hav- 
e rank of ensign in the naval reserve, $80; for each man with a 
» of chief petty officer, $70; for each man with a rating of petty 
first class, $60; for each man with a rating of petty officer, sec 
lass, $48; for each man with a rating of petty officer, third class, 
for each seaman, first class, $36; for each seaman, second class, 
@ for each seaman, third class, $24. Such retainer shall be paid at 
{ nd of each year of service on certificate, by the Secretary of the 
. that the member of the naval reserve has satisfactorily complied 
the regulations, and on certificate by the Secretary of Commerce 
Labor that such member has served satisfactorily for at least six 
ths of the preceding twelve months on vessels of the United States 
e merchant marine or in the deep-sea fisheries. Each officer, petty 
or man of the naval reserve thus enrolled, who has not served 


f <« months of the preceding year on vessels of the United States in 
{ erchant marine, or in the deep-sea fisheries, but has complied with 
ther prescribed requirements for enrollment in the naval reserve, 
: receive one-half the annual retainer as enumerated above. The 


number of officers, petty officers, and men enrolled in the naval 
e shall not at any time exceed 10,000. 
Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
o ‘al pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ti1- 
7 . who is necessarily absent. If he were present, I should 
yote “ nay.” 


FLINT (when his name was called). I have a general 


p: with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBerRson]. If 
he re present, I should vote “ nay.” 

FRYE (when his name was called). The junior Senator 
f South Dakota [Mr. Kirrreper] is paired with the junior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson]. The junior Senator 
fi Maine [Mr. Frye] is paired with the senior Senator from 
M land [Mr. GorMAN]. A transfer of those pairs has been 
n leaving the Senator from Colorado and myself at liberty 


to vote. I shall not make this announcement again. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. TALIAFERRO (when Mr. MALLory’s name was called). 

My colleague [Mr. Matiory] is unavoidably detained from the 

Se He has a general pair with the Senator from Vermont 

Mr. Procror]. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when Mr. Procror’s name was called). 


NtTe 


= 


My league [Mr. Proctor] is unavoidably absent from the 
Senate to-day, and will not be able to be present during any of 


the votes this afternoon. 
Florida [Mr. MALtory]. 
of his pair. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack], who 


He bas a pair with the Senator from 
I shall make no further announcement 


is absent. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] is ab- 
sent unpaired. I transfer the pair existing between the Senator 
fro 


1 Tennessee and myself to the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
so that they will be paired with each other. I do not know how 
either would vote, if present, but I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], 
who is detained from the Chamber by illness. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (after voting in the negative). I did not 
observe when I yoted that the senior Senator from Montana 
[Mr. CLarK], with whom I have a pair, is absent. Inasmuch 
‘ » is absent, I withdraw my vote. I hope this announcement 
\ serve for the remaining votes on the bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 

m Texas [Mr. Battey]. If he were present, he would vote 

and I should vote “nay” on the pending amendment. 

I desire to announce that I am in favor of the bill and the Sen- 

from Texas is opposed to it. 

pair to serve during the remaining votes to be taken on the 
bill and amendments. 

Mr. TELLER. The junior Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILrey] 

the Senate to go to the hospital, where he has a sick son. 
Hie desired that I should say that he is against the bill, and I 
make that statement now at his request. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to state that I have a general pair 
the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. That 
pair has been transferred to the senior Senator from Connecti- 

[Mr. BuLKretry], so that they stand paired. That an- 
nouncement will stand for all the votes on the bill. 

rhe result was announced—yeas 25, nays 39, as follows: 
YEAS—25. 


with 


mn Dubois Morgan Spooner 
n Foster Newlands Stone 
i kburn Frazier Overman Taliaferro 
( ke, Ark. Gearin Patterson Teller 
7 Latimer Pettus 
Daniel McCreary Rayner 
Dolliver McLaurin Simmons 





I make this announcement of 
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NAYS 9 

Aldrich Heyburn ] e 
Allee Hopki i 
Ankeny Kean I 
Brandegee rye La bl 
Burkett Fulton Lodg t 
Burnham Gallinger Long 
Burrows Gamble Me) ex 1 
Carter Hale Mill l 
Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough Nelsor \ 
Crane Hemenway N n 

NOT VOTING—25. 
Al Clapp Flint M 
Bailey Clark, Mont. Gorman ’ 
Berry Culberson Kittredge I L 
Beveridge Cullom Knox W 
Bulkeley Depew Met: y 
Burton Dillingham Mallory 
Carmack Elkins Martin 


So Mr. Bacon’s amendment 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recu upon the s 
ond division of the motion of the 
strike out sections 2, 3, and 4 of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I do not deem it necessary to call for the 
and nays, as the last roll call may be regarded as a test vote 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 
motion of the Senator from Geor 


was rejected. 


r iron Georgia to 


is on agreeing to the 


rgia to strike out sections 2, 
and 4. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I proposed certain amend- 
ments which the Clerk has printed before him. I ask that they 
may be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair informed that the 
amendments of the Senator from Alabama were printed sep- 


arately, but, through some inadvertence, were n 
Printing Office to be incorporated in the bill 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 15 of the last print 
20, after the word “ port,” insert the words “ 


will 


ot sent 


They be 


in clause 5, lin 





or ports; ” so as 
to read: 

From a port of the United States on e Atlant { th of 
Cape Hatteras, and from a port or ports on the Gulf of Mexico to 
Cuba, ete. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 22, page 15, it is proposed to strike 
out the word “fourteen,” before the word “knots,” and to in 
sert “sixteen;” so as to read: “not less than sixteen knots 
speed.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment pr l by 
the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 15, line 23, after the words 
exceeding,” it is proposed to strike out “seventy-five” and 
sert “one hundred and fifty;” so as to read, “at a maximum 
compensation not exceeding $150,000 a year.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I sent an amendment to the desk 
the argument was in progress, and I should like to h 
on it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add a ne Sé 1 to : 
bill as follows: 

—. No subvention, compensation, or ly provided for 
ct shall be paid for any steamship or ot! sl 
Chinese as part of its deck force or « 

Mr. PATTERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to eall the roil. 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am] red witl 


the junior Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
all the amendments. I 
the subject. If the Senator from Texas were | 
vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay” on this : 
he would vote “nay” and I should vote 
of the bill. 
Mr. FLINT 


i 
BAILEY | bill ; l 
will make no further announcement on 
ld 

l 


“ven - on 


(when his name was called). I am paired with 


the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON | 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). |! al 
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Missi [ Mr. 
Monex]. I understand he will not be here this aft 1001 nd 
I therefore make this announcement as to all votes which may 
follow. If free to vote, I should vote “nay” on this amend 
ment, and on the passage of the bill itself I should vote “yea” 


and the Senator from Mississippi “ n: 


Ly.” 
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The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 17, nays—47, as follows: 


YEAS—17. 


Ankeny Fulton Nixon Teller 
Carter Gearin Patterson Warner 
Daniel La Follette Perkins 
Dubois McLaurin Piles 
Foster Newlands Rayner 
NAYS—47. 

Aldrich Crane Heyburn Penrose 
Allee Dick Hopkins Pettus 
Allison Dolliver Kean Platt 
Bacon Dryden Latimer Scott 
Blackburn Foraker Lodge Simmons 
Brandegee Frazier Long Smoot 
Burkett Frye McCreary Spooner 
Burnham Gallinger McCumber Stone 
Burrows Gamble Millard Sutherland 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Morgan Taliaferro 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough Nelson Wetmore 
Clay Hemenway Overman 

NOT VOTING—25. 
Alger Clapp Flint Money 
sailey Clark, Mont. Gorman Proctor 
Berry Culberson Kittredge Tillman 
Beveridge Cullom Knox Warren 
Bulkeley Depew McEnery 
Burton Dillingham Mallory 
Carmack Elkins Martin 


So Mr. PATTERSON’sS amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out of the first section all 
after line 23, on page 5, up to and including the word “ above,” 
on page 6, line 5. 

Mr. BACON. Some of us have not had an opportunity to get 
the new print, and I will ask the Senator to read what it is 
proposed to strike out, so that we may know. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will read it: 

Each officer, petty officer, or man of the naval reserve thus enrolled, 
who has not served for six months of the preceding year on vessels of 
the United States in the merchant marine, or in the deep-sea fisheries, 
but has complied with the other prescribed requirements for enrollment 


in the naval reserve, shall receive one-half the annual rétainer as 
enumerated above. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the 
Senate having refused to strike out the amendment upon motion 
of the Senator from Georgia, the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin is not in order while the bill is in Committee of the 
Whole, but will be in order when the bill goes into the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 
Mr. McLAURIN. I offered an amendment this morning 


which has not been printed. I ask for a yote upon it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Mississippi offers 
an amendment, which will be read. 


The Secrerary. It is proposed to add as a new section the 
following: 

Spec. —. That no part of the subsidy by this act provided for shall 
be paid to any Senator or Representative in Congress, or member of 


the executive or judiciary department, or to any member of the family 
of any such Senator, Representative, member of the executive or judi- 
ciary department; or to any corporation of which such Senator, Repre- 
sentative, member of the executive or judiciary department or member 
of the family of such Senator, Representative, member of the execu- 
tive or judiciary department shall own or shall have owned, in his or 
her or any other name, any of the stock. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Imoveto lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion to lay the amendment on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I offer an amendment to come in at the close of 
section 11. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 
11, after the words “ nineteen bundred and six,” the following: 

And shall remain of force for ten years thereafter, after which period 
to be of force and effect. 
Mr. BACON. Upon the amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the amendment may be again 


i shall cease 


stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be 
stated. 

The SecreTary. Section 11 now reads: 

S1 11. That this act shall take effect on July 1, 1906. 


lt is proposed to add thereto the words: 

And shall remain of force for ten years thereafter, after which pe- 
riod it shall cease to be of force and effect. 

Mr. BACON. Senators around me say that it is unnecessary 
to call for the yeas and nays unless the viva voce vote shall dis- 
close the necessity for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 4 of the new print, line 21, I move 
to strike out “enrolled” and insert “enlisted;” the same on 
page 3, line 20, and whereyer the word occurs in the section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment is out of order at this time, but will be in order when 





the bill reaches the Senate, and for the same reason ag he) 


fore stated. > 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like a vote upon the motioy to 
recommit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada su)iits 
a motion to recommit with instructions, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. , tl 
instructions to report in connection therewith an estimate of ¢| aa 
of the vessels required for service in the ocean mail lines, provid r 
in section 6, and as to whether it is practicable for the United + 


Government to construct such ships as a part of the Navy, s) 
mentary to the war ships, to be used as colliers, transports, scout 

in the emergency of war, and as to whether it is practicable to }, 
such ships to private corporations in times of peace for the ser) ‘of 
the mail lines contemplated in section 6, and as to whether it is 

tieable to organize a naval reserve to be enlisted in the Wnited s 
in the service of such ships whose vase shall be paid three-fourt 
the private corporations leasing such ships and one-fourth by the United 
States Government; such naval reserves to be composed of citizens , 
the United States or of those who have declared their intention ; 
become such, and to be subject to the training of naval officers in oder 
to fit them to respond to the call of the Government in case o! ! 
and the rentals received from such ships to form a fund for the gradyaj 
enlargement of the number of supplementary ships required t 

Navy in case of war as colliers, transports, scouts, etc., and gen 

to report the comparative cost of such method of enlarging our mer 
chant marine as compared with the method of subvention provided by 


section 6. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. On the question of agreeing to the mo- 
tion, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TELLER. If it be in order to divide the proposition and 
to take a vote first on the simple question of recommitting the 
bill, I ask that we may take a vote on the question of recom- 
mitting the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I know this is not de- 
batable, but it seems to me this is a straight proposition to re- 
commit with instructions, and therefore is not divisible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment, debate is not in order at this time. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not trying to debate it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A motion to recommit with in- 
structions is not divisible. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada asks for 
the yeas and nays on the motion to recommit with instructions. 
Is there a second? In the opinion of the Chair there is not. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Nevada to recommit the bill with instructions. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendments 
proposed the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPOONER. Have the amendments been concurred in in 
the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have not. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator can reserve any one he wishes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin is at 
liberty to reserve any of the amendments which he desires to 
have acted upon separately. 

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to have a vote upon all the amend 
ments which I offered as in Committee of the Whole. I offered 
them seasonably and a record of them was made at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated in 
their order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ean indicate the first one. I move to 
strike out, beginning on the twenty-fourth line, on page 5 ot 
new print, the following words: 

Each officer, petty officer, or man of the naval reserve thus enro! 
who has not served for six months of the preceding year on vess« 
the United States in the merchant marine, or in the deep-sea fish 
but has complied with the other prescribed requirements for enrolln\ 
in the naval reserve, shall receive one-half the annual retainer 
enumerated above. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tl. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to have the yeas and nays ' 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary havins 
called the roll, the result was announced—yeas 34, nays 30, ‘s 
follows: 





YEAS—34. 
Allison Dolliver Latimer Rayner 
Ankeny Dubois McCreary Simmons 
Bacon Foster MeLaurin Spooner 
Blackburn Frazier Morgan Stone 
Burkett Fulton Newlands Taliaferro 
Burrows Gamble Overman Teller 
Clarke, Ark. Gearin Patterson Warner 
Clay Hemenway Pettus 
Daniel La Follette Piles 





1 ( 


es 
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NAYS—30. | 24 and 25 have been stricken out on mot rf 
: Dryden Kean Perkins Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner}. 
cen “as Fat | Mr. ALLISON. I desire to move to insert 
am Gallinger MeCumber Smoot | listed” wherever the word “ enrolled s found 
eaonta Selene woe The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is info 
Wyo Hansbrough Nelson fetmore nade we . ines 94 and 25; aie Tanhene gl « 
J imeybern Nixon r tary that lines 24 an 1 25, at tl 1 f 
Hopkins Penrose | including the word above,” in line 5, 
NOT VOTING—25. were stricken out on motion of the Ser 
Clapp Flint Money Mr. ALLISON. The word “enrolled” has | 
Saiceaee seem Proctee Mr. KEAN. The entire language was strick 
Culberson .ittrec ge Tillman T » 4 '‘E-PRES ENT The entire lane) 
lee Cullom Knox - Warren a Vi¢ E I RESIDEN -. Ch ntit i 7 ru 
oa Depew McEnery Mr. GALLINGER. Down to the amendment 
7 Dillingham Mallory Mr. ALLISON. If that has already been stri 
Ix Elkins Martin | @ great many other things, I do not object. 
So Mr. Spooner’s amendment was agreed to. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
SPOONER. I move to insert after the word “citizens” | out the word “ enrolled,” in line 7, page 6 


A 


\livision third, page 11, the proviso which I send to the desk. | 


Il not take the time to ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

. VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
SecrETARY. On page 11 of the last print, line 3, after 
rd “ citizens,” insert the following proviso: 
led, That except in the case of steamers navigating rivers ex- 
y at least 75 per cent of the navigating crew, exclusive o 
i officers, shall be individually effective hands—that is, of a 


not less than able seamen, and no one shall be signed as an able 
unless 


at least three years on deck at sea or on the Great Lakes. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the 

or from Wisconsin to demand the yeas and nays? 
SPOONER. No, sir; I did not. 

» Senate on the amendment. 

» VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

dment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
amendment was rejected. 

SPOONER. I move to strike out subdivision 6, on page 11. 

» VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

» SECRETARY. 
sixth, line 24. 
BLACKBURN. 


Let it be read. 

ICE-PRESIDENT. The words proposed to be stricken 

be read by the Secretary. 

ECRETARY. 

e sixth subdivision, in the following words: 

A vessel shall not be entitled to the subvention above provided 
‘ss during the period of employment in the foreign trade or 
fisheries the following proportions of the crew of the vessel 
» dates specified shall have toon enrolled in the naval reserve: 

July 1, 1908, one-eighth ; after July 1, 1912, one-sixth; after July 
7, one-fourth: Provided, That if the foregoing stated proportions 

| reserves can not be obtained at a foreign port with reasonable 

; certified by the consul, other persons may be substituted until 
st return of said vessel to the United States, without forfeiture of 

vention. 

» VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

idment propoged by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

e amendment was rejected. 

SPOONER. I wish to move the same amendment as to 
18. It is the provision for the compulsory service of nayal- 
ve men on merchant ships. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

» SecreTary. It is proposed to strike out all of section 7 of 
1] 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
ike out section 7 of the bill. The question is on agreeing 
» amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

amendment was rejected. 

. ALLISON. Imovethe amendment of whichI gave notice. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. - The amendment will be stated. 

Srecrerary. On page 3, line 20, strike out the word “ en- 
|” and insert in lieu the word “ enlisted.” 
ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
iment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

» amendment was rejected. 

ALLISON. I now move to strike out the words “thus 
led,” on page 4, line 21, and wherever it occurs after page 
the first section, and to insert the word “ enlisted.” 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated by 

Secretary. 
e Secretary. On page 4, line 21, after the word “ man,” 
e out the words “ thus enrolled” and insert the word “ en- 


V 

1! 
i 
S 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
idment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 
e amendment was rejected. 

ALLISON. I also intended to embody in the motion to 
( the word “ enrolled,” in line 25, page 5, and also in line 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Chair understands that lines 


On page 11, strike out the subdivision num- | 


| 





Mr. ALLISON. If that is still there, 
All I want is simply to have it appear tha 
ments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The Secretary. On page 6 of 


out the first word in the line, the word “ enrolle 


| lieu the word “ enlisted.” 


he shall be 19 or more years of age and shall have | 


I will take the viva voce | 


On page 11 of the last print, line 24, strike 


The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still in 
open to amendment. The question is on « 
amendments made as in Committee of the 

The amendments were concurred in 


iil, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 


i 


was read the third time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
times, the question is, Shall the bill pas 
Mr. CLAY. 
bill. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secr 


to call the roll. 

Mr. TELLER (when Mr. 
junior Senator from Texas BAILEY] 
senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Er 
Senator from Texas were prese! 


BAILEY’S name y 





: 3 
it, he would 


Mr. GALLINGER (when the name of Mr. Derew 1 


I have been requested by the rom 

DeEPrew] to state that he is paired on this bill 

from Louisiana [Mr. McENery]. If pi 

New York would vote “ 
Mr. DILLINGHAM 


Senator 


present, 1 
yea,” on the passage of 


(when his name wa 


announce my pair with the senior Senator from Sou 
Were he present, I should vote “ 


[Mr. TILLMAN]. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO (when Mr. Matto; 
I again announce the unavoidable absence « 
Martory]. If he were present, he would 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). 
before, I have a standing pair with the senior S 
sissippi [Mr. Money]. I will transfer that ] 
from Michigan [Mr. Auger], who if pre 


The Senator from Mississippi would 
not paired. I will vote. I vote “ 
The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish again ft 
the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. CrLarK 
that I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 


[Mr. ALGER], and will vote. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to say to the S 
that I have just arranged a transfer of 
from Michigan [Mr. ALGER]. 

Mr. BEVERIDGBE. I beg the Se: I 
Then I wish again to announce my pair with 
Montana 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask to be permitted t 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] that he is abse 
cause of the death of a relative and absolutely u 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to state that my « 
TIN] is paired, I understand, with the Se: 
[Mr. CuLLom]. 


The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 27, : 


YEAS—38. 


Aldrich Dick He yl n 
Allee Dryden Hoy 
Allison Foraker Kear 
Ankeny Frye Lodg 
Brandegee Fulton Lon 
Burnham Gallinger M 
Burrows Gamble M 
Carter Hale N 
Clark, Wyo. Hansbrough N 

} Crane Hemenway bP 


The amendment wil 
the last print, 


W hole. 


bill having | 


I ask for the yeas and nays on th 


[Mr. CrarK], and to say that if he 


») Say 


@ 


Af 


et 
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NAYS—27. squares are full grown, the streets less crowded, and auto: . 
Sein Dubois McLaurin Simmons scarcer, but it won't fit Washington or any city. It’s ten years i 
it ache Mostar Morgan Spooner the times. There is only one case in the history of Washington rw 
apts Prasier Newlands Stone an automobile killed a man, and in this instance the chauffeur , 
Clarke, Ark Gearin Overman Taliaferro onerated. Washington has a population larger than the ten , ~ 
Clay La Follette Patterson Teller which Mr. Sims represents. ‘The city blocks are different fron " 
Daniel F hbeeiiee ation Warner try blocks, and an automobile accident is different from that of a 
Dolliver McCreary Rayner We are fighting to defeat the measure, and feel confident that il 
a ea a not be given serious consideration.” 4 
NOT VOTING—24. _ The Automobile Club of Washington, at 11 o'clock to-morrow " 
Alger Carmack Dillingham McEnery ing, will meet the Commissioners in the District Building to a 
Bailey Clapp Elkins Mallory the various phases of the proposed legislation. The meeting was jo.; 
aera Clark, Mont. Flint Martin poned from yesterday. 
Beveridge Culberson Gorman Money rhe Commissioners have been asked for their recommendation, nq 
Bulkeley Cullom Kittredge Proctor before passing on the measure they invited the automobile men « @ 
Burton Depew Knox Tillman city to express themselves. Mr. Caverly will make an argument e 
So the bill w passed the Commissioners. 
; » bi yas passed. recent 
The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill to Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, that does not present a question 
promote the national defense, to create a naval reserve, to estab- | of personal privilege. I think it is, on the whole, complimentary 
lish American ocean mail lines to foreign markets, and to pro- | to the gentleman from Tennessee. It states what his bill is, 
aaahe eamumneree.” and so forth, and I make the point that it presents no question 
STATEHOOD BILL. of personal privilege. 
| Mr. SIMS. I think it is a matter of privilege, but of course 
! 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Calendar No. 411, being House bill 12707. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people 


must abide by the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, It cccurs to the Chair, the point havi 
been made, or without being made, that the gentleman f; 
Tennessee can only proceed by way of unanimous consent 
making a personal explanation. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want’ 





| Ten or fifteen minutes? 


of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State | 


government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana to proceed to the consideration of the bill, 
the title of which has just been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 16 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Febru- 
ary 15, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 14, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. HeENry N. CoupeEn, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I 
privilege 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I read from the Washington Post 
of this morning’s issue the following. The headline is: 
AUTO LAW. 
“A man who would father such a bill as that now before Congress for 


IM rise to a question of personal 


SCORES PROPOSED 
regu 
1in of the Automobile Club, 
it of the way of himself 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. The 
desirous of hearing what the gentleman from Tennessee says 
not because the House is not in order. 


capt 


last night, ‘“ would have trouble keep- 
ing oO ” 


’ 


Will the gen- 


1d Can 











| I think the bill is of importance. 
| was told by police officers that certain individuals had be 


Mr. SIMS. Yes; about ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentlema 
have fifteen minutes to explain the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the object of this article, of cour 
is intended to ridicule the bill, and try to kill it in this 
During the last Congress j 


{After a pause.] Th 


way 


l 
arrested and fined as many as three times a day. As a matter 
of course, they were not arrested and fined for each off 
that they committed. Rich, reckless, dare-devil young men 
driving automobiles simply for pleasure, violated the po 
regulations of the District of Columbia with impunity 
paid their fines as a matter of levity, and went wild in their 
reckless career. Upon investigation, I found that there was no 
law in the District of Columbia authorizing imprisonment for 
violation of this regulation, and I sought and had a conversatio1 
with the chief of police, and he showed me what the regulation: 
were. He said there was no law on the subject. 

The bill I introduced was drawn by an officer of the Distri 


2p 


l, 

’ 
end 
albita 


| of Columbia, and is with few exceptions the present police rezu 


lation of automobiles in Washington,” said Robert B. Caverly, | 


Chair | 


tleman from Tennessee please read again? 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I will send it to the Clerk’s desk 
nd have it read. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
S PROPOSED AUTO LAW—CAPTAIN CAVERLY OF THE LOCAL CLUB 
SIMS BILI RIDICULOUS—CHAUFFEUR, HE DECLARES, WOULD | 
ro CARRY CHART IN ONE HAND AND RUN MACHINE WITH THB 
man who would father such a bill as that now before Congress for 
ilation of automobiles in Washington,” said Robert B. Caverly, 
‘ of the Automobile Club, last night, “‘ would have trouble keep- 
ir t of the way of himself. With all due respect to Representative 
SI of Tennessee, who introduced the bill, I would say the measure 
s diculous in half a dozen ways. 

1 lea of running an automobile 12 miles an hour and slowing 
down to 8 miles an hour at every corner is laughable, and the idea of 
running at specific rates of speed on certain streets at designated times, 
as provided in t bill, is amusing. A man would have to carry a 

irt in one hand and keep ihe other busy following out the rules. 
» chances are he would kill half a dozen citizens before he could get 








ack home. 

‘That part of the bill providing imprisonment for a man who has 
onee been fined on the charge of violating the law would make it dan- 
wus for a citizen who owns an automobile to use his machine after 
having faced the police judge, because, if perchance he should acci- 
itly misunderstand his chart and get arrested, it would mean a term 
iil for an innocent and respected citizen and a blotch upon his 
eracter for having been behind the bars. 

“ Mr. 





Sims’s bill might be applicable in Linden, Tenn., where the 


| for the life of a child or a lady. 


| little child in the eastern part of Washington, near East Cap 





lations; yet this Captain Caverly, whoever he is—I never s: 
him or read of him, but he seergs to be president of the Auto- 
mobile Club, and therefore is the representative of his club. 
Judging from the article only, I imagine he is a chauffeur y 
has recently been promoted from a push cart or a driver « 
dray, as he seems to have about the conceptions we would ex- 
pect from such a person. [Laughter and applause.} li 
thus promoted, he has got what we call “ the swell head.” 

He denounces this bill as being ten years behind, lacks 
years of being up-to-date, when, with slight changes, it is 
present police regulations of the District of Columbia; yet 
and his kind care so little for regulations that only im) 
fines as a punishment that he does not even know what 
regulations are. Why, of course, such gentlemen as he is | 
not like imprisonment features of the bill. There is no d 
but that a great majority of the people who own automobiles 
the District of Columbia do not violate the law or the regu 
tions, but are careful to observe them. But there are 
enough of these reckless characters at large on the streets 
make it dangerous to travel the streets. Why, this “ captai! 
chauffeur ’’—says that only one man has been killed in al! 
history of the District of Columbia by an automobile, and tha 
chauffeur was acquitted. I have not looked up to see | 
many men have been killed. 

I suppose this captain—this president—perhaps cares not! 
How long has it been since 


t 


Washington was shocked by an accident which happened to . 


street, that was run over and ruthlessly killed in the pres 
of those in charge of it by the reckless driving of an auto. 
bile? It is a matter of common occurrence and common obs: 
vation that men driving even freight automobiles in the Distr 
of Columbia do not slow down at crossings, but blow their hor: 
which are a perfect nuisance, and persons afoot, whether c! 
dren, women, or men, must take care of themselves. It is hi 
time that we have a law in the District of Columbia. The ¢ 
people do not need it, but the bad ones do, and need it bad!) 








i906. 





d I am heartily in favor of making imprisonment imperative 
ter the first or second offense within a limited time. It is the 
ly way to reach these reckless gentlemen who ride in automo- 
es simply as a matter of pleasure. It seems somehow or 
er that the driver of an automobile comes to the conclusion 
t he is a kind of superior being. The street cars must slow 


wn in crossing streets, and we know where they cross. We 
w where their tracks are, but the automobiles run on ail 
ets, and I have seen them dash across the streets at a 


eed not less than 20 miles an hour. I am very serious about 
s matter, and I hope the Members of the House will look into 
I do not know what the Commissioners are going to report, 

I hope they will report favorably on this or some similar 
If they should report it unfavorably, I must admit that I 


uld be surprised, but I do not think they will. You see 
it we have to meet in the way of ridicule. The person 
ted in this article says this city has more population than 


whole district. That is true, and I hope it always will have 
e population than my district if the population of my district 
to be increased by the addition to it-of such men as this 
le shows this man to be. We do not want such characters 
he ten counties comprising the district in which I live. This 
i: ridicules the streets of Linden. He was never in them, and 
the sake of Linden I hope he never will be. [Laughter.] 

it I care more to call the attention of this House to the 
ssity of this legislation than to anything said personally 
ut myself. Considering the source from which that comes, 
smiss it, simply saying that the spirit manifested by this 
sident of this automobile club is the best argument possible 
such a law should be passed. He concludes that because 
re is a maximum speed limit the automobile man has got 


un up to the maximum and then stop when he comes to a | 


et, and that, he would be inconvenient. He admits 
in the effort to do it he might kill half a dozen people. 
bill does not require the drivers of automobiles to dash 
ugh the streets at the maximum speed, and I am perfectly 
ng to move to amend the bill to reduce the maximum when 
bill is considered before the committee. 

\s I said before, I want to call the attention of the House 
to this measure, and I want the Members of the House to in- 
gate it. It is needed and needed badly. Suppose they do 
I kill people, and suppose they do not wound them. The 
son of it is largely because pedestrians—men, women, and 
lren—run from these machines and take care of their lives 
by their own efforts. There is another thing—this nuisance of 
ng a fog horn blown in your ears continually. Here comes 
utomobile on the right and it toots its horn. Here comes 
on the left and it toots another one, and the poor pedestrian 
not know which way to start, but he knows his life de- 
ids upon successful dodging. What is the necessity of hay- 
these things? You might just as well have carriages drawn 
horses with fog horns to toot. Some of these people seem 
have come to the conclusion that they are superior beings, 
| that the streets and avenues of Washington are for their 
lusive benefit. The sooner these rich and reckless auto 
ers are put behind prison bars the better it will be for the 
people of this city, and no amount of ridicule will have 

slightest effect in my efforts to pass this bill. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt the gentle- 
? I understand the gentleman to be opposed to two fea- 
; that are evident in the operation of automobiles in Wash- 
He is opposed to excessive speed and to 


says, 


n. excessive 


ine 


lame 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; I am opposed to excessive speed and to 
ssive tooting. Excessive speed is dangerous and excessive 
ng is a nuisance. 

Now, it is evident that the leader of this House does 
t me to occupy so much time. He has been very kind 

unanimous consent. I would like to go into the 
ms of the bill and explain it in detail, but under the 
stances I do not feel like asking for further time. 

use. | 


not 
in 
pro- 
cir- 
[Ap- 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF UNITED 
\ message, in writing, from the President of the United 
tes was communicated to the House of Representatives by 


BARNES, one of his secretaries. 


THE STATES. 


OLD CUSTOM-HOUSE, 
BARTHOLDT. 


NEW YORK CITY. 


Mr. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a privi- 


ed resolution, No. 266, calling upon the Secretary of the | 
easury for information as to the sale of the custom-house 


operty in New York to the National City Bank. 
The SPEAKER. Is the resolution on the Calendar? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is. 
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up the following privi 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls 











leged resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury nd he is ebvy 
respectfully requested, if not incomp with f t 
inform the House of Representatives t his « f ive é 
date when the Government executed deed f } 
property situated in Wall street, New Y ‘ t Na City 
Bank; where the said deed is at e present ti 1d in w j 
it has been ever since it was ex¢ ted, and 1 | 
been recorded in the county of New York I 
nection with the sale of the said custom-hou I t l 
National City Bank as may be in his _ oD 

With the following amendment: 

Strike cut all of line 12 and insert in lieu thereof the follow 
“may have come into his possession since the ation of H 
Document No. 264, first session Fifty-sixth Congress 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Unless some Member desires to discuss 
this matter, I move the previous question. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to discuss the 
matter at the present time. I want to get the information, and 
shall wait until the information is before the House. I move 
the amendment be agreed to. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Sutzer, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

SARAH E. MACGOWAN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill H. R. 11324, 
an act granting an increase of pension to Sarah BE. MacGow 
with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment 

The motion was agreed to. 

OSCAR WILLIAMSON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill H. R ‘7 
an act granting an increase of pension to Oscar Wil 
with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES G. HEAD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill H. R. 7302 
an act granting an increase of pension to James G. Head 
with a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the H ‘ 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EDWARD MAXWELL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill H. R. 12 
an act granting an increase of pension to Edward Maxwell 
a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move th tl House 
cur in the Senate amendment 

The motion was agreed to. 

CASWELL D. FERGUSON, 

The SPEAKER also Jaid before the House the bill H. R. 1057 
an act granting an increase of pension to Caswell D. Ferg 
with a Senate amendment 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hous 
cur in the Senate amendment 

The motion was agreed to 

WILLIAM T. WILEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill H. R. 4708 
an act granting an increase of pension to William T. Wile 
a Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was , 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Sp I move t he Hous 
eur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DAMS AND POWER STATIONS AT MUSCLE SH S, A 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the g 
from the President of the United States. 
To the House of Reprceseniat s 

In compliance with tl neurrent re s 
of Representatives, I rewith Hous¢ N 
act to authorize the const m of dams | 
Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals, A a , 

i 

THe WuitTe Howse, February 13, 1906 


The SPEAKER. , the message will lie on | 


the Speaker’s table. 


was no objection. 


Without objection 


SI 


‘There 


JAMES CALVERT. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 6 
the present consideration of the followin; resolution, which 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That ons Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return 
to t House of Re entatives Senate bill 143, granting an increase of 
pension to Jimes Cc ilvert, the beneficiary of the same having died. 

The SPEAKE R. Is there objection to the present considera- | 


tion of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was considered and agr 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the reprint of the bill (H. R. 13304) to erect a suitable memorial 
to the memory of Christopher Columbus, the printed copies hay- 
been exhausted. 


eed to. 


ne 
ing 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, consent will be consid- 
ered as given. 
here was no objection. 
CONSOLIDATION OF CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 
Mr. PAYNDE, by direction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, reported the bill (H. R. 14606) to provide for the con- 


solidation and reorganization of customs collection districts, and 
for purposes; which, with the accompanying documents, 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


other 


of the Union, and ordered printed. 
UNIDENTIFIED CONFEDERATE BATTLE FLAGS. 
Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of House joint resolution 92, authorizing 


the Secretary of War to deliver to the Southern Historical 
Society certain unidentified battle flags, which I send to the 


desk and ask to have read. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
Al rized to deliver to the Southern Historical Society at Richmond, 
\ all of the Confederate battle flags now in the custody of the War 
I tment which it has been found impossible, after thorough in- 
Vv tion, to trace to the former ownership or custody of the troops 
of any particular State. 

With the a amendment: 

In line 4 strike « it the words “ Southern Historical Society at” and | 
inse1 in lieu thereof the words ‘ Confederate Memorial Literary 
» ty of.’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears non The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the House joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, read the third time, and passed. 








On motion of Mr. LAMB, a motion to reconsider the last vote | 
was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER AT PINE BLUFF. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
ce nt for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 13308) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas 
ltiver at Pine Bluff, which I send to the desk and ask to have | 

I will state = it the bill is unanimously reported by the | 

( tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
» Clerk read the bill at length. 
I] SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill just reported? 

WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- | 
ject, I would ask the gentleman from Arkansas if the specifi- 
cations of the bill are in accordance with the requirements of | 
the War Dep lent ? 

Mr. R 20B INSON of Arkansas. Yes. | 


Mr. WILLIAMS. And it has the unanimous report of the | I 
cominittee? | 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The ques- | 


tion is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Ropinson of Arkansas, a motion to re- 


consider the last vote was laid on the table. i 
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FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bil! 
H. R. 14171—the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the fortifications appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R: 14171—the fortifications appropria- 
tion bill—with Mr. Currter in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ARMAMENT OF FORTIFICATIONS. 


guns, including their carriages, sights, caplemente, Sempamate, and { 
machinery necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals, $33,000. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move an amendment, 
that the word “for” be inserted at the beginning of line 22, 
page 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


te page 3, line 22, before the words “ the purchase,” insert the word 


Iowa offers an 


r ‘he CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amen 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction of seacoast batteries in the Hawaiian and 
pine Islands, $600,000. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, line 21, strike out the words “ and Philippine’ and chan 


the word “six” to the word “ two;” so that it will read: “ For « 
struction of seacoast batteries in the Hawaiian Islands, $200,000.” 


‘ 


Philip- 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, it was 


brought out in the debate of yesterday that $400,000 of this ap- 
propriation was intended to be used in fortifying places in the 
Philippine Islands. It was also brought out that no definite 
plan had yet been made by the War Department for the ex- 
That is to say, that the Department 
had not determined what places in the Philippine Islands should 
be fortified. It seems to me that that is a proper question to 
consider. It is also proper to consider how much money we : 
going to expend in the future for fortifications in the Phi! 
pine Islands. Now, if the United States should relinquish t! 
islands, it is certain that we would then need only a coali 
station and a naval base. It is pretty sure that if that ti 
comes the place at which to maintain the coaling station and 1! 
naval base will be Subig Bay. 

The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, in his state- 
ment to the House yesterday, made it clear to all those whio 
were paying attention to his remarks that it would be practi- 
cally useless to expend any more money of the Government in 
erecting fortifications at Cavite. He stated the naval bill would 
carry $65,000 for a pier to connect with the dry dock at Subig 
Bay. The dry dock, I believe, is on its way there now and wil! 
soon arrive. He stated also that this bill would carry $100,000 
for machinery and appliances in order to make small and tem- 
porary repairs to vessels of the United States. Now, then, it 
seems we are developing a definite policy with respect to 
place where the fortifications should be made, and the dritt 
clearly seems to be in the direction of Subig Bay. If we do 
that, then at some future time when this Government desires to 
relinquish the Philippine Islands the money spent at Subig b 
will not be wasted. Every dollar that we spend there will 
available to us for use as a coaling station and a naval base, 
if we continue to expend money at Cavite other Governments 

Surope will conclude, and properly, that that money wi! 
spent for the protection of the eapital city of Manila, and | 
will be regarded as conclusive evidence of the intention of 


| United States Government to hold the Philippine Islands | 


manently. There ean be no question, after hearing the st: 


| ment of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs y: 


terday, based as it was one the testimony of the highest « 
perts in the Army and Navy Departments of this Governn 
that the best place for a coaling station and naval station 
Subig Bay, and if we relinquish these islands all we will need 
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is a coaling station and naval base. Therefore to go on appro- 
priating money to be used at Cavite will be regarded as a decla- 
ration of the intention of holding the Philippine Islands per- 
manently. We upon this side, Mr. Chairman, believe that we 
should give up the Philippine Islands at the very earliest op- 
portunity. We believe that every fortification erected in the 
Philippine Islands is a barrier to the aspirations of the Fili- 
pinos for freedom. We believe that every dollar of American 
money invested in the Philippine Islands is but a link in the 
chain which will bind the Philippine Islands permanently to the 
United States. We upon this side think that there is no room 
under a republican form of government for the control of sub- 
ject colonies. Therefore we ask that some definite policy with 
respect to the Philippine Islands be declared. It can be 
clared at no better time than now when we are appropriating 
money for the fortification of those islands. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
chusetts has expired. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
unanimous consent for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
ought not to continue any wasteful policy. No one, from the 
President down, has yet stated authoritatively that it is the 


Mr. Chairman, I ask 


intention of the Government to hold the Philippine Islands per- | 
manently, therefore we ought to declare some policy now and | 


appropriate money in accordance with that policy. If we are 
to hold the Philippine Islands permanently, let us make our 


appropriations for fortifications upon that basis, but if we are | 


to hold them only temporarily, let us then accommodate our 
appropriations to that system. In all events let us establish 
some clear rule and act intelligently upon that rule. 
not appropriate money and at some future time find that be- 


cause of a change in our policy much of the money appropriated | 
Now, if the appropriation is confined to for- | 
tifications at Subig Bay, then whether we continue the pres- | 
ent policy or whether we relinquish the islands not a single | 


has been wasted. 


dollar of the money can be regarded by anybody as having been 
wastefully spent. Now, I believe that if any power should 
ittempt to take the Philippine Islands, fortifications either at 
Subig Bay or Manila would not save those colonies to the 
United States. We would have to depend ultimately upon 
our fleets and not upon fortifications, so that it seems to me 


we ought not to spend a great deal of money in fortifications | 


iow. But there is one question that ought to be settled now, 


ind that is whether we shall appropriate upon an economical 
If we confine these ap- | 


basis or upon an extravagant basis. 
propriations to Subig Bay, then all agree we are not wasting 
our money. If we continue to appropriate for Cavite, then if we 


should give up the islands we certainly will have appropriated | 


uch of the public money to no useful purpose. 
Mr. GRAFF. 


| Applause. ] 
Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment 


is not to raise the question as to the advisability of an appro- | 


priation for Subig Bay. As I understand it, a gentleman from 
the minority proposes later to offer an amendment which will 
have for its object the striking out of any appropriation for 
Subig Bay. But this amendment, as proposed by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLiivAn], is intended, as I take 
it, to emphasize a desire for the abandonment of the Philip- 


pine Islands, and to emphasize to the country that we desire to | 


have work which has already been commenced, for which Con- 
sress has already appropriated a large sum of money, arrested 
now by the action of this House. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. SuLLIvAN] says that nothing has been done in 
the direction of fortifications in the Philippine Islands. Un- 
fortunately for him, that is not true, for there has been allotted 
out of money appropriated by this Congress for fortifications 
in the Philippine Islands, by the action of the War Department, 


$1,213,000, of which amount some $340,000 have already been | 


expended. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
GRAFF] yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GRAFF. I do. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I think the gentleman is 
laboring under a misapprehension. I did not state that this 
Congress or any previous Congress had not appropriated money 
for fortifications. 


Mr. GRAFF. I did not intend to charge the gentleman did 


State that, but I understood the gentleman to say that no action 
had been taken by the War Department in carrying out the 
work with the money which had already been appropriated. 
On the contrary, I stated | governed, they will need some protection by fortifications alon 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 





de- | 


The time of the gentleman from Massa- | 


| for expenditure at Manila. 
| the War Department at first, before they were sent in under the 
| authority of the Secretary of War, the estimates for Honolulu 
Surely this Government | 


| total reduced estimate in gross for the work in 


Let us | 


that they have a station there 
dock on its way there. 

Mr. GRAFF. And they have now allotted $1,213,000 for coast 
batteries, outside of the money which has been appropriated 
through the medium of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Can the gentleman tell us 
$200,000 has been expended? At what points? 

Mr. GRAFF. I am advised that it is $340,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Whatever it is. 

Mr. GRAFF. It has been expended at Manila. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt of that. Has there been 
a dollar expended by the War Department at Subig Bay? 

Mr. GRAFF. Just a small sum—a trifling sum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To put up certain barracks there? 

Mr. GRAFF. I mean for fortifications under the provisions 
of this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A mere temporary structure. 

Mr. GRAFF. Four hundred and fifty-five thousand dollars of 
this $1,213,000 of which I speak has been allotted for expendi 
tures at Subig Bay, and $758,000 of that sum has been allotted 
When the estimates were made by 


now, and that they have a dry 


where that 


and Pearl Harbor were $520,000, the estimate for Subig Bay 
was $500,000, and the estimate for Manila was $2,000,000. The 


Secretary of War reduced the estimate for Manila from $2,000, 
000 to $500,000, for Subig Bay from $500,000 to $240,000, and for 
Honolulu and Pearl Harbor from $520,000 to $260,000, making a 
the Hawaiian 
Islands and the Philippine Islands of $1,000,000. 

This the committee reduced from $1,000,000 to $600,000, and 
they concluded that the same policy ought to be pursued by the 
committee with reference to appropriations with reference to the 
insular possessions that had been pursued during all of the 
periods that appropriations have been made for fortifications in 
continental United States, of not specifying any particular point 
at which fortifications were to be built, but leaving the War 
Department free to exercise their expert and scientific know! 
edge as to the particular places at which the expenditures would 


be mele. And, furthermore, we were given to understand that 


, it was wise for prudential reasons not to advise the world of the 


particular point where moneys were to be expended for fortifi 
cation purposes and the particular amount to be spent at these 
various places. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
sent that the gentleman 
minutes additional time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
asks unanimous consent that 
five minutes additional time. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. the gentleman 
GRAFF] yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. GRAFF. I do. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. As I understand the gentleman, then, the 
idea is not to let the world know where these fi 
to be built until they are actually finished and ready. 


Mr. Chairman, I 
from Illinois [ Mr. 


unanimous con 
GRAFF] have five 


acl 
asx 


lowa 
the gentleman from 
Is there objection? 


[Mr. Smiry 
Illinois have 


Does from Illinois M 


rtificatious are 


Mr. GRAFF. Not let them know how extensive they are at 
particular places. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Do you put them into some kind of a 


barrier like these public buildings? 


Mr. GRAFF. How wise the policy may be, it was adopted 
when the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. Grosvenor] was a bo 
only a short time ago—and it must have some wise reason for its 


establishment and recognition. And so the committee concluded 


to leave it in the discretion of those who possess scientifi 
knowledge and experience to determine where this money is to 
be expended in our insular possessions, and they will be free to 
exercise their discretion and judgment with regard to the ex 
penditure of this money. This proposed amendment is simply 
to abandon and arrest all further work upon this line in the 
Philippine Islands, and there is not a naval nor a litar 
authority but that fully understands that continental Am 
now needs protection from any threatened war which is likely 
to come by fortifications in our insular possessions rather than 
in continental United States. 
Whether we abandon the Philippines or keep thei 
| now be determined; but certainly the nation upon this subject 
is a unit, that it is not the proper time for us to determine that 
fact. But it is no reason why we should not go ahead and pro 
vide for the future and for the present needs of the peopl ) 
now inhabit that land. No matter under what flag they 
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their coast. At the present time there is not a single gun that 
has been placed in the Philippine Islands, and this appropriation 
certainly has been as small as we could make it unless we desire 
to cut the appropriation off entirely and give the country to 
understand that we desire to abandon any movement in the 
direction of needed fortifications in the Philippine Islands. 

\ir. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
there is a misapprehension upon the part of the gentleman from 
Ohio, and perhaps of others, about this motion. I understand 
that in a few moments a motion will be offered by the gentleman 
from New York providing that this money shall not be used at 
Subig Bay; but this is a proposition to provide that not one 
dollar shall be appropriated for any place in the Philippine Is- 
lands. Now, what is to become of the Philippine Islands? So 


far as I am personally concerned, if, after a lapse of years, 
they become fit for self-government, and then want it, I would 
be in favor of giving it to them. [Applause.] But I believe 
that, when under our tutelage and care these people shall have 


been lifted up until they are capable of discharging the duties of 
self-government, they will be as unwilling to be separated from 
the United States as any State of this Union now is. But what- 
eyer may be their future, I for one am too proud an American 
to be willing to leave the city of Manila open to attack, and in 
case of foreign complications, while we are in possession of the 
Philippines, whether temporarily or permanently, see some for- 
eign fleet sail into Manila Bay and wrest the city of Manila 
from us, as did Dewey from Spain. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman and his 
colleague have both said that as yet no gun has been placed in 
the Philippine Islands. If some foreign government is going to 
the Philippine Islands, why have they not done it up to 
this time, when we have not put in a gun that would obstruct 
hem ? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We have not been at war there, but 
work has been done already, and $340,000 has been expended 
at Manila so that this country shall not be made the victim, as 
was Spain, of the defenseless character of that harbor. I insist 
that whatever may be the opinion of the gentleman from Ohio 
or any other gentleman who went upon that trip last summer, 
that no man upon this floor ought to say that he is in favor of 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts that not a 
dollar more shall be spent in defense of Manila and to protect 
us from the dishonor that came to Spain. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, if a foreign fleet were, in 
a moment of forgetfulness of the real interest of the nation 
which it represented, to seize the Philippine Archipelago, I 
think it would be only a good joke on the government that 
owned the foreign navy, and it itself would find it out sooner or 
later 

I think this question of the fortification of the Philippine 

Islands presents a task immense, impossible, and useless. Gen- 
tlemen do not seem to realize that the coast around the various 
islands forming the Philippine Archipelago is greater in mileage 
in that of continental America—Gulf, Atlantic, and Pacific 
| put together. If you are going into that question, if you are 

¢ into the task of defending the Philippine Islands with an 

y and with fortifications, you will find that it is going to 

to $150,000,000 before you are through with it, and they 
v not be fortified then. The Philippine Islands can not be 
ci led by the United States by land forts. 

Che possession of the Philippine Islands will depend upon 


Will the gentleman allow 


seize 








t ea power of the governments that contend for its pos- 
The only good of having a fortification in a par- | 
* place in the Philippines would be to enable us to stand | 


‘ re at articular place, whether successfully or un- 
s sfully. Nothing indicates the folly of the whole Philip- 
] pI mn more than this. 


the United States, with its immense power and 
ree of calli into action an 


¢ in action immense volunteer 
trongest i You have made defenseless a 
wesition whi must be defended by exposing to bombardment 
or other menace all the balance of the country. 
pelago has to be defended, if at all, by sea power, and in 
order to defend it by sea power the Gulf and the Atlantic and 
the Pacific in time of war must be left comparatively unde- 
fended. When war comes, if it comes with a power having a 
navy, the United States Government will be forced to 
elect whether it shall defend itself or shall defend the Philip- 
pine Islands. 


army, is 


last resort 


\ 
1 
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great 


But, Mr. Chairman, if we could defend the Philippine Island 
if we could fortify them so that they would be absolutely in 
pregnable, I would be opposed to it. We would lose the only 
chance we have, as I am afraid sometimes, of losing that blesse| 
archipelago. I would rather lose it accidently, incidentally, o 
any other way than to run the chance of cutting off all oppor- 
tunity of losing it at all. The gentleman predicts that the time 
may come when the Filipinos will be as anxious to stay with us 
as are the inhabitants of any State. Perhaps so, but it will no 
change my position, and I hope it will not change the position 
of others with regard to this question. I am partially opposed 
to retaining the Filipinos under our arbitrary government be- 
cause of their interest and because of their wishes. I am 
very much more opposed to retaining them because of Americ 
interests and American future welfare. 
posed to the proposition. 

The gentleman says he does not know but the time may come 
when we will be willing to get rid of them. Ah, I welcome 
these Democratic tendencies in the hearts, and now and then 
upon the lips, of Republicans. Down in the bottom of your 
hearts you are, every one of you, sorry to-day that you did not 
follow the policy of the Democratic party and get rid of them 
early, when you more easily could. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] We have already forced you to the place whe 
your President, in his message, and your Secretary of War, in 
his testimony before the Ways and Means Committee, have 
come to the Democratic position of divorcing ourselves from 
the islands, except that they have not fixed the date for carry- 
ing it out; that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to 
strike out the last word, and is recognized on that motion for 
five minutes. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Do you think if it had not been for the great 
Democratic leader, we would ever have had those islands in the 
first place? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, that is one of those awk- 
ward questions which a fellow hates to answer. I am a little 
bit inclined to believe that the gentleman referred to—for whom 
I have so much regard and respect, who served with me in this 
House, and between whom and myself a relationship of almost 
brotherly affection existed in the Fifty-third Congress—made 
the great mistake of his life when he did not let you people fail 
to do what you so unpatriotically were united in trying to do, 
to wit, ratify the Spanish treaty. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Mississippi if at the same time did not the gentleman 
to whom Mr. Srevey refers—Mr. Bryan—advocate the giving © 
independence to the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. JAMES. And at that time, when the treaty was under 
consideration, the purpose of his advocacy of the treaty was | 
stop the war and at the same time give independence to t 
people in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Undoubtedly. I do not care about dis- 
cussing that, but practically at that time the war was at an © 
and Spain was so helpless that she could never have procee«: 
with any active hostile operations; but the gentleman frv 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srpiey] can not, by asking me that quest 
shirk the responsibility of the Republican party for what \ 
done. But for the votes which were furnished by the Re): 
lican party, the two or three Democratic Senators who vo 
with the Republican party could not have confirmed that tr 


l 


I am absolutely op- 


| and the gentleman can not escape from the party responsi)! 


You put a burden upon the | 


for the position in which the country now finds itself. He 
very well, of course, in an ad captandem way, say that th 


| was contributory negligence on the part of two or three De! 


ver of the nation of the United States by building | 
i iis responsibility away out from you and unprotected by 
our strongest arm, the Army of your soldiers on land, for 
} is W t 


The archi- | 


| holding crown colonies, and one of your Senators described ! 
| you would get rich at it, the streams of Pactolus all flow!»; 


crats, and he can single out one of them, very distinguished 
our ranks, as the one, in his opinion, chiefly responsible 
the contributory negligence. But the real negligence w! 
led to this accident, which has been so crippling in its in 
ence since, was a Republican negligence. You were off gu 
that year; you did not have your eyes upon old Democra 
and old American—for that is broader and more patriot 
principles. You forgot what your forefathers fought for w 
the Republic emerged from the throes of the war of [nv 
pendence. In your greed for prestige and conquest and we 

you made up your minds that you would go a-world-powe: 


le 
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ith gold; and the impudent question was put to the American 
eople, “Does it pay?” And following upon the question 
came the great Senatorial Republican pronunciamento, “If it 
does pay, we will do it; if it does not pay, we will not do it.” 
| Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that when Mr. 


Bryan agreed to this ratification, President McKinley was pro- | 


claiming all over the country that forcible annexation was 
riminal aggression, and that the position of the Republican 
rty was against the annexation and holding of these islands? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The President had been saying that, but 

had quit saying that a little while before then. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; he went out West on the 
il end of a Pullman car—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He had already found out that forcible 
nnexation was not criminal aggression. He is dead. 

fer not to discuss his conduct. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. He went out West and returned 
n expansionist. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Is it not true that we would not have had 


e Philippine Islands if it had not been for the fact that at the | 


time of the ratifieation of the treaty of peace the Senate of the 


United States was controlled, as to the two-thirds vote on ratifi- | 


cation, by Democrats, Populists, and free-silver Republicans? 
Mr. CLARK. It was not so controlled. 
Mr. WLLLIAMS. No; the Senate was strongly Republican—- 
nearly two-thirds. If the gentleman from Michigan was put in 
crowd of eight men who had committed a robbery, he might 
‘haps excuse himself as one of the seven, all of whom were 
Republicans, let us say, by saying that the eighth man who 
ied in it was a Democrat, and call robbery a Democratic doe- 
ne, but few people of common sense would take any stock in it. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Could the treaty of peace been ratified | 
( erwise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; nor without a virtually solid Repub- | 

in yote. What delights me now is to discover from the very 


racter of these interrogatories, that the Republican side of 
s Chamber is apologizing for the position it took [laughter 


| applause on the Democratic side] and has not even now | 


the courage frankly to forsake. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis- 
has expired. 
SMITH of Iowa. 


i 


2 
AT oe 
so 
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order that I may ask him a question. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Make it ten minutes and then I can yield 
e of my time to the constant interrupNons. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
s consent that the gentleman’s time be extended ten minutes. 
s there objection? 
here was no objection. 


Che 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Now, will the gentieman from Missis- 
ppi permit me to ask him a question? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Much as the gentleman desires to sep- 

ate the Philippine Islands from this country, do I understand 

1 seriously to declare that his pride in this country would 
mcile him to see the Philippine Islands forcibly taken away 
in uS by some other country ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
ld of course feel humiliated—shamed—if an American fleet 
nm any water or an American army upon any land were de- 
ted by men who were attacking them under any other flag 

floats over the surface of this earth. 


Philippine Islands, that there was some compensatory ad- 
ntage even in defeat and humiliation. [Laughter and ap- 
ise on the Democratic side.] 
[ would rather whip the enemy even when I was wrong than 
have the enemy whip me, of course; but I would rather be 
hipped when I was wrong than to be whipped when I was 
it any day. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman claim that any 
her country has any right to take the Philippines away from 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I do know that they have not. I am cer- 
n that they have not any higher right to take the islands 
in we had, and I am certain that we had none. [Laughter.} 
Chey stand precisely in our shoes. 


\meriean can say that George the Third and Parliament had 
« higher right to keep the American colonies; they both stand 
on the same footing 
superior right to govern others despite their objection. 

Even if the people of the Philippine Islands became willing 


> 
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I would | 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- | 
that the gentleman’s time be extended two or five minutes, | 


Mr. Chairman, as an American citizen I | 


But I would feel, | 
in consequence of defeat of that sort we had gotten rid of 


No American can say that | 
e had any right to take the Philippine Islands unless some | 


conquest, greed, arrogant assumption of | 


-_ 
Ke - 
it would not change my opinion, because I object to holding 
| them chiefly on account of the American people, American in- 
| stitutions, and because in addition it means the annexation of 
a gigantic and insoluble race problem, which you will find com 
ing back to plague you like a poisoned chalice as the 
| roll on. 
But I want chiefly to congratulate the Republican party, 
| President, its Secretary of War, the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 


years 


SmirH], the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HAmitron], who 
| interrupted me a moment ago, upon having reached the first 
| state of repentance—not a broken, but, at any rate, a contrite 
| heart; and having assumed an apologetic attitude toward what 

they have done and upon now seeking to throw off the blame 
| of the entire matter upon an unsuccessful candidate f the 


Presidency upon the Democratic 
Democratic side.] 
I assume that when you blame him with having led to the 


| confirmation of the treaty, that you mean by blaming him to 


ticket. [Laughter on the 


| blame him for having done something that was wrong. If it 
were something that was right, of course gentlemen would not 


his door. 
Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Certainly. 


have been interrupting me to lay the blame at 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
|} Mr. WILLIAMS. 
| Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman from Mississippi always 
|! amazes and entertains us with his erudition. I am satisfied 
that he can give me an explicit and clear answer to a question 
| 


that I am about to ask him. Does history a1 offer 
| an instance where a race as alien as the Philippines are to 
Americans has become reconciled to political association? 


iy where us 


the 


| Mr. WILLIAMS. It not only offers no instance, but offers us 
| abundant instances to the contrary. The nearest that any 
| people, equally unassimilable to their conquerors as the Fil 
pinos are to us, ever came to being reconciled to the Govern 
| ment which held control of th is perhaps to be found in 


British India. Yet there is not a British civil or military officer 
| who does not know that at the first opportunity, the bands that 
have held them being removed, the entire Hindu people would 
spring forward to the assertion of some sort of self-government, 
even if it were under the lead of a Hindu di 
would the people of the Philippine Islands. Gentlemen, there 
is an absolute unassimilability between any two races the mem- 
| bers of one of which, out of self-respect and to prevent social 
ostracism and contempt by other members of it, will not 
marry with the other. People frequently speak of the 
| question, “ Would you let your daughter marry a man of t 

: 


tator, and so 


inter- 
old 
his 


‘y" 
i 


| race?” as being impertinent and irrelevant. It 
tinent and relevant, because it springs and sprang from the in- 


stinct of the people. There can not be perfect equality without 


is and was 





| perfect fraternity. There can not be perfect fraternity without 

the possibility, at any rate, of legal blood relationship. With- 
out that there can never be genuine homogeneity or recon 
ciliation. 

Now, to leave the greater question, I do not want to spend a 
dollar to fortify the Philippine Islands for another reason, to 
wit, that I want every dollar that the American people have to 

| spend at all expended in home development—in the States for 
| education and good roads—and by the National Government 
| deep rivers and harbors, which forever hold a veto power upon 
| the exploitation of the people by high railroad freight 1 
| [Applause.] Here we stand still to-day, while France, Pru 
| Austria, all of them, are going on building canals, dee} iar 
| bors, cleaning out rivers, when the great Ame ( 
| wealthiest upon the face of the globe 1 not, | ) ‘ 
sion, pass an annual river and harbor bill, but says that b 
two years must intervene ; can not pass bills to erect United States 
| pablie buildings to save undue expenditures for rent. There is 
the great peninsula of Florida that ought to b t by a l, 
| doing away with all the expense in money and time of g g 
around it from the Atlantic to enter the Gulf. H« is the it 
coal-bearing country of Alabama and Tennessee with nothing 
necessary to enable its coal to float down to New Orlear nd 
so to the Gulf, except a little bit of a short | bet 1 the 
Tennessee and the Mississippi rivers, going o the M s ri 
just above Memphis. There is the dangerous coast f 
Hatteras, and all that is necessary to avoid is an inland ial 
behind the islets and within the sounds. Yet we are 1 
year with the proposition that “ we can not do it,” “ we hay t 
the money,” “it will cause a deficit,” and wh Because you 
put yourselves where you are supporting 40,000 diet r 
more than you would need without the Philip; Isla I 
| put yourselves where, as the chairman of the Con t 
| val Affairs knows, that you will need forty-eight more w 
sels with the Philippine Isla: than you would need \ t 
them, and I think he will not rise in his pl nd de it 


| proposition. 
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Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me to | possess in the Senate to the end that the treaty might be rati- 


ask him a question? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. Whether we keep the Philippines or not, is not 
the gentleman in favor of a naval base there? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why, I am, and I will come to that now. 


Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the United States Government 
having coaling stations everywhere where it is well for its com- 
merce and well for itself to have them. Fix now the places 
to be held permanently for that purpose, even if we release the 
Philippines, and I will vote to fortify those special places. 
There is in the Philippine Archipelago a little island named 
fatan, and down at Batan there is an immensely deep harbor, 
landlocked and protected. Right around there is the only 
place where there is coal. I would suggest it as a place to keep 
as a coaling station and to fortify to keep. I said I was glad 
a moment ago that the President and the Secretary of War and 
these gentlemen had come to the Democratic position, except 
that they had not yet fixed a date. What is the position that 
they agree with us about? It is that in the long run we ought 
to treat the Philippine Islands like we treated Cuba. We re- 
tained coaling stations there and we ought to have coaling sta- 


« 
« 


fied. I did not personally believe it to be wise, because I be 
lieved then what I believe now, that the moment that the ratiti 
cation occurred, then the responsibility was on our shoulders 
not as Republicans or Democrats alone, but the citizens of the 
United States under one flag, to maintain order and protect li/ 

and property there. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gent! 
man from Missouri? 

Mr. SIBLEY. In a moment. The responsibility came to us, 
not as a Republican measure, not as a Democratic measure, but 
we have the responsibility, and the question is, How shall we 
exercise it? My judgment is we are fulfilling, in some way in 
scrutable to men, the designs of Almighty Providence, which 
rules among all nations of this world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate 
upon the section and amendment be closed in five minutes, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that motion will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to 
press this motion if any desire to be heard. I did hope that 
the committee would be satisfied to close in five minutes, but 
I will withhold the motion for a while. 





tions at convenient places if we never had a war, as far as 
that is concerned. I want as few points of contact with for- 


eign nations as possible for fear of war. Batan has only 5 by 
10 miles. It has very little population. It brings no contact. 
I would fortify Batan. It has coal and a good harbor. It is 
on the way from San Francisco to Manila, and it is the most 
useful place for that purpose, whether in war or peace. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous 
more, 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
that, but I do hope that the gentleman will try to conclude in 
the five minutes, as they have had so much more time than we 
have had. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will 
do me the justice to confess that I did try to conclude, but that 
interruptions prevented. Mr. Chairman, there is much more 
that I would like to say, and might say, but I realize the fact 
that no one ought at this time to monopolize the floor any great 
length of time and I shall yield it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi 
{[Mr. WintramMs] speaks of the policy of the Republican party in 
connection with the Philippines, and that we are receding from 
that policy. 
sition of the Philippine Islands was never the policy of anybody 
distinctly as such. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, 
Pennsylvania permit an interruption? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I will. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask if a great President of this 
country, the leader of the Republican party, when faced with 
this Philippine proposition, did not ask the question, and 


will the gentleman 


‘ 
‘ 


whether the Republican party did not immediately applaud the | 


, 


question, “ Who shall haul down the flag?” and whether that 
did not mean the permanent retention of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, that question he did ask and it 
could be reiterated to-day, and the answer is up to you just as 
much now as it was then—who will haul it down? [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I will answer it. The American people, 
whose sailors and soldiers—their servants—put it there. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I often hear my friend speak 


of the partnership existing between God and the Republican 
party, and we do not deny that we are attempting to act along 
the lines of Providence as far as we may be able to interpret 
them. 

As the result of a war waged for humanity, because the cries 
of the downtrodden had reached the throne of the Almighty, 
this nation bared its arm and drew its sword in relief of the 


oppressed, and as one of the consequences of that war there came | 


to us, not from the deliberation of a President, of a Cabinet 
council, of any general, or naval hero, or officialdom anywhere, 
our position in the Philippine Archipelago. When the treaty 
of Paris, negotiated as it was by the most eminent of men, came 
back to the United States Senate for ratification, it was then 
our place to ratify or refuse to ratify it and again open negotia- 
tions upon the basis of leaving the Philippines to Spain. From 
that distinguished gentleman to whom I have referred, and for 
whom I entertain the warmest personal affection, I received a let- 
ter, as you probably did, urging use of whatever influence I might 


consent that the gentleman may have five minutes | 


Mr. Chairman, I shall not object to | 


In my judgment, as a matter of history, the acqui- | 


from | 





Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania be granted five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may have 
five minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Th: 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I think I will not occupy that time and yield 
to a question from the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if he understands that in any moment of his 
| existence Mr. Bryan, to whom he referred a moment ago, ever 
advocated the permanent holding of the Philippine Islands by 
the United States or had it in mind that the United States 
would do that? 


Mr. SIBLEY. I can not speak with full authority on that 
subject. 
| Mr. SHACKLEFORD. You were in the House then and 
| Mr. SIBLEY. Congress is responsible for that acquisition 


and should be held responsible, but the distinguished Senator 
of your State, who has so illumined the pages of our American 
history, the Hon. George Vest, said to me in the presence 
of others in the cloakroom of the Senate a year later that Wil: 
liam Jennings Bryan had attempted to teach him his duty, who 
for twenty-five years had tried to understand and master thie 
problems of statecraft, and except for his action we woul 
never have had the archipelago and all the burdens it entails. 

| Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I did not ask about Mr. Vest. I 
| asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who was at that time 
one of the household of Mr. Bryan, if he does not know Al 
matter of fact that Mr. Bryan at every moment of his public 
existence has been opposed to the United States holding the 
Philippine Islands, and if it is not due, as a matter of fair 
ness from the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to now state that 
which he then confidentially knew, that Mr. Bryan was then 
| opposed to this policy as he is now. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, that was not confidential. That 
was a matter of public action. No man can plead confidence 
when the question involved was whether or not this nation 
should hold sovereignty over 7,000,000 people. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Both of you at that time were liberal 
Democrats upon the great free-silver question, both of you were 
confidential in a common fight, and the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania was so close to Mr. Bryan at that time that he does 
know, as a matter of fact, Mr. Bryan was opposed to 
acquisition of the Philippine Islands to hold them as a 
session. 

Mr. SIBLEY. The free-silver question had been as dead as 
Julius Cesar long before this time. The only trouble was that 
you did not recognize it until 1904. You found it out afterwards. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman from Pennsylyania 


as 


I stated it on the floor of this House, that I could not [ 
his party in its policies, that I would never stand withip 


| was then a partner with Mr. Bryan in his political views. [le 
| knew what the views of Mr. Bryan were, and it is no less than 
| fairness, if he knows, to state that Mr. Bryan then opposed the 
| permanent retention of any people against their consent. | A) 
| plause on the Democratic side. ] 

| Mr. SIBLBY. If the gentleman was as familiar with my 
| history as he is with the history of his leader, he would never 
| have said that, because Mr. Bryan had it straight from mm: nd 
| Ww 


the 
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ss of a party and fight it, but would go, where my friends 
uggested, on the other side of the House and oppose it face to 
{Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am only going to have 
tive minutes, and desire to say something more on the—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We will extend your time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to ask the gentleman this question 
with reference to this matter of the confirmation of the treaty: 
Did not the United States Senate, either the next day or a few 
days after the ratification of the treaty of Paris, pass what was 
known as the “ McEnery resolution,” in which it was declared 
that it was not the intention of the United States to perma- 
nently hold the Philippines? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I think, Mr. Chairman, that is the policy that 
the Republican party declares to-day; but we are going to hold 
the Philippine Islands until we have lifted them up on a higher 
plane of civilization than that on which we found them; and we 

ave done that, too. There is less cruelty, less rapacity, now 
n the Philippines in a year than there was in any twenty-four 
hours prior to our occupancy. [Applause on the Republican 

le.] Good government has taken the place of anarchy, law 
has taken the place of robbery, violence, and murder, and a man 

n ride in safety through the major portion of those possessions 
o-day. And the spelling book and the schoolhouse, the Bible and 
he church, with courts of justice, and all that goes to lift men 
on to a higher plane of civilization we have given them, and we 

re going to carry this burden as long as it is our plain duty. 
And when it shall appear that the higher duty of this nation is 
to surrender 

| Here the hammer fell.] 


i e. 





Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
sent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be given ten 


minutes of additional time. 
the CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks that 
gentleman from Pennsylvania be given ten minutes of addi 
ial time. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JAMES rose. 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Sistey] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 
Mr. SIBLEY., Certainly. 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle 
in this question, 
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The gentleman does not wish to make any | 


tement here that would be manifestly unfair to a man who | 


s his friend, to say the least of it. 
Bryan wrote a letter asking for his opinion on the ratifi- 

ion of this treaty. Did he give any reason why he wanted 
t treaty ratified? 

Mir. SIBLEY. I think the first I heard from him was in the 

ture of a telegram. 


‘ir. JAMES. Is it not true that Mr. Bryan advocated the 

fication of that treaty for the purpose of giving the Filipinos 
t r freedom? 

Mr. SIBLEY. If the gentleman from Kentucky he 


says 
ws that, I will accept it as a matter of fact. 
Mr. JAMES. I 


am asking the gentleman as a witness 
V ther or not it was true. You were here with him. 


Ty 
il 


SIBLEY. 
JAMES. 


No; I was not here with him. 
Mr, 


The gentleman says that | 


And was it not the policy of the Republican | 


ty at that time, and the policy of the Republicans in the | 


ite at that time, when they were attempting to get 


ty ratified, to proclaim the ultimate freedom of these is- 


nea 
i 


we have Cuba? 
Mr. SIBLEY. I do not understand that so much in the 
ture of a question as I do in the nature of a statement. I 
not understand that the gentleman has asked a direct ques- 
n, but that he has made a statement. I presumed that there 
a question that was going to be asked. 
Mr. JAMES. What does the gentleman say his knowledge 
as as to that? 
Mr. SIBLEY. I had no knowledge on that. 
Mr. JAMES. And yet the gentleman states that he came to 
he city here in response to that telegram? 
Mr. SIBLEY. No; I did not come, because I did not agree 
th that policy. I was not one of those who desired the ratifi- 
cation of that treaty. 
Mr. JAMES. I understand. 
hat it was the policy of Mr. Bryan at that time and his purpose 
to give freedom to these people? 
Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I can not say what was in his 


mind any more than I can say what was in the mind of my dis- 


this | 


Ss and give the people of the Philippine Islands their liberty, | 





tinguished friend from Kentucky [Mr. Jami t any mit 
in his career. If he says that was Mr. Bryan's int n I 


accept his statement and will make no denial of its corré 

Mr. JAMES. Would not the gentleman explain 

Mr. SIBLEY. But you claim the Repub! rty are 
sponsible for our occupancy of the Philippines I simply em 
braced Mr. Bryan and the great Democratic party of this ni n 
as also responsible for our occupancy 

Mr. JAMES. I believe that you that 
party and God are in partnership there; that would be 


said the 


light with darkness, corruption with incorruption. [Am : 
Mr. SIBLEY. Whenever you talk about the Republican 
party and God, and it comes in a slurring way from that side 
often, if the Republican party has been attempting to t in 
accordance with the will of God the Democratic party had 
better reverse its policy and its way instead of standing : nst 


the Lord Almighty and all the facts of history and survey 
the marvelous victories that have been accomplished | the 
Republican party following such leadership ud applau 
the great good it has accomplished in the elevation of 1 l 
sentiment and the higher ideals of national life and national 
honor. Gentlemen talking about God and the Republican party 
must not endeavor to get away from the ! 
they say. 

Mr. JAMES. Then you were away from God 
with the Democratic party ? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Now, my friend, do you want 
plea of guilty? [Great laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, no. 

Mr. SIBLEY. If I enter a plea of guilty, will that sull 


o> 


veal 
Pa | 


ning of what 
when you were 


to ¢ er a 


me 


Mr. JAMES. I want te know whether, during the time 1 
were serving the Democratic party, God was on that 
whether you discovered God when you found the Republi 


party? [Laughter.] 
Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, my friend, I was a Republican ali my 


The first Democratic vote I ever cast was for Grover Clevel 

in 1892. Let me tell you a little history, since you have bi 

that up. I have read a thousand times that 1 was a Re 

| then a Greenbacker, and then a Democrat, and then a 1 

| [laughter], and then a Democrat, and then a Prohibitionist, and 
then a Republican. I have never considered a denial nec Ss 
but since you mention it I will state the facts. I never ted 
for a Democrat for President except Grover Cleveland, in ISU 
and William Jennings Bryan, in 1896. Now, then, if anyth in 
the world ever justified anybody im charging me with being a 
opulist, it was my vote for Bryan in 1896 [laughter and 
applause], and nothing else, I never was a Prohibitioni 
{[Laughter.] As I look about those who know me well 
seems no denial of that statement will be necessary. (reat 
laughter.] I did stump the State of Pennsylvania in 1 r of 
the constitutional amendment for local option 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What about your being a ‘ 
backer? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I stumped my section of Per ly l 
portion of New York against what was known as the “ gre¢ 
heresy,” and voted against the Greenback candidate 
the candidates of the Republican party. And the 
been a member of just two parties, unless you mal 
Populist because of my vote for Mr. Bry ISD 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, I understand my good friend the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania to argue that i ippli 
tion is a providential affliction sent upon us by tl I l 
Almighty. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, unquestionably; yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And I know that he must mean that 
some scientific way, because there is not a particle of tl 
hypocrite about the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He must’ mean it somewhat in the 
sense that when one man kills another it is the act of God 


But will the gentleman deny | 


because if God had wanted to prevent it He could 
That is about what the gentleman means, isn’t [Lat er. | 
Now, I should like to ask the gentleman one more qu 
that connection: As one of the most observant men I h 
known, and a careful reader, have not the gentleman’s r 
and his observation both taught him that whenever a 
gets a little bit ashamed of something that he has been e ed 
in he always lays it upon the Lord? 
Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, no; I will tell 


have done 
it? 


you the way we do over 


here. We go to Him and kneel down, plead guilty, and seek 
forgiveness. [Laughter and applause. |] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, was this not the Ose 
of Mr. Bryan, expressed time and again? We want to ¢ it 
| straight. We do not want to do anybody any injustice. Mr, 
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Bryan said it was easier for us to acquire the Philippine Islands 
and ourselyes turn the Philippine Islands loose and give them 
i independence than to refuse to acquire the Philippine | 
Islands and turn them back to Spain, which country had re- 
fused for years and centuries to give them their independence. 
In other words, as President McKinley has said, he was against 
forcible annexation, but Mr. Bryan thought it was easier and 
better for us to take charge of those people who had been our 
and turn them loose than to turn them back to their 
who had refused to turn them loose. Are not these 
the facts and was not that his position? 

Mr. SIBLEY I would not assert to the contrary, but I 
should like to ask any gentleman here who has been a student 
below the surface of the Philippine situation if he does not be- 
lieve that had we surrendered to the Filipino himself posses- 
1 of those islands, with his lack of knowledge of self-gov- 


i 


Ailes 


enemies, 


sin 


ernment, the consequences would have been disastrous to the 
Filipino? You gentlemen on that side have had some very 


striking examples, in your portion of this Federal domain, of 
power coming suddenly to those unqualified by education and 
enlightenment for the discharge of the duties of good citizen- 
ship, and you know better than any other men, or ought to know, 





that there would have been anarchy and continuous bloodshed 
and reyolution in the Philippines a thousandfold worse than 
in Santo Domingo. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


Tt» 
Al. 


GAINES of Tennessee. Does my friend deny that what 
I have stated was the position of Mr. Bryan? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to get through with my 
question. Have I not correctly stated Mr. Bryan’s position? 
Do you deny that that was his position? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have not the ability to an- 
swer whether the gentleman has stated it correctly or not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is the poorest answer you 
‘rr gave to any question. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I have no doubt the gentleman has endeavored 
to state it correctly, as he apprehended it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennes That was Mr. Bryan’s position; 


ee, 


I have talked with him and he has so stated to me, and that |} 
was his position, publicly stated. 
Mr. SIBLEY. When the gentleman says that, I accept his | 





statement. 


rhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent | 
that my colleague may have two minutes in which to answer a | 
question. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks | 
unanimous consent that his colleague [Mr. Srptey] may have | 


two minutes additional. 
Mr. SULZER. I ask unanimous consent that he may have 
ten minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Vi BUTLE! Pennsylvania. Does 
nsylvania yield to me for a question? 
Mr. SIBLEY. I do. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
that in 1896 he formed 
opulism, Is that right? 
Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, no. I said that if there was any justice 
the charge that I had ever been a Populist it could be based | 
» upon the t that in 1896 I did vote for Mr. Bryan. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, let me ask 
gentleman this question: Do I understand that his former 
known as Democrats, have laid the charge of deser- 


" t of the gentleman from 


I understand my friend to 
a combination of Democracy and | 


» 


fi 
t 


1 igainst him? Is that true? | 

Mr. SIBLEY Mr. Chairman, that may be true, but in self- 
j ition I do not know that I would be doing wrong to | 
repent a private conversation, } 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I desire to assure my friend | 
that if that charge of desertion now stands against him I want, | 
sho in t of friendship on my part, to introduce a bill 
f iis relief. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIBLEY. IL presume it would not be transcending the | 
bounds of propriety if IL should refer to a conversation I had | 


with two distinguished friends on the other side of the Cham 
ber. During the Presidential conventions—before the last elec 
tion—I was on the other side of the water, and I read with great 


interest the speeches of the permanent chairman and the tem 


porary chairman of the Democratic convention; and then I read | 
the speeches of notification, and there was one of those notifi 
cation speeches which alarmed me, as 
was pitched on such a high plane, 





a Republican, because it 
That was the notifies tion | 





| side, even, seem to have a wrong impression, viz, that 


| taken man from barbarism to the heights of civilization. 
| plause. | 





made by the gentleman from Missouri. The Democratic party 
could not stay up on that high plane during the entire campaign, 
and they met with disaster. I met my friends after I came back 
from abroad, and I told them that I had read their speeches, 
and that I remembered very wel! standing over there in yonde) 
portion of this very Chamber and giving expression to the fact 
that it was the duty of the Democratic party to drop the free-si! 
ver issue, because we were blind if we could not recognize the fact 
that it was dead—very dead, indeed—that the American peop! 

had placed their verdict upon it and that the increased production 
of gold amounted to much more than the combined production 
of both metals in any previous year in the history of the world, 
and promised sufficient basic money to arrest the continuous 
decline in prices; and that, responsive to that increased basic 
wealth, the prices of commodities not only in this nation alone. 
but the prices of all human products would rise throughout tl: 
world, as would be indicated by the system of “ index numbers.” 
And because I entertained that opinion, and because I belieyed 
that, having assumed responsibility in the Philippine Islands, 
William McKinley was right in asking the question, “ Who would 
haul down the flag?” one of my frends suggested that if I enter 
tained such views my place was over on this side of the Cham 
ber instead of on that, and I promptly responded that if it was 
necessary for one to have a seat upon the Republican side of 
this Chamber in order to act in accordance with his patriot 


convictions of duty he could consider my place over here 
from that moment. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.] Mr. Chairman, I had to wait to read these speeches of 


the distinguished presiding officers of the Democratic national 
convention, six years, for them to indorse and ratify those ver, 
views for which they banished me from their side over here 
on to this side of the Chamber. [Laughter and applause on thie 
Republican side. ] 

One of these gentlemen—if I may repeat a private conversa- 
tion—I won't indicate which one—one of them said: “ Why, 
SIBLEY, we knew six years ago free silver was dead just as 
well as you did, but it was such a lovely corpse that we wanted 
to keep it with us as long as we could.” [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had no intention of trespassing for a 
minute on the time of this House, but when I heard my friend 
from Mississippi it occurred to me it was not just to charge as 
a matter of Republican policy that the accession of the Philip 
pines was caused by lust of empire or to exploit a great people, 


| but, to state my opinion briefly, that as the result of a just war 





we found ourselves there charged with the responsibility of the 


maintenance of law and order and person and property. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania this question in connection with this 
much-mooted question of “ God putting us there.” 

Mr. SIBLEY. Oh, the gentleman from Mississippi is a much 
better authority on theology than myself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask this question: Suppose 


t 


| the treaty of Paris we had merely not mentioned the Philip 


pines at all, would they have gone back to the dominio! 
Spain? Wasn't it true at that very time that the Filipino 
had reconquered everything in the islands except Iloilo a 
Manila, and that they had captured the whole Spanish ar 
except about 5,000 troops? And in connection with that 


Oo! 


il 


Te 


e 


| 


want to ask a further question, because some gentlemen on this 


islands would have gone back to Spain. 
Is it not true that the Filipinos had already virtually r 
conquered and obtained their liberty and independence, and « 


the 


we had to do to render assurance doubly sure was to send our 


prisoners back to Spain from the Philippines, as we did fr 
Cuba, in American vessels? Is not that true, and is not th 
true, I will ask the gentleman as a philosophic student 

history, that while every people in the world can not carry 

good government, every people in the world are entitled 

carry on their government? They might have had an Ag 
naldo for a dictator, just as Mexico has a Diaz; and they wo 

have been far better off to-day if they had. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, all human history negates t! 
proposition that every people in the world are entitled to ca! 
on their government. It is the putting bad government bel 
us for the higher and truer and better government that 


t 
t 


} 


4, 


That is my conclusion from reading human histor, 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsyly 

yield to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Well, I have hardly commenced to answer 
other question, but I yield. 
Mr. BURGESS. While the gentleman from Pennsylvanic 


al 





Of 


. 


“ 





1906. 


on the stand, I would like to ask him a question. He assumes 


that the Republican policy in the Philippines is that of per- 
manent retention of the islands. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Do I assume that? 

Mr. BURGESS. Does the gentleman not so assume? 

Mr. SIBLEY I do not: no, sir. 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, I misunderstood the gentleman. I 
understood the gentleman to assert a while ago that the leader 


of the Republican party had said by that triumphant question, 
“ Who shall pull down the flag?” that it was the policy of the 
party never to take it down. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am glad the gentleman has 
asked me the question, because I would not wish to have been 
misunderstood in that way. 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, if the gentleman does not understand 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


that to be the Republican policy, will he please state what he | 


does understand to be the Republican policy? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would not flatter myself, 
after looking around this body at these distinguished colleagues 
of mine, into thinking or assuming that I was the proper person 
to expound the policy of the party. I will merely state my in 
lividual opinion, that we will stay there until good government 
and law and order 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
he time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas unani- 

ous consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
use.]| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, we will stay there until edu 

tion and enlightenment and a higher conception of the duties 
nd responsibilities of self-government may come to these people. 

e will not make the mistake that we did after the civil war of 

ving 4,000,000 people the elective franchise, unqualified in any 

inner by education as they were to discharge tlie duties of the 


asks 


lectorate, [Applause. ] 
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chairman, I welcome that admission of 


the gentleman that for one time the Republican party deserted 
God, and I agree with that contention. The gentleman, I under 
ind, has changed his party relations not on account of men 
on account of issues, because his judgment approved those 
tings for which Cleveland and Bryan stood at the time he sup 
d them and at other times he voted the Republican ticket 
the reason. Now, then, upon the Philippine question, 
isk the gentleman in all candor, taking both their platforms 
ice this question arose, can he determine from them what his 
elation ought to be with reference to this question? In other 





same 


ords, has the Republican party, as a party in convention as 
ubled, in either of the national conventions following the 
tification of the treaty of Paris, taken any position with ref 


ence to the permanent retention of the Philippine Islands? 
Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the answer to that 
that there has never been, from any authoritative source, any 

laration that it is the policy of the Republican party to per 
inently retain possession of the Philippine Islands. I 
er heard that doctrine asserted. 

Mr. BURGESS. Just one other question: Is it not true, on the 

her hand, that the present President of the United States, the 
sent Secretary of War, and the present Secretary of State 
ve practically agreed in public addresses that ultimate inde 
dence for the Filipino is the goal of their stride? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Yes; that is the Republican position. 

Mr. BURGESS. How does the gentleman know? 


is 


have 


Mr. SIBLEY. Because that is the declaration of the very 
en the gentleman has named, the present President of the 


nited States, the present Secretary of War, and the present 
retary of State, and the statement of all leaders whose 
nion carries conviction that ripens into action at the proper 
son, and I believe the gentleman will not deny the fairness 
the proposition that to give people self-government who by 
ng years of oppression, ignorance, superstition, and cruelty 
e unfitted for the discharge of those duties would be a wrong, 
t alone to them but to ourselves. It would be a betrayal of 
ist. This nation stands as the trustees of the Lord Almighty 
their own welfare, and for all the nations of the earth, if 
uu please. You may be consumed with doubts, but none the 
S we are acting for these people in the capacity of a trustee 
or guardian. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. BURGESS. I agree entirely with the gentleman that it 
ould be folly to adopt the “scuttle” policy in reference to 
these people. I agree entirely that the ultimate independence 
for them ought to be worked out by some practical method—— 
Mr. SIBLEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
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Mr. BURGESS. Just in a moment, when I finish Which 
will result in safety to life, liberty, and property and in honor a 
and dignity to the United States, but does not the gentleman 
recognize that the power and the only constitutional pow 1s 
was said by perhaps one of the greatest constitutional lawyers 
in this Congress at the other end of the Capitol at the sy] inl 
session of the Senate last, is vested in Congress to decla what 
the ultimate status of the Philippine Islands will be’ 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, i never rec« ed the truth 
of the old saying of how much easier it is to ask « tions than 
it is to answer them as I do this morning. I want t that 
every drop of blood in me is Yankee blood; I never had a l 


cross even back to the Puritans. 
Mr. BURGESS. I am not complaining of it. 
Mr. SIBLEY. Therefore I am going to avail myself of t! 
inherited Yankee privilege to ask you a question 
Mr. BURGESS. Certainly. 
Mr. SIBLEY. And I want you to be as frank as I h tried 
| to be in this discussion. 
Mr. BURGESS. I will do that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle 1 | x l 
| Laughter and applause. | 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chair n, Ih ntended to 
inflict myself upon this debate until I heard ut 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the ntleman from 
Mississippi. That question not having received as compl 
answer as I think it should have received, I desire to eall a 
tion to the omission. I believe that this count know 
tainly those who read the newspapers know—that befor ‘ 
ratification of the Paris treaty, during the penden 
Paris treaty, and in every public utterance since the 1 tio 


of the Paris treaty Mr. Bryan has stated, upon the stump and 
through the columns of the press, that he was opposed to tl! 
governing of any people except by their consent. He has uttered 
that in season and out of season, and there is not a n in tl 
Chamber but who knows, and knows with definiteness and cer 
tainty, that Mr. Bryan was opposed to the ret n the Phil 
ippine Islands. He had what I believe was a mistaken view 
in thinking the best way to free them was to ratify th \ 
and then give them their independence. He conceded to tl 
Republicans a fairness which time has proven they i neo 
possess. le believed that the Republican Senate id the R 
publican House would give to the Filipinos th independer 
Hlaving that confidence in the manhood, patriotism, and f 

of the Republicans, he was willing to ratify that treaty 1 put 
it in the hands of the Republicans in the House and in the S« 
ate to do that which before God he always maint Y 
just I am not capable of making this explanation . 
it cought to be made, and I wish that the gentk in f M 
sissippi, when the interrogation was put to | had 

time enough in his clear and lucid style to have properly stated 
the position of Mr. Bryan at that time, before that t 

forever since: but it was not done, and I felt called upon, : 

of the Democratic Members of this Hlouse, to say for M 
Bryan what he is not here to say for himself; that he Py 
for a moment entertained the idea that the ratific on 

Paris treaty would result in the permanent ré tion of ‘ 
Philippine Islands or to submit them for one year to a d 

tion to which they did not consent I felt that this ought to | 
snid by somebody, and as nobody else has said it, I have t 
occasion to do it myself. [Applause on the Democrat le 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con 
sent that debate upon this amendment be closed in five minut 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from low sks unan 
mous consent that debate upon the pending amendment be 
closed in five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will ask the ¢ leman 
from lowa if 1 am not entitled to five minutes to el the 
debate? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con 
sent that general debate be closed in ten minutes on this 
amendment—five minutes to be given to the gentleman from 
New York | Mr. Driscot.) and five minutes to the gentleman 


from Massachusetts |Mr. SULLIVAN}. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, the que 


obiect 


tion before 


mittee is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from M 
sachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. It is claimed by him, as I u 
stand it, that the effect of this appropriation of $400,000 f 
coast batteries on the Philippine Islands may nd perhap lH}, 
result in the selection of Subig Bay as a pet 

naval station. Now, if that be the effect of this appropriation, 
I shall vote for it and against the amendment, the more readily, 
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because I fully believe in the wisdom of the selection of Subig | 
Bay as against Cavite, the other place or location proposed. The 
great engineers of the Army and Navy have been there and ex- | 


nined these two sites. The majority, if not all of them, first 


sreed on Olongapo on Subig Bay as the best and most available 


location for a permanent naval and coaling station. Since that | 
{ some of the Navy and Army officers and engineers have 
modified their opinions, and are inclined toward the selection of 
Cavite for such station. Arguments, and perhaps good argu- | 
ments, may be given for each conclusion. I am not an engineer, 
and make no pretensions as to my judgment in such matters. I 
spent a day at Cavite, and had the same opportunity of examin- 
ing Subig Bay as the other members of the Taft party, save two | 
gentlemen who made a special trip to Olongapo. Subig Bay 
is a large, beautiful body of deep water, landlocked, except a | 
narrow passage broad enough and deep enough for the largest | 


ships, and narrow enough to be easily defended by fortifications | 
on either side. 


The weight of expert authority is clearly, in my judgment, 
in favor of the location at Subig Bay, and since the experts 
disagree as between the two sites proposed—Olongapo and 
Cavite—and it comes to Congress for determination, each Mem- | 


e his own judgment, basing it on such grounds 
‘ think sufficient. But aside from 
the expert testimony and recommendations as to the selection of | 
a per! for a naval and coaling station, there is an- 
other reason, Mr. Chairman, which persuades me toward the 
tion of Subig Bay. We are now in the occupation of the 
Philippine Archipelago and have been since 1898. There is no 
general of opinion as to how long we will continue 
there. Those islands came into our possession as a result of | 
the war with Spain. Some eall it an accident. Some speak of 
it as providential. Some criticise the action of our Government 
in appropriating them. Others maintain to this day that the 
treaty of Paris and the acquisition of the Philippines was an 
act of great wisdom and wise statesmanship. Many well-in- 
formed people in both of the great political parties favored that 


r must exerci 


be 


ind circumstances as he may 
nanent site 
sel« 


consensu 





treaty at that time, and many patriotic citizens of both parties 
never believed in it. But at the present time no great good can 
be achieved by looking backward. If it were a mistake, there 
is no use in erying over spilt milk. It is for us now to look | 
forward. Our Government is certainly not trying to enrich 
itself at the expense of the Filipino people. It is not striving 
to injure them or exploit them or their resources in the interest | 
of this Government, or in the interest of our people. Our Goy- | 
ernment and the insular government of the Philippine Islands 
are striving earnestly to educate those little brown people, to | 
improve them, to raise them up intellectually, industrially, so- 
cially, and politically, in order that in the course of time they | 
may be fit to govern the uselves. 
irom a short glimpse into those islands and a little oppor- | 
tunity for observation as to their appearance, character, en- | 
vironment, and tendencies, they are not, in my judgment, fit 
for self-government; certainly not fit according to our notion 
of fitness, and it would be very surprising if they were. It is 


practically impossible for the great mass of any people to de- 
velop those characteristics of head and heart which will qualify 
them for self-government in the form of a democracy or repub- 


lic where they are under the absolute domination of another—a 
superior and stronger power. Secretary Taft is big hearted as 
well as big brained. I really think he is fond of those little 


brown people and sympathizes with them in their aspirations 
nationality and independence. As governor-general he made 
the statement, “The Philippines for the Filipinos.” And he 
represents and impersonates, in my judgment, the highest views 
and best and most patriotic ideals of the American people 
toward those insular possessions and the people thereof. 
\t the business meetings in Manila, where the Congressional 


i] 
Liic 


committee sat many days listening to the complaints and ap- 
peals on the part of representative Filipinos, and at all the 
banquets and receptions in Manila and throughout the islands 
where the Taft party was entertained, the Filipino speakers 
on those occasions practically all, if not all, assumed that they 
were to be given independence as soon as they demonstrated 
that they were fitted for it. And while perhaps no definite 
pron were made them as to what their future status would 


be, their assumptions and interpretation of the attitude of our 
adminstration toward them were not questioned. It is the 
desire of a large and growing element of our people, both Re- 
publicans and Democrats, that the time may come, and as rap- 
idly as possible, when those people may prove themselves fitted 
for self-government; that they may be able to maintain law 
and order, protect life and property, and by industry and thrift 
be able to pay the expenses of their own government without 
the aid of the United States or any other foreign power. 
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nent station. 
that is not what he said would be the effect of this appropri 
tion? 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, when that time comes—and I trust ij 


may come in the lifetime of some of us when the United States 
will withdraw its armies and navies from those islands and pe 
mit them to establish an independent republic in the Orient a) 
bid them godspeed, with the hope that they may be able to 
work out their own political destiny without foreign interfe 
ence—we will need at least one permanent coaling and nayal st. 
| tion as a base of supplies in that part of the Orient as a strate 
gic point and for the protection and advancement of our growin; 
| commerce in the East. 


Mr. TAWNEY rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York | Mr 


Driscoti] yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY |? 


Mr. DRISCOLL. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


Yes. 
In order that there may be no misunder- 


standing on the part of the Members of the House, I desire io 
ask the gentleman if he knows that this amendment that is un 
der consideration is not the amendment relating to Subig Ba, 
at all, but to strike out all proposed appropriations for fortifics 
tions in the Philippine Islands? 


Mr. DRISCOLL. I understand exactly that; but the gentk 


man from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLLIVAN] said that the appro 
| priation of $400,000 for seacoast batteries in the Philippi: 


Islands pointed toward the selection of Subig Bay as a perm 
I will ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 


Mr. TAWNEY. That certainly would be the effect of it, but 


| would also have the effect of preventing the expenditure of an) 


money whatever. An amendment is to be offered, I understan:! 
from the other side excepting Subig Bay from the operation 
any of this appropriation. I simply want the House to unde) 
stand that this vote is not to be on the question of Subig Bay or 
no Subig Bay, but on the question of appropriating that money 
for the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. I understand the point involved in this 
motion and I understand the meaning given to it by the gent 


man from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN]. I am against his 
motion beeause I want this appropriation made. And if the 


effect of it will be to select Subig Bay as against Cavite, I will 
vote for it the more promptly, because I approve of the sele 
tion of Subig Bay as against Cavite or any other proposed site 
in the islands of which I have heard. 

Now, when the United States withdraws from the Philippine 


| Islands we will need a permanent station for naval, coaling, 


and commercial purposes. We can not consistently hold the 


| city of Manila, because that is the largest and practically the 


only city in the island of Luzon. It is the commercial and 
industrial eenter of that island. It practically is Luzon, and it 
is the metropolis of the archipelago. It would be unreasonable, 
in ease of the withdrawal of our occupation, to hold this city 
a permanent possession or dependency or naval station. 
would be equally unfair and unreasonable to retain the wh 
island of Luzon, because that is the largest, most populous, 
richest, and most advanced of all the islands. The reasons for 
our not holding Cavite permanently are nearly as cogent. It is 
located on Manila Bay. Ships approaching Manila and Cavi! 
enter through the same channels. Guns from Cavite could be 
trained on Manila at any time. When we withdraw we wil! 
want to sever our relations with those islands as far as possible 
and leave them to themselves without interference. The cl 
proximity of Cavite to Manila, the capital of the islands, would 
be a constant source of irritation and perhaps might lead to 
international friction and trouble. But Subig Bay is 60 mil 
away from Manila by water. 

Mr. KEIFER. Seventy miles. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Seventy miles, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; do not change that. 
and less than that if anything. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. An ex-Speaker of the 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio, says 70 miles. 


il 


1 


Sixty mi! 


House, the 


Mr. KEIFER. Seventy miles by water, as the naval oll 
told us. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Sixty miles by water and not 40 
land. 


Mr. KEIFER. That is the testimony given by the naval 
cer before our committee. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Well, I am not particularly concern! 
whether it is 60 or 70 miles by water or 40 or 50 miles | 
land. No hostile fleet will be apt to enter Manila Bay with 
first trying titles with our fleet in Subig Bay. No skillful nav! 
officer would be likely to bottle his fleet up in Manila boy, 
with danger from torpedoes to every maneuver of his sl 
and with the enemy’s guns and armies in his front and | 
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enemy’s ships in his rear. It is not so far distant but that it 
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will give sufficient protection to Manila while our country’s 
protectorate remains. Nor is it so far as to interfere with | 


the complete control of Manila Bay, its approaches and fortifi- | 
cations, and the protection of their capital, as they may see fit, 


by the Filipinos. 

Olongapo is over the mountain on a remote and unsettled 
coast of Luzon, and out of sight of the inhabitants, except those 
who go there expressly to see it. It would be better were there 
a small island within the same or even a greater distance from 
Manila, with as good a natural harbor, on which we could con- 
struct our naval station, fortifications, and other improvements. 
Then our naval station, in ease of our withdrawal, would be 
entirely separated from the Filipino possessions; but, unfor 
tunately, there is no such island, and it seems necessary that a 
naval station be established on the mainland of Luzon. As a 


consideration of its surrender of its sovereignty by the United | 


States, and the withdrawal of its armies and fleets and the es 
tablishment of an independent government, that people will be 
pleased to cede to us Subig Bay, Olongapo, and sufficient terri- 
tory in that locality for our use as a permanent naval base. 
rhe cost of such station, with complete equipment, is estmated 


or guessed at all the way from nine to one hundred thousand dol- | 


lars. If that money be spent at Cavite, it will be lost in case of 
our withdrawal; if spent in Subig Bay, it will be saved, for we 
will retain it. Aside from this we have spent and will have spent 
enough on those islands and their people. I therefore hope that 
this amendment may fail, and that the amendment to be offered 
providing that none of this appropriation be spent in the Philip- 
pine Islands may also fail. And I further hope that the grant- 
ing of this appropriation may result in the adoption of Olongapo, 
on Subig Bay, as a permanent naval, coaling, and commercial 
station. 

Mr. PAYNE. 
of this amendment. I can not in this five minntes discuss the 
reasons of our being in the Philippine Islands. I may discuss 
that later in the day. 
can citizen who has spent two or three months in those islands 
helieves that we can get away with honor and without coward- 
ce inside of the next twenty-five years at least. We can not 
leave these people to cut each other's throats; we can not leave 
them as a prey of any monarchy that might come along and 
seize them and hold them to oppress them, with honor to the 
\merican people. The American people have already decided 
that we are there to stay until we accomplish the mission of 
lifting these men up to where they will be honorable citizens 
and capable citizens in any country and capable of governing 
themselves. While I do not believe in the proposition as it 
comes from the committee, and I hope to see it amended so that 
none of this money shall be spent for Subig Bay, I think the ap 
propriation in this bill ought to be made, and it ought to be 
inide for use in the Philippine Islands as well as in the Ha 
Wailan Islands. There is plenty of opportunity to use it at 
Corregidor Island, in the channel of Manila Bay. We ought to 
fortify that channel; we ought to be able to fortify Manila, the 
capital city, the chief city, the very heart of the islands, against 
iny foreign foe. If we hold those islands for ten years, we 
ought to fortify ; if we hold them for twenty-five years, we ought 
to fortify. We owe it to ourselves and owe it to those people, 
we owe it to the honor of our flag and the honor of the American 


Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the adoption | 


We are there, and no intelligent Amer- | 


\rmy and Navy and the honor of the American people, while | 


we are there, to afford them proper protection. I do not believe 
this can be done unless we go on with the fortification at Cor 
regidor Island, and therefore I oppose this amendment. I will 
talk later on the other amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
hate ought to close, and believing that the other side ought to 
have the balance of the time, I move that debate on this amend 
nent close in six minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Make it ten. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


asked for two or three minutes and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. SuLLIVAN] wants two or three minutes, and now 
the gentleman from Alabama wants a few minutes, which would 
inake three speeches, and I shall have to insist on the motion 
that debate close in six minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that de- 
bate on this amendment close in six minutes. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 71, noes 36. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask for tellers. 


Mr. Chairman, believing that this de- | 


Unfortunately, much as I should like | 
to do so, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi.tams] has | 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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The CHAIRMAN (continuing). The ayes have it, and de 
bate is closed in six minutes. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I asked for teller 

The CHAIRMAN. Was the gentleman on his feet’ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was standing here looking at the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded 

The question was taken, and tellers were ordered 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 1} 


pzRWwoop] and the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. Suir) 
take their places as tellers. 


will please 


The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 9: 
noes 43. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Without objection, I yield 
two minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stprey] asked me a question the 
purport of which some gentlemen on this side of the House did 


not seem to catch. He asked me whether Mr. Bryan was not 
somewhat responsible for the ratification of the treaty of peace. 
I answered, as I was forced in truth to 


answer, that he was, 
and that, in my opinion, he had made a great mistake rhe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania did not ask me whether Mr 
Bryan was in any part responsible for the retention of the 
Philippine Islands. If he had asked me that question, I would 
have answered, as nearly as I could remember, in the very lan 
guage of Mr. Bryan. The reason given by him why he advo 
cated the ratification of the treaty was that it was the best 


method to prevent the retention of the Philippine Islands \ 
few days after he had done what he did, when he and I were 


talking about it, and differing about it, he stated the object he 
had. <A part of that conversation was, as nearly as I « re 
member, in these words that I am about to repeat, rh | 
thought the Fiiipinos were more apt to get from the sense of 


justice of the American people their independence and freedom 


than they were to get them from the Spanish and American 
commissioners.” I violate no confidence in repeating that por 
tion of the conversation, because, subsequently, in the public 
press of the country, he used almost identically the s lan 
guage. I did not understand the gentleman from VPennsylvan 
was charging him with being responsible for the retention of the 
islands. I do not so understand yet. Everybody | ws 1 
Mr. Bryan never desired, does not now desire, the Philippine 
to be or to remain a part of our body politic 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, we hav 
been led away somewhat from the discussion of the amen 
but so much has been said about this treaty that it seems 
while to call attention to the conditions that existed at the time 
the treaty of Paris was under consideration. At that ti ‘ 
Spanish soldiers were in the field in the Philippine Is! 
American soldiers were there, and so were Filipino soldic 
Mr. Bryan, in attempting to get the treaty ratified, di 
anticipate the results of that ratification. No Republi l 
dared to charge that Mr. Bryan contributed to the wat 
Was subsequently waged by the United States against the | 
pinos in arms—those same Filipinos who for three hundred 
years had waged unequal war against Spain in order t 
lish their freedom. Neither Mr. Bryan nor the D 


party can be properly charged with having contributed to 
results that have followed from the treaty of Varis 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gen 


a question? 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. For a question; yes. I x 
have only three or four minutes. 
Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Is the gentleman in favor, 
and is his party in favor, of immediately giving the Filipinos 
independence at this time? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I can not answer for the 
party, but I will say to the gentleman that I am in favor of 


giving them their independence at the very first opportunity, and 
would do it now, if I had the opportunity 

Now, Mr. Chairman, neither Mr. Bryan nor the Democratic 
party. approved of the formation of reconcentration can} 


i 


+} 
} 


ms 1! Lie 


Philippine Islands, nor of the brutalities which were practiced 
upon the Filipinos by some men, unfortunately, I must say, in 
the employ of the United States. 

The Democratic party does not approve of civilization by 


fortification nor civilization by cannon. We approve of civiliza 


tion by education. We do not carp at a single dollar of expend 
ture in the Philippine Islands for education, but we do object to 
erecting fortifications there which will permanently en thi 


people of the Philippine Islands. [| Applauss 


Now, since the treaty of Paris, in all th 


seveh years, ho 
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' side. | 
e CHAIRMAN. 


amendment 


on 


e question 
the noes 


his 


ipoye 


The committ 


WLLLIAMS. 
» divided; and there were 


WILLIAMS. 


Mr 
Tellers 
LIAM and Mr 
ifs The comn 
61, noes 113 


wis 
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this 
Philippine Islands. 
that 
that ever happened to poor old Spain was 


bugaboo that 


slands. [Applause. | 
they say the people of 
ie Wnglish 


self-government, 


same 


foreign gun h 
7 ( j nothing in 
pt to seize the 
» foreign nation 
{ The best thing 
the | of the Philippine 
Mir ‘hairman, 
] are unlit tor 
ment has said that 
seven hundred vears. 


thing about 


A 


s been trained upon the Philippine mhiiie 4 Admiral, let me ask you, can we get along without removing the 


foreign nation will 


In my judgment, there 


Tl 
Irel 


7 > 
the 


and for more 


will take the Philippine Islands as a 


Philippine 


Govern- 


than 


The English Government said that about | 


that this amendment will be agreed to. 


the coloni of the United States. That has always been in the | 
mouth of every tyrant who undertook to deprive a people of the 
lil to which th aspired It will always be the tool with 
\ t\ nts keep people in subjection. [Applause.] No peo- 
pl ll ever be fit for self-government until they are intrusted 
with self-government. rhe men who have the patriotism to 
v war inst a mighty nation for three hundred years cer 
tainly have enough patriotism and intelligence to maintain a 
grove ent of their own; not a government like that of the 
most highly civilized nations—such as the United States and 
Great Britain and France—but a government suited to the peo 
ple of a tropical country, a government suited to their own 
ide; a government that in the process of time will develop to 
be a satisfactory and sufficient government for those people. 
fApplause.] And it is because these fortifications will furnish 
a standing argument against the liberation of the Filipino people 


that I protest against the passage of this provision, and I trust 


[Applause on the Demo- 


The gentleman’s time has expired. 
The question 


ta 


ken } 


“red to have it. 


has expired. 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
and the Chairman announced that 


Division, Mr. Chairman. 
ives 48, noes 91. 


Mr. Chairman, I ask f 
were ordered: and the Chairman appointed Mr. WIt- 
SMITH of lowa. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


or tellers. 


ittee again divided; and the tellers reported 


is on 


De- | 
the 


ayes 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
nmendment 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

7, line 21, add the following: “Provided, That no part of the 
I ler appropriated shall be expended at Subig Bay.” 

M KITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this 
al Iment is to carry out what is the intention of the Com- 
1 ee on Appropriations. If this amendment be adopted, it will 
confine that part of the amount contained in this appropriation 
for the Philippine Islands to Manila. There are several reasons 
why this should be done now. In the first place, there is in the 
War Department, allotted to Subig Bay, an unexpended sum 
of $455,000 for the purpose of fortifications. The committee 
cle ed it unwise at this time to allow anything for Subig Bay 
for that reason 

\ } r nn, in my judgment, is that the contemplated pro- 

1 a naval station at Subig Bay is of such an extrava 
; r that no further appropriation should be made until 
( h had some definite action upon the proposed scheme. 
I ted by the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
\ t} ample water at Olongapo for a naval sta 

he doc of vessels. And yet already $55,000 have 

or dredging at Qlongapo, and there is pend 

l the Naval Committee a request for $250,000 as 
nut nay ition of $1,250,000 for draining and dredg 

Vive for a ival station at Olongspo has been of 

| extr: it character that even the chairman of the 
{ N Afi has never had the cou to take the 
i lence of his committee and of the Depart 
ni rhe ori est e for a naval station at Subig Bay 
v 1.000 \ revised statement brought it down to $12, 
on mn t] the See retary of the Navy revised that so as to 
bris ‘ ) O00) 

‘| hie en n h In nh very fond of eomings into the Hlouse 
and telling what Admiral Dewey said about one thing or an 
other I want to place before the House now what Admiral 
Dewey said to the Committee on Naval Affairs about the scheme 
of establishing a naval station at Olongapo, and which this 
House has never heard before 

In 1904 Admiral Dewey was before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and during his examination Mr, Dayton asked this 
question 
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mountain there, cutting it down in order to get the ground? 

Admiral Dewry. I would cut nothing at all at present. The f 
scheme proposed was on too large a senle. 

Mr. BurLter. You mean that $30,000,000 scheme? 

Admiral Drewnry. Yes. My friend Taylor was on that board, and | 
said to him at that time, “ Of course you will frighten them.” 















































































Frighten whom? Frighten the Members of Congress with 
scheme or plan to expend $30,000,000 to establish a naval sty 
tion at Olongapo. 

Then the Admiral continued: 

Mr. Moody, who is an excellent business man, thinks that a pro 
plant could be established at Subig Bay for $800,000. 

And yet three or four days previously to this testimony \); 
Moody had submitted a revised estimate to the committee. 
which he stated that it would cost $9,700,000 to establish this 
naval station. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. At Subig Bay? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. At Subig Bay. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BurLer] stated yesterday that the mere fac 
that estimates were submitted was no guaranty that Congress 
would make the appropriation. The Committee on Naval A 
fairs will be compelled to very greatly change its policy if it 
will do anything to cut down very greatly the enormous es 
timates submitted from time to time by the Navy Department, 
Within five or six years they have jumped the naval appro- 
priation bill from $40,000,000 to $100,000,000., 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con 
sent for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended five minutes, 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
stated that a very modest recommendation would be contained 
in the naval bill this year for a naval station at Olongapo 
$1,000,000 is the lowest estimate submitted this year by the De 
partment to place that station upon a working basis. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the gentleman think if we finally 
release the Vhilippine Islands that retaining a naval station 
right at Manila would be, in effect, overawing the capital of a 
people that we have freed? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not believe that this involves the 
retention of a naval station at Manila. It is not necessary to 
say just at present where the naval station will be. I wish to 
prevent now the carrying out of a policy for a naval station that 
involves in the future the expenditure of at least $30,000,000 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow an in- 
terruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I think it is ridiculous for t 
gentleman to refer to that estimate of $30,000,000, Mr. Mood 
when he was before the committee and recommended the estab 
lishment of this station two years ago—and in pursuance of 
whose recommendation we at that time made an appropriation 
of nearly $1,000,000 therefor—brought in an estimate of $9,000 
000 covering a course of years. Now, in the judgment of 
the committee, we do not consider that that is necessa! 
$9,000,000, not by any means. It rests with the committe: 
the House to report what, in their judgment, they consider ne: 
say to establish a naval station for temporary repairs over t! 

It is not proposed to make any permanent repairs what 

but so long as we have got ships over there the gentleman 

not believe that we ought to send them to Hongkong to 
docked or to make slight repairs, but certainly we ought to hav 
a little station there and a dock where we could make re) 
ourselves 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I stated all of that 
terday, and it is in the Recorp to-day. If the gentleman did 
hear what I said he could have read it if he had desired to 
I also stated yesterday that we have a plant there now witic!) 
| not a little plant, but, according to the figures sent to tlie 
tleman himself, in the month of January, it is shown th 
Cavite the repair work done on ships during the last fiscal 
amounted to $556,000, That was practically as much as 1s 
' done in any naval-repair station in the United States, with 
exception of that at New York. It is more than was don 
League Island, near Philadelphia. They say they have lo 
water at Olongapo, and yet the original estimate was for th 
moval of 4,100,000 cubie yards of matter, at a cost of 
| $4,000,000, which included the 900,000 cubie yards of moul 








Some gentlemen seem to think there is a difference between 
redging to make land where you have lots of water and dredg 
to get deep water where you have lots of land. As I stated 
terday, the reports show that in order to complete this sta 
tion a mountain must be removed by cutting off a million cubic 
rds of matter, two rivers must be stopped, and 3,000,000 cubic 
ards of material must be dredged. Yet gentlemen have the 
resumption to inform the House that there is no dredging nec 
essary and that there is ample water there. I am in favor of 
stricting the expenditure of this appropriation at this time, 
ecause there is money now available that has not been ex 
vled and will not be expended this year, in order to serve 
tice upon the Departments that before Congress will proceed 
irther with the work of building up the elaborate station in 
ontemplation Congress desires to definitely pass upon this ques 
tion at a later time. The Admiral of the Navy said that Mr. 
ody believed that $800,000 would give us a sufficient station 
ere. Already $900,000 has been appropriated for Olongapo, 
d not a dollar’s worth of work can be done there. It appears 
clusively, however, from the reports now before Congress it 
will take $1,000,000 more before anything can be done. What 
ever tnay be the necessity for establishing a naval base in the 


1? | 


lippine Islands, there is no reason why Congress should pro- 
eed with appropriations that practically mean the giving of 
ice to the Departments that the Olongapo plans have been 
y approved. As the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Smrrx] 
ted yesterday, it is intended to expend $200,000 of this money 
Hawaii and $400,000 in the Philippine Islands. The money 
n not possibly be expended at Subig Bay within a year, and so 
there can be no mistake to make clear the intention of Congress 
that it should not be so expended. I hope the amendment will be 
»pted. 
Mr. KEITFER. Mr. Chairman, perhaps better to understand 
etly what the state of the proposed appropriation is, as 
e seems to be some confusion, judging from some of the 
eeches, I will read the clause found on page 7 of the bill. 
It is a very brief one and a very simple one. It reads: 
the construction of seacoast batteries In the Hawaiian and 
npine Islands, $600,000, 
\s it there appears, there is no attempt to say where this 
ey shall be expended. It would be possible to expend the 
cer part of it in the Hawaiian Islands; it would be possible 
expend a considerable part of it, or nearly all that goes to 
Philippine Islands, at Manila Bay. It is fair to say that 
proposition means that the authorities, those that have 
d charge of the expenditures of money in the past years, 
ll have the allotment and application of this $600,000, So 
as the present amendment is concerned, the gentleman from 
York [Mr. FrrzGeratp] proposes to cut out, not to reduce, 
uthorities from allotting or expending any part of the 
.000 at Subig Bay. There has been expended of the appro 
tion for this year, the year ending June 30, 1906, $455,000, 
said in the testimony that it has been allotted, which is 
lent to its actual expenditure, I hope there will be no 
usion in the minds of Members about the use of this word 
lotted.” What has been “allotted” is an assignment and 
eation of the fund for a particular work already con 
ted for, and, in effect, it may be said to have been applied 
‘ xpended, 
Often it is reported as moneys in the Treasury when it is sub 
ily all provided for under existing contracts or in view 
work already commenced. Now, the distinguished gentle 
from Mississippi [Mr. Wr.iAMs] says that in the defense 
ese islands we can not rely upon the Ariny, the strong arm 
Government. I think if we do not make any allotment to 
Bay to protect it from the landing of a foreign foe, if we 
have one, we will need a very large army to protect 
ila, no matter how much money had been expended on forti 
is in and around the bay of Manila. This strategic mat 
s I understand, has been determined by the naval board, 
istinguished naval officers, and by the Taft board, that 
Bay is more essential to the protection of Manila than 
ications at Manila itself, so far as needing any moneys to 
cpended Manila is in a practically good condition for de 
against ships on account of (he character of the harbor; 
Manila would not be « ipable of defense if a foreign foe 
land an army at Subig Bay. Now, this discussion has 
E: vered a wide field, and it is not necessary, to my mind, to de 
ne whether or not at some time in the history of the world 
hall give up the Philippine Islands. I do not believe, Mr. 
nan, that we and the Congress of the United States should 
dribbling along as we have been doing for some time, talk 
about giving up the Philippine Islands. We own them as 
entially as we own any other territorial property in this 
country, for it is classed as property. 


te 


al 





Ay 
ide 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. ¢ 
sent that the gentleman may hav« 
The CHAIRMAN rhe ge 
mous consent that the gentle f ! 
minutes additional time. Is there ob 
The Chair hears none 
Mr. KEIFER. I thank the nittes 
pine Islands. It was said by some g 
of the House that we had no aut! 
possessions. It will be found by refers 
section 3 of Article LV of the Constituti 
shall have power to dispose of and m 
regulations respecting territory « rt he 
the United States.” There has neve ‘ 
authority of the United States to n e rul 
the government of any of its posse ; 
of property that belongs to the 1 ed S 
that these Philippine Islands bel to th 
sentially as any other property I 
originally I was opposed to the idea o 
from Spain at all, except that island wi 
Cuba. I was in favor of taking Cuba a 
was the gem that we have not taken 
little bit of sentiment that was put t 
resolution that led to the declaration of vw 
all conditions changed in this country Sy] 
uate the West India Islands, rather than 
shores, cast down the gage of war, and 
were set aside, and as evidence of that w 
of verbal sentiment and did not take ¢ 
to surrender her sovereignty to us a 
gents wanted, as Ll know personally, to | 
States, and when the Spanish owners 
the principal owners in all the gre cities 
wanted to be annexed. I was in f 
the Congress up here had got up a t 
would not take that which would \ 
reached out and took Porto R 
were not going to war for conquest 
around the earth and *k these Philip 
ber about 2,000. So we t what we 1 
now let me say the time h come when 
thing of apologizing f having ta t 
They are under the Constitution and the 
They came to us, as Parker said in h 
“through the exigencies of war,’ and it is 
of them, and let us not be apol d 
to have somebody come d steal them 
them by some sort of trat Let 
stand up for the patriotism of Amet 
spread the civilization of America over th 
as possible, carry the Constitution there 
that that carries with it to those m™ ir 
preciate it. When the time come oO 
they are ready to have the civil tion 
That is the point that I comp! f ft 
Some of them say that we have m™ 
Islands. I n glad we have We 
They are ours as much as at rt 
| did own, and I am in favor ‘ 
draw the shield of the C ' 
those islands or to tear down 
plause. | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Mr. Ch I 
the gentleman from Vil 1. (M : 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Cl n, | 
tion that no part of tl I ‘ 
pine Islands, but I am not w n ) 
f it menn that the n T tl } 
comes down as between spending tl! 
at Manila Bay, with the light ow 
the propositi n tl t it ( ‘ | t 
li these matters, Mr. Chis 
licht elsew here For s ‘ ve 
been in the Philippine Isl is, the prol 
portion of the islands should be 1 
eral boards have been a} | ‘| 
and Navy boards, and th \ 
and so far I know tl opin 
upon these boards ha ! ' 
preferable to Manila B | 
has necessarily been 
by the Committee on Naval Aff 
| years, and almost without « 
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to be preferable to Manila 
perfectly willing, so far as I am concerned, that this item of 
appropriation for fortifications should be held up until the 
stion is definitely decided. But I am not willing that the 
Department shall be forbidden to spend it at Olongapo and in- 
ferentially given the authority to spend it in Manila Bay. 


nounced Subig Bay say. I am 


que 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much do you propose to 
spend there? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut rose. 

The CILAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Rixey] yield to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hii]? 

Mr. RIXNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Does the gentleman recognize the 
necessity of fortifying Manila Bay, for this is a question of 
fortification, whether Subig Bay is fortified or not? Would it 
not leave Manila Bay, the capital of the archipelago, with 


250,000 people, undefended at Corregidor, at the entrance of the 


bay? It would cost more than this appropriation to do that. 
Mr. RIXEY. It was stated by a number of gentlemen on the 

other side of this House that one objection to spending this 

money at Manila Bay is that we might eventually desire to 


retire from the Philippine Islands. I think we ought to retire, 
and retire at once, but even if there is a hope of retiring in the 
future--if we are ever to retire from the islands—we can not 
hold Manila Bay, and the only naval base that we could have, 
so far as Manila is concerned, or near Manila, would be Subig | 
Bay 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But the gentleman does not an- 
swer my question. My question is this: Would you leave | 
Manila to be undefended and spend all the money in Subig 
Bay? 

Mr. RIXEY. The opinion of naval experts and of this joint 
board was that when you defended Subig Bay you would also 
defend Manila Bay. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Thirty-six miles away? 

Mr. RIXEY. Thirty-six miles away. And officers who ap- 
peared before the Naval Committee stated that, in their judg- 
ment, fortifications and a fleet at Subig Bay would be a defense 


for Manila, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
question 

rhe CHATRMAN, the gentleman 
Rixty] yield to the gentleman from 

Mr. RIXBY. Certainly, 

Mr. GAINES of Tenn: How much do you propose to 
spel in improving Subig Bay? I believe that the same 
as Olongapo. Ilow much money do you propose to spend 
and hereafter? 

RINEY. I understand that this provision provides for 
OO0 Tor Olongapo. 

FITZGERALD. I 


ent prevents 


I want to ask the gentleman a 


Does 


| Mr. 
GAINES]? 


from Virginia 
Tennessee | Mr. 


‘sSsSee, 
i is 
place 
now 

Mr 
S400 

Mr beg the 
the carrying out 
RIXEY. I understand that 
for the Philippine Islands. 
FITZGERALD. Six hundred 
Hawaii and the ym san Islands. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to find out 
proposed to be expended at Subig Bay now and 
to improve it as we desire to improve it. 
RIXEY. For naval station and fortifications? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, 

Mr. RIXEY Well, the estimates have run all the way 
$30,000,000 down, I believe it will be up rather than down 
final But if it costs $30,000,000 it had better be 
established than at Cavite, if the latter place is unfit for 
the | 
Mr. GAINES of 

SVEN 
public ih 


gentleman’s pardon, This 
of that intention. 


$400,000 of the $600,000 


amendn 
Mir 
inte 
Mr 


is 
‘nded 
thousand dollars’ for 
how much is 
hereafter in 
order 

Mr 
sir. 


from 


in the cost 
there 


pury ae 


Tennessee. The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
850,000,000 up. That means if the Re 


power and $30,000,000 down if the Democrats 


(ak ml suggests 


ure ib 
iu power 


RINEY Now, I 
offered by 


to offer 
gentleman 


want 
the 


the 
[ Mr. 


an amendment 
from New York 


to 


ninendiment 
rrzaerap] 
ITLAIRMAN, 
offers nh amendment 
man fre New York 

Mr. RIXEY. My 


he ¢ The gentleman from Virginia [ Mr. 
to the amendment offered by the 
| Mr. F’'rrzGerRaLp]). 
amendment ndd after 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
[Mr. FirzarraLp] the words “ at Cavite or Manila 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Rixey ]. 

The Clerk read 

Add at the end of 
Bay.” 


Rixey] 
gentle- 


mh 


is to 


the last word 
New York 
Bay.” 
amendment 
Virginia 


or 


to 


as follows: 


the amendment the words “or at Cavite or Manila | 


| Mr. | 
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The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offere| 
| by the gentleman from Virginia to the amendment of the gen 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to have it all read. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the passage as ij 
would read if the amendment offered by the gentleman fro) 
New York as amended by the gentleman from Virginia should 
be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, line 21, add: 

“Provided, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shal! 
expended at Subig Bay or at Cavite or Manila Bay. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, of course this last amendme 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] is for t\y 
purpose of defeating the amendment offered by the gentlem:) 
from New York [Mr. Firzgeraup]. The gentleman from Vj: 
| ginia very frankly says that he is opposed to the amendment o 
| fered by the gentleman from New York. Now he wants to |: 

it down with this other amendment, that no money shall be ey 
| pended at Manila Harbor in any way, in order that it may go 
down in the House, because that is quite equivalent to saying 
| that none of this money shall be expended in the Philippine Is 
lands for any other project now in sight. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to differ with the Commitioo 
on Appropriations, as I always am with any committee of {lis 
House that has given the subject examination; and when I foun 
that they had reported this bill in the shape that they did, | 
looked into it and looked into the hearings before that com): 
tee to see why it was they leave this appropriation in this loose 
and indefinite way, with the evident intention of leaving it {( 
the War Department to expend a portion of this money | 
Subig Bay. I read over the hearings before that committee, iyi 
they gave me no light whatever on the subject. There is not! 
| ing in those hearings that will induce any man to vote in fayor 
| of an appropriation for Subig Bay. I happened to be with iy 

distinguished friend from Illinois, the chairman of the Commi 
| tee on Naval Affairs, the day after he made that famous « 

trip of his to Olongapo, after he had carefully investigated th: 
matter. Of course, I knew that he became an expert on bays! 
stations and naval affairs because of his long and honorathle 
service as chairman of that great Committee on Naval Affair: 
and I wanted to find from him w hat light he had acquired on 





| this question. I then found his mind in a condition of dou)! 
|} and uncertainty. If we had not expended any money there, | 
have no doubt but what the gentleman from Illinois would have ‘ 
opposed it strenuously then and continue to oppose it now. But 


the gentleman may not, on account of his naval experience, per 
| haps, be willing to spend money at Subig Bay. There are soe 
mountains rising out of the bay that we saw afterwards. \! 


though we did not get within 4 or 5 miles of them, we could svc 
them at the time, 4 or 5 miles away from where the ship was, in 
the daytime, and we woulé have had to be a good deal farther 
away than that if we could not see the mountains. It 
from what was said to us by Army officers and had been sald 
over time and again, that they had to move a mountain into the 
sea in order to make land on which to hiteh a naval station 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt hii 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. It is not true, as I understand the situation. We 
have to-day 410 acres of level land that are at Olongapo, i) 
| Subig Bay. 

Mr. PAYNE. Distance seems to have added to the land sinc 
the chairman of the committee was there. 

Mr. FOSS, The land is as level land as it is possible to 
anywhere else where you would have a naval station, 

Mr. PAYNE. We have to move off the side of a hill. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, in regard to the rocks that they take oul 
there, they will use that in the construction of the buildings 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, of course, they would use whatever | 
ris il they had. This is a pretty good-sized hill, and they cal! i! 4 

“mountain; ” it is a pretty large-sized hill; it may not be 0! 
the dignity of most of the mountains found in the Philippiuc H 
Islands, but sufficiently large to bury the thirty, forty, sev: 
five, or one hundred million dollars that this improyemen| 
cost at Olongapo, if we get fairly started into it. 

Mr. FOSS. Does not the gentleman think we can decide 
| much shall be spent here in this House, year by year, «& 
matter comes up, and how much of a station we shall hav: 
Olongapo? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman appeals to me, of cou l 
must say I am not an expert; I have not been on the Nava! | 
| mittee, 
Mr. 


St 


FOSS. So far as this year is concerned, all that the 


mittee propose allowing for this improvement is simply © 
| that is to cost $65,000 to connect the dock with the shore, id 








1906. 


$100,000 for tools in order to repair our ships that will be there 
n dock, and that is the extent the committee proposes to recom- 
nend and the naval bill will carry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 
York has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from New 
York be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to ask 
York a question. You were speaking a moment ago about re 
noving a mountain to make a site for a fortification. I would 
ay to the gentleman, for his information, that General Macken 
ie has just informed me they have already selected all the site 
hat will be necessary for the batteries, which the board of 
flicers has claimed is required at this particular point, without 
excavation. 

Mr. PAYNE. 


nh. 


from New 


I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended 


or 


the gentleman from New 


For the batteries, yes; but this is for the naval 


{ 
tLit 


\ir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. These are only necessary to 
fend the naval station. Mr. Chairman, because of the whis 
ering that is occurring in the House it was impossible for me 


to hear exactly what the remarks of the gentleman from Minne 
ta were, Does the statement of General Mackenzie apply to 
Subig Bay? 
Mr. TAWNBRY. 
Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. TAWNBY. 
Mr. PAYNE. 


Yes. 
But not to the naval station? 

It is a question of fortification. 
Of course they can hitch a battery on a hillside 
or mountain—and they will do so when they have it anywhere 
n Subig Bay—and then prepare a place to protect the harbor; 
nd when they get sufficient batteries te protect the mouth of 
the harbor and the harbor from the sea, they haye not batteries 
then to protect from a land force that may come over the hills 


1d mountains from the mainland: and generals tell me—lI do 

t know it myself, but it looks like common sense—that it is 

possible to fortify this place against a land force. When 

ey say that, I think they have said what is correct. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman allow me to 

‘him a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Is it possible to fortify Manila 
inst the advance of a land force? 

Mir. PAYNE, Manila is perfectly level all around. Not only 


100 aeres, but 40,000 acres or 100,000 acres, 
Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman permit me? 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like to use some of the five minutes 


r have tive minutes more. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman says it would be impossible to 

tify this place against a land force. Now, I want to ask 

e gentleman what our Army would be doing there with 14,000 

ops and S87 Army stations scattered all over the islands? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. And a thousand marines. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am talking about what the Army officers say. 
| am not an expert on this subject, but it seems to me that vou 

ild have to have not only 14,000, but many more 
ere than we have. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from New York 

n old soldier, and I should like to have his personal opinion 

i. soldier. 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not plead guilty to being an old soldier, 
ii IT can not give any further personal opinion on this forti- 
ition than I have already given. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I want a little information. 
have had an investigation before our committee, In which 
© ascertained the fact that there was but one substantial coal 
ld in the whole archipelago, and that on the island of Batan, 
rtain Spaniards have an option on that land. We are going 
» recommend that the Government make an appropriation of 
0,000 for the purpose of closing that option, so that the Gov- 
rnment shall have control of that coal field. 

{t further developed in the investigation that there was 

ready a magnificent harbor there and that the coal lay in close 
proximity to the harbor. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was going to ask about that; but I had just 

lief the gentleman would make my speech, if he will talk a 
little louder, so that everybody can hear him. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I want to know, if we are going 
to have only one fortified station there, why we should not put 
it on that island where the coal is, and where the harbor is? 

Mr. PAYNE. If I did not understand that many naval offi- 
‘lals condemned this proposition, I should speak with great 


soldiers 


\W 


‘ 


ieee 


hesitation as against this committee. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentk n has ex} ! 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that 
tleman have ten minutes nrore 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Lowa 31 ous 
consent that the gentleman from New York 
additional. Is there objection? 
There was no objectior 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut I should like { 
same conditions that apply at Manila would n ppl ! i 
or New York? Do we fortfy any of our cities oO a 
side? And, furthermore, would there not be le : 
Bay that would be apt to defend it from the land sid 
Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, of 
are different in the United States from tho \ 
the Philippine Islands. We have an A v he \ \ 
organized militia, and then we have a few } of « 
soldiers who are ever ready to spring into t ind v\ 
be pretty difficult for any foreign enemy 
the land of the United States long e1 
Cities, 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut Does no 
we have an Army large enough in M WavSs W 
to defend it from any land for 
Mr. PAYNE I do not: and | base m ) \ 
Army officers have said and 1 m my own experience 
edge of the case 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it would seem to m« 1 
sition to fortify and make a naval station at tl 
Batan. They have there the finest coal in w 
| pelago—tiner coal, it is said, than that in A ra \ 
the best that now available nvywhere i ) l 
been investigated by the United State ‘ I 
drilled in various parts of the isl tt » « ‘ 
fact that there is an almost exh t e su { 
they say coal enough to last for three hun 
they have already investigated I} 
there, they say, and that fact us not t a \ 
to the harbor there is a Spanish | 1 ve 
Spanish Government, which seems largely t 
in the rear, which the Government o Che Gover 
the United States owns the whole in tL exc th _ 
Claim, They have an option on that ! h ex 
the Ist of March, and is depending upon t ‘ ‘ 
to whether it shall be wiped out or not if \ do \ 
out, we shall own the whole island and all the coal on it | 
have free access to the harbor Chis option e: be Ww l ¢ 
for S5s0,000, Of course, after this exploration of the isl a 
the engineers this Spanish cla wortl uch n 
than that, and | hope Congress will appro te the § 
Mr. MADDEN. What would be the \ f the 
wre in the neighborhood of this 300-acre 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not think that is a q to i 
or answered. Of course, if u t 
coal that is there, the engineers and ft \ ‘ 
it would not take long to get | $50,000 
inany times the $50,000, which this Sp | 
that is a matter for the ture \\ t 
shall mine this coal or whether tl ‘ 
royalty for the coal that is to be g 
tion: but there is coal 1 t there f l 
the repair shops, if you locate 1 1 tl 
the harbor: and it is easy to fortify this 1 
which, I believe, is Or S « 2 lO! | 
wide. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee Llow « th 
that there is coal there 
Mr. PAYNE I know from the report of |] \ 
more, who was at the head of some en eet \ ! } 
experimenting there for the last two or thre I 
it by personal conversation with him. 
Mr. GRAITIAM. They have been using d nd d tl 
and developing this coal 
Mr. GRAFF. How far is it from Manil 
Mr. PAYNE. 1 do not knovy They h e rilled if 1 « 
veloped the fact that the coal is there, and they tl 
quality of the coal is the best that can be got for sl 
anywhere in the eastern water 
Mr. MADDEN. I would like to ask the ‘ 
knows how far it is from Manila B: 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, it is several hundred 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. It is 500 mile 
| Mr. MADDEN. Near enough so that the f tifleat \ ld 
do for Manila Bay? 
Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; it is 500 mile there, but there 
| could be a naval station there wel! thet 
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island, the island of Paliwan, where there is as good a harbor 
as there is in the whole archipelago. It is a small, narrow 
island, where it could not be approached from the mainland, 
where it could be easily fortified, and I believe it is only about 
100 miles from Manila. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Right in the path of commerce | 
coming around the straits? 
Mr. PAYNE. Yes; right adjoining the China Sea, and is as 


available a place, it would seem to a man who is not an expert 
ou these matters, as Subig Bay, and so much more easily forti- 
fied. } 

Now, my thought was, Mr. Chairman, being in the condition | 
of mind that my friend from Illinois was the day after he was 
there—very doubtful whether we ought to go on with this mat- | 
ter, whether we should spend another dollar in Subig Bay— | 
that we had better adopt this amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York; that no meney should be spent out of this 
appropriation at Subig Bay, and let them have another examina- | 
tion by experts who will go upon the ground and report from | 
what they have seen, and not report from what they have not 
seen, in reference to Subig Bay and other points that have been 
suggested in this island for fortification, and see what is best 
to be done. | 

In the meantime, the whole of this appropriation to be appor- | 
tioned to the Philippine Islands can be used—for it is much 
than was asked for—it can be used for Corregidor Island 
and Manila Bay. Let the appropriation remain in the bill and | 
let them spend it at Corregidor Island, because, whether or not | 
we stay there a year or twenty-five years, we should protect 
Manila Bay, and we can do it only by appropriating the money 
for it. 

But whether we have a naval station at Manila Bay, at 
Cavite, or at the island of Paliwan or the island of Batan, let | 
us have a joint report from the Army and Navy as to what is 
best to be done. This House should have the best information 
that can be got, and not take this report, which is so much 
questioned now by officers of the Army and officers of the Navy, 
some of whom have reported against it since the report was 
made by those who have been in charge. Let the House be in 
full possession of the facts, and then if Subig Bay is the best | 
place, I am for Subig Bay. In the meantime, if we have got to | 
buile a for the dry dock, if we can’t anchor it without | 
huilding a dock, why, let us build the dock ; it is a matter of only 
$65,000) compared with an expenditure of millions. In the 
ineantime we can make an investigation and see whether it is 
best to go on and spend all the money that asked for for | 
Subig Bay or whether it is best to get some other place in the 
Philippine Islands for a naval station. Let us have the report 
of the experts after they have gone there and investigated and | 
made an examination, and have something that.will not be ques 
tioned by every officer that visits the islands, and who will not 


less 


dock 


is 


leave, as the chairman of the Naval Committee did, in doubt 
after he had spent a whole day there investigating. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am unable to understand the | 


attitude of the gentleman from New York |[Mr. PAyNe] on this 
amendment, or on this provision of the bill. From his state 
ment it would seem that the Committee on Appropriations, in 
reporting this appropriation in the language it 


to eriticism., 


has, is subject 
Hie says that it is this “ loose and indefinite ” lan- | 
in which the appropriation is made that prompted him | 
investigate the matter, and then said that that was the 
reason for his opposition to this provision. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call his attention to the fact 
that in all the fortification bills that have been considered in 
ihis Llouse since he has been a Member of it no fortification bill | 
has contnined more specific language as to the particular local- 

in which the money was to be expended than this particular 
Che last fortification bill provided “ for construc- 
sencoast batteries in our insular possessions,” leaving | 
of the expenditure of that money wholly and exelu- 


Frunave 
‘ 

t 
9 


fo 


T\ 
i 


fon . 
rem doe 
7 { 

1 of 


the matter 


vely within the discretion of the War Department, and in the | 
investigation which the committee made we found that under | 
that linguage a part of that appropriation was expended at 
Guantanamo, Cuba, although it is questionable whether that 
was ever intended. In order to limit the localities in which 


this money should be expended, the committee, contrary to all 
precedent and expressly, provided that this money shall be 
expended in the Philippines and Hawaii. I desire to eall the 
attention of Members of the House to the fact that the ques 
*tion of the purchase of coal lands in the Philippine Islands on 
the island of Batan not involved in this discussion; it is 
not involved in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Firza@era.p], nor the fortification of any 
particular place in the Philippines involved. Nor do we pro 
vide that any part of this money appropriated shall be ex- 


is 


is 
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pended at Subig Bay, at Cavite, or at any other place. There 
has been $1,400,000 already appropriated for fortifications ip 
the Philippine Islands, and that money has been distributed by 
the board having control of these expenditures. It will be 
used where, in the judgment of that board, it is most expedient 
and for the best interests of the Government to expend it. 

Now, the question is simply this: Are we now going to depar{ 


| still further from the accustomed and established practice 0; 


allowing those who have expert knowledge, who have experi 
ence, and whose duty it is to determine the best places for for- 
tifying, or are we going to undertake to determine that this 
particular place or that particular place shall not have any part 
Then what would the result be’ 


| There are not ten men in this House to-day, not even the Mem 


bers who visited the Philippine Islands, that agree on this ques 
tion of whether Subig Bay should be fortified or not, except in 


| this, that it is generally agreed that if the Philippine Islands 


should ever be surrendered by the Government of the United 
States we will forever maintain a naval station in those islands. 
and that Subig Bay is the place that ought to be selected. In 
that event the fortification should be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Just one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan 


| imous consent that his time may be extended for one minute. 


Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to repeat this—that 
we are not determining upon the purchase of coal lands in the 
Philippine Islands; we are not determining upon whether this 
But the 
board that has been created for the purpose of ascertaining the 
points or places at which these fortifications should be con 
structed has unlimited discretion, and, in the judgment of ai! 
preceding Congresses, it has been deemed wise that that discre 
tion should rest in that board. If they find that Subig Bay i: 
the most desirable place to fortify, this money will be expended 
there. On the contrary, if the Army officers, as the distinguished 
gentleman from New York says, have condemned this place, 
then not a dollar of this money will be used in fortifications 
there. It is only in the event that the board of Navy and Ariny 
officers finally agree that Subig Bay is the best place for a naval 
station that any of this money will be expended for the pur 
pose of fortifications at this point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be permitted to proceed for ten minutes instead of 
five, and then I promise that I will not ask for any further 


| extension. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 


| consent that he may be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. 


Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to assume 
a great deal upon anything which I have seen in the Philippine 
Islands. The gentleman in charge of this bill seems to have had 
his wrath greatly excited in the early part of the day becau 
some members of the committee have spoken of something tli: 
they saw themselves. I do not know that it is any worse to 
make a statement based on your own best judgment of what you 
saw than it is to make a statement that evidently shows that you 
don’t know anything about it and have not had any opportunity 
to know. [Laughter.] Now, if this was a question of establis! 
ing a naval station at Subig Bay, under certain circumstances | 
would not put up my judgment against that of a so-called “ ex- 
pert,” even though I had an opportunity to talk and get test 
mony far better than any that you can get under the eaves 0! 
the Department of the Navy in the city of Washington. Giv: 
me the ear of a naval officer of great experience in the Phi!i| 
pine Islands, who talks in confidence and trusts you to maintain 
his confidence, and he will tell you a great many things that ) 
will never get in the committee room in this Capitol, with 
Navy Department reading the testimony the next morning. 

But if it was the establishment ultimately of a naval stat 


| at Subig Bay L would not put up my judgment against that o! 
| the distinguished Admiral of the Navy, although he was abou! 


near to the interior of Subig Bay as—— 
Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? F 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 
Mr. FOSS. That I may ask that a letter from Admiral De 


| be read upon this question? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 
me off the floor, 

Mr. FOSS. If it is read, I think the gentleman will withdi 
his remark. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 


Oh, no; I could not. You can not tire 


Admiral 


I do not yield for that purpose. 
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Dewey at the time he went after the fleet of the enemy entered 
Subig Bay and reached with his ship about the place where the 
sland is stationed, and I have it from a Member of this House 
who was present that the exploration, the whole of it, was not 
or the purpose of establishing a naval station—he was not up 
there to examine the character of the surroundings, but he was 
here to find out a single fact, and that was whether the Spanish 
fleet was in Subig Bay or not. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt at that point? 
here which covers the whole question 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want that letter read in my 
time. You can put it in in your own time and at the same time 
ouple it with the statement you made as to the Logan after we 
had left Subig Bay the last time you were there, and if you do 

it the rest of us will be thoroughly vindicated, and here are 
ihe witnesses all around me. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know to what statement the gentleman 
refers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The strongest opponent of Subig Bay, 
and that was when the Logan had cleared the jaws of the 
harbor, was the distinguished gentleman, the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of this House. 

Mr. FOSS. I must respectfully disagree with the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I have the evidence here and I 
heard it testified to repeatedly since I began this talk; but that 
is not important now. [Applause and laughter.] Neither one 
of us knows too much about Subig Bay. Admiral Dewey may 
have gone back there, and I would rather trust Admiral Dewey's 
long-range opinion than mine; he knows a great deal more about 

but now I am going to talk about the question of the appro- 
priation of this money and the fortification of Subig Bay. You 


I have a letter 


. 


going to fortify Subig Bay for the purpose of protecting 


ure 


Manila. How would it do to fortify Snickers Gap to protect 
Washington? There is absolutely an equal and correct illustra- 


on. How would it do to build a battery at the city of Balti 
nore to protect the capital of the United States? How would it 
do to put it down at Washington Junction? That is not so 
far away as Subig Bay is from Manila. What do you want 
fortifications there for? Why, to protect the Navy, you say. To 
protect the Navy. Who will protect the batteries? You want 
o protect the Navy, and you have a navy there not for the pur- 
ose of active operations in Subig Bay, but for the purpose of 
sending down to Manila to protect Manila. 
Now, let me call your attention to the question of what you 
re embarking upon, Subig Bay is surrounded, as my colleague 
here [Mr, Hepspurn], who is a pretty level-headed man, says, 
by some twenty-five to forty rough points upon the mountains 
irrounding it, all of them pointing directly into the harbor, so 
ou have got to fortify not only the batteries at the water line, 
it you have got to put batteries not on a thousand hills but on 
bout as many hills as there were around Jerusalem before you 
ive got this protection in a protected position. Now, then, 
ul are going to protect against what? Do you want to pro- 
fect the Navy against some other navy if it comes in there? 
» you think that there will ever be a fleet of ours bottled up 
side of Subig Bay so that you must have land batteries 
‘ianted upon the hills around there to protect the Navy? My 
roposition is this: Let us decide ultimately what we are going 
do about the naval station, not one that the gentleman from 
nois, the chairman of the Naval Committee, is talking about, 
th two or three million dollars—I heard a distinguished naval 
cer, whose name I would not repeat for any consideration in 
the world, say that entering upon this was the entering 
<ige of a hundred million dollars, and the gentleman from 
mnectieut heard the same statement, and that he had not any 
esitation about saying that before you could make it a safe 
ice of rendezvous for our Navy, and march from there and 
o 60 or 70 miles down to Manila while an enemy’s fleet was 
ravishing the city of Manila, you would have to spend a hun 
ed million dollars to make it a sort of place that would be 
tted for the purpose you are seeking to accomplish. 
So I do not believe that until we have established our plans 
regard to this matter we ought to thus throw $400,000 
ioney recklessly into an appropriation for the establishment 
of batteries there until we know what we want them for. 
Nobody will ever go into Subig Bay in order to reach Manila, 
for they can not get over the mountains, They can not get out 
of there with any kind of munitions or transportation of any 
character. It is simply a place or readezvous, and I have no 
doubt the truth is—and I have no doubt the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foss] knows it as well as I do—that the original 
scheme was simply a proposition looking to the abandonment of 
the Philippine Islands and the location of a mere coaling sta- 
Uon at Subig Bay. And all this supplemental talk and consid- 


1) 


sf 





eee i 


eration about protecting the city of Manila, which is 60 or 70 
miles away, is all an afterthought and has not the slightest pos 
sible justification in any principle that I can possibly under 
stand. 

I have no objection to trusting the Army people with the 
expenditure of money, but I think we ought to know just ex 
actly what is to be done with this money and what is to be the 
future proposition with regard to the whole line of defense of 
the Philippine Islands. I do not believe thing of this idea 
that you must not let the other people know. Why, you can 
not mark out a fortification, you can not mark out a position 
or plant a single battery that the Japanese and the Chinese and 
the Germans and the British and everybody else will not 
know just exactly the size of the work. That would have done 
in the olden time; it would have done in the pod-auger days 


and in the days of the wooden plows and the Dilworth spelling 
book, but it will not do in these modern times, when the size of 
every ship is known by the whole world. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I under 
stand that one amendment here would confine the appropriation 
for fortifications to Manila and the other would confine it to 
Subig Bay. I hope both amendments will be adopted, and then 
we will be brought back to what I think ought to be the Demo 
cratic position—that no fortification will be appropriated for in 
the Philippine Islands. I think that ought to be the Dem« 
cratic position on the question, and after hearing the debates 
upon that side of the House I think that you should come to 
the same conclusion, for this debate has shown a great uncer 
tainty of mind as to the wisdom of appropriating money for the 
one place or the other. And if there ever was a case where k 
islators ought to make haste slowly it seems to me that this is 
the case. The chairman of the Committee Naval Affairs 
yesterday quoted Secretary Moody, Admiral Dewey, and the 
joint board of Army and Navy officers in favor of Subig Bay 
Some of the gentlemen on the other side have quoted eminent 


authorities against Subig Bay and in favor of Manila, and some 


on 


even have gone so far as to intimate that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foss] might be quoted against himself on that 
proposition. In that state of affairs, it seems to me, this House 


ought not to vote any appropriation for fortifying the Philip 
pine Islands, but we ought to wait until a competent 

a competent board should determine which of the places 
is the better, cr if there a third place which is better than 
either, and then let us appropriate according to such report. I 
know that gentlemen upon that side of the House are 


officer or 
two 
is 


just as 
sick and tired of holding the Philippine Islands as we are on 
this side and as the country at large is. 

You have taken hold of the positive and negative poles of the 
electric battery which you call “ manifest destiny,” and which 
we call. “lust of empire,” and you declare that the Almighty 
God has turned the current of electricity on, and you are now 


praying to the Almighty to turn the current off so that you can 
let go. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would not like to see Manila fortified 
in any event, because I believe that fortifications at Manila, 
regardless of the question of expense, spells the permanent en 


slavement of the people of the Philippine Islands. I believe the 


nations of Europe will so regard the fortification of Manila, 
and for that reason, if for no other, I should oppose that. 1 
trust that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir 
ginia [Mr. Rrxey] will be adopted by the House 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. If this $400,000 is to go to Manila or 


to Subig Bay, where dees the gentleman say it ought to go as 
between the two, as a member of the Committee on Appropri 
ations? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 


After listening carefully 
to the debate, and from what I 


learned as a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I would pronounce’ unhesi 
tatingly in favor of Subig Bay. And for still another reason 


If the money is spent at Subig Bay, then in the event of the re 
linquishment of the Philippine Islands no one can s 
dollar of the public money has been wasted. We will 
have a naval station and a coaling station at all event 

have them at Subig Bay, and if we appropriate money f 
fications at Manila, that would be regarded as having been done 


iV that 1 


for the purpose of protecting the principal city of the Philip) 
Islands, and the people of the Philippine Islands might lo 
upon those fortifications with the realization that their hope of 
ultimate liberty is forever lost. For that reason I trust that 


no fortification at Manila will be appropriated for. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I want to repeat again what I 
think ought to be fully understood—and I find it not—and 
that is that the appropriation proposed in this bill an appro 


priation of $600,000 to be expended, not at Subig 


at 


Bay, not 








°! 


K/® 


Cavite, not at Manila, not in the Hawaiian Islands, but where- 
ever those in authority in these matters, as in the past, may 
choose to apply it. 
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Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Kerrer] yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. KELFER, Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has not all the money that has been allotted | 
for Subig Bay been allotted under an appropriation exactly | 
similar in character, except it did not go so far even as to re- 
strict it to the Philippine Islands and Hawaii? 

Mr. KELFER. That is true, Mr. Chairman, and that is the | 
very good reason why the gentleman from New York should | 
not have said there is no reason now for having any portion of | 
this money applied at Subig Bay, because I understand that 
he, as well as others, in the past voted for these appropriations, 
$455,000 of which have been applied at Subig Bay already. 
And also we have that great dry dock, that is somewhere on the 
billows between here and the Philippine Islands, that is going | 
to Subig Bay, and which cost more than a million of dollars. 
It is going there, and those who know tell me that there is no | 
other place to take it in the Philippine Islands but Subig Bay 
that there is no place it can be taken on Manila Bay. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNI If that dry dock does not encounter storms 
il gets there in due time, will it not arrive there before this 
appro] n, or even a dollar of it, could be allotted to Subig | 

Bay 

Mr. KEIFER. I am not sure about that; but it may be 

lotted as soon as the bill becomes a law. I am not respon- 

bye e$ 000 which has already been practically applied | 
to fortifications at Subig Bay. I am not responsible for the 
million and more dollars paid for the dry dock that is now | 
carried across the seas to Subig Bay, and to no other 

Mir. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 


a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. We are all agreed that Pear] Har- 
bor and the surroundings there ought to be fortified. Now, 
not spend the whole $600,000 given in the bill for the for- 
ion of that harbor and fix it so that the battle ships can 
ito it, and then by the next session maybe you gentlemen 
r side can get together and say what policy shall be 
th reference to the Philippine Islands? 
Rk. I hope the gentleman will go up there to the 

nt—to those who are capable of deciding these 
peech to them, because they have 
$600,000 in the Hawaiian Islands or 


tificat 


S : and m e his s 


Well, I will make the speech to 
e as you are living 
» glad when you do. I want to read 
eman from New York. He says no 
uld be appropriated to be applied at 
the leman did read what is 


not 
if he did he did not read it 


7° 


he sees 


ul gent 
y that, 
» devoted their time and attention and 
letermine whether or not it was wise 
ss that Subig Bay 
travel from Manila. Now, on page 


nvzie 


ist 

17 of this 

Says: 

s of t Taft board have ranked Subig Bay 

» time of the gentleman has expired. 
irman, I ask unanimous consent that 
from Ohio be extended five minutes. 

» gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 

» of the gentleman from Ohio be ex- 

there objection? [After a pause.] 


h the reading: 
faft | 
f tl ) tl " 

Mr. PAYNE » next two lines. 

Mr. KEIFER. will make his 
when it comes to | Laughter.] He wants 
more. Mr. GRAFI the question: “ Why?” 
kenzie answered: 
of its bel 


ard have ranked Subig 
? 
t 


ve fortified we have. 


Bay as one 


own 
me to read 
General Mac 


ntleman 
that 
asked 
‘ importa 
that to console the gentleman. It is be 
it is an important naval station in the judgment of the 
members of the Taft board. jut we did not learn much 
Cc from that distinguished galaxy of men who 


ount nt naval station. 


I 


On an 


act 
Now, 
cause 
naval 
this 


have read 


OnNLZTeSS 


in 


left this country last summer. I could not go there with the 
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and see something about our island possessions on the other 


side of the world. 
with themselves. [Laughter.] Why, 
says on one occasion the committee 
the chairman of the Naval Committee had one opinion 

when he gets home he testifies to another. [Laughter.] No 
just think of this, from my distinguished friend from O)hj 
when we all remember that one of the things he boasted ab 


my brother from 


met at Subig Bay a: 


| on this floor but a few days ago was the fact that he alw: 


was royally inconsistent all his life. [Great laughter.] Gi 


tlemen tell us that the one thing now for us to do, w! 
we have an opportunity, is to buy some coal lands, Some 


who can pronounce the name do so for me 

Mr. PAYNE. Batan. 

Mr. KEIFER. Batan Island. Somebody says that is 
place to fortify. It is about 500 miles away only from M 
Bay. ‘That is certainly a great place to fortify. [Laught 
It is an island 5 or 6,miles long and 2 or 3 miles wide. \ 
could sail around it and fire shots from modern nayal 
clear over and ‘through it in every direction [laughter]; and 
is only 500 miles away. What would that amount to 
fortification? I may know but little about fortifications 
have been outside of them more than inside. I want to be o 
side of them always. [Great laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the point about it is that we should 
propriate this money and let it be used as has been the cus 
of in past years, to be applied as those who 
charged with the expenditures of money should deem pro; 

We have entered upon this matter of fortifications at Sul 
Bay. They say it is to be a naval station; not to protect 
war ships so much as it is to protect that place from the lai 


Congress 


| of foreign troops. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. If some men should land at Subig 
where would they go and how would they get there? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not think the gentleman went 
those high hills that he magnifies. I understand he was 
5 miles of that place and not on the hills at all. [Laugh 
General Mackenzie said in his testimony that it was esseut 
to the defense of Manila to keep a foreign army from mak 


there is a possibility of landing troops in Subig Bay? 

Mr. KEIFER. That is the testimony of those who know. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I shall vot 
favor of this amendment to eliminate Subig Bay from the 
visions of this appropriation. I shall vote against the Su 
say proposition in the fulfillment of my duty as a Member 





care- | 


unless he means to repudiate | 


is 70 miles by | 


speech | 





Congress. I believe it is an unwise appropriation or ser 
appropriations to enter upon. I believe that this and some | 
vious appropriations in a similar direction will ultimatel) 
volve this Government in the expenditure of a hundred mi! 
dollars, and I:am not willing to do that. I think we can 
take this day and several more days before we enter | 
path which we must follow to the end after we once be 
I went to Subig Bay with the Taft party with this unde! 
ing, and this understanding only, that in pursuance of 4 
submitted to the party we were to express our opinion 
form our conclusions so that we might vote intelligentl) 
in Congress after we got back upon the policy of proc 
with the fortification of Subig Bay and the establishmen' 
naval station there. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
there? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut 


Will the gentleman permit an interrup 


Certainly. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will you state to the committee how 
Subig Bay you were? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will before I get through. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yie! 
me? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. May I inquire how this 


dred million dollars could be expended there? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will tell you before I get th: 
if I have time. 
| Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. The 
and a pretty complete estimate, too. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I remember distinctly some 
or four years ago an estimate was published in the pa) 
least—-whether it got any further or not—that the Nav) 
partment had prepared a recommendation for a naval 
at Subig Bay, to cost between thirty and forty million dol! 
Mr. MUDD. It never got to the Department. 


estimate is $10,0 








a landing and threatening Manila. I understand it is alx 
40 miles by land from Subig Bay to Manila. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman mean to say th 


They have, however, come home quarreling 
Ohio 


ot 


of 





1906. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think the engineers were in- 
structed to make a revised and lower estimate, and that as a 
esult of that recommendation there is now pending before the 


Naval Committee a proposition to expend $10,000,000 for a 
uaval station there. So that you see you are looking to an 
expenditure of $10,000,000 anyhow, whether any more or not. 


Now, we did not and could not make a very careful exami- 
nation of Subig Bay. I am going to try to present it to you 
ust as it presented itself to me when I saw it. We sailed up 
ihe coast from Manila Bay, from Corregidor Island, until we 

me to the entrance, and we found a narrow entrance, perhaps 
half or three-quarters of a mile wide, flanked on the left by high 
mountains, from which a rifleman, standing at the top of them, 
could make it impossible for a steersman to go through that 
channel. On the other side a flat island, and beyond that 

lnnd a passage for water only, filled with reefs, so that no 
essels could enter it. The passage must be through this nar 


is 


row channel, and General Corbin told us that this island at the | 


entrance was the place where the fortifications were to be 
structed. In the rear of that island there is already a pier 
iilt to enable the Army authorities to get onto that 
with the tools and implements that are necessary to carry on 
the fortifications. So that is the place where this money will 
he expended if you appropriate it. 

Now, what have you got when you get beyond that? You 
eo in through that long, narrow channel and open out into a 

vnificent bay—a delightful spot. Because of a severe thunder 

orm which came up at the time, we did not go to the landing 
where the naval station was to be established, but we were 
old by gentlemen now on this floor, and told by Army and 
Navy officers, that the land where the naval station was to be 
uilt was so uncertain in its character that it would have to be 

ide over again, at a probable expenditure of about a million 
dollars. ° 

rhe CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut has expired. . 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

e gentleman from Connecticut have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Connecticut 
be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like to say that if a naval officer or 
\rmy officer does not approve of this place for fortification or 


ice 


island | 





The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- | 


| what our policy is, there are two great nations 
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His reply was that it would be necessary to defend and fo 
Manila Bay in any event. So it was to be simply a doubk eX 
penditure. I am in fayor of keeping this amount of $600,000 in 
the bill, and I agree with the gentleman from Missouri \l 
CLARK] that this and more should be expended either at Pear 
Harbor or at Manila Bay. 

But I believe, gentlemen, you will be doing an unwise and 


prudent thing if you go ahead and gradually, by the expend 


ture of a hundred thousand this year and a hundred thousand 


next year, get this Government committed to a lump expenditu 
of $100,000,000 at Subig Bay, as, in my judgment, will be ne 
essary if you begin upon it. You will make a great mistak: 
Do the duty that lies before you now. Defend Pearl Harbo 
and Manila Bay, and leave Subig Bay for future consideratio 
| Applause. ] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with 

terest to what the gentleman from Connecticut | Mr. Hu 


said with reference to this matter, and I agree with him heart 


as to what he says about Subig Bay; but I think this question 
of fortifying the Philippine Islands is one that the House should 
decide, and decide definitely. 

A large number of gentlemen on that side of the House. 
every Member practically on this side, say that at some time 
they hope to see the Philippine Islands independent. Now, we 
have spent millions of dollars on the Philippine Islands al 
ready. If we attempt to fortify the Philippine Islands as 
against a foreign invasion, it will cost a hundred million dolla 
or more. It will cost more to fortify these islands against 
foreign enemy than it would to fortify the entire coast of the 


United States. 

There is no danger of any country in the world interf 
with our possessions in the Philippine Islands in the immed 
future. We are not at war with do 


anyone, we not expe 
to go to war with anyone. If we did have a foreign w 
to-day, or at any time within the next ten years, no 


that now hay 


navies that are so much superior to ours that if we went to 
war with them it would be necessary for us to call our naval 
forces back to the United States and abandon the defense of 
the Philippine Islands. There is no question about that With 
} any other nations on the face of the earth we could protect 
the Philippine Islands with our present Navy 

Now, if we ever expect to surrender these islands to the peo 
ple themselves, to separate their government from ours, is it 
wisdom on our part to go about a general scheme of fortifi 
| tions for the Philippine Islands? I think clearly it is not. The 


‘a naval station not a dollar of this money will be expended 


ere. The gentleman made the statement a moment ago that 


is appropriation would be expended at this particular point. | 


What basis has he for making that statement? 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 

to me on the spot by an Army officer. 
un there; the piers are built to put the 
Now, Mr. Chairman, we were told 


The work is already be- 
guns ashore. 


another thing—that it 


On the basis of a statement made | 


vould be necessary to make the actual ground or land upon | 


vhich the naval station was to be placed, for the land is not 


lid enough to support the buildings; and that it would also be | 


cessary to change the course of a river. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; if you will not take too much 
my time, 

Mr. FOSS. Just one question. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am trying to give the reasons 
it cause me to vote as I am going to vote. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to ask the gentleman whether it was an 
iv officer or a naval officer who told him that? 

‘ir. HILL of Connecticut. I want to say that what has been 
ted by other gentlemen is, in my judgment, true—that it 
uld be absolutely impossible to defend Subig 
id attack, and the whole proposition that was submitted to 

t party was this: If we are in the future to leave the Phil 
ine Islands, is this a proper place for a naval station? 
t we should go ahead and do it anyway. I am one of those 
» believe the time will never come when the United States 
ll leave the Philippine Islands. [ Applause. ] 

e¢ question has ceased to be one of interest except on the score 


economy, saving as much of the proposed expenditure of | 


‘ty or a hundred million dollars as possible. After we came 
t of the bay we held a meeting of two hours or more in dis- 
sion of the subject. 
We discussed the question two hours, and at the close of this 
eeting | turned to General Corbin, the department commander, 
nd asked this question: “I would like, General Corbin, your 
pinion on this proposition as to whether it will be necessary 
‘o fortify Manila Bay if Subig Bay is fortified and defended.” 


Not | 


say against a 


Consequently, 


| 
| 
| 


what do we want to fortify there? It seems to me there is but one 
feasible proposition, and that is, to fortify a naval base. Mani 


festly, if we intend ever to give freedom to the Philippine Is ” 
lands, Cavite in not the place. That would be the capital of 
the Philippine Islands, and if we had our fortifications there 
it would threaten their government. It would be unfair and 
unjust to them to fortify any place near Manila as a naval 
base for our own country. I think it is manifest, from what 
we have heard on the floor here to-day, that Subig Bay is not 
the place, because it will cost millions to start the naval fort 
fications, and then it would not be fortified against land 
attack. I think it would be very proper, if we could find the 
proper place, to fortify a naval station there for the opera 
tions of our Navy in the future and for a base of supplies, but 
that is all we can do, all we ought to do, all that is practicabl 
to do. If that is the case, there one simple way in which 
this House can decide it—not leave the proposition to the 
Executive branch of the Government, not leave the proposition 
to a Navy or Army oflicer that gets to the head of a board to-day 
and next year has passed on and another h succeeded bh 
with a different line of thought If this House has we 1 
its mind that it is going to fortify the entire system of the 
Philippine Islands, it ought to declare that affirmatively. If it 
is not, it should then simply declare that it proposes to build 
a naval base and appoint a committee . 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, |! unanimous co 
sent that my time may be extended for five nuts 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama ask 
mous consent that his time be extended for five 1 ute l 
there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the practical 
then, is for this Congress to appoint a committee to est e 
the question thoroughly as to where the naval base shou 
established, how we should establish it, and what it ould 
| cost, and then proceed to make our appropriations along that 
line. With that in view, I contend that every dollar « 
appropriation looking to the improvement of the fortifications ia 








op Vo) 
wae) ‘ ll 
the Philippine Islands at any point should be stricken out of this 


it is not we are not threatened at this time; 
have plenty of time before us to investigate the question as 


oO a proper place to establish a naval base and to do it in the 


hecessary ; 
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correct way, and then we will waste no money. I do not be- 
lieve there is a gentleman on the floor of this House that | 
to-day will willingly agree to a plan looking to the fortifica- 
tion of the entire Philippine Islands, yet this appropriation 


would go along that line. Evidently the House is not prepared 
to-day to say where a naval base shall be established. So, Mr. 
Chairman, I hope that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia |[Mr. Rixrey], providing that none of this money 
ll be expended either at Manila or at Subig 
adopted, and then, if the appropriation passes, the money will be 


CX 
American territory, and will not be a waste of the appropriation. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to have the attention of the committee a few minutes. I have 
not anybody’s guess here, but I have the evidence taken within 
four or five days of men employed by the Government to make 
an examination of the situation and to further recommend to 
Congress what ought to be done in reference to the proposed 
naval station at Subig Bay. 


Committee on Appropriations, but it is evidence taken by the | 
Naval Affairs Committee to advise it whether or not we ought to | 
make further appropriations for Subig Bay. While the gentle 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Hinz] is thoroughly in earnest, 1 


“um going to assure him in return that I am equally in earnest, 
that I do not propose to be turned into a donkey here or 
elsewhere. [Laughter. | rhe gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Payne] has sat here and listened to the reports that have been 
‘ubmitted on three four different occasions and has voted 
with other gentlemen in favor of appropriations for the begin 


and 


or 


ning, for the development, and for the maintenance of a naval 
station at Olongapo. We have much evidence touching the 
desirability of this place. 

We are not leaders of men, neither are we military chieftains, 
but we do know when there is submitted to us a sensible sug- | 
gestion and we usually adopt it. These men were employed by 
the Government to make an investigation. One, two, three 
boards, having the subject especially given them, submitted to 
this Hlouse the advisability of making some sort of a station 
at Subig Bay. While the gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. 


111] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] have 


their views 


jay, shall be | 


pended at Hawaii, that we know will always be a part of the | 


This is not the hearing before the | 





FEBRUARY 14, 





able space, with inadequate streets and very limited water-front spa. 

Second. The entire absence of deep water near the station. 

Third. The constant encroachment of the shore upon the sea in th 
vicinity and the consequent shoaling of the present water front an 
the adjacent waters. 

Fourth. The lack of secure anchorage or berthing spaces and 
one ee danger to vessels during the six months when typhoo: 
prevail. 

Fifth. The lack of a safe, permanent, or satisfactory location 7 
a floating dock, or one which can be used for a stone or graving do 

Sixth. The insanitary conditions which prevail in and about Cavit, 
and lack of abundant water supply under pressure or means to obtain 


On the other hand, this official states that the health at Sub 
Bay is ideal. He further states that during the last year ; 
two there have been stationed at this point nearly 1,000 
marines, and that there was no case of serious sickness amon 
them. On the contrary, he says soldiers—this is the best of m) 
recollection of his statement—who go to Cavite are subject to m 
larial influences at that point, and suffer from attacks of fey: 
beri beri, plague, and other diseases. Many sicken, become 4d 
abled, and some of them die. 


Mr. Chairman, referring to Subig 
Bay—of course I can not read all this statement—he states 
there is offered the reverse of everything at Manila. The water 
is deep; the climate is fine; the natural protection complete. 
We have 400 acres of land on which to locate this station, and 


toward its development we have and intend to use the buildin: 


ZL 


| that the Spaniards themselves built and left—the most conyin, 
| ing evidence that they had seen the advantage of forsaking My 


nila for Subig Bay. All we propose allowing at this session js 
some machinery to put in these buildings. The proposition never 
was submitted to us that we would expend as much as $30.00. 
000 for a naval station here. It is within the province of {ly 
House to confine appropriations to such amount and dir 
them to such purposes as it sees fit. 

I do not care personally what the decision may be. I have no 
pride in success except the one shared by us all attempting to do 
right, but I submit to the committee whether or not it is quite 
fair to the American Treasury for the Congress of the United 
States, after deliberate consideration, attended by much discus 


| sion, to reverse itself in deference to the judgment of gentlemen 


who went to see but saw not, and then fortified themselves with 
the opinions of Army and Navy officers whose names they de- 
cline for proper reasons to disclose? 

In great haste, let me go on. Here is the statement of C: 
tain Swift, who says in substance there is no occasion to fortify 
Subig Bay on the land side: that no foreign foe would dare 


| enter the Island of Luzon until it had first destroyed the fi 
other gentlemen who were along upon that excur- | at Subig Bay 


Furthermore, he and his colleagues say t)) 
fleet lying in Subig Bay would offer a perfect defense of Man 


| and that no foreign fleet would enter Manila Bay with this fleet 


sion, and who sit close to where I am now speaking, have other | 
views upon the same subject, and my friend from Connecticut 

Mr. Iliun) assents thereto. 

I always ask to be advised by them on certain subjects. On | 
the subject of banking IL seek the advice of the gentleman from 
Connecticut |Mr. Hitt]. I am sure upon all matters affecting 
interstate and foreign Commerce I will take the advice of the 
gentleman of whom I have spoken in words of praise—the gen 
tleman from lowa [Mr. Hrepspurn]—and upon a political situa 
tion I will cheerfully follow the lead of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. Upon matters of state 1 am always to 
e found with the gentleman from New York | Mr. Payne], but 
l n unwilling to accept the advice of the gentleman from New 
York upon a question involving alone the proper location of a 
fort for the soldier or a station for the sailor. 

Mr, Chairman, I will not have time to go into the dispute 
ery fully; only a mere rambling statement touching it. The 
re who were examined by the Committee on Naval Affairs | 
“ the ] week were Captain Swift, who is known in the 
Nay ‘ killful strategist; Mr. Maxson, a competent employee 

Bureau of Yards and Docks, and Lieutenant-Commander 
Andrews, an oflicer of the United States Navy. Two of these 
went days and weeks, and the civil engineer stated 
most one year at Olongapo, in the service of the 
( hear r is an interesting one; it is No. 53, 
found, a gentleman bas curiosity to see it, in 

tl n of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

| (| IRMAN | time of the gentleman has expired. 

M Bl Kit of Pennsylvania. May I have three mintues 
more 

\I FOSS Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have five minutes more 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentlen from Illinois asks unan! 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may have 
five minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


The Chair hears none. 
Mr. BUTLER of 
Swift say 


Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, Captain 


rhe principal objections to Cavite are 
Virst. The lack of space for enlarging the station, the buildings being 
very much crowded together and covering substantially all the avail- 


lying in Subig Bay. I believe the gentlemen whom I |! 
quoted here, Mr. Chairman, have fully answered every wor! of 
opposition that has been offered by the gentlemen of this House, 
whom we care a great deal for and whose conclusions are 
when they are correctly informed. I refer to the gentlen 
who visited the islands last summer. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
say a word on this subject on a line different from any already 
suggested. I came back from the Philippines thoroughly op 
posed to expending any money at Subig Bay, either in thx 
of fortifications or in the way of a naval base, and, at the : 
time, I am just as thoroughly opposed to this amend 
because it seems to me the question before us now is sim) 
incidental question. The main question is, Shall we ha 
naval station at Subig Bay? And I think that every Me: 
of the House will agree that if we are going to have a ! | 
station there, it must be fortified. Therefore, it seems t 
the time for us to decide this issue is when the Nayal Co: 
tee bring in their bill. I hope that committee will bring 
report against Subig Bay. I believe that scheme just d 
our expenses, for it compels us to fortify both Manila ani 
Bay, and L hope the Naval Committee will report aga‘: 
and if that committee reports in favor of Subig Bay, I ho; 
House will overrule them, and will vote not to have the 
station at that point, but to have it behind the defen 
Manila, 

At the same time, Mr. Chairman, believing that, I think \ 
all agree that if the House is ultimately going to decide to | 
naval station at Subig Bay, it must be fortified. Now, 2 
bill does is to provide that fortifications may be built an) 
in the Philippines that the Seeretary of War shall decid i 
if the Naval Committee or if this House decides not to | 


mm 


naval station at Subig Bay, we all know that the Secret 
War will not spend a dollar there. So this amendn: 
entirely unnecessary if we are not going to have a naval s i 
there. If we are going to have a naval station there, \ i 
want to fortify it, and we will all want the Secretary to e 
this power. So it seems to me that this amendment ought | v@ 








1906. 


ited down, and that the question ought to be decided, not now, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





scene, about one mile from the place, 1 in 
ion the Appropriation Committee’s report, but upon the Naval | would call in the bight of the harbor We wer t about 
Committee’s report. | mile, but we were in plain view o place \ I 

ir. UNDERWOOD rose. | ask how much difference there would b 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts | putting his foot on the bank of the « 

Mr. Gitterr) yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | standing out on the head of the / n | i Z 
Ll NDERWOOD]? | the description for the officers of the / 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. the bay? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask, Mr. Chairman, the The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentler ed 
entieman from Massachusetts, who is a member of the commit Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Cl 
tee, for what purpose did the Appropriations Committee bring in | mous consent that the time of the tle 
this appropriation? Was it to fortify the islands in general, or | minutes. 

;s it for a naval base? The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fre P 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. It was to leave to the Sec- | unanimous consent that the time of the ge 
retary of War the expenditure for fortification wherever, at the | be extended five minutes. Is there objection? \ Dp 
end of this Congress, he thought it should be expended. If we | The Chair hears none. 
have a naval base at Subig Bay, of course he will decide it | Mr. FOSS. The boat with the gentleman from O 
ought to be spent there, at least some of it. If we do not have | and turned around in the bay, and it was at | 
the naval base at Subig Bay, you can not have any doubt that | the site of the naval station. [Laughtel 
he will decide that none of it ought to be spent at Subig Bay. Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire, if tl 

Vr. UNDERWOOD. Does not the gentleman think that there | permit me, to corroborate his la statemet 

danger of our coming in conflict with any foreign enemy | boat within a very few feet of the dist uished 

mediately ? were all opposed to this proposition, and not on 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. We do not know. see what they now assume to see. [Laughter 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We could not build these improvements Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And what d y 

nee, Is not the proper thing to wait until we can determine | assume to see? 
where the naval base is to be located and then determine how Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentk 1] sul 

ch money should be spent on it? to see anything except the mistakes of th ‘ ‘ 1 f 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That will be decided within | Connecticut. There was not a man who was within 4 1 
two months. of it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does not the gentleman think that the Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman 
Congress ought to decide as to how much we will spend and where Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 1 think it would 
we will spend the money instead of the matter being decided by | who were on the water wagon there to get to w ) 
the Secretary of the Navy or the Secretary of War? see. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I am perfectly willing to Mr. FOSS. I-have not got anything to say further 
leave that diseretion, as we always have, to the Secretary of | civilian experts in this case. But you find cons tly luge. 
Wa here, in every speech that has bee made, al 

ir. UNDERWOOD. But I understood the gentleman to say | Army officer has said, what some Ari officer | st 

ute ago that if the Naval Committee, which has charge of | it. Well, now, we have established in the P I 
these matters, decide on Subig Bay, he thought we ought to if I remember rightly, more than eighty A t D> 
cle t it? suppose in the establishment of these « \ t 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Certainly. Philippines that the advice of naval officers 3 evel 

liere the hammer fell. ] ealled for? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words upon We have established a great fort at Fort McKinley, cost 
this proposition. The whole situation seems to me to be a case | a million of dollars and over. Did naval officers ¢ - ad 
where there are too many experts, too many doctors. Now, it | reference to it or were they ever called in? We ve J l 

very interesting, of course, to get the opinion of this man L think, in the neighborhood of $2,000,000 to estal ,an A 

that man and some one else, who has never seen the location | road to Benguet. Was a naval officer ever called in t 
\ 1 has been fixed upon by the Navy Department as to the | that question? Yet on the floor of this House to-day 
er place for a naval station, but it is pretty hard on the | the discussion upon this question has turned upon tl ly 
it. Now, the gentlemen who to-day are opposed to this | Army officers. There are more than eighty A 
station at Subig Bay are men who went over there in the | great fort, called “Fort McKinley,” and 14,000 soldiers and 
party, of which I happened to be a member. They came | costing the Government many millions « 
contact with Army officers at Manila, and they have taken | has the Navy had? We had a little S| 
ly the advice of Army officers on the subject of naval | at Cavite, where we could not get a ship 
Now, I appealed to some of .my colleagues on that com 15, or 20 feet of water, and you could 1 
to go with me one day to Olongapo to see this spot. I | within 2 miles of it. That is the testim t 
not induce them. They were too busy down there in | tee. We have taken that old §S) 
So, with one member of the Naval Committee, who, | 2pproepriatl mounting to 
unately, is not here to-day, I went not only within 5 | lars, year by ye and kept 1Z on there r 
j but I went on the spot; and I am the only man on the The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gent] ‘ 
e. this House this afternoon who has ever seen this place Mr. BUTLER of Pennsy -_ 
use.] Why, the gentleman from Ohio, who is an expert | that the gentleman have five ut 2 
ny things—and I have followed him frequently and often The CHAIRMAN The gentle n from |] 
s House on matters connected with this committee and on | Unanimous consent that the time of tl I 
matters; but he certainly will say with me that he does | be extended five minutes. Is there obje 
joy reputation as a naval expert. i There was no objection 
GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman ! Mr. FOSS. This is the testimony bef ! tes | 
FOSS. I hardly think the gentleman is in a position to | anchorage for ships of large size is from 2 
ther or not that site is a fit site for a naval station. water front of the yard, and all r 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not placed a single word I said | has to be done in very much the sai 
v my own judgment or my own knowledge or what I saw. | work on a house in the country when | y 
f want to say to the gentleman on the matter of expert | we have gone along without appre 
F lge, that the gentleman has been extremely anxious to | Navy in this way. Two year 0, looki l 
i e help of “the gentleman from Ohio” to save him and | looking toward the establish 
c himself from being overslaughed by the members of his | naval base in the Philippines, Secretary M ‘ 
inmittee, ymittee and presented the re 
ir. FOSS. I do not think that is hardly appropriate to this | gone all around those islands, saik 
ision. I am not saying anything against the gentleman from | bors, past the island of old Bat 
I hardly think any of these gentlemen who have not see everywhere and investigated t] . 
site where the naval station is established are in position to | came before the committee a1 
upon the question. Now, will you take the 
GROSVENOR. Now, if the gentleman wants to tote | the advice of civilian exper wl 
ind be fair to me, I will state to him that I have the testi- | will you take the advice of naval « no 
mony here of gentlemen around me, men who were upon the | fidence in your naval officers, wh; ty the Navy 
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Department where it was originally, back into the War Depart- 


ment as a bureau of that Department? That is the whole ques- 
tion. The report of the naval officers on the site was absolutely 
unanimous. Then the joint board of Army and Navy olficers 
upon this question were unanimous in their report. 


Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to ask the gentleman if before 


his time expires he will read the letter from Admiral Dewey 
which he referred to a while ago? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; I am going to read the letter. Somebody 
has tried to seatter around through the Halls the idea that Ad- 
miral Dewey never went into Subig Bay; and without any so- 
licitation upon my part, Admiral Dewey, reading the Recorp of 
yesterday, wrote me this letter which I have, and I propose to 
have it read in a few moments. 

But, gentlemen, I want to say to you that this thing has been 
established: Two years ago the Congress of the United States, 
with the hearings before it, with the report of the naval board 
before it, with the report of the Army and Navy Board before 
it, appropriated $800,000 for Olongapo. Now, there is one other 
thing I want to say, and that is that all of these estimates 
which we hear about, of forty million dollars and a hundred mil- 
lion dollars, and all that sort of thing, are brought in here for 
no other reason than just to make the proposition look ridicu 


lous. I never heard of them until I heard them on this floor. 
The first proposition was a proposition between twenty and 
thirty million dollars, and the last proposition was a proposi 


tion brought before our committee by Mr. Secretary Moody, 
when he was Secretary of the Navy, for $9,000,000, extending 
over a long period of years. These statements can be verified 
by referring to the tetimony. 


Now, I believe that we can get along with a station over | 
there for a great deal less than $9,000,000, and so far as I 


um concerned [ shall stand as a rock against any large appro 
priations for Olongapo. [Applause.] All we are doing this 
year is simply to provide for a pier and some tools. If there 
is one gentleman upon this floor who can find a suitable place 
in Manila Harbor where we can moor the floating dry dock 
that we are sending over there I should be glad to know it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BABCOCK Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman 
have an hour, or such time as he desires. 

Mr. FOSS. I want any such time as that. 

Mr. SMITH lowa. I am anxious to get to a 
proposition, To am willing that the gentleman 
utes, but | want to close the debate as soon as I can. 

Che CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from lowa 
mous that the time of the gentleman from 
extended five minutes, Is there objection’? 

Phere was ho objection, 

Mr. FOSS. Our naval officers say there is no place in Manila 
Bay where an this dock. It great dock: it 
S17, 200,000, need it over there, because we have to 
at Hongkong now. And in connection 
that dock we need a repair station for temporary repairs, 
are not going to have any general overhauling of ships or 
thing of that there. 

Our proposition is to bring them back home, to our own peo 
ple, and do the work in our own yards; but we must have a 
yl to put this dock, You can not find any place to-day in 
Manila Bay to put it. You can not find sufficient depth of water, 
and if you could find sufficient depth of water, with the great 
mouth of 


do not 
of vote on this 


have five min 


unani 
Lllinois be 


asks 


consent 


we « is a 


We 
over 


moor cost 


dock 


our ships 


any 


sort 


oe 


storms come in and the typhoons and the monsoons, it is the | 
opinion of naval officers that you ¢an not moor that dock there 
und have it stable. And yet gentlemen come up here without 


having looked into the situation at all, take the advice of Anmny 


ollficers and throw in their own advice, and try to discountenance | 


the whole Navy Department upon this proposition, 


Why, sir, the Navy Department might have gone down there 
nnd selected Cavite. It is near the city of Manila, where all 
the society is; but instead of that they went 40 miles up to 
Subig, where there was no city, no Newport, no Manila, near a 


little town called Glongapo, with only 1,200 people living there, 


and selected their naval station. Why? Beenuse it was the 
best place for strategic purposes. There wasn't any coal mine 
attached to it. It is ridiculous to talk about attaching a naval 
station to a coal mine. Somebody will find some time an iron | 


mine, and then they will want to drag off the naval station and 
attach it to that iron mine, By and by they will find a corn 
field and want to drag off the naval station and attach it to the 
cornfield. Why? Because we use cellulose in our ships. Sueh 
a proposition as that is ludicrous and ridiculous, 

A naval station has been established at this point on strategic 


with | 
We | 


Manila Bay, about 8 miles wide, I think, where the | 
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grounds and for nayal considerations which we as civilians ea) 
not understand and appreciate as well as they do. Now, \| 
Chairman, I call for the reading of the letter which I receiyoy 
from Admiral Dewey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL OF THE Navy, 
Washington, February 14, 1906 

My Dear Mr. Foss: Referring to the remarks of yourself and others 
in the House yesterday relative to my having visited Subig Bay, may | 
say that I did not go there before the battle of Manila Bay, but at {| 
time sent part of my squadron to make a reconnoissance in seare}, 
the Spanish fleet, which I expected to find at Subig. Sometime afi. 
the battle, when we had taken possession of Cavite, I found the reco. 
of a Spanish commission which had looked into the merits of s), 
Bay as a site for a naval base, upon the report of which commission 
Spanish authorities were building a dry dock and doing consider; 
other work at Subig, with a view to abolishing the station at Cay; 
I thereupon went to Subig Bay and spent considerable time in examining 
it, particularly as to its fitness for a naval base, and came to the : 
clusion, which has been strengthened by all my subsequent study, | 
Olongapo was an ideal natural site for a naval station and imme, 
ably superior to any location in Manila Bay. 

Jery truly, yours, 


i 
I 


e 


t 


GEORGE Dewey 

Hon. GrorGce ©. Foss, 

Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa, Mr. Chairman, this debate, dragging 
its weary way along, has demonstrated but one thing to iy 
mind, and that is the thorough incapacity of this body to detor 
mine a question as to where a naval station and land fortificy 
tions in continental or insular United States should be placed, 
We have here conflicting testimony of distinguished and capatle 
civilians who have endeavored as best they could to investigate 
this subject. We have innumerable and unnamed Army ollicers 
quoted here. We have named naval officers quoted here direct); 
in conflict with them in their testimony. Is this Hous 
proper place in which to settle and determine the question of 
the location of a naval station and of seacoast fortifications 
thousands of miles away? 

The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor} has 
seen fit to criticise the temper in which I addressed this com 
mittee. If | have displayed aught of anger I regret it. 1 hove 
endeavored to preserve upon this floor that placid manner which 
always characterizes my distinguished friend from = Objio. 
|Laughter.| And in so far as I have failed to equal his hich 


standard I regret it. The truth is that the gentleman from 


Ohio, and other gentlemen who went out there, studied (his 
| question at long range, and they came away with contlicting 
testimony to bear witness before this committee. It | " 
utterly impracticable thing for the Congress of the United 


States to pass upon such questions. This bill does not 
priate a dime for Subig Bay. This bill provides for $600,000 
for the insular possessions in the Philippines and Hawstian 
Islands, It is for the War Department and the Navy Depart 
ment to say where the emergency requires that expenditiu 

It has been asserted by the distinguished leader of thi le 


the House that Army officers told him that this is a 
taken locality for a station at Subig Bay. If the Army ollice 
agree in that belief, not one penny of this appropriation will 
be assigned to Subig Bay; not one penny of this money can | 
assigned to Subig Bay* unless the War Department says that 
that is where it ought to go as against Manila and as against 
Llonolulu. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Will the gentleman allow me an in 
terruption? 

Mr. SMITH of lowa. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I want to ask this question, The ¢! 
tleman’s committee has investigated this question for the 
fit of the House? 

Mr. SMITIL of lowa. We have done the best we could 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If your committee does not know where 
the money is to be expended, how does the committee \ 
that it ought to be expended? 

Mr. SMITIL of Lowa, I will answer the gentleman’s 
tion: Because this House has appropriated in bills of this cu 
acter $119,000,000 in the last eighteen years, without coo 
nating where one penny of it was to be expended and w it 
any knowledge upon that subject, but was content to b 
erned by the advice of those experts that we turned « at 
West Point and Annapolis, the best in the world, and bh el 
up civilian judgment against them. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me ask the gentleman if it fs 10! 4 
fact that where we have appropriated money in this wa) e 


| experts have come before the committee and testified why 


wanted the money and where they wanted it? 
Mr. SMITIL of Lowa, I will say that they have neve! 


fied as fully on any appropriation for continental United 
us they have to these appropriations for the insular poss 
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the CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 


‘ir. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
} ling amendment and paragraph be closed in five minutes to 
enable the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzeeraip], the 

hor of the amendment, to close debate. 

rhe CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota moves 


t all debate on the paragraph and the amendment be closed 
minutes. 
rhe motion was agreed to, 
ir. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there are two amend 
is pending before the House—one offered by myself to pre 
\ the expenditure of any of this money at Subig Bay, the 
other offered by the gentleman from Virginia |Mr. Rixry] to 
! ent any of it being expended at Manila. I would be glad 
ave that amendment adopted if I did not know that it would 
prevent the adoption of the amendment offered by myself. 
e has been sulflicient conflict of opinion in this House to-day 
t iow that it is not yet well settled that there should be a 
| station at Olongapo. At this time it will not be settled 
her a naval station shall be there or not. ‘The only thing 
( vl is to prevent the allotment of money there. The gentle 
from Towa |Mr. Smire| that if the Army officers 
© this money should not be expended there it will not be 
‘ wed there, That statement is not quite fair, because the 
ollicers say that 
ill net spend a 


five 


states 


dollar, but that if a naval station 
there they will be compelled to defend the place. The 
yan from ITllinois | Mr has scoffed at the Army 
’ :, yet he took great delight yesterday in calling them es 
es in those cases in which they had testified on the side 


is 


WW 
t 


Foss |] 


\ ’ 
\ he is favoring. It is the officers of the Army who chiefly 
ind determine upon the land fortifications at all these 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to interrupt the 
win, 
CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
FITZGERALD. Yes; for a question. 
M FOSS. The gentleman has entirely misstated what I 


| am not scoffing at the Army officers. I am saying they 
. in my judgment, competent to decide on naval questions. 
FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the Army officers do de 
ne whether these places can be fortified and how they shall 

he rtified. We may not be able to determine in this House 
\ er one place or another is best fitted for a naval base, but 
determine intelligentiy and without much difficulty 
\ her we shall authorize the establishment of a naval base at 
hich will eost from $30,000,000 up ; according to the gentle- 

on that side of the House, $100,000,000, We may not get ¢ 

e that may be quite so ideal, but we can get a place that, in 
nion, will be just as good, will serve the purpose just as 

\ nd can be obtained at a much more reasonable expendi- 
money. The only purpose of my amendment at this 

l to prevent further money being allotted for fortifications 
where the chief of the engineering department 
within two weeks there was nothing but vacant 
These defenses will become imperative upon the erec 
2 naval station, and this amendment, if adopted, will be 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] and his col 
on the Committee on Naval Affairs that if they have 

F tention of recommending an extravagant plan for a naval 
at Olongapo this House will quickly condemn it, it 


ot 
Vii 


\ ean 


place 


i only 


as 


4 be condemned. 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
gentleman from Virginia to the amendment offered by 
itleman from New York. 
question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
itixey) there were—nayes 47, noes 104, 
the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
E CILATIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
a | by the gentleman from New York. 
question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
GERALD) there were—ayes 65, noes 119, 
: he amendment was rejected. 
Fi Clerk read as follows: 
; irchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for seacoast can 
the insular possessions, including the necessary experiments in 
ton therewith, and the machinery necessary for its manufacture 
Be rsenals, $100,000, 
7 hITZGBRALD, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
[ send to the desk and ask to have read. 
re » Clerk read as follows: 


5, Strike out lines 10, 11 
FITZGBRALD. 


r reserve 


, 12, 18, and 14 

Mr. Chairman, this item provides $100, 
ammunition for seacoast guns in the insular 
Last year there was appropriated $100,000 for 


SiOnSs, 
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unless a naval station is placed there | 


| which 


—_ 


mord bed 


Tre 
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le gun ha 


There is a balance of 
Not a 
day, although 
serve ammunition. At a pre 
for this purpose will undoul 
to be wise or advisable 

for reserve ammunition 
for which this ammunition i 
is not a matter of great 
tinue to appropriate for 
not yet in 
and the ammunition purch: 
to use the ammunition. 
Mr. SMITH Lowa 
but a word. have given 

$276,000 this } 
mounted by and tl 
the ordinary reserve 
The CHAIRMAN, 

ment 
The que 
The Clerk 
For pul 
the man 
and ot! 
lar 
the 


Mr. GAINES of 


this 
this 


possessions to 


purpose. 
ount, 


sury SOO) ON } 


ack Ing 
STOOLO00 : 
per time ad 
itedly | 

seem to { . 
when there is not a l 


. 
position; and 


ol 
We 
for 


June, 


where \ ‘ ‘ | 
Many of tl 


v nr 
y DD 


S LOO.O00 
rive Se 
will onl 


amimu tl 


l m pro 
Che que 


tion s n ori 


re 


und 


was taken, 
“ul as foll 


manufacture 
innon i ( rnd 
for fire 


machinery 1 


the ame li 

ow 

hase 

tfneture 
instrume 

Pp ‘ ' 


it 
incl =the 
(mn 


us 
$32 
Tennessee Mr. Cha 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the x 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to strik« 
word. Mr. Chairman, I will not take 
mittee to read certain statements I h 
unanimous consent to place. in Recor ; 
marks, certain utterances of William J. Bry ex 
reasons why he supported the ratification of the P 
we acquired the Philippine 
been discussed pro and con 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from 
mous consent to extend remarks in the 
objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. What 

The CHAIRMAN. rad 

Mr. GAINES of Oh, no 
morning there was great colloquy as to why 
the ratification of the treaty whereby we a 
Islands, and 

Mr. PAYNE. If that what 
think it ought to be published. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Te: 
imous consent to extend his remarks the It iw. Is the 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair he 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
144 


up the t 


the 


Islands 


his 


gentlen 
le 


it the 
Objection is mac 


Is ih W 


Mr. ¢ 
Mir 


rennessee, 


is 


it . L have no obfe yn | 
in 


[The Commoner Condensed, pa By W J.B 


rit RATIPICATIO?D 
A reader of 
yr new try 


advised 


the Commoner has called attent to { rR 
to shirk responsibilty f in 
the ratification of the treaty. 
sons which led me to fayor ratification 
In a speech delivered at Indianap 5, A io 
Democratic nomination, I took occa 
lowing being an extract from that speech 
“When the President finally laid before t 
recognized the independence of Cuba, but p 
Philippine Islands to United 
came 80 apparent that many 
ills that might follow rather than take 
errors of the treaty by the independent a n 
‘Il was among the number of those w ved 
treaty and end the wa relea the vy il 
war expenditures, and then e the |! 
h might be forced from Spain 1 
In view of the erith 
I take thi occasion to 
thought it safer to trust 
the Filipinos than to tt 
diplomacy with an unfriendly 
Lincoln embodied an ar 
illens make treaties easier than ft 
we are now In a better position to wage a ry { 
imperialism than we would have been 
With the treaty ratified a clean-cut ' is 
ment by consent and a government hy Lor ind } 
bear the responsibility for all that ‘ 
“If the treaty had been rejected the oppone 
have been held responsible for any internation 
might have arisen before the ratification of another ft Dut 
ever difference of opinion may have existed ns to t 
posing a colonial policy, there never was 
importance of the question and there is 1 
course to be pursued 
“The title of Spain being extinguished ‘ t 
with the Filipines according to A 
resolution, introduced a month before hostili 
promised independence to the Filipinos on the ' 
yrromised to the Cubans I sup] 
prior to the breakir 


the States 1 


preferred to re = 9 ‘ ma 


the 
for 
whi 
ism wi h my actio 
restate the reasons i t | 
the Amer 
net th , 
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. ! 
vented bloodshed, and that its adoption at any subsequent time would | thority therefor comes directly and unequivocally from that source of 
have ended hostilities | all power in a republic—the people. 5 ; 

“If the treaty had been rejected considerable time would have neces- | In answer to those who fear the question of imperialism, if discuss 
sarily elapsed before a new treaty could have been agreed upon and will draw attention away from other questions, it is sufficient to 
ratified, and during that time the question would have been agitating that the people can not be prevented from considering a question w) 
the public mind. If the Bacon resolution had been adopted by the Sen- | reaches down to the foundation principles of the Republic. Inst 
ate and carried out by the President. either at the time of the ratifica- | of avoiding the issue, it is the part of wisdom to deal with it at « 
tion of the treaty or at any time afterwards, it would have taken the | and dispose of it permanently. 
question of imperialism out of politics and left the American people Second. The rejection of the treaty would be unwise, because e 
free to deal with their domestic problems. But the resolution was de- | opponents of the treaty would be compelled to assume responsibility 
feated by the vote of the Republican Vice-President, and from that time | for the continuance of war conditions and for the risks which always 
to this & Republican Congress has refused to take any action whatever | attend negotiations with a hostile nation. 
in the matter.” | The rejection of the treaty would give the Administration an exc)jso 

While the treaty was pending in the Senate, and about two months | for military expenditures which could not be justified after the 



























































































be the vote was taken upon it, I wrote an article for the New York | ¢lysion of ‘peace, and the opponents of the treaty would be charged 
Te al, giving reasons in support of the proposition to ratify the | with making such appropriations necessary. It must be remembered 
1 and declare the policy of the Government by resolution. This | that in case the treaty is rejected negotiations must be renewed with 
a le will be found on another page of this issue. — ' - an enemy whose ill-will is not concealed. Who is able to guaraniee 
The ratification of the treaty in no way committed this nation to | ithe nation against new dangers and new complications? In order to 
an imperial policy. It simply terminated Spanish authority and left the | form an estimate of the risks which would thus be incurred, on 5 
United States free to deal with the islands according to American prin- | only to recall the unexpected things which have happened since ' 
ciples ‘he Bacon resolution, which declared it to be the purpose of | was declared. Is it wise to make the attack and to assume all e 
the United States to establish a stable government, which, when estab- | +jisks when the same end can be gained by a plan which throws e@ 
lished, was to be turned over to the inhabitants of the Philippine Is visks upon our opponents? If the imperialists vote down a resol n 
lands, was a tie vote in the Senate, and was only defeated by the vote | qeclaring the nation’s policy or postpone its consideration, the ( 
of the Vice-President As the treaty eerie two eee gs oe come responsible for any loss of life or expenditure of money which a 
ratification, it is evident that one-fourth of those who voter oO ratlly | follow as a result of such action. : 
did so with the understanding that the question remained an open one. I suggest below a few reasons in support of a resolution declarine j} 
Senator Wellington, of Maryland, voted for the ratification of the | to pe the nation’s purpose to establish a stable government in « i 
treaty, and in a speech delivered last fall he stated that he so voted | and the Philippines and then to give the inhabitants independence un- 
because the President promised him that the Philippine Islands would | ger an American protectorate, which will guard them against m 
not be held permanently If the ae S. Sine thant Gk ae i. from eng . bttent m , 1 
rily committed this country to an Imperlalistic policy, then ¢ ‘irst. Such a course is consistent with national honor. 
opposed imperialism would have been justified in opposing it, aye, even Our nation owes it to the nations with which we have dealings. as 
ompelled to oppose the treaty. But as ratification did not commit | well as to the inhabitants of Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines. to 
e nation to an imperialistic policy, the only ae eee had | announce immediately what it intends to do respecting the territory 
to consider was how best to correct the errors in the treaty. _| surrendered by Spain. ; 
I pi of $20,000,000 to Spain did not obligate this country The President has said that the only purpose our nation has in jak 
t iter lonial policy. It could have been recovered from the | ing possession of Cuba is to assist the inhabitants to establish a « 
Fili os rn for independence, and if not recovered, x was “| and independent government. It can do no harm for Congress to 
sma 1 to the extension of liberty. We had by one act of | fim this purpose, and it may do much good. The Cubans, hay 
( ess a riated $50,000,000 to secure independence for the fought for independence for- many years and against great odds e 
Cubans, wl imbered less than 2,000,000, could we not Spats ay naturally jealous of the liberty which they have won, and no doubt 
fifths of the sum to bring liberty to five times as many in the Philip- | cionia be left as to the sincerity and good faith of our Govern: in 
pines . s 5 . ane its dealings with them. Such a declaration would not only be ha: Ss, 
e treaty should have provided for the independence of the Pill- | but it is almost made necessary by the flippant, if not conte: 
s as it provided for the independence of the Cubans, but when | tone in which some United States officials speak of the intelligen« i 
é eaty, by an inexcusable error, provided for cession instead of in| patriotism of the Cubans and of their right to independence. 
dependet t was easier to ratify the treaty, extinguish the title of The duty of declaring our national policy in regard to the P 
Spal nf lependence upon the Filipinos than to continue the | jines ig even more imperative. The Filipinos were fighting fo: 
var and risk inter 1 complications by an effort to compel Spain pendence when the United States declared war against Spain. | 
10 W w 0 rselves. : : eee ’ formal protest filed with the peace commissioners in Paris the 
0 t according to international law, imposed upon | centatives of Aguinaldo assert that they received friendly assu 
s 2 ‘ ange our form of government or x0 “oo § our | trom United States officials and acted upon those assurances in co 
s i ler to enforce an imperialistic doctrine. it iL hs eo ating against the Spaniards. Whether or not such assurances 
sible for this nation to ee a. ee ae given, frankness and honesty should characterize our dealings 
s to announce ics purpose to deal w Beene “A ; them. 
t principles set forth in the Declaration of Independence and | “Tr we announce to the world that we hold the Philippine Islar 
i ts mise. Why does it not do this? Because the Re- | for pecuniary profit, but in trust for the inhabitants: if we 
ns think that orienta) trade is more important than American that our only purpose is to assist the Filipinos to establish a 
s ; and independent government, friendly relations will be maintai nd 
Commoner, page 434. By William J. Bryan.] | there will be little need of troops. If, om the other hand, the ; 
\TY—DECLARE THE NATION’S POLICY. } are reg have independence but meres : change of masters, we 
. , ; ; da negest a few | break the news to them at once and send over a large army to 
.é ack Ey ots of —— olumNs os the Journal to suggest - fe ~ | them in the principles of a government which in one he 
. ponents of a colonial policy should make their fight jerives its just vers fr the ec — f the governed and 
- ao i ing nation’s purpose rather than Gerives es Jus powers rom © Consens o! le governed ant 
: om of thar Seaaee other derives its authority from superior force. 
; 1 the doctrine ‘of self-government and the doctrine | | While our nation is not prepared to draft a complete code of laws 
9: 5 ted by | force has been thrust upon j Suited to the peculiar needs of the Filipinos, we ought to be to 
s a result of the war. It is so important a con- | decide at once whether we intend to deal with them according 
e avoided, and, since it deals with a question | principles of our own Government or according to the cust 
ss, it must be considered immediately. It is useless | Vailing among the European monarchies. Even a Republican « 38 
sk w ; this new issue will have upon other issues. Issues | Ought to be able to choose without hesitation between a poli 
rise; they can not be moved about at will like | establishes a republic in the Orient and a policy which sows th: 
- oan Was j | of militarism in the United States. 
- imy erialism have an opportunity to choose the | The trade relations possible under a protectorate would be 
he battle is to be fought. Why not oppose the | value to the United States than any which could come as result o! 
. z | ble annexation. 
s y won inst the treaty should prove only | _ The people of Porto Rico have not manifested any desire for | l 
me e really favor a colonial policy. | independence and would, in all probability, favor annexation, } S 
w igainst the treaty would depend for its value | only right that they should have an opportunity to choose. ‘I ; 
es nt of the people is evident. A minority can | lution authorizing intervention recognized the right of the Cu ) 
vut a minority, so long as it remains a | independence. To be consistent we must also respect the wish 
m and enforce reflection, it can not commit | inhabitants of Porto Rico. The resolution could without im 
| offer annexation to Porto Rico. 
2 ed some probability of the rejection of the treaty, | In a_ recent interview I suggested that the United States sl 
A S tior to suggest the propriety of | tain a harbor and coaling station in the Philippines and in Vo Lic0 
, . ite could be convened in extra | in return for services rendered, and added that Cuba should be 
5 Se will considerable Republican ma- | ™ake a similar concession on the same ground. 
t the treaty. Thus an effort | Second. A resolution declaring the nation’s purpose presents n 
tion of t treaty would be lik to fail in the | and clear-cut issue between the theory of self-government and 
g But let suppose it possible to defeat ratification | lonial policy. It presents a positive, affirmative method of dea a 
: - next Senate will be the result? | the question. In opposing the treaty we would be on the defe! in 
the hope ¢ the Philippines | outlining a policy we shall be aggressive. The strongest 
sup t of tl it and a majority | Which could be used in support of the treaty will lose their 
‘ i fit ‘vent the annexa- | tirely when Spain is eliminated and the American pe yple are 
\ now in possess f the Philippine Islands, | dispose of the question according to their own ideas and inte a 
. li g S e an ; ‘iation suffi- | Third. It secures by easier means every end that can be se y 
ns i and leave the rest to the | a rejection of the treaty. 
i er words, if the opponents of If an officer of the law arrests a person in possession of sto nd 
t y the leclare the nation’s policy ; if | he can either compel the return of the goods to the owner « : 
the s, they can not be perma- | first rescue them and then return them himself. We find Spa! 
ner possession of a title to a part of the Philippines. She has not ; 


quered all the native tribes, but the title which she has was 


1S policy recognizes that the destiny t 
by force and has been held by force. We can either compel 





Tt 










ands of all the people and see to as- i 

t of the people as reflected by their repre- | render her title to the Filipinos, as we compelled her to surre 

MS to the Cubans, or we can accept possession and then of our 0 - 

1t decision is in harmony with the policy which has prevailed | turn over the islands to the inhabitants. The peace com . 

ast, the question will be settled, and the people will return to | might have demanded independence for the Filipinos, as che : 

nsideration of domestic problems. If, however, the advocates of | the Cubans. If they did not properly interpret the wishes 0! : 

ir alism either postpone consideration or control the action of Con- | of the United States the blame must fall upon them and not ) 
gress, an appeal will be taken to the voters at the next election. So] people. Certainly 70,000,000 of citizens are under no obi 
great a change in our national policy can not be made unless the au- | abate their devotion to the ideals which they have cherished 
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tury in order to indorse the work of a peace commission or to approve 
f the instructions of an executive. 

It is urged that the ratification of the treaty imposes upon us an 
ligation to pay $20,000,000 to Spain. I answered, first, that this 
mount can probably be secured from the Filipinos in return for inde 
vendence, and, second, that, if it can not be secured from them, it 
etter to lose the amount entirely than to expend a larger sum 
ecuring a modification of the treaty. 

It is better to regard the amount paid as a contribution to liberty 

in to consider it the market price of land, improvements, or people. 

To terminate the war upon the same high plane upon which it was 
augurated is worthy of a great Republic; to descend from a sublime 
eginning to the purchase of sovereignty—for her own profit—from a 


is 
in 
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nation whose title we disputed in Cuba would lay us open to the charge | 


f punie faith. 
[The Commoner, page 317. By William J. Bryan.] 
DUTY. 
The Democratic platform of 1900 not only presented a plan for the 
iceful and permanent settlement of the Philippine question, but it 
presented the only complete plan that has been offered to the American 


DEMOCRATIC 


eople. It reads as follows: ; 
“We condemn and denounce the Philippine policy of the present 
\dministration. It has involved the Republic in unnecessary war, 


erificed the lives of many of our noblest sons, and placed the United 
States, previously known and applauded throughout the world as the 
ampion of freedom, in the false and un-American position of crushing 


ith military force the efforts of our former allies to achieve liberty | 


nd self-government.” 


‘The Filipinos can not be citizens without endangering our civiliza- | 


mn. They can not be subjects without imperiling our form of gov- 
iment, and as we are not willing to surrender our civilization or to 
vert the Republic into an empire, we favor an immediate declara 
n of the nation’s purpose to give the Filipinos, first, a stable form 
covernment ; second, independence, and, third, protection from out- 
interference, such as has been given for nearly a century to the 
iblies of Central and South America.” 
Che Clerk read as follows: 


Phat all material purchased under the foregoing provisions of this 
shall be of American manufacture, except in cases when, in the 

dgment of the Secretary of War, it is to the manifest interest of the 

nited States to make purchases in limited quantities abroad, which 
terial shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I 
id to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York 

"aLpo] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
the Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after line 17, on page 10 of the bill, the fol- 


[ Mr. 


Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 


Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
that that portion of the bill has been passed and the 
mendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York was on his 
t asking recognition, and the Chair was unable to find just 
here the Clerk was reading until too late. It is the fault of 
» Chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. 
int of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue to read. 
the Clerk continued to read, as follows: 


r 


Then, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 


the purchase of 45 acres of land adjoining the Government res- 
tion at Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor, lying between Fort 
ilton avenue, Ninety-second street, and said reservation, and such 
land as may lie between said reservation and Dyker Beach Park, 
sum of $250,000. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of 
ler that this is not authorized by existing law. 
the CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
| Mr. Smiru] on his point of order. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is very difficult for me to speak to 
point of order, in view of the fact that this amount pro- 
ed for in the amendment is not covered by any estimates 
mitted to the committee. It has never been the practice to 
‘ e appropriations for sites for specific places. It is con- 
to the usage of the Government, and if we make appro- 
tions for a site at a definite place, then the price of that site 
: | rise to the amount of the appropriation. To make this ap- 
priation would be a violation of the entire system and prac- 
in the building of the seacoast fortifications. There is no 
iuthorizing this purchase, and it seems to me there ought 
. e some such law before this amendment would be in order. 
; ‘he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
5 e heard on the point of order? 
Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, in the first place this is work 
be done for the military establishment of the Government, and 
e has been an estimate from the Department upon this very 
On page 237 of the Book of Estimates, the first item is: 
\dditional land, 


Pie Ue 


-- Fort Hamilton, New York Harbor: For the pur 
of about 45 acres of land adjoining Fort Hamilton, New York 
or, required upon which to begin the reconstruction of that post, 
O00, 


The present accommodations are wholly inadequate for the 


garrison, and the quarters, barracks, stables, and storehouses 
d be replaced by more suitable and modern buildings, and the 
available for building sites and drill grounds is not sufficient to 
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lay out a post to properly meet the demands of the S¢ ( Fr. Llum 
phrey, Quartermaster-General, United States Army 
This is the recommendation of the Quartermaster-G al. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The Quartermaster-General not au- 


thorized to submit estimates to this « 
no estimates anyway. 

Mr. WALDO. It an estimate from 
and not from the Quartermaster-General. 


olmmiittee and there were 


is the War De 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the matter of 
the estimates is important. The Chair desires to call the atte 
tion of the gentleman from ltowa to the fact that this land 
is land adjoining a Government reservation. Now, the Chair 


understands that it has been repeatedly held that the pure! 


of such adjoining land is a continuance of a public work 
object already in progress. The Chair therefore overrules the 
point of order. The question is on agreeing to the amendme 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit 


tee rise and report the bill and amendment to the 
favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
sumed the chair, Mr. Currier, Chairman of th ttee « 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that t 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 14171. 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
amendment, with the recommendation that amendment be 
agreed to and the bill as amended do pass: 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move the previ 


House with 


Ss having r 
Comi 
h 

| 


and 


the 


Lous ques 
tion upon the bill and amendment to final passage. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Smiru of Iowa, a motion 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table 


to 


REENGROSSMENT OF CERTAIN BILLS 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following pr eged 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to have reengrossed and p! 
attested the following bills 

H. R. 7085. Authorizing the Pea River Power ¢ ipany ta 
dam in Coffee County, Ala. ; 

H. R. 11263. To authorize the construction of a lige across 
navigable waters of St. Andrews Bay: and 

H. R. 11045. ‘To amend an act entitled “An act to author Wa 
ington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of Pennsylh 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela Ri 
State of Pennsylvania,” approved February 21, 190 

Ordered further, That the Clerk be directed te request the S« 
have made on the engrossed copies of each of the said bills t 
indorsement of the Senate's action thereon. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, just a word in explanatio l 


am told that these three engrossed bills were sent by the Hous 


' 


to the Senate, and somehow or other, coming from the Se 
to the House, these engrossed bills have been lost. The bills 
passed the House and passed the Senate, and this r it 
simply contemplates that new enrolled bills shall be 1 ., the 
Speaker sign them, and send them to the Senate 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the ord 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Reserving the right to object his is 5g 
not a privileged resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is a privileged resolution. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I ask if this takes in the bill that has 
been returned from the President? 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not It is another dam bill 

The question was taken, and the order was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote | 
which the order was agreed to was laid on the table. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS FROM THE FILES. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, 

obtained leave to withdraw from the files of the House, with 


leaving copies, the papers in the case of Benjamin Kellar, Fifty 
ninth Congress, no adverse report having been made thet 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, with 
copies, the papers in the case of James Drewry, | 


Congress, no adverse report having been made t 
ENROLLED BI 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enr l 
joint resolution of the following titles 
S. 56. An act authorizing the extensio1 
nue NE.; and 
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R. 23. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for « 


Votomac River at Washington, D. C. 
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upleting the highway bridge and approaches across the | 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the | 


United States for his approval the following bills: 
H.R. 1280. An act granting a pension to Mary K. Lewis; 
H. R. 1545, An act granting a pension to Florence D. Rafferty ; 
H. R. 1797. An act granting a pension to James H. Cole, alias 
John V. Cole; 


H. R. 1958. An act granting a pension to Ida L. and Clara B. 
Winters; 

H. R. 2340. An act granting a pension to Evelyn S. Beardslee ; 

H. Rt. 2342. An act granting a pension to Winifred E. Lewis; 

H. R. 2795. An act granting a pension to Emma Auger ; 

H. R. 2811. An act granting a pension to Angie A. Marvin; 

H. R. 3214. An act granting a pension to Maggie Parker ; 

H. R. 3229. An act granting a pension to Jessie Marie Hester; 

H. R. 4607. An act granting a pension to Annie Rohr; 

H. R. 4727. An act granting a pension to Emma M. Boyer; 

H. R. 9352. An act granting a pension to Mary Van Blarcom; 

H. R. 11310. An act granting a pension to Emma Aldred ; 


H. R. 11596, An act granting a pension to Marion H. Long; 

H.R, 530. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
EP. Ross; 

11. R. 611, An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Cassidy: 

ll. kh. 724. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Coulter ; 

H. R. 1059. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Spangler ; 

II. 2. 1072. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Fisher ; 


H. R. 1123. An act 
Emaline Finklea; 

H.R. 1124. An act 
Grant: 

H. R. 1125. An 
Ann Batchelor: 


granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
granting an f!merease of pension to John J. 


act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
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H. R. 3400. An act granting an inctease of pension to Anson K. 
Carr ; 

H. R. 3605. 
Lathrop ; 

H. R. 3678. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonath 
Cc. 8S. Twitchell ; 

H. R. 4195. An act granting an increase of pension to Han 
ton Secheverell ; 

H. R. 4215. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Roberts ; 

H. R. 4217. An act granting an increase of pension to Danie] 
M. Rose; 

H. R. 4218. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Williamson ; 

H. R. 4224. An act granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher Pletzke; 

H. R. 4225. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
iel Cooper ; 

H. R. 4891. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
John Stewart, alias John Scott; 

H. R. 4644. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Dickens ; 

H. R. 4666. An 
Carpenter ; 

H. R. 4713. An 
M. C. Manning; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


act granting an increase of pension to David A. 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


H. R. 4730. An act granting an increase of pension to Meshack 
L. Jones; 

H. R. 4732. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Scrogum ; 

H. R. 4735. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adair; 

H. R. 4737. An act granting an increase of pension to QOidilia 
Logan ; 

H. R. 4738. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Roberts ; 
H. R. 4789. An 
rence B. Smith; 
H. R. 4765. An 
W. Shepherd ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Law- 
2 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


H. R. 4822. An act granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Smith ; 
H. R. 4827. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


| E. Morrow; 


H. R. 4879. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


| Roache; 


H. R. 4884. An 
Bokart ; 

H. R. 4964. An 
Stillwell; 

H. R. 5015. An 


act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 


act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


| R. Goodell; 


H. R. 5016. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


| Carey; 


H.R. 1131. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Sargent; 

H.R. 1136. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Stauffer ; 

H.R. 1218. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Breden;: 

Ii. R. 1283. An act granting an increase of pension to Epsy 
Ann Austin; 

H.R. 1382. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min Fagley ; 

Il. R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Darius 
J. Brown; 

H. R. 1467. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram | 
BE. Monroe ; 

li. R. 1554. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
B. Spinning; 

H. R. 1884. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Purcell; 

II. R. 1952. An act granting an increase of pension to Axel 


A. M. Nattoch Dag; 
H. R. 1974. An act 
R. P. Foale; 
H.R. 2083. An act 


granting an increase of pension to William 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


A. Slack ; 

II. R. 2084. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 
Mavinlev : 

li. R. 2118, An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia 
LB. Jackson: 

11. R. 2169. An act granting an increase of pension to, Blisha 
Wi ¥S 

Il. R. 2289, An act granting an increase of pension to Algernon 
Lighicap ; 

Ii. R. 2291. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Elnx . > 

Li. R. 2345. An act granting an increase of pension to Antol- 
nette Hannahs: 

Il. R. 2394. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Buncher ;: 

H.R. 2771. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McCabe; 

H. R. 3216. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


Seeber ; 


H. R. 3880. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Wilburn; 





H. R. 5170. An 
Pringle; 
H. R. 5238. An 


act granting an increase of pension to David R. 


act granting an increase of pension to Lockey 


| Stuard; 


H. R. 5254. An 
W. Tichenor ; 

H, R. 5644. An 
Wilcox ; 

H. R. 5808. An 
D. O. Lord; 

H. R. 5925. An 
Davidson; 

H. R. 5955. An 
L. Overton ; 

H. R. 6148. An 
Ciffert ; 

H. R. 6144, An act granting an increase of pension 1 
Brazelton ; 

H. R. 6157. An act granting an increase of pension to 
than J. Boyer ; 

H. R. 6192. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
J. Mills; 

H. R. 6227. 
J. Jones; 

H. R. 6228. 
than Terrell; 


act granting an increase of pension to Travis 
act granting an increase of pension to George J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Napoleon 


act granting an increase of pension to David L. 


act granting an increase of pension to Je! 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jola- 


H. R. 6338. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
McCarthy ; 
H. R. 6448. An act granting an increase of pension to Sa:iuel 


A. Shaw; 


ns 
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Wucher ; 

H. R. 7418. An act granting an increase of pension to Fritz 
Muller ; 

H. R. 7420. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Wren; 

H. R. 8090. 
H. Benham ; 

H. R. 8217. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
\. J. Tayman ; 

H. R. 8222. An act granting an increase of persion to Henry 
B. Jordan ; 

H. R. 8618. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Rowan; 7 

H. R. 10192. An act granting an increase of pension to Alan- | 
son B. Thomas ; 

H. R. 10225. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
B. Richardson ; 

H. R. 10296. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Graham ; 

Hi. R. 10299. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Long; 

H. R. 10434. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
F. King; 

H. R. 10436. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Ensminger ; 

Hi. R. 10765. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
M. Whitson ; 

Hi. R. 11403. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
E. Longsdorf; and 

H. R. 8442. An act permitting the building of a dam across 
the Rock EBiver at Grand Detour, IIl. 

SALE OF SUPPLIES TO VESSELS OF WAR. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
n Ways and Means, I beg leave to submit the following privi- | 
leged report. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 
\ bill (H. R. 381) to amend section 2982 of the Revised Statutes of | 
» United States in reference to the sale of supplies to vessels of war. 
Mr. PAYNE. ‘The bill allows goods to be taken out of the 

nufacturer’s warehouse free of internal taxes, amending the 

in that respect. 

rhe bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
ttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 

iupanying report, ordered to be printed. 

\Ir. SMITH of Iowa. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
rhe motion was agreed to. 

\ccordingly (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House 
djourned. 


| 
H. R. 6451. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam | 


Al 


_— 


act granting an increase of pension to Emma 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

unications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 

follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 

nsmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 

se of John J. Vincent against The United States—to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 

copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Patents, a copy of 
Decisions in Patent Cases—to the Committee on Patents. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the 
ollowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 

ed to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 

imed, as follows: 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
o which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3318) to allow 
the entry and clearance of vessels at San Luis Obispo, Port 
llarford, and Monterey, Cal., reported the same with amend 
nent, accompanied by a report (No. 1294); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7) to provide a 
seal for United States commissioners, reported the same without 
imendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1295); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He. also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the House (H. R. 4) to amend section 3646, Revised | 
Statutes of the United States, as amended by act of February 
16, 1885, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 


a report (No. 1296); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and solutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid VPeusions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12494 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Crane, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1191); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (il. R 


10827) granting a pension to Frank Crittenden, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1192); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18817) grantin 
an increase of pension to William J. Morgan, reported the 
vithout amendment, accompanied by a report (Ne. 1193); 
which said bill and report were r ‘red to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10047) granting 


an inerease of pension to George W. Ellicott, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1194); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invaild 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 


| 9995) granting an increase of pension to Elias Johnson, reported 


the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1195) ; 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| bill of the House (H. R. 9896) granting an increase of pension to 


| William McKenzie, reported the same with amendment 


panied by a report (No. 1196); which said bill and report we 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9887) 
granting a pension to George Saxe, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1197); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8826) t 


| an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. Mason, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1198); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 0 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8339) granting 
a pension to Vienna Ward, reported the same with amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 1199); which said bill and re 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8176) grant 
an increase of pension to Thomas E. Bishop, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1200); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7883) grant 
ing a pension to Daniel Dilts, reported the same with amend 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1201); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calenda1 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 7765) granting an increase of pension 
to George Gaylord, reported the same without amendment, a 
companied by a report (No. 1202); which said bill and report 


| were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid nm 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7498) grantir 
an increase of pension to Mary Hanson, reported the same with 


' amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1208); which said 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 72 
ing a pension to Thomas G. Massey, reported the same with 


OS) 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1204); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen is, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. GO1S) ¢ ting 
an increase of pension to Heinrich Krumdick, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1205); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 
Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6557) granting 

e of pension to Charles H. Jasper, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1206); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


which was 
an increa 


Mr. TIOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6508) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to John P. Moore, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1207); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6216) granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen J. Hopkins, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1208); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6177) granting 

» of pension to John Haack, reported the same with- 

out amendm«s ‘companied by a report (No. 1209); which 
d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


an Increase 


nt af 
L, at 


from 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6066) granting 
an increase of pension to Albert H. Lewis, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1210); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
i816) granting an increase of pension to John A. Sherwood, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1211); which said bill and report were referred to the 


Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4759) granting 
an increase of pension to Jane E. Bullard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1212); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4616) granting an increase of pension 
to William W. West, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1213); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3255) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. Ray, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1214) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3225) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. VPhilbrick, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1215); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2448) granting 
a pension to George W. Mower, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accomp: d by a report (No. 1216); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2060): grant- 
ing an of pension to John Farrell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1217): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1962) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Myers, reported the same 


increase 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1218); which 
said hill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. T:QLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1857) grant- 
ing a pension to Emeline Malone, reported the same with amend- 
nent, companied by a report (No. 1219) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
1787 ) inting an increase of pension to Joseph M. West, re- 
ported e same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1220); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calen 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was ret 





| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1222); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11990) grantin 
an increase of pension to Daniel M. Coffman, reported the sa) 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1223); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, io 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14563) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin L. Higgins, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1224); whi 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. {5 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14098) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Winfrey, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1225) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, {to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14092) grant 
ing a pension to Frances Coyner, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1226) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13988) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary McMahon, reported the sa 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1227); whieh 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13872) 
granting an increase of pension to Alvin D. Hopper, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1228) - 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13710) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Anna M. Wilson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1229); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13697) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Shoemaker, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1230); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13166) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Evans, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1231); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. RP. 
13150) granting an increase of pension to Cate F. Galbraith, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1232) ; which said bill and report were referred to the P 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15145) 
granting an increase of pension to William Davis, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1255); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12760) granting an increase of pension 
to William Ralston, reported the same with amendment, acc 
panied by a report (No. 1234); which said bill and report w 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12443) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Nathaniel Southard, reported thie 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1250); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inv: 7 
12014) granting an increase of pension to Francis H. Frasier, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1236); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11905) graut- 


) 
, 
> 

: 


h 


0 


| ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth B. Atkinson, reported 


‘red the bill of the House (H. R. 1553) granting | 


an increase of pension to Harvey J. Fulmer, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1221); which | 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 675) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Morrissey, reported the same 


| 


the same with amendment, aécompanied by a report (No. 125: ); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on In 1 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. KR. 
11638) granting a pension to Jolm N. Vivian, rep wted the ne 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2125S); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ch was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10894) grant- 
in increase of pension to William J. Riley, reported the same 
lh amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1239); which 
d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

‘Ir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
‘h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 75) granting an 
rease of pension to Urial J. Streeter, reported the same with- 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1240); which 
d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

tle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| of the Senate (S. 77) granting an increase of pension to 

Granville P. Mason, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
panied by a report (No. 1241); which said bill and report 
e referred to the Private Calendar. 


ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


of the Senate (S. 78) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
i. Blethen, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
report (No. 1242) ; which said bill and report were referred 

the Private Calendar. 
Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 79) granting an increase of pension to 


James F. Tilton, reported the same without amendment, accom- | 


ed by a report (No. 1243) ; which said bill and report were 
rred to the Private Calendar. 
(r. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 619) 
granting an increase of pension to James I’. Prater, reported tl 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1256) 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

He also, from the same committee, to which s referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 624) granting an increase of pension to 
Abbie C. Moore, reported the same without amendm: nl 
panied by a report (No. 1257) ; which said bill and repor 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the Senate (S. 689) granting an increase of pe 0 
George M. Bradley, reported the same without amendment 
accompanied by a report (No, 1258) ; which said bill and report 
| were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate inting an 
increase of pension to Joshua W. Tolford, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1259) 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate 


CS, 676) 


er: 


vhieh 


(S. 702) granting an 
increase of pension to Richard Dearborn, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1260) ; which 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ch was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 121) granting an | 
rease of pension to John Cook, reported the same without | 


ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 1244); which said 

bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Ife also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the Senate (S. 127) granting an increase of pension to 
\nthony H. Crawford, reported the same without amendment, 


mpanied by a report (No. 1245) ; which said bill and report | 


» referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mir. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 136) granting an 
rease of pension to Sebastian Laudner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1246) ; which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ch was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 189) granting an 
rease of pension to Frederick Le Hundra, reported the same 
hout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1247) ; which 

| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ch was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 181) granting an 
ease of pension to Francis E. Stevens, reported the same 


| panied by a report (No. 1265) ; 


hout amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1248) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 208) granting an 
F increase of pension to Daniel J. Smith, reported the same witbh- | 


out amendment, accompanied by « report (No. 1249) ; which said 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


of the Senate (S. 213) granting an increase of pension to | 


1 M. Doerseh, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


| by a report (No. 1250); which said bill and report were | 
|} out amendment, accompanied | 


d to the Private Calendar. 
le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the Senate (S. 476) granting an increase of pension to 
ly Peterson, reported the same without amendment, 
anied by a report (No. 1251); which said bill and report 
‘referred to the Private Calendar. 


| 


ac- 


\ilr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 506) granting an 
ise of pension to James Wilson, reported the same without 
idment, accompanied by a report (No. 1252); 
nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


which said | 


‘ir. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 566) 
ting an increase of pension to George Wiley, reported the 
‘ without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1253) ; 

lh said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Ir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

hich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 573) granting 
nerease of pension to Henry T. Braman, reported the same 
hout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1254) ; which 
| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
hich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 587) granting a 
ehsion to Mary J. Chenoweth, reported the same without 


‘ 


uendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1255); which said 
ul and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 703) granting an increase of pension to 


Edmund T. Connelly, alias John Marks, reported the same with 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1261) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 724) gra 
increase of pension to George A. Parker, reported the same with 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1262); yw ! 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 788) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward P. Metcalf, reported the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1263) ; whi 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the Senate (S. 909) granting an incre pension to 
Harvey M. D. Hopkins, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1264); which said bill an 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ise of 


Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid P¢ 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 968) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Michaelis, alias Ed 


ward Michel, the without amendme! 
which said bill 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
bill of the Senate (S. 970) granting an increase of pe 
William Crome, reported the same without is 
panied by a report (No. 1266); which said bill and report w 
referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on I 
which was referred the bill of the Senate 
increase of pension to Joel M. Sawyer, reported the 


reported same 


and report 


valid Pensions to 
(S. 1010) grant 


same vith 


yy a report (No 1267) : vl 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 
Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pe ) 


which was referred the bill of the 


Senate al an 
increase of pension to Mary Ryan, reported the same without 


(S. if 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1268); which d 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendai 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pe 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1037 
granting an increase of pension to Adolphus L. Oxton, r rted 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a I (N 
1269); which said bill and report were referred to the P 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ref | ti 
bill of the Senate (S. 1268) granting an increase of m to 
William Lounsberry, reported the same rt 
accompanied by a report (No. 1270); which said | 
were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on I id Pe 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1417) g 
increase of pension to Henry A. Tilton, lt s 
out amendment, accompanied by a report \ 1271 
said bill and report were referred to the IP ( 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee « iP 
which was referred the bill of the Sen: 
increase of pension to Anna Z. Potter, re] l 








—™, 
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out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1272); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HLOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1518) granting 
an increase of pension to Phineas F. Lull, reported the same 
without amendment, eccompanied by a report (No. 1273); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1536) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Brown, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1274); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1736) granting a 
pension to Lena S. Fenn, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1275); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1821) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. Andrews, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


1276): which said bill and report were referred to the Private | 


Calendar. 
Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the Senate (S. 1840) granting an increase of pension to | 


James Prettyman, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1277); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2089) granting an increase of pension to 
John Campbell, No. 2, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1278); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 





bill of the Senate (S. 2183) granting an increase of pension to | 


George P. Trowbridge, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1279) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2411) granting-an 
increase of pension to Carrie B. Findley, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1280) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2421) granting an | 
increase of pension to Herrick Hodges, reported the same with- 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1281); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2459) granting an 
increase of pension to Alexander M. Scott, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1282) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2526) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Welch, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1283); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2556) 
granting an increase of pension to George B. Hunter, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1284); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3184) granting 
increase of pension to Alfred T. Hawk, reported the same wit 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1289); wh 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ;, 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3285) granting 
increase of pension to Mary M. Hull, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1290); which saii 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred { 
bill of the Senate (S. 3311) granting a pension to Bernh: 
Schaffner, reported the same without amendment, accompani 
by a report (No. 1291) ; which said bill and report were refer 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, io 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3321) granting 2), 
increase of pension to Olney P. B. Wright, reported the sijne 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1292) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, io 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3508) granting a 
pension to May J. Visscher, reported the same without amend 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1293) ; which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1565) for the relief of 


1 
1 
1 


| Theodore H. Bishop, reported the same without amendment, : 


companied by a report (No. 1298); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 14894) to 
appropriate the sum of $5,000 for equipping and maintaining a 
weather bureau observatory at Newbern, N. C.—to the | 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14895) to start 
and continue the operation of certain elevators in the public 
buildings of the United States recently stopped and those that 
may hereafter may be stopped—to the Committee on A)pro- 
priations. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 14896) to meet the emer 
geney caused by the continued spread of the gypsy moth—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 14897) providing for the 
temporary maintenance of the Long Bridge over the Potomac 
River, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): A bill (If. R. 
14898) to amend section 11 of an act making appropriations for 


| the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Go 


Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


bill of the Senate (S. 2557) granting an increase of pension to 


Charles IF. Longfellow, reported the same without amendment, | 


accompanied by a report (No. 1285); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the Senate (S. 2778) granting an increase of pension to | 
John W. Langford, reported the same without amendment, ac 
companied by a report (No. 1286); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2869) granting an 
increase of pension to Rachel A. Foulk, reported the same with 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1287) ; which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 14899) esial 
lishing regular terms of the United States circuit and dist 
courts of the northern district ef California at Eureka, ¢ 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 14900) to ex- 
tend Fourth, Sixth, and other streets NE.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 14901) directing a survey 


of Buck Shoals, on French Broad River, for the purp of 
lowering the bed of said river—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 
By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 14902) amending the national- 
| bank act of 1864, for better security of national-bank dep. ; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14903) pro- 
vide for the establishment of judicial divisions in the district o! 
Indiana, designating the places where court shall be lh nd 
for other purposes connected therewith—to the Commi' on 
the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutio!s of 

the following titles were introduced and severally refer! as 


bill of the Senate (S. 2871) granting an increase of pension to | 


Joseph Brunnell, sr., reported the same without amendment, ac 
companied by a report (No, 1288); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


follows: 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (AH. R. 14904) granting an i ASE 
| of pension to Oliver P. Morse—to the Committee on alid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14905) -rant 
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an increase of pension to Fannie M. Campbell—to the Com- Also, a bill (H. R. 14939) 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 14906) granting an increase of pension to 
Mariah Nicholson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 14907) granting an honor- 

e discharge to John Shaughnessy—to the Committee on Naval 

Ry Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 14908) for the 

ief of Samuel T. King—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 14909) granting a pension to John W. 
(reager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 14910) granting an increase 
pension to Michael Wilkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Ry Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 14911) granting an increase of 
ision to Ellen Harrington—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14912) granting a pension to Ella Scott— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 14913) for the relief of C. M. 
Parkins—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14914) granting | 


crease of pension to Stephen H. 8S. Cook—to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 14915) granting an in- 
se of pension to Andrew W. Tracy—to the Committee on 
sions. 

y Mr. GILBERT of Indiana; A bill (H. R. 14916) granting 
ension to Alma Dubois—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Also, a bill (HL. R. 14917) granting an increase of pension to 
I A. Chaffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 14918) granting an in- 
ease of pension to Franklin Simpson—to the Committee on In- 


Ky 


valid Pensions. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 14919) granting a pen- 
sion to Maria C. Shepperd—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 14920) granting an increase of 


n to Winfield S. Bruce—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 14921) for payment of 
y to Melvin Culp for services rendered in the civil war— 

Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (1. R. 14922) for the relief of 
h E. Lindsey, surviving partner of John Lindsey & Son— 
e Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1 granting an 
ise of pension to Henry Older—to the Committee on In- 
{| Pensions, 

Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 14924) granting an increase 

ision to James H. Wise—to the Committee on Invalid 
ms. 


, a bill (HL. R. 14925) granting an increase of pension to 


Qo° 
Jat? 


‘ Jumes Grizzle—to the Committee on Pensions, 
Fe a bill (Hl. R. 14926) for the relief of Granville R. Mc- 
5 ( to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Ee Mr. LE FEVRE: A bill (H. R. 14927) removing the 
: e of desertion from the military record of William W. 


F s—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 14928) for the relief of F. V. 


F to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Be Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 14929) granting an in- 
of pension to Marcellus Goddard—to the Committee on 


lid Pensions. 
Ee y Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 14980) granting a pension 
ry Whistler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 14931) granting an in- 
» of pension to Thomas 8. Myers—to the Committee on 
; lid Pensions, 
‘2 ‘'y Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 14982) for the relief of John 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14933) granting 
crease of pension to Nancy Jane Fisher—to the Committee 
1 Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 14934) granting a pension to 

ind H. Spurgin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, a bill (A. R. 14935) granting an increase of pension to 

zo D. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (CH. R. 14936) granting an increase of pension to 
llace B. Logan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14937) 
cranting an increase of pension to William 8. Nagle—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
by Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 14988) granting a pension to 


T. K. Mains—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Invalid | 


granting a pens to | 
Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14940) er: 


nting a pension te \I a ’ 


Meter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 14941) granting an in ise of l 
Susanah Stainsby—to the Committee on Invalid | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14942) granting an in 
| David D. Schaub—to the Commit n It 


ten o 
(H. R. 


By Mr. REYNOLDS: A Dill 14943) ¢ 
sion to Ellen Drass—to the Committee on Invalid ls 
By Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 14944) for t 


Herman Benham—to the Committee on Military Aff: 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14945) for the relief of 
Williams—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill 


granting a pension to 8S. P. Melntire—to the Committee « 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14947) granting a pension to |] } 
| Euphemia McIntire—to the Committee on In d Pens 





Also, a bill (H. R. 14948) granting a 


pension to Tilfo1 


IN 
| ser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14949) granting a pension to John W 
| Davis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R, 14950) granting an increase of pension to 
| Thomas Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14951) granting an increase of pension to 
James Nunan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14952) placing the survivors of Middl 
Great River Battalion Volunteers, Kentucky, in a pe 
position—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14953) appropriating $4,500 t 3 
of Campbell Glover, deceased—to the Committee on | l 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 14954) 
the relief of Levander Jenkins—to the ¢ e « VW 
Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 14 ) 
sion to Eliza Moore—to the Committes i I 5 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 14956) for the relief of ie 
De Long—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 14957) granting 1 in- 
crease of pension to Abner T. Rollins—to t ( tt on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: A Dill (H. R i Oo l 
legacy taxes illegally collected from the estate of 1] B 
sett, late of Jersey City, N. J.—to the Commit 1 f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14959) for the relief of Jai M 
cloth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WELBORN A bill (HL. I 14960) for 
John F. Neill—to the Committee on Cl ns 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14961) granting an ease of ] ) 
Thomas Braswell—to the Committee on I iP 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 14962 I 
of pension to Laura E. Brandle—to the Con 
Pensions 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (T1. R. 14 
of Richard Crutcher—to the Committee on 

By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 14964) 
legal representatives of the est ol 
to the Committee on War Cla 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 14965) 
of pension to George C. Barthelman—to tl ( 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 14966) to correct 1 I \ l of 
Jesse H. McKenzie—to the ¢ ! n } 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, com es 1 ed l 
from the consideration of bills of the fol r t 4 i 
were thereupon referred as follows 

A bill (H. R. 10797) granting an iners 
Brugh—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and l 
to the Committee on Pensi q 

A bill (H. R. 11691) granting an increas 
Clark—Committee on Invalid Pensions disc! 
to the Committee on Pens 

A bill (H. R. 12905) granting an 
bert Steinhauser—Committee on Invalid P 3 I, 
and referred to the Committee on Pe 

A bill (H. R. 14499) granting an i e 
becca D. Stewart—Committee on Invalid Pensions « d, 
and referred to the Committee on Ps 
| A bill (H. R. 14545) granting an increase of 
L. Nixon—Committee on Inv Pensions d l 


— . . ; 
| ferred to the Committee on I’ 
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A bill (H. R. 5418) granting a pension to Mary B. Rice—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to tlie 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (Hl, R. 14074) granting a pension to Miles B. Davis 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PRHTITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Melchoir Brothers Furni- 
ture Company and Crafts & Co., of Chicago, for repeal of reve- 
nue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means 
By Mr, ALEXANDER: Petition of Lodge No. 417, Brother- 
hood of Railway 'Trainmen, of East Buffalo, N. Y., for em- 


ployers’ liability and anti-injunction bills—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of S. E. Clapp, of the 
Bergen (N. J.) Index, against the tariff on linotype machines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for re- 
lief of Julia A. Patton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BOUTELL: Petitions of the Clinique, of Chicago ; 


the Mining Review and Metallurgist, and the People’s Herald, 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Means. 
BRICK: 
America 
Niagara 


against 
Ways and 
By Mr. 
Dames of 
spoliation of 
Harbors 
By Myr. 
Martin Toohy 


Petition of the National Society of Colonial 


Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 


BUCKMAN: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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| 
| 


in the State of Indiana, against commercial | 
and | 


Paper to accompany bill for relief of | 
‘ of Colonial Dames of America, 


By Mr. BURLEIGIL: Petition of citizens of Norridgewock, | 
Me., relative to abuses in the Kongo Free State—to the Commit- 


tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Petition of the Express, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means 

By Mr 
tariff on 
Nlenns 

Also, petition of Maytown Council, No. 79, and Thaddeus Ste 
vens Council, No. 156, Order United American Mechanics, favor- 
ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

\lso, petition of 200 citizens of Columbia, Pa., 
selling in publie buildings 
Trait 

Also, 


] rohibit 


CASSEL: 


linotype machines—to the Committee on 


against liquor 
to the Committee on Alcoholie Liquor 
petition of 200 citizens of Columbia, Pa., for a law to 
sale of liquors in original packages 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Petition of the Interview, against the tariff | 


Petition of the Denver Press, against the | 
Ways and | 
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4, 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Mrs. Florence Fe! 
lows Ripley, of Kenosha Chapter, Daughters of the Americ: 
Revolution, against commercial spoliation of Niagara Falls—, 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Kenosha Chapter, Daughters of the Any 
fean Revolution, against commercial spoliation of Niaga 
Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of the West Virginia Bar, M: 
gantown, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Co) 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Tony Verrosso—;{, 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of the News, Ilion, N. y. 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 6) 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the New York State Grange, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocy)y 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of E)\, 
Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ella Harrington 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the California Fruit 
Growers’ Exchange, favoring Federal control of railway rates 
and private-car lines—to the Committee on Interstate and For 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of the New York State Grange, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of the National Societ; 
against commercial spoliation o! 
Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of professors and students of St. Meinrad (0! 
lege, for repeal of the tariff on art works—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: 
bills H. R, 9973, 
Means. 

Also, petition of Clinton Rosette, against the tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Rev. N 
than Bailey and congregation, of Peabody, Mass., agains 


Petition of J. A. Bowles et al., against 
9974, and 9975—to the Committee on Ways and 


| sage of bill H. R. 70483—to the Committee on Military Affair 


to the Committee | 


By Mr. GARNER: Petition of the Sentinel, against the tiriff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Mea: 

By Mr. GORBEL: Petition of Camp No. 10, Division of Ohio, 
Sons of Veterans, against bill H. R. 8181—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of the Bellows Falls Ti: 
against the tariff on linotype machines—te the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Winticld 
S. Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of the Herald, Clarinda, | 


/ and the Saints’ Herald, against the tariff on linotype machin 


to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the Tidings, against the 
| tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Way nil 
Means. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Byron Leader, against tlic 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Way | 


Also, petition of General Welsh Camp, No. 68, Sons of Vet 
eeans, ef Columbia, Pa., against bill H, R. 8181—to the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs, 

by Mr. CIIANEY: Petition of the National Society of Colonial 
Dan of America, for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the | 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Vineennes Social Union, No. 873, Painters, 
Decorators, and Paper Ilangers of America, for repeal of revenue 

ix on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means 

(Iso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Michael Wilkey 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Union and the Western Sun, against the 
tarifl linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Mean 

By Mr. COCKS: Petitions of the Port Washington News, the 
N u County Review, the Long Island Enterprise, the Journal, 
the Long Islander, the Flushing Daily Times, the Times, the 
Maytlower, the Advance, the Nassau Event, and the News, 
against the tariff! on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means 

By Mr, COLE: Petition of citizens of Champaign County, 
Ohio, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the | 


Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. COOVER of Pennsylvania: Petition 
Genius, against the tariff on linotype machines 
tee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of Dames of 1846, for increase of pensions for 
veterans of the Mexican war-—to the Committee on Pensions, 


of the Kvyening 
to the Commit 


Means, 

Also, petition of Richard N. Keeley et al., against the a) 
priation for free-seed distribution—to the Committee on 
culture, 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition 
against the tariff on linotype machines 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUGHES: Petition of Elmwood and Rome co 
Order United American Mechanics, of West Virginia, f: 


of the Park I 
to the Commit! ol 


restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Imm); n 
and Naturalization, 
By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of the G 


against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commit! mn 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the Nebraska Stock Growers’ Asso: 
relative to leasing of untaken grazing lands in weste 
braska—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 


Also, petition of the Hotel Reporter, against the t: mn 
linotype machines 
By 


to the Committee on Ways and Mean 
Mr. KNAPP: Petitions of Kirkland Grange, No. | 
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Redwood, N. Y., and the New York State Grange, for repeal of 
tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Antwerp, N. Y., for a parcels-post 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the Board of Trade of San 
Franciseo, against repeal of the bankruptcy act—to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, against bill 

‘ S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the Gettysburg Compiler, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Advent Christian Church, of 
North Adams, Mass., for investigation of affairs in the Kongo 
I’'ree State—to the Committee on Foreign.Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Berkshire Gleaner, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ty Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of F. Cort Johnson, R. J. Cald 
well, and M, V. B. Brinckerhoff, against commercial spoliation 


Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, petition of the New York State Grange, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of the New York State Grange, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of the Star, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\lso, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, 
for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to 
ihe Committee on Claims. 

hy Mr. LONGWORTH: Petition of the Missionary Intel 
ligencer and C. P. Kareh, against the tariff on linotype ma 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Ry Mr. McLAIN: Petition of W. H. Barron ’& Co. et al, for 
repeal of the tariff on hides 
Means, 

ty Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Shull—-to the Committee on Claims. 

\lso, petition of Shermandale Council, No. 186, of Pennsylva- 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


ol 


, 
»\ 


I } 


; iy Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief! of Naney Jane Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
hy Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Sailors’ Union of the 
Pacific, against bill S. 5290—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


\lso, petition of the Board of Trade of San Francisco, against 
repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Ju 
mniry, 
\lso, petition of the Sunday 

type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ty Mr, PATTERSON: Paper to accompany bill for 
George W. Wheeler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

iy Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Wilner & Castle, for repeal 
of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

hy Mr. RAINEY: Petition of the Independent and the Mason 
City Banner, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

hy Mr. REYNOLDS: Paper to accompany Dill for relief of 
ilen Drass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iy Mr. RYAN: Petition of the New York State Grange, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
n Ways and Means. 


Mirror, against the tariff on 


relief 
of 


ky Mr. SAMUEL: Petitions of Hepburn Pollock Camp, No 
121, of Milton, Pa.; Thomas J. Stewart Camp, No. 72, and 
Colonel C. W. Eekman Camp, Sons of Veterans, against bill 
Il. R. 8181—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
by Mr. SHEPPARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Dennis W. Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
e \lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ann EB. White—to 
Ps ss 


the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the New York State Grange, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com 
nittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Alwer T. Rollins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of the Democrat, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: 


Grange 


Petition of the Mountain Laurel 


., of Northwood, N..H., for repeal of revenue tax on de- 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


haturized aleohol 





to the Committee on Ways and 
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By Mr. SULZER: Petitions of Mailler & Quereau, the Bar 
clay Company, and Fellows & Co., relative to forgeries of trade 
marks—to the Committee on Patents 

Also, petition of the Greater New York Conference and Tract 
Society, against bill H. R. 10516—to the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Dames of 1846, for increase of pensions to 
Mexican war soldiers—to the Committee on Pensio 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of Ole P. Oslie, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Oatka Falls Grange, No 
394, of Le Roy, N. Y.; New York State Grange, of Geneva, N. \ 


and Stafford Grange, No. 
of revenue tax on 
Ways and Means. 


$18, Patrons of Husb 
denaturized alcohol—to 


indry, 
the 


or re 


Committee on 


By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Paper to accompany bill f rr 
lief of James H. Posey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
SENATE. 
rn ’ a / ; 

Trurspay, February 15, 1906. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Enpwarp EB. Hare. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ) 
proved. 

COURTS-MARTIAL OF MIDSHIPMEN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, response 
to a resolution of the 80th ultimo, copies of the record and t! 
evidence in full in the courts-martial recently held at the Nay 
Academy in the cases of -Midshipmen Pettersen B. Marzon l 

| Claude B. Mayo, and showing the final action taken by t 
Department; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
ferred to the- Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
printed. 

GEOLOGY AND RBSOURCES OF SHOSHONE RESERVATI 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a cor unica 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re 
sponse to a resolution of the 5th instant, a copy of a letter from 
the Director of the Geological Survey submitting a report on 
the geology of the Owl Creek Mountains, with notes on re 
sources of the adjoining regions in the ceded portion of th 
Shoshone Indian Reservation, Wyo.; which was read. 


Mr, WARREN. 


As the report contains information valuable 


to perhaps more than one committee, I ask that the letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior and the accompanying ipers 
may lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. Are there maps and illustrations? 

Mr. WARREN. I think there are tables and maps, and 
probably plates. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the motion should include the pn 
Otherwise they would not be printed 

Mr. WARREN. Let the report with the papers accor o 
ing and the illustrations be printed. 

The, VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ord 
The communication and accompanying papers will lie « tl 
table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE TFHO1 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Hou had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the following |! 

H. R. 1057. An act granting an increase of p on to ¢ | 
bD. Ferguson; 

H. R. 1201. An act granting an increase of p 1 to Ea rd 
Maxwell; 

H. R. 4708. An act granting an increase of pension to W ' 
T. Wiley: 

H. R. 5597. An act granting an increase of pension » oO 
Williamson ; 

H. R. 7302. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
G. Head: and 

H. R. 11324. An act granting an increase of pen to S 
BE. MacGowan. 

The message also announced that the House had 
following bills and joint resolution: in which it re ‘ 
concurrence of the Senate 

H. R. 13308. An act to authorize the co ul 1 of 
across the Arkansas River at Pine Bluff 

H. R. 14171. An act making approp ons for f 
and other works of defense, for the arm ent thet 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and ser 
other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 92. A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
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A. Leak, of Buffalo, all in the State of New York, praying for 
an investigation of the existing conditions in the Kongo Free 
State; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


PENROSE presented a petition of sundry Methodist 
Episcopal ministers of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which was ordered to lie on 


He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 65, Order of 
tailway Conductors, of Pittston, Pa., praying for the passaye 
of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill; ” which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Mr. PILES presented a petition of the Kittitas Commercial 
Club, of Kittitas County, Wash., praying that adequate appro 
priations be made to construct such irrigation systems as may be 


we > ~ cM y - \ . 
o>! ha | C 1. ‘ R { R 
wae JOU JONG RESSION A L LEC O LD 
War to deliver to the Southern Historical Society certain un- 
identified battle flags. 

e message further announced that the House had passed 
the following order; in which it requested the concurrence of | tions. 
the Senate | Mr. 

‘I t the Clerk be directed to have reengrossed and properly 
i e f owin bills 

‘ i fo “ Se SORnEERS. the Pea River Power Company to erect a the table. 

R. 1126 To auth the construction of a bridge across the | 
n e wate of St. Andrews Bay: and 

H.R. 1104 To amend an act entitled “An act to authorize Wash- | 
in n and Westmoreland counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the 
: te of Pen yivania,”’ approved February 21, 1905 

Ordered ther, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to 
have made on the engrossed copies of each of the said bills the proper | 
indorsement of the Senate's action thereon. | 

rhe me re also requested the Senate to return to the House 


of Representatives the bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pen- 


sion to James Calvert, the beneficiary in the same having died. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

‘ \n act authorizing the extension of Rhode Island ave- 
nue NE.; and 

R. 23. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completi the highway bridge and approaches across the 
Potomac River at Washington, D. C. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National | 


Woman’ 
ment of 


Christian Temperance Union, praying for the enact 
gislation providing for the appointment of a bureau 
make a 


le 


of experts to thorough and complete investigtaion of 
the condition of working women, ete.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the legislature of the 
State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation 
relative to pilots and coastwise sailing vessels engaged in do 
mestic commerce; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STatTe OF New YOrk«, IN SOENATH, 
iibany, N. Y., February 8, 1906. 
A t tion of the I lature of the State of New York, 
0 tl Un i States Senators and Kepresentatives in Con- 
I ted States from the State of New York, in relation | 
i coastwise sailing ve s engaged in domestic commerce. 
1 by Mr lenry W. Hill.) 
the State of New Yort deeply concerned in all matters 
{ it ! ree and In the welfare and prosperity of its citizens 
é ed in transp« nm, as is shown in its maintenance of a mag- 
Si n of ce , how under enlargement, and in the appoint- 
t ‘ to inquire o the cause of the decline and the 
: 7 oar ¢ ‘ comme e: nd j 

\ ‘ Vess ir coast trade (many of which are owned | 
in at pl t s ct to an unjust and onerous burden 
ir ‘ ! ed to ¢ ’ State pilots in the ports of the States 

t nes of Vir 1 ether the services of such pllots be 
1 < ! a compulsion from which steam vessels have been ex 
‘ ( approved on February 28, 1871, nearly 
1 ey ° a 
ire now pending in each branch of Congress (to wit, | 
Si N 0 d House bill No. 56281) providing for the exemption 
< n t coast t ie from the compulsory employment 
‘ se are commanded by licensed United 
in tow of tugboats that are commanded 
l 1 Stat pi Cherefore, be it 
i (if the sembly « cu hat it Is the sense of the legisla- 
‘ i S e@ { New York that American sailing ve Is in the coast 
’ he « TY the compulsory employment of State 
' ve s lo have been; and therefore be it 
oncur), That the Senators and Representa 
; N York be, and they hereby are, respectfully 
d ivocate the enactment of such measures in 
exemption as being conducive to the in 
pro perity of our citizens, 
LAFAYHTTH B. Gumason, Clerk. 
IN ASSEMBLY, JI'ebruary 12, 1906. 
| ent 
A. BE. Baxter, Clerk, 

M1 l presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Lockport, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu 
late the interstate trai ion of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 417, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Dunkirk, N. Y., re 


monstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars and to 


bacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which was referred | 


to the Committee on the Philippines. 
Ile also presented petitions of the Kongo Reform Association, 
of Rochester; of Ellery A. Handy, of Rochester, and of Harvey 


found practicable for construction by the Reclamation Service ; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation, 

He also presented a petition of the Blaine Publishing Com- 
pany, of Blaine, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation 
for the removal of the tariff on composing and linotype ma- 
chines and the parts thereof; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Tacoma and Seattle 
Branches of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific, and of the Trades 
Council of Tacoma, all in the State of Washington, praying for 


the enactment of legislation relating to the complement of 
| crews of vessels; which were referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Protection Lodge, No. 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Phillipsburg, N. J., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 
bill;”’ which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com 
merce, 

Hie also presented a petition of the Vernon Valley Grange, No. 
134, Patrons of Husbandry, of Sussex County, N. J., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Sherwin-Williams (Co 
pany, of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
looking to a reformation in the existing conditions between th 
United States and China relating to the present boycott on 
American manufactures; which was referred to the Committ 
on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
perance Union of Plainfield, N. J., and sundry petitions ot 
zens of Paterson and Atlantic Highlands, all in the State « 
New Jersey, praying for an investigation of the charges ma: 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the Siat: 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileg: 
Llections. 

He also presented a petition of Riverview Council, No. 2 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Ocean 
N. J., and a petition of Diamond Council, No. 14, Junior © 
of United American Mechanics, of Swedesboro, N. J., pra 
for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of the Monday Afternoon Club of 
Plainfield, of sundry citizens of Plainfield, and of Vine 
Grange, No. 11, Patrons of Husbandry, of Vineland, all 
State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so- 

“ pure-food bill; ”’ which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Children’s Prot: 
Alliance of the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact 
of legislation to create a children’s bureau in the Departn: 
the Interior; which was referred to the Committee on Edu 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the American Society fo: 
Prevention Cruelty to Animals, of New York City, N 
praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a board 
the protection of children and animals; which was referr 
ihe Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Co 
of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislati 
restore the Army canteen; which was referred to the Con 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Passaic City Tea: 
Association, of Passaic, N, J., praying for the enactment o! 
islation to establish a national forest reserve.in the White \ 
tains of New Hampshire; which was referred to the Com) 
on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Ile also presented the petition of Bessie A. Dana, of Pngic- 
wood, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to p! 


» 


a 


ot 


} 


| the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the Ame! 
| side by the diversion of the waters for manufacturing purpos’; 
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which was referred to the 
and the Protection of Game. 
Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Copley Society, of 


Committee on Forest Reservation 
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| 





ports thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills 


| poned indefinitely ; 


Boston, Mass., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the | 


present tariff law permitting the importation of works of art 
into the United States free of duty; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the county commis- 


sioners of Grand Forks County, N. Dak., praying for the enact- | 


ment 
River Valley in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Irrigation. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the congregation of 
Second Richmond Baptist Church, of Charlestown, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Wisconsin Dairy 
Association, praying for the of the so-called 

Hepburn railroad rate bill; which was referred to the Com 
nittee on Interstate Commerce, 

Hie also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s 
\ssociation, praying for the enactment of legislation making 

i Dairy Division of the Department of Agriculture a distinet 
bureau of that Department; which was referred to the Com 

ttee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

lie also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s 
\ssociation, praying that increased appropriations be made for 
the support of agricultural experiment stations; which 

ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Ile also presented a°memorial of the Wisconsin Dairymen’s 
\ssociation, remonstrating against a reduction of the duty 
leomargarine colored in imitation of butter; which was 

ed to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


the 


eh Ss 


passage 


wis 


re 


of legislation providing suitable drainage for the Red | 


R. I, | 


on | 


lle also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State board of | 


riculture, praying for the ratification of international arbitra 
treaties; for a revision of tariff schedules, and for the su 
vision by the Interstate Commerce Commission of transporta 


1 companies, and that the Commission be invested with power | 


» establish rates: which 
c nierstate Commerce. 

\ir. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the National Society 

Colonial Dames of the State of Indiana, praying for the en 
ctment of legislation to prevent the impending destruction of 
Niagara Falls on the American side by the diversion of the 
for manufacturing purposes; which was referred to the 

Conunittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 
lle also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 352, Cigar 


was referred to the Committee on 


Makers’ International Union of America, of Brookville, Ind., 
ustrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars and 
co imported from the Philippine Islands; which was re 
| to the Committee on the Philippines, 

Ile also presented a petition of the Retail Lumber Dealers’ 

\ssociation of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
lation to reduce the duty on white-pine lumber imported 
1 Canada; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

lie also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Indian 
lis, Ind., praying that reciprocal arrangements be entered 
with foreign nations for the purpose of extending the trade 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on | 
nance. 
i \ly. LONG presented the petition of W. R. Smith, of Garnett, 
is, praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the 
ty on linotype and composing machines and the parts thereof ; 
ch was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
fe \ir. SIMMONS presented petitions of Local Council No, 79, 
: Rural Hall; of Local Council of Altamahaw, and of Local 
Council No. 170, of Rockwell, all of the Junior Order United | 
Line 


ican Mechanies, in the State of North Carolina, praying for 
e chactment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 


REPORTS 


PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
hom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
Without amendment, and submitted reports thereon; 


OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr 





A bill (S. 417) to remove the charge of des oO inst 
James Boyle; 

A bill (S. 2866) to correct the military record of Willian 
T. Rominger ; and 

A bill (S. 2891) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John HEsseltine 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Milit Affairs 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3411) to remove t h 
of desertion from the military record of Will B. MeClo 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Mil ry Aff 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2484) for the relief of Charles 
W. Howard, reported it without amendment i sul ted 
report thereon. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to who 
was referred the bill (S. 40904) to amend section 4426 of 
Revised Statutes of the United States—regulation of ote 
boats—reported it without amendment, and submitted re] 
thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 26) providing for tl 
return of certain archives now in possession of the Department 
of State to the State of North Carolina, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom w 
referred the bill (S. 3288S) to authorize the Pennsylvania Rai 
road Company and the Pennsylvania and Newark Railroad 
Company, or their successors, to construct, maintain en) 
erate a bridge across the Delaware River, reported \\ ! 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon 

He also, from the same committee, to whom ! ‘ 
following bills, reported them severally with 

A bill (H. R. 13548) to authorize the commissioners’ court 
Baldwin County, Ala., to construct a bridge across I’ 
River at Waters Ferry ; 

A bill (H. R. 138567) to authorize the Campbell Lumber ¢ 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. Fra Riv ( iv 
County, Ark., at or near the point where the s 1 line be 
tween sections 21 and 28, township 19 north, range 0 ¢ 
touches said river; and 

A bill CH. R. 13568) to authorize the Campbell Lumber ¢ 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. Francis River in ¢ } 
County, Ark., at or near the point where the section by x 
tween sections 25 and 26, in township 20 north, range 9 ea 
touches said river. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4190) to repeal an act entitled “An 
to amend section 2455 of the Revised Statu of tl United 
States,” approved February 26, 1895, and to provide for the d 
posal of isolated tracts of public lands, reported it with ! 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Aff to 
was referred the bill (S. 690) to authorize the Pre lent 
United States to appoint John Gibbon captain and q 
ter in the Army, reported it without amendment, and ed 
a report thereon, 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whx 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 

| amendment, and submitted reports thereon 

A bill (S. 4298) to amend section 4471 of the Revised St 
of the United States, regulation of steam vessel 

A bill (S. 4800) to amend section 4414 of the Revised Statute 
of the United States, inspectors of hnlls and boilers of en 
vessels ; and 

A bill (S. 4299) to amend section 4421 of the Revised Statuts 
of the United States, inspection of steam vessels. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1818) to remove the ch 
desertion standing against the name of John Murphy 


\ bill (S. 8156) to grant an honorable discharge from the 

litary service to Robert GC. Gregg; and 

\ bill (8. 581) authorizing and directing the Secretary of | 
War to condemn and turn over to the State of Idaho two | 


| 
olunteer Infantry at the battle of Santa Ana, P. I, February 
IS99, 


Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 


Whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse re- 


rupp field guns captured from the enemy by the First Idaho | 


John Martin, submitted an adverse report thereon; 

agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred th 

following bills, 


which 


reported them severally without 
andl submitted reports thereon : 
A bill (S. 660) granting an honorable discharge to Ve 
Green; and 
A bill (S. 1925) granting an honorable d harge ft 
Fleming. 
Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on IL ) t 


were referred the following bills, reported t! eve y ‘ 
out amendment, and submitted reports there 


A bill (H. R. 9051) granting an increase of jp on to A 


$. Bouden ; 
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\ bill (H. R. 8944) granting an increase of pension to William 
li. Lorance; 

A bill (HH. R. 8794) granting an increase of pension to Stout 

\ bill (H. R. 6516) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bailey; and 

A bill (IL. R, 7224) granting an inerease of pension to Charles 
R. Ellis 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4453) granting an increase of pension to Cate F. 
Galbraith; and 

A bill (S. 4454) granting pensions to Army Jocomotive engi- 
neers, and providing pensions to widows and minor children of | 
Army locomotive engineers. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 4455) providing for the 


recognition of the men who served as locomotive engineers dur- 
ing the late war of the rebellion; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4456) to amend section 
10 of the act of March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for 


of suits against the Government of the United 
whieh was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

fie also introduced the following bills; which were severally 


the bringing 
States ;” 


read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

\ bill (S. 4457) granting an increase of pension to L. A. 
Tyson ; 

A bill (S. 4458) granting an inerease of pension to Andrea 
P. Quist; 


A bill (S. 4459) granting an increase of pension to Edwin K. 
Lamson ; 


A bill (by request) (S. 4460) granting an increase of pension 
to Ann J. Thompson; and 
A bill (S. 4461) granting an inerease of pension to Thomas 


S. BPlsberry. 
Mr. McE NERY 
to Christopher C 


introduced a bill (S. 4462) granting a pension 
Harlan; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CULBERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4463) 
for the relief of the estate of John T. Henderson, deceased ; 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4464) for the relief of 


certain officers on the retired list of the Army; which was read 


twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4465) granting an increase of 
pension to Maria A. Meily; which was read twice by its title, 
und referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also intreduced a bill (S. 4466) granting an increase of 


pension to Adam Seid; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 4467) removing the charge 
of desertion from the military record of James B. Boyd; which 


was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


referred to 
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to Hannah Caroline Peterson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also intreduced a bill (S. 4474) for the relief of George A. 
Russell, administrater of Stephen Chadwick, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4475) to establish on the 
military reservation at Fert Mason, San Francisco, in the State 
of California, a general depot for the supply departments of 
the United States Army, and to construct thereon the necessary 
storehouses, quarters, and wharves; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also intreduced a bill (S. 4476) establishing regular 
terms of the United States circuit and district courts of the 
northern district of California at Eureka, Cal.; whieh was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4477) for the relief of Daniel 
B. Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4478) for the relief of 
the estate of James Lloyd, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introuduced a bill (S. 4479) granting an honorable 
discharge to James Knight; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4480) to authorize the purchase 


| of portraits of certain ex-Chief Justices of the United States 





Supreme Court; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4481) granting an increase of 
pension to John Claar; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 4482) to amend an act 
entitled “An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Cumberland River at or near Carthage, Tenn.;” which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4483) for the relief of Eugene 
B. Allen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4484) granting a pen- 
sion to Stephen Rice; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $100,000 for the survey of the public lands of the United 
States within the State of Idaho, intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. MONEY submitted an amendment relative to the hours o!' 
labor in the Government Departments, intended to be proposed 


| by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriatio: 


| lution; 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4468) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a building thereon 
tlettsburg, in the State of Kentucky ; which was read twice 
| title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 

i Grounds. 

\I HEYBUR introduced the following bills; which were 

hy ad twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
Publ Lands : 

\ ll (S. 4469) to provide for the survey of the public lands 
of the State of Idaho; and 

\ bill (S. 4470) to prohibit the further withdrawal of public | 
lands of the United States within the State of Idaho for forest- | 
! ve purposes by Executive order, and for other purposes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 4471) creating a com- 
mission te consider and recommend legislation relating to the 
incorporation of common carriers engaged in commerce between 
the States and foreign countries, and for preventing the over- | 
eapitalization of such corporations, and for promoting a uniform 


method of taxing the property and securities of such corpora- 
tions, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 


ond referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4472) for the relief of 
James and William Crooks; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4473) granting a pension 


bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PHOTOLITHOGRAPHING, ETC., AT GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. MORGAN. At the request of the Public Printer, I send to 
the desk a resolution, and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it is hereby, in 
structed to direct the Public Printer to send to the committee a detailer! 
estimate of the cost of establishing in the Government Printing Office al! 
necessary machinery for reproducing photolithographs, half-tone plat 
and zine line drawings; and, if additional skilled labor is required to 
operate said machinery, the cost of employing same. 


Mr. MORGAN. It is a mere resolution of inquiry. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, an 
agreed to. 
LAND 


DECISIONS OF DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following concurrent re: 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu 
That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
print from stereotyped plates 100 copies each of volumes 11 and 
Decisions of the Department of the Interior Relating to Public La: 
and part 1 of Digest ef volumes 1 to 30 Land Decisions; and also 
copies of volume 15, Decisions of the Department of the Interior 
ative to Pensions and Bounty Land, and to deliver the same to th 
retary of the Interior for distribution and sale. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That 2,000 copies of Senate bill No. 529 to promote the ' 
tional defense, to create a naval reserve, to establish American 0 


mail lines to foreign markets, and to promote commerce, as passed 
the Senate, be printed for the use of the Senate. 
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JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. number of the grade to which he may be appointed under this 


On motion of Mr. Lone, and by unanimous consent, the Com- 





mittee on the Judiciary was discharged from the further consid- | of any kind. 
eration of the bill (H. R. 436) establishing a United States| The amendments were agreed to. 
court and recording district at Duncan, Ind. T., and conforming The bill was reported to the Senate as amet vd 
other districts therewith, and it was referred to the Committee | amendments were concurred in. 
on Indian Affairs. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third r 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. the third time, and passed. 
H. R. 13308. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge fhe Secretary. The committe M 
cross the Arkansas River at Pine Bluff, was read twice by its | Preamble. 
tle, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. The VICE-PRESIDENT. With obje 
H. R. 14171. An act making appropriations for fortifications will be stricken out. 
nd other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the BRIDGES OVER ST. FRANCIS RIVER, A 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for Mr. C en iinet ceili dieenaiiieneei 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask u —o he 
: ; 5 aeaidiaiaa Nia consideration at this time of two bridge bills, reported 
Committee on Appropriations. iorning from tl] C : ~ r} iH 
H. J. Res. 92. A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of shite mae caame ~ aie bn neres hey H 
: ~ . . ‘ . . 7 ‘ S an $s necessary : hev ve ¢ \ 
War to deliver to the Southern Historical Society certain uni- | ” ti ae ry — it a as ~ J : 
. . . . ) ( A ‘Tr é » rOr°rk may ( bbe 
dentified battle flags, was read twice by its title, and referred to ee . [CE-PRESIDENT. . Tl { rc I 
he Committee on Military Affairs. - ees n tor 1 - 
unanimous consent for the present derat Ww 
REENGROSSMENT OF HOUSE BILLS. will be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the manne the following The Secretary read the bill (H. 567) to 
ier of the House of Representatives ; which was read: Campbell Lumber Company to construct ge 
Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to have reengrossed and properly | St. Francis River in Clay County, Ark., at or 
ested the following bills ’ where the section line between sections 21 and 2 h 
i. k. 7085. Authorizing the Pea River Power Company to erect a : . ‘ ak Be on : ; 
dam in Coffee County, Ala. ; $ north, range 9 east, touches said ri id, ther ig n 
if. R. 11268. To authorize the construction of a bridge across the | jection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pr ded 
navigable waters of St. Andrews Bay ; and its consideration. 
H. 8. 11045. To amend an act entitled “An act to authorize Wash- TY bill aa rT ted the Senate withou , 
ington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, to cD was reported to the Senate witho end 
truct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River, in the ordered to a third reading, read the third tin id l. 
State of Pennsylvania,” approved February 21, 1903. Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask unanil co f 
Ordered further, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to ee rT : ; ore ; 
ide on the engrossed copies of each of the said bills the proper present consideration ol the bill R. 15568 Lut 
] ment of the Senate’s action thereon. the Campbell Lumber Company to construct b ge acr 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of | St. Francis River in Clay County, t o ar 1 
‘ House of Representatives will be complied with. where the section line between sections 23 and 2 te 
JAMES CALVERT 20 north, range 9 east, touches said river. 
ial — nes ee , . Mr. LODGE. I shall not object this bill, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following disposed of I shall ask for the 1 wier | = 
° anti . _ . > > atiwnac : hic rae rps . . . — a , . : Ur 
resolution of the House of Representatives ; which was read: to take up the bills in their order. 
ne ee aes The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for th 
E Y ] ‘> . > : . . 
. ‘ » Nan: . 
Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return eee i a . ys ill: and. there being n 
to the House of Representatives Senate bill 143, “ Granting an increase The Secretary read the bill; and, ther elng no o 
of pension to James Calvert,” the beneficiary in the same having died. | Senate, as in Committee of the W le proce d ) Ss 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of | sideration. 
" the House of Representatives will be complied with. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm 
IMPORTATION OF IMPURE AND UNWHOLESOME TEA. ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
; The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in UNLAWFUL WEARING OF MILITARY BADGES. 


4 order. The first bill on the 
: The Secrerary. Order of Business No. 3, the bill (S. 1548) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent the importation of 

in pei. and unwholesome tea,” approved March 2, 1897. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair invites the attention of 


Calendar will be stated. 


any time thereafter promoted: 
H. Oliver shall not by the passage of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Calendar. 

The bill (H. R. 
badge or insignia of the Grand 


The 





Army 


Secretary 


will pro eed wi 


58) to prevent the unlawful wear 
of the Republi 
soldier organizations was announced as next in order 


the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] to the bill. endar ; and, there being no objection, the Senate, as in Co! 
Mr. FRYE. Do not the clerks commence where we left off at | tee of the Whole, resumed its consi deration. 
E the last call? These bills were objected to and went over. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The was reported fr 
P. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine sug- | Committee on the District of ee with an amend: 
gest that we begin the Calendar at the point reached when it page 1, line 8, after the words “S ish War Veterans,” 
was last under consideration? sert “or the National Society of the ughters of 1 \ 
Mr. FRYB. Yes; I suggest that the clerks begin where we | Revolution.” and that amendment has emntadion: 
left off the last time. Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I not di 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill at the point reached | pits of any kind generally, but I not und 
when the Calendar was last under consideration will be stated. | Congress of the United States shall legislate to 
JAMES H. OLIVER. badges of associations that do not belong to the pu St 
The bill (S. 1864) for the relief of James H. Oliver, a com- | i any way. I do not see what Congress has to d h 
mander on the retired list of the United States Navy, was an- | things. If we are going into sucl sines t her 
‘ nounced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate as in | be no end to it, and I shall object to its considera\ 
Committee of the Whole proceeded to its consideration. is any unanimous consent about it. ; 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs The \ ICE-PRESIDENT. Che bill will go over under 1 
with amendments, in line 6, after the word “Navy,” to strike | jection of the Senator from Mississippi. . 
out the words “ to take rank at the foot of said grade next after Mr. SCOTT. What Senator objected to the cons at 
Commander Frank M. Bostwick ;” and in line 11, after the word | the bill?) acre : . 
“ grade,” to add the following proviso: | The VICE-PRESIDEN r. The Se rt 
Provided further, That the said James H. Oliver shali be carried as Money}. 


iditi nal to the number of the grade to which he may be appointed 
nder this act or at any time thereafter promoted: 


Mr. SCOTT. 


I understood the Se 


And provided fur- | object. 
' ; | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Did the Chair und 
So as to make the bill read: | ator from Mississippi to object to re 
jeet 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 


President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to appoint James H. Oliver, 


now a commander on the retired list 


f r IEY ( nti ‘an look into 

of the United States Navy, to the grade of commander on the active | Mr. MONEY. . I d > til I< 7 htt 

list of the United States Navy: Provided, That the said James H. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The |! Ww oO 
Oliver shall establish to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy, | tion. 

by examination pursuant to law, his physical, mental, moral, and pro- | hy al msean whe it shou) 

Tessional fitness to perform the duties of that grade: Mr. MONEY. I see no reason why = 


Provided further, 


That the said James H. Oliver shall be carried as additional to the 





the bill just read? 


ject of an enactment by Congress. 
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IMPORTATION OF IMPURE AND UNWHOLESOME TEA. 


Mr. STONE. I desire to call up the bill (S. 1548) to amend | 


an act entitled “An act to prevent the importation of impure and 
unwholesome tea,” approved March 2, 1897. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. STONE. I offer the following amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me? After a brief 
explanation from the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr], 
I withdraw the objection I made a few moments ago and ask 
the Senator to permit the bill in regard to the unlawful wearing 
of badges to be taken up in its order and considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary. After the words “ United States,” page 2 of 
the bill, insert a comma and the words “to be approved as to 
amount and sureties by the Secretary of the Treasury ;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of “An act to prevent the importa- 
tion of impure and unwholesome tea,’ approved March 2, 1897, be 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following words: “Provided, 
That nothing herein shall affect or prevent the importation into the 
United States of any merchandise as tea, tea waste, tea siftings, or 
tea sweepings for the sole purpose of manufacturing theine, caffeine, or 
other chemical products whereby the identity and character of the 
original material is entirely destroyed or changed; and that importers 
and manufacturers who import or bring into the United States such 
tea, tea waste, tea siftings, or tea sweepings shall give suitable bond to 
the United States, to be approved as to amount and sureties by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that said imported material shall be only 
so used under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” 

Mr. STONE. I have offered that amendment to meet the 
suggestion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, we have had no explanation | 


of the bill from the Senator in charge of it. Is there any 
written report with it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A report accompanies the bill. 

Mr. STONE. ‘There is a report. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator explain it? 

Mr. STONE. I can do so. 

Mr. President, I think as intelligent and concise an explana- 
tion as I could make of the bill can be made by reading a part 
of a letter I have received from an important manufacturing 
establishment in St. Louis, and at whose instance, I will say, 
the bill was introduced. The letter is from the Monsanto 








Chemical Works, manufacturers of modern chemical products, | 


of St. Louis. The president of that company or concern writes 
to me as follows: 


We have undertaken the manufacture of a chemical product known as 
‘caffeine’ (or “ theine’’), which at the present time is produced entirely 


from tea waste, siftings, and sweepings. This material is the tailings | 
or the refuse (waste) collected in the various tea houses and gardens of | 


the world. It is composed of tea fluff, taken off the leaves; siftings, 
which occur in sorting out the tea, and the sweepings or dust which ac 
cumulates in the various tea warehouses, 


This material was always thrown awuzuy up to the time caffeine became 


an important chemical product, when, on analysis, it was found that 
this tea refuse contained an appreciable amount of caffeine alkaloid, 
since which time it has been saved and sold to the various manu 
facturers and producers of caffeine. 

Caffeine has become a very important chemical product, and up to a 
aratively few years has been manufactured entirely in Germany 


I will say at this point that I am informed there is but one 


the expense incurred in denaturing it by the addition of lime before it j 
allowed entry to the United States. 

Under these conditions you can readily see that we are justified 
asking for relief from this last great unnecessary expense to be 
position to compete with the European manufacturers. And, furth. 
more, as such outlay is paid to foreign labor by American manufa 
turers, while no one in this country gets any benefit whatever from it. 


Now, as I understand the purpose of the bill 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. SPOONER. If this bill were enacted into law, would the 
tea which would thereby be imported be subject to duty? 

Mr. STONE. The tea waste? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. STONE. I think it would be subject to a duty of 2> 
per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not so now? 

Mr. STONE. As to tea waste? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is prohibited, is it not? 

Mr. STONE. Yes; but do you mean would this product | 
subject to duty? 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill proposes to amend an act entitled 
“An act to prevent the importation of impure and unwholesome 
tea,” with a proviso that this tea, which is now prohibited from 
being imported, shall be permitted to be imported if it be 
denaturized, and that it only may be used for the purpose indi- 
cated in the bill. My question is, would this—— 

Mr. STONE. Tea waste? 

Mr. SPOONER. Would this impure tea, or the tea which 
this bill would permit to be brought into the United States, be 
subject to duty, or be brought in free of duty under this bill? 

Mr. STONE. I should think it would come in free. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it would be subject to duty, the bil! 
should not originate in the Senate. That is the only point of 
my question. 

Mr. STONE. There is no tariff upon it now, and this would 





| not impose one. It is not attempted by the bill to do that. 


Mr. SPOONER. There is a tariff on teas of every descrip- 
tion which are permitted to be entered. If the prohibition upon 


| the entry or importation of certain teas is repealed, whether 
| this would be subject to duty would depend upon the phraseology 


of the tariff act in reference to tea. I do not know what the 
fact would be, and asked because I did not know but what ihe 
Senator from Missouri had looked into it. 

Mr. STONE. I have not looked into that feature of it. The 
mere purpose of this bill is to enable the manufacturers 
caffeine out of tea waste to bring the tea in in its natural fori. 
Under the regulations prescribed by the bill it may be dena- 
turized here, by that means very largely reducing the ex)» 
which would be a useless expenditure now imposed upon tlie 
manufacturer in being compelled to denaturize it abroad. 

The bill has the approval of the Committee on Comnx 
the approval of the Treasury Department, and the approy 


| the Department of Agriculture. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I see the approval of this 
bill by the Secretary of Agriculture is somewhat guarded. Ile 
says: 

I approve of the measure, provided the safeguards against th: 
sumption of the articles imported are sufficiently explicit to se 
manufacturing purposes the whole of the imports admitted unde! 


| provisions of the proposed act. 


other company, besides the company of which the author of this | 


letter is the president, manufacturing caffeine, and that is lo- 
cated in New Jersey. 





rhe German manufacturers are allowed to import this tea waste ad libi 
tum, whe s the English manufacturers are also allowed to import this 
quality of goods, but under supervision of the Government, who see that 
it act y enters into the manufacture of caffeine, so that there is no 
1x ibility of this quality of goods interfering with their tea laws. 

Now s against these conditions, the American manufacturer of caf 
feine is compelled to denature the tea waste before importing by adding 
10 per cent of ic-——for the purpose of making it unfit for food pur 
pose when it illowed to enter into the United States as “ crude 
dru a t of the lime and the labor for this process at point of 
shipment i t 20 per cent of the cost of the goods, to which also 
must be added the additional heavy freight charges caused by the addi 
tion of thi imme iiking the actual cost to the American manufacturer 
almost 25 per cent more than the Kuropean manufacturers pay for the 
same goods at their factories 

While we have a protective duty of 25 per cent ad valorem on 
caffeine, it must not be overlooked that the yield of caffeine from this 
tea waste is mut 25 pei ‘nt To be more explicit, say 100 pounds 
of tea waste yields 24 pounds caffeine. The duty on this product is 25 
per cent ad valorem, as against which must be considered that foreig 





manufacturers have cheap labor and pay freight to the United States 
on only 24 pounds of goods, while we are compelled to pay freight 
charges on 110 pounds (100 pounds tea waste and 10 pounds lime), 
and about 25 per cent more for the same raw material, on account of 


Mr. STONE. I call the attention of the Senator from | 
to the last line of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have that before me. 

Mr. STONE. That reads: 

The said imported material shall be only so used under regulat 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator think such regula ions 
would afford sufficient protection? I only want to inquire , 
Senator if he has looked into this subject to such an extent as 


| to answer that? 


Mr. STONE. I suppose, under this bill, the Secretary « 
Treasury could perform that duty better than anyone els 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Missour: to 
say that there was only one manufacturer of this produ 

Mr. STONE. I have stated that I understand, aside 
the one in St. Louis, there is but one other in the | 
States, 

Mr. ALLISON. Possibly the bill is sufficiently guarded 

Mr. STONE. If it is not, it certainly should be, and 


| willing to accept any suggestion on that line. 


Mr. ALLISON. I think probably the Secretary of the Treas 
ury can make regulations covering the matter. 
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Mr. SPOONER. I wish the Senator from Missouri would 
permit the bill to go over. It is early in the session, and the 
bili will not suffer at all from a little delay. I wish to look 
into the question as to whether this product will be dutiable 
or not if this bill shall be passed, whether the tea waste, now 


altogether prohibited from importation, would, if the bar be re- | 
If it would be, | 


moved, be subject to duty under the tariff act. 
t is perfectly clear that such a bill can not originate in the 
Senate, for it is a bill affecting the revenue. 


? 


lie interest can be adequately safeguarded by regulations oper- 


tive upon the subject-matter after it shall have been admitted | 


to this country and shall have reached its destination in St. 
Louis, or wherever else the manufacturing establishments may 
be located. 

The act which it is proposed to amend by this bill is an act 
passed by Congress in the interest of the public health; it is 
framed, I see, with very great care, and it deals with a subject 
which peculiarly justifies legislative attention. I do not see 
what the Secretary of Agriculture particularly has to do with 
it: why he has to approve it, though I know it is getting to be 
so now that almost everything has to be approved directly or 
ndirectly by the Secretary of Agriculture which has any rela- 
tion whatever to drugs or food, 

Mr. ALLISON. Or health. 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says “health,” but even that 
does not constitute the limit. As stated by the Senator from 


lowa 


lowa, the letter of the Secretary of Agriculture is entirely con- 


ditional; he dees not—and he is wise in that—commit him- 
self to the proposition that adequate safeguards can be af- 


forded. The acting Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Taylor— 
i the Treasury Department is the Department which is to 
make these regulations—writes a letter which is not, for its 
strength and directness, particularly persuasive to me. Ac- 
knowledging the receipt of the reference and setting forth a 
of the bill, the Secretary says: 
The matter has been carefully considered and advice received from 
ard of tea experts at New York, appointed under the provisions 
of section 2 of the tea act of March 2, 1897. 
That is the act to prevent the importation of impure and 
wholesome tea. The Acting Secretary further says: 
The majority of the board— 
That is this board of tea experts appointed by the Government 
1 paid by the Government, doubtless because of their known 
and integrity to perform faithfully this duty of inspec- 
tion and judgment— 
majority of the board are not in favor of the proposed legislation. 
can have no interest in it but the public interest. It is 
ssible to conceive of any basis for their opposition to it 
their judgment as experts, that it is impracticable for the 
Secretary of the Treasury to frame regulations which will 
: sufeguard, as it is now safeguarded, the public against the 
: urreptitious use of tea waste and the like, after it has been 
tted and has reached the manufacturing establishments, 
h are simply under bond. 
c minority is of the opinion that the intent and 
3 can be fully safeguarded under the proposed 
ental regulations, and I concur in this opinion. 
is the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, who is not an 
on the subject at all and does not profess to be, concurs 
e opinion of the minority of the tea experts against the 


Conv 


urpose of the 
ill by proper 


t 


on of the majority of the tea experts that this ought not to 
imitted. 
3 ere is one thing very certain, Mr. President. The present 


protects the people of the United States, the consumers of 
f every class and grade, and every age and sex, against 
s impure and unfit article which Congress, in the interest 
he public health, has excluded from the United States; and 
rotects it, because at tide water it subjects all tea to exami- 
If the experts discover any of the prohibited tea, it is 
ided, it is not permitted to be taken from the custom- 
es at all, or to get in any-way whatever into the commerce 
e country to be made into drink. That is safe; the major 
of the experts say the other is not safe; and I think, for the 
f the dealers and the manufacturers, it is a subject upon 
: h legislation should be on the safe side in the protection of 
uth. 
further examination, I do not know but it may be dis- 
‘ed that this bill may safely pass; but for one I want to 
ee the communications from the board of experts; I want 
know on what ground the majority put their opinion against 
nd I want to know the terms of the opinion of the minority 
h favors it. And so—I suppose an objection will stop this 


b for the time being—without prejudice to the bill, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I ask that it go over. 
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I wish for one to | 
look a little more carefully into the proposition whether the pub- | 
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ne oa 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President ~ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under object { 
over. 
Mr. SPOONER. Of course I withdraw the « t f t 


Senator from Missouri desires to be he 
Mr. STONE. Just a word, Mr. Preside! 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator f: M 
| Mr. STONE. I certainly would not myself ob : I l 
| to the bill going over as has been requested; but I ho} 
it again considered at a very early day, and trust that 
| then be disposed of in some way. 
| Mr. President, it goes without saying that none of u sires 
| to have introduced impure products that may be used for food 
| which will in any degree imperil the public health. C: 
however, is an important chemical product used in a gre V 
chemical combinations, and if it can be manufactured | 
| give employment to capital and to labor, and a ne 
| thereby be developed, it ought to be done. I think ther 
|} universal concurrence in that statement. 
The waste tea, out of which the caffeine is produ ‘ 
| to be admitted under the terms of this bill or along th 
| proposed by this bill as cheaply as possible to the manufact 
| if it can be done without danger to the public health. I und 
| stand that to be the point which the Senator suggested, aside 
| from the one involving the tariff feature of it. 
Now, Mr. President, it does seem to me that the Secretary . 
of the Treasury ought to be able to prescribe regulations 
| would guard the misuse of this article when it is once impo! 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from M 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. STONE. Certainly: 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator whethe: 
this refuse tea can be put to any other use than the m 
of caffeine? 
Mr. STONE. It can not. After it has been den 
| whole utility as tea is lost. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It can not be used, then, 
| food, and can only be used as a product f1 
| facture caffeine? 
| Mr. SPOONER. That is not true. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to know what the truth 
| Mr. SPOONER. Under the law now, before it can » ir 
| this country at all, it is denatured, as the Senato1 M 
| souri says, after which operation it can not be used food 
| purposes. The proposed change in the law is to pe! 


coming into this country before it is denatured, and be de 
under bond wherever the consignee happens to live 


natured 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. And so it could be used for other 
poses than the manufacture of caffeine? That is the | 
which I am interested. 

Mr. STONE. It can be denatured under such regu 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescril« Th 
waste tea is denatured, as they term it, by the uss 
is mixed with lime, and after the chemical operation of t! 


is completed its food quality is absolutely destroyed, as I 


stand. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator be kind e y 8 
what is the matter of cost in denaturing it that 
manufacturers to desire its admission and this 


denaturing to take place in this country? What 
they are dissatisfied with the present law? 
Mr. STONE. It must be denatured al 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly 
Mr. STONE. And it requires the shipment of 110 pounds of 


ron 


waste tea and lime, paid for as freight, wl 
manufacturer in England and Germany takes 100 
waste tea and converts it into two and a half pounds 


caffeine and exports it. The weight of the raw 
lime, as I understand the statement of this man 
it a great burden upon the industry. 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not see at this moment 
ference in advantage between the English manuf: ir ] 
American manufacturer will be affected or cured 
proposed law. Of course, the man who is nearer the s 
production can always denaturize and n 
and put it into smaller compass for sale abro: 
than the man who has to pay freight a long 
Mr. STONE. ‘he president of the Mons = 
in a letter says this, if the Senator w ty 
Mr. SPOONER. I only want % 
Mr. STONE. He says: 
The German manufacturers e allowed 
ad libitum, whereas the English manuf rers are also a ‘ 


| port this quality of goods 
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That 
tion 
but under supervision of the Government— 

So as to prevent any misuse of it to the detriment of the pub- 
lic health 
who see that it actually enters into the manufacture of caffeine, so 
that there is no possibility of this quality of goods interfering with 
their tea laws. 

Now, as against these conditions the American manufacturer of 
caffeine is compelled to denature the tea waste before importing, by 
adding 10 per cent of lime—for the purpose of making it unfit for food 

when it is allowed to enter into the United States as “ crude 
: The cost of the lime and the labor for this process at point 
of shipment is about 20 per cent of the cost of the goods, to which 
also must be added the additional heavy freight charges caused by the 
addition of this lime, making the actual cost to the American manu- 
facturer almost 25 per cent more than the European manufacturers 
pay for the same goods at their factories. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Lowa? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that this bill does not confine 
itself to tea waste. It provides that tea may be imported, 
which changes entirely the character of the statute which the 
Senator from Wisconsin cited. 

Mr. SPOONER. The statute reads, “ Tea, tea waste, tea sift- 
ings, or tea sweepings.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That covers the entire range of tea. 
present time tea can only be imported under bond. No tea can 
go into consumption until after it has been examined by tea 
experts, and if they reject any portion of the tea as not coming 


is, 


they purchase it abroad—from the place of produc- 


purposes 









from Missouri 


At the | 





up to the standard the importation of that tea is absolutely pro- 
hibited—that is to say, it can not go into consumption. But 
under this proposed bill any importer can declare that he is 
importing this tea and this tea waste for manufacturing pur- 
poses, give bond that he will do it, and thereby the whole mat- 
ter of the importation of it is subjected to the eaprice or the 
discretion of the manufacturer. So if we are to provide a 
method to accomplish this object we should, it seems to me, 
provide,that at the port of entry this tea or tea waste, or what- 
ever it is, should be made unfit for consumption as food or 
drink. This bill leaves it to the manufacturer to take this tea 
and utilize it in his discretion for the purpose of manufacturing 
caffeine or whatever he desires to manufacture from it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not know the Senator had the floor. I 
was simply going to say, Mr. President, that this bill seems to 
have given rise to a great deal of debate, and is likely to give 
rise to more, and as there are a number of unobjected matters 
on the Calendar which can be passed I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will be willing to let the bill go over. 

Mr. STONE. I am entirely willing to let it go over. 
stated, I think it better, after what has been said by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin and the Senator from Iowa, that it should 
vo over. The bill may be imperfect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar, 


from Missouri 


UNLAWFUL WEARING OF MILITARY BADGES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
Money] has 
House bill 58, the 

The rARY. 


of which will be stated. 
bill (H. R. 58) to prevent the unlawful 


title 
A 


MECR 


ing 


wearing of the badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Re- | 
public or other soldier organizations, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
mendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
he bill was read the third time, and passed. 
UNION OF ARIZONA WITH NEW MEXICO. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 


diate consideration of the order which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the order. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Ordered, Vhat 


tional copies of Senate Document No. 216, first session Fifty-ninth 
Congress. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the document which it is proposed to 
reprint? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is a protest against the union of 


Arizona with New Mexico. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the order? 





There being no objection, the order was considered by unani 
mous consent, and agreed to. 

LAPENE & FERRE. 

The bill (S. 1532) for the relief of the legal representati, 
of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré was announced as next 
order on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill has heretofore been con- 
sidered and passed by the Senate, but the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Spooner] entered a motion to reconsider the votes hy 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a cotton-claim bill, Mr. President 
and is one of a vast number involving not only several ques- 
tions, but a good many million dollars. I entered the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill passed in order that | 
might read the report. I found from reading the report that it 
would be necessary to read a large number of documents to 
get at the real history of the claim. 

Moreover, I wish to present, when I discuss very briefly the 
motion to reconsider, some information from 
Department as to the status of this whole business. I do not 
see how the matter is reached on the Calendar now, unless it 
reaches my motion to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie over with 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin pending. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can call it up at any time, as I under- 
stand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At any time. 

WILLIAM H. JOSLIN. 

The bill (H. R. 8773) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Joslin was considereil as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William I. 
Joslin, late captain Company B, and major, Twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHTHOUSE AT ISLE AU HAUT HARBOR, MAINE. 


The bill (S. 4095) to establish a light and fog-signal station 
at or near Isle au Haut Harbor, Maine, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor to have established and constructed a licht 
and fog-signal station at or near Isle au Haut Harbor, Isle au 
Haut,-Me., at a cost not to exceed $14,400. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the time, snd 
passed. 


the 





As I | 


withdrawn his objection to the consideration of 


there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 addi- | 


CAPE HINCHINBROOK (ALASKA) LIGHT-HOUSE. 


The bill (S. 2703) to establish a light-house and fog signal « 
| Cape Hinchinbrook, Hinchinbrook Island, Prince Willixm 
Sound, in the district of Alaska, was considered as in Comiunit 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to construct on Cape Hinc! 
brook, Hinchinbrook Island, Prince William Sound, in the dis- 
trict of Alaska, a first-class light-house and fog signal, at a cost 
of not more than $75,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 1 
and passed. 

FORT BRADY MILITARY RESERVATION, MICH. 

The bill (S. 2801) to withhold from sale a portion of J ort 
Brady Military Reservation, at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., was 
t 
i 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 1 
portion of the military reservation known as Fort Brad) 
| the city of Sault Ste. Marie, Mieh., bounded on the nortl by 
that part of Water street adjacent to the Government park, on 
the east by Brady street, on the south by Portage avenue, :nd 
on the west by Bingham avenue, be reserved from sale u 
the authority of the act of Congress authorizing the sa 
| Old Fort Brady, approved July 8, 1886, and that it be set rt 
for a site for a public building at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 0! 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT CAPE SPENCER, ALASKA. 

The bill (S. 2705) to establish a light-house and fog signs) 00 
Cape Spencer, at the entrance to Cross Sound, in the distri | 0! 
Alaska, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmer E 
| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read fhe third e, 
| and passed. 


THE LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


The bill (S. 791) to promote the efficiency of the Life-S 
| Service was announced as the next bill in order on the Cal: r. 
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Mr. HALE. This is a very important bill, involving an en- 
tirely new principle of a retired list for this Service, and I must 
object to the consideration of this and also the next bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish the Senator would allow the bill to be 
read and also the report of the committee, so as to place the in- 
formation before the Senate. The bill has been reported unani- 
mously from the Committee on Commerce, and there is a very 
valuable report from the Treasury Department on the subject. 
I shall be glad to have the bill and the report read. 

Mr. HALE. Let them be read, and then let the bill go over | 
under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill and report will be read. 

Mr. NELSON. I prefer that the bill should not lose its place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble is, if I agree to that and the Senator 
eets ic read now, it may come up some time when I am not here, 
and no attention will be paid to it and it will be passed without 


discussion. It is a bill important enough to be thoroughly dis- | 
cussed. We ought not to make a retired list for any new branch 


of any service, in my judgment, and the bill can not be passed 

thout pretty extended debate. I have no objection to the 
Senator having the report read now, but I shall ask that the bill 
go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill and the report will be read, 

| the objection of the Senator from Maine will be interposed 

the reading. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not be here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will make announce- 
ment of objection on the part of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. NELSON. After the bill and report shall have been read 
{ bill will go over under the objection of the Senator from 


Maine. 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. It will go to the Calendar under | 
Rule IX. 


Mr. HALE. And also the next bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will now be read. 
he Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. | 


NeLson on the 18th instant. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Is the bill now pending before the Senate 


report on which is being read? 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was read, and—— 
Mr. OVERMAN. I understood there was objection to it. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. 





The objection was a conditional 

Ol It was that the bill and the report should be read, and 
r the reading the bill should go to the Calendar under | 
Rule LX. 
Mr. NELSON. I will ask that the report be printed in the | 
Recorp. There is no need of reading the report any further if | 


in be printed in the Recorp. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
be printed in the Rrecorp. 
» entire report is as follows: 


Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 26) 
omote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service, have had the same 
consideration and beg to submit the following report, with the 
nendation that the bill do pass with amendments: | 
bill was referred by your committee to the Secretary of the | 
y for information bearing upon its merits and the propriety of 
age. That officer referred it to the General Superintendent of | 
e-Saving Service, who made a very full report thereon, which, 
er with the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting 
his concurrence, is hereto attached and made a part of this 


41s 


1 | 


report of the General Superintendent discloses a serious condi- 
the Service that demands immediate relief to avert threatened 
This condition arises from the continual exodus from its 
numbers of its best men and the impossibility of filling the re- 

_yacancies with competent recruits. To overcome the difficulty 

‘lent inducement must be provided to insure the retention of the | 

e men still remaining in the Service and the enlistment of suit- 

cruits to fill existing and future vacancies. 

ears that there are two ways in which this may be done—one 

reasing the compensation of the crews, the other by providing 

em of retirement. Bills providing for both methods were intro- 
in the Fifty-eighth Congress, but the freinds of the Service advo- 
in hearings before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
erce of the House, the bill for retirement in preference to the bills 
reased compensation. The committee had several hearings upon 
bill, but came to no agreement. In the meantime the situation in 

Jife-Saving Service has grown worse. 

‘* the two remedies proposed, that of retirement is shown to be 
expensive, the preference of the corps, and the most likely to 
the impaired efficiency of the Service and put it upon a basis 

will not be readily affected by the fluctuations of wages in the 
‘SS world in the future. The present bill provides for the appli- 
m of this remedy. Its enactment would not form a dangerous 
eaent, nor could it be regarded as the beginning of a civil pension 
Che adoption of a wise and desirable measure does not constitute 
recedent for the adoption of an unwise and undesirable one, nor 
da just claim for favorable action be denied for fear that its 
an Every propo- 


of 


e 
s of 





ice would be cited in support of an unjust one. 
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| of the bill and the propr 


| of the service, its nature and extent, its peculiar features, and 
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sition for legislation of this nature should be decided u its wn 
merits. 

No other civil branch of the Government can pre t claims to the 
benefit of retirement equal to those of the Life-Sav Ser None 
approach it as regards the dangerous character of its duties, id none, 
not even the Revenue-Cutter Service, to which Congress has recently 
granted retirement, has a closer alliance with the milit y of tl 
Government, to which such provision has hitherto » col ed In 
fact, during the late war it formed an important | ‘ e Navy 
under the command, for military purposes, of a naval , and was 


recognized as such by a special act of Congress, 
the continuance on duty of the crews of the life-say 
the Atlantic coast through the summer months ! y to 
the sole purpose of cooperation with the Navy This conne 
tinues in time of peace, and the Service is then 
purposes, particularly in naval drills and 
considerations, therefore, the importance of 





also utilized for 1 
ma I 
ke 














I ™ in 
efficient condition for the performance of its part LV 
in time of war should not be overlooked while we : ‘ 
much in other directions to strengthen the military power for t 
national defense. 

Retirement as granted to the Army and Navy is tl ick \ g 
by the Government of a moral obligation on account of p 
ous service, and is a compensation for the loss of earnir 
| incurred through injury, disease, or the devotion of | j 
years of life to the performance of duty. On these grounds no s 
ants of the Government are more entitled to consideration than 
men employed in the Life-Saving S ‘ If th 1couragemen 
patriotism is an additional reason for the grant to the Army and Navy 
the encouragement of humanity, of which the Life-Saving S« is 


the highest national exponent, is equally worthy of the same re ition 





Your committee regard the men in the life ving 8s f 
entitled to the benefits proposed to be given them by the i \ t 
reference to the necessity of checking the decadence of the S&S ‘ 

| but the present critical situation gives warning t porta f 





speedy and effective action. The Life-Saving Service of this country 
has for many years, by universal consent, stood at the head of all si 
lar institutions in the world. It has gained and maintair this ex 
alted position partly through the superiority of its organi 

chiefly through the skill, the training, the conscientious devot 

duty, and the heroism of its sturdy crews, who have wrought a 

















ments that have made them famous and reflected hol ul 
tion. The country can not afford to be ungel ) ‘ 1 tl 
less to allow the Service to sink into incompetency and disr 
The measure has the support of the principal commercial and ! 


time organizations of the country, and of the press gener y 
eral of the State legisiatures have passed resolutions in its fav 


urged by the chief officers of the Service and the Sec 
Treasury, and the President has called special attention 
in his annual message to Congress. 

The amendments proposed by the committee are as foll 

Page 2, line 12, strike out “officer of the Revenue ter Se 


on duty as. cm 
Page 2, line 17, after the word “it,” insert “or w 


be disabled in the Service.” 
TREASUI DEPARTME : 
Washinoat January 19 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the pt of y te 


transmitting bill 8S. Fifty-ninth Co ess, 
mote the efficiency of the Life-Saving Service,” a: 
tions touching the merits of the bill and the proj 
The matter was referred to the General Supe 
Saving Service for his report, which has been 
transmitted with my concurrence. 
Respectfully, L. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTED ON COMMERCE, 
United States Se 


<6, 








received and is herewith 


nate 


TRI AST iY Dt AR MI 
OFFICE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT LIF! 
Washingt 


~~ AVING ~ ivVI 
Jai 
Srr: I have the honor 
letter to you from the Com 
dated December 8, 1905, transmitt 
gress, first session, entitled “A i to promot ; I : 
Life-Saving Service,” and asking for suggestions touching the |! its 
ety of 
The bill provides for the creatior 
ents of life-saving districts, keepers 
bers of life-saving crews (also re 
the rate of retired pay for 
officers and men shall be 
one, and in order to ' 
its proper consideration it will 











supp 





hea 
ent condition and needs. 


District superintendents.—The Life-S 
ganized divides the sea and lake coa 
and Porto Rico not included) into 
under the direction of a district 
quired, upon 
years of age. 


sufficient 





thi 
superinte 
appointment, to be not 


read an 
to prope! 
line of 


: ni 
They must be able to 
knowledge of accounts 
ness, must familiar with the 
tricts, and conversant with the manage! 
life-saving appliances. They are appointed 
amination, in which all keepers in the whe 
have been invited to participate. Their appointment 
like that of the keepers and crews of th , 
made solely with reference to their fitness and wil refere 
political or party affiliations. 

Their duties comprise the immediate superint 
stations embraced in their respec ist 
they pay the wages of the crews mont 
as authorized by the Department. They 
ors of customs. ‘They are required to ent ) 
ing from $10,000 to $50,000, according to the 
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In addition to quarterly tours they are obliged to visit their stations on 
frequent ot ions as circumstances require, and to be present on 


i 


occasions of wreck whenever practicable, but they are not required to 


er o« 


































































































ke ap e in the boat. They sometimes do so voluntarily. They are 
| I ever, to exposure in all kinds of weather in their frequent 
yuri ilong the coast during the active season, which embraces the 
most nt portions of the year, in most instances extending for 
hundreds of miles along desolate coasts and distant from railroad facill- 
often hrough storms and drifting snows, sometimes camping out 
| subsisting on rude and scanty fare, frequently making their way in 
ill boats upon dangerous waters, and nearly always under circum- 
s as different from the comforts and luxuries of ordinary travel.as 
can well ncei I 
h hardsh dangers do not fall to the lot of many persons 
in ci life risks incurred are of no slight importance is 
proven by the fact that out of the small number of persons who have | 
i i the’ position of district superintendent in the thirteen districts 
t organization of the system two have perished by drowning; 
‘ escaped t fate only by re chance after prolonged suffering in 
one istained serious injury in the performance of duty, 
I ng a paint rgic operation, as a result of which he has 
nee died‘ and death h befallen three in consequence of exposure and 
ard p v e on the official tours through their districts. Of the 
six who t e died in t formance of duty but one breat! is last 
( nd among fri Perhaps the saddest case of all is at of 
I lent who, upon learning of the stranding of a ves in the | 
of a ling blizzard in the depth of winter, immediately set out 
late night and mad i vay, through drifting snow, to the 
of ‘ k, si ] les di nt. As a resuit of that night’s 
‘ me 1 ly 1d and his health was irrecoverably under- 
lL lat entiré lost his reason, which is also attributed 
l dr iful expe : 
‘ t of district superintendents yaries from $1,700 to 
Leep ere are at ] nt 278 stations, distributed as follows: 
» hur l the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, sixty on the Great Lakes, 
I l’a (in ding a station at Nome, Alaska), and one 
I I fa of t Ohio River). Each of these stations, ex- 
‘ in t l ‘ I known as houses of ‘fuge, is | 
I ned ; men varying in number from six | 
t ra t of the various localities, aggre- 
The \ a 
‘ int ymotion of surfmen from the respec- 
tive d in lich the vacancies exist, upon the nomination of the 
‘ nd the recommendation of the general superintendent. 
I di t ire 1 lired to certify that the man recommended 
is t | qj 1 avail e man in the district, and that the nomina- 
t is 1 ‘ lely with reference t his fitness for the position and 
wit! nee to any other consideration whatever. The nomination 
} ) te from a surgeon of the Public 
LI iM showing that the candidate is phys- 
? 
f tion crews and are intrusted with 
tod t property at the stations, where 
t I i the general management and con- 
‘ of t urnal of all transactions of every 
1 and ripts thereof to the Department. 
‘ e also inspectors of customs, and as such look out for the Goy- 
1 inter¢ in relation to dutiable goods on board of wrecked 
\ s 1 ir respective precincts against smuggling. They 
law the rdians of all wrecked property until 
eved of tl nsibility by the owners or their agents. They con- 
‘ t the d y ill eir crews and are held responsible for their 
y in tl ous duties which may be required of them. 
0 { ywhing 1d most hazardous duty is on occasions of 
( which they d t the operations for rescue, taking the 
it vice and the e responsibility at all times. 
Dp is fixed by at $900 per annum each, with 
( { keep of houses of ref e, each of whom receives 
Surimen are ¢€ mp! yvved only after examir 1 a certifi 
cat by the Civil Service Commission. Applicants 1 t be citizens 
‘ Uy 1 States not under 18 nor over 45 years of age; not less 
1 f G inches in height; not less than 135 nor more than 205 
f ls in weight; must reside in the district In which they seek em- 
1 and not more than 5 miles inland; must have had at least 
{ ~ OX en ; surfmen, sailors, or boatmen; must be able 
1 an 1 Inglish language, and must be good swimmers. 
‘ ! ld but for a term of one year, and are 
( to year so long as they are found able-bodied and 
I t i are willing to serve, with the design of making available 
and owledge ich they have acquired in the service 
I they re compelled before enlistment to undergo a strict 
ind upon admission must be absolutely sound, 
rh lso reexamined at each annual enlistment. 
{ I by surgeons of the Public Health and 
{ ( » rey to their respective stations and 
for the most part upon lonely, 
yI nan associations, and 
e Atlant dG , fr Ist day of August 
t May llow pon the Lake coasts, from the 
‘ n ir c ur its close some time in 
; T ; ner ¢ t rigorous weather of 
i 0 ast ughout the entire year. 
‘ 1 « man is permitted to be ab- 
‘ 1 one « in t in fine weather. 
No } iteve » surfmen except in urgent 
en ( sh acceptable substitutes, to 
W it t of t r ‘ sis paid. 
rheir duties at t tation consist of daily practice and drill of some 
kind with t its and iratus, taking care of the station and the 
Government makin uch repairs and improvements as may be 
within the ! eir ¢ ity, and keeping an unremitting lookout by 
day over that portion of the coast which is visible from the station 
tower or other point of vantage. The night is divided into four watches, 
each taken by two surfmen These men patrol the beach alternately 
to the right and left, one standing watch at the station while the other 


is on patrol. Where stations are within communicating distance each 
patrolman carries a check which is deposited at the end of the patrol, 
to be taken up by the man from the adjacent station, who in turn 
leaves his check Where the stations are too widely separated to make 

lar beat of several miles is 


such exchange of checks practicable a regu 








assigned, at the limit of which is placed a key which the patrolman is 
obliged to reach and there make record of his presence upon the patro 
clock which he carries for the purpose. During thick weather th 
patrols are continued throughout the twenty-four hours. In this w: 
there is a practically continuous line of men patrolling up and dow 
the entire dangerous portions of our coasts, always on the alert to 
warn vessels running into danger and to render prompt assistance | 
case of disaster, with another equal number of men keeping a sha: 
lookout from the stations, watching for any signal that may be ma 
by their mates on patrol, and attending to telephone calls which may 
come from adjacent stations or from telephones located between sta 
The severity of this duty can hardly be conceived by the a 
customed to remain at night within doors. Some idea may be formed 
from the fact that men have perished in its discharge, while oth 
have providentially escaped death only through timely rescue by th: 
comrades. It is not at all unusual for patroimen to meet with acciden 
which cripple them through stumbling in the dark over driftwood and 
unseen obstacles or losing their foothold upon the slippery ice ban} 
which are frequently piled many feet in height along the beaches, and 
a large proportion of the deaths which have occurred in the Servi 
is due to disease contracted through exposure on patrol. It frequent 
happens during the prevalence of storms that the men are drenched 
by overflooding seas or by having to wade through the beach gulli 
often waist deep or deeper. This duty is considered so important t! 
it is never, under any circumstances, omitted, and its infraction is held 
to be unpardonable and is punished by dismissal. It is probable that 
there is no duty in any other branch of the Government service or 
civil life that is at all comparable with this beach patrol in the de 
of exposure, peril, and severe, exhausting toil which it involves. 
guard or sentry duty of the soldier might be suggested, as also 
night patrol of policemen in severe wintry weather, but the cond 


tion 





pie 


l 


under which these duties are performed are so dissimilar that there « 
be no comparison. 
To the foregoing regular routine must be added their terrible and 


daring labors at shipwreck. This, of course, is their highest duty, and 
involves efforts almost superhuman and heroism carried to the \ 
brink of deadly peril, and oftentimes to death itself. It is unn: 

to enlarge upon this feature, as their achievements are of world : 
repute. The extent of their services is attested in the annual rep , 
the Service by statistics showing great numbers of lives saved and \ 
amounts of property delivered from the perils of the sea. The | ! 
of the Service since the organization of the system, in 1871, show 

loss of life to be less than 1 per cent of the more than 100,000 px 
imperiled within its effective scope. 

The compensation of surfmen is fixed by law at $65 per month while 
actually on duty. On the Atlantic coast they are off duty during two 
months of each year, and on the Great Lakes they have near! t 
months of idleness during the winter, when for a large number of t 
no other employment is open. They receive no allowances of any | 
being obliged to furnish their own uniforms and clothing, even to 
storm clothes required on patrol and in wreck duty, and to mai: L 
their mess at the station—employing a cook at their own expens 
adding that work to their other duties—so that such of them as 
families are compelled to contribute to the support of two hous 

In addition to the officers and men whose qualifications, dutie 
have been related above are the General Superintendent, who has 
eral charge of the Service; a chief inspector of life-saving stations 
is an officer of the Revenue-Cutter Service detailed by the Secreta: 
the Treasury under the authority of law, and assistant inspect l 
several of the districts, also detailed officers of the Revenue-( , 
Service. For these inspecting officers retirement has already been pro- 
vided through their connection with the Revenue-Cutter Service. 


AND NECESSITY OF REMEDIAL LEGISLATION. 


At the present time the Service in several districts is in a se: 
crippled condition for want of competent men to fill the station 
and the difficulty of securing such as are properly qualified in sufi 
numbers to supply the vacancies is constantly increasing. Nu 
stations are without full crews of regularly enlisted men. In o 
tion there is not a regular surfman enrolled; in another there is 
1, and several other stations have but 2 enlisted surfmen each. I) 
district only 5 out of 16 stations are manned with full crews of 
lars. In another district there are but 2 stations out of 8, and in 
other but 2 out of 11, fully manned with regulars. Other district 
depleted in the same way to a considerable extent. New lists of 
bles from which to supply vacancies have recently been received m 
the Civil Service Commission. For one district where 24 vacan 
exist there is but 1 eligible; in another, for 26 vacancies there are 
4 eligibles, and in another, for 34 vacancies there are but 9 e! 
To supply these vacancies temporary men, obtained from w! 
possible, are employed. In most instances these are greatly in 
professionally, physically, and morally. 

The candidates upon the eligible lists are themselves much in 
professionally, to those who formerly composed such lists. Hv: 
were possible to replenish the crews, the frequent changes, with thy 


PRESENT CONDITION 


sequent necessity of constantly training inexperienced recruits to ’ 
the places of the tried and weli-trained men leaving the Service, i 


be seriously detrimental. Sut when to this is added the fact t 
men who are thus leaving in growing numbers are of necessity th 
since these can most readily secure better paying and more d 
positions elsewhere, while the class of men from which recruits 1 


| drawn is steadily beconiing less desirable, it is evident that the « 





of com} 


of the Service is being rapidly undermined. A striking proof « 

is the great increase, year by year, in the number of dismissals 

sary to be made fer cause, the number of such last year being « 3 

that of the year before. In former years such a dismissal w i 

tremely rare. 
A continuance of this state of affairs invites disaster to the 

and reproach to the Government. To avert such a result and to 

and maintain the high standard of efficiency which has heretofo! 

acterized the Service, legislation calculated to encourage the en! 

etent men and to retain the best still remaining is imperat 


HOW SHALL RELIEF BP APFORDED? 
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at 


Only two methods of relief have been suggested as practi 
One, providing for a material increase in the wages of surfm : 
keepers commensurate with the duties required of them and wi ; 
greatly increased cost of living since tfle present rate of pay wi ‘d 
the other, providing for some such system of retirement as is p 
by the bill in hand. ~ - 

While an increase of compensation sufficient to attract suital . 
would doubtless afford a remedy, for a time at least, a numbel B 
jections to this, as compared with the other course, present them 3. 
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It is impossible to fix a rate of pay adjustable to the constantly 
changing seale of wages in the business world. What would be only 
ist to-day may in a year or two be deemed extravagant, and the exist- 
ence of such a condition would not be well for the Service nor for the 
Government. An attempt to reduce the rate would create a feeling 
mong the men that they were being unjustly and meanly dealt with— 
for wage-earners never recognize that they are overpaid—and discontent 
ind a tendency to demoralization would follow. This is not a mere 
conjecture or opinion. The rate of pay of surfmen has been changed 
y law seven times, including both raising and lowering, since the or- 
ganization of the system, an average of once every five years, and the 
experience of the Service proves the statement. 

‘he smallest increase for surfmen that would probably relieve the 
present difficulty is $10 per month. This would make their monthly 
pay while on duty the same that their immediate superiors, the keep 

, now receive. To suitably compensate for the greater responsibility 

ting upon the latter, to facilitate the maintenance of proper discip 
| to stimulate in the surfmen a healthy ambition to excel, by hold 
ir out the reward of a promotion worth aspiring to, and to mark 
the proper distinction in rank a proportionate increase in the pay of 
keepers would be necessary. 
annum. Bills providing for the above rates to keepers and surfmen 
were introduced in the Fifty-eighth Congress. A bill embracing the 
provisions of the present measure was also pending at the same time. 
. careful calculation was made, covering a period of twenty years, to 
ascertain the comparative cost between retirement at the present rate 
wages, with al 
pay of the keepers and surfmen at the rates above specified, and it 
was found that the saving to the Government by retirement would be 
over 40 per cent in the case of surfmen, and in that of the keepers 
irly 23 per cent. Taken together there would be a saving of about 

per cent, which in twenty years would amount to more than 
750,000. 
A greater advantage, however, than this saving in money would un- 
doubtedly be derived by the Service in the promotion of its efficiency 
which retirement would produce. Such a provision, giving assurance 
to the men that after faithful and honorable service through a long 
series of years, or when advancing age should make them conscious 
their waning physical powers, or when in the course of the per- 
formance of duty they should become incapacitated for further service 
they would not be thrown out to suffer in penury the rest of their 
es, but would be provided with the means of a modest living and 
tain an honorable standing among their fellows, would not only re- 
in the desirable men now in the Service, but would prove a great 
lucement for the enlistment in sufficient numbers of substantial 
n superior both in professional capacity and character to those now 
‘tainable and who would adopt the profession as their life work. 
It is believed it would secure for the Service its pick from the best 
qualified surfmen upon our coasts, who, once in the Service, would be- 

ne more valuable by the experience gained year by year and to 
whom the advantage of remaining would constantly grow greater as 
they approached the realization of the benefits of retirement. 

Increased devotion to duty on their part as a means of insuring re- 
tention and an improved morale would be the attendant advantages 
to the Service. The men would not, as they do now, jump at offers 
of somewhat higher wages outside than they now receive, but would 
hesitate to aecept even much higher compensation before they would 


the stations fully manned, and an increase in the | 
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| sels, should any appear, and also tl 


This could hardly be less than $300 per | 





ve up permanent situations promising a fostering care after their | 


eful laboring days have passed. As between the two remedies pro 
d for the relief of the present grave situation, the men of all 
ies in the Service are understood to be unanimously in favor of the 
contemplated by the bill under notice. 


OBJECTIONS TO RETIREMENT CONSIDERED. 


Why, then, in view of the foregoing considerations, should it not 
be adopted? One, and the chief, objection that has been raised against 
e bill, is that its enactment would be the beginning of a civil pension 
t. This objection could be more consistently urged if Congress had 
t recently passed a bill providing for the retirement of disabled and 
nnuated officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service, a branch of the 
service as indisputably within the domain of the civil service 
is the Life-Saving Service. But it is not apparent how any other 
h of the civil service could properly cite the granting of retire- 
in the case of either of the two services as a precedent. As to 
Life-Saving Service, it is confidently asserted that no other branch 
advance an equal claim to this protection. It annually saves a 
multitude of human lives and an amount of property largely exceeding 
ilue the cost of its maintenance, and in doing this incurs dangers 
| hardships vastly greater than those that attach to any other civil 
h of the Government. Only the Army and Navy render such 
dous service, and probably it was on account of the dangers at 
nt upon the occupation of those employed therein in time of war 
pensions and retirement were accorded them. 
Until the organization of the Life-Saving Service it is not recalled 
at there was any branch of the Government, other than the Army and 
vy service, which was especially hazardous, and hence general pen 
mn legislation has been limited to them. ‘The recent legislation in 
alf of the officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service was granted on the 
und that in time of war it was a part of the Navy. The Life-Saving 
vice has fully as strong a claim on this ground. During the Spanish 
‘ican war the Life-Saving Service was attached to the Navy and 
‘d the principal part of the naval coast signal service. Under the 
iority of an act of Congress, passed upon the earnest recommenda 
of the Secretary of the Navy, the stations upon the Atlantic coast 
e kept open and manned for active service during the months of 
12 and July for the special purpose of cooperation with the Navy, 
otherwise, under the law, they would have been closed. In his 


making the recommendation the Secretary of the Navy described 
Life-Saving Service as a very important adjunct to the Navy and, in 
stated that unless the enactment was made the plans and prep- 

is of the Navy would be greatly crippled. 
e station crews, for the purposes of the war, were under the com 
lof Capt. John R. Bartlett, United States Navy, superintendent of the 
‘t signal service, who, in his report ta the Navy Department, speaks 
the highest terms of the efficiency and importance of the connection. 
is connection has since been permanently established, and the Service 
how as much a part, and as important a part, of the Navy in time 
of war as the Revenue-Cutter Service, and the connection is maintained 
to In peace and war, which with regard to the Revenue-Cutter Service, 
whose officers retirement is allowed, is not the case. The events of 
war took such a turn that it was impossible for the enemy to seri- 
ously threaten the coast, and consequently the opportunity did not 
arise for a practical demonstration of the great value of the coast sig- 


} 





the 








he made land off Jupiter and signaled that the Or¢ 
all on board well and ready for battle 

In time of peace the system is utilized by the Navy in various wa 
but particularly in connection with the naval drill! 
the Atlantic coast, and the system is now 
of wireless telegraphy. It is a fortunate thing 
the Life-Saving Service constitutes a line of rr I 
ocean coast so distributed and equipped as to detect liatels 1 
instantly report to naval headquarters the 


nal service in case of an invasion by the enemy t t 

| officer in charge of the system bears té mony t t would hav 
| effectually served its purpose if occasion had ed, d it, as a 
| matter of fact, it did render valuable service e inst s of ex 
treme importance—by advising the Navy Depar ent of the movement 
|} of Government vessels, etc Among such inst the mo nota 

| was the receipt at the life-saving station at Juy Inlet and its 

| mission therefrom of the essage of Captan ¢ c, of the O 

| 

| 











presence of an ene! 
it the training « 

crews in the use of the international code of signals and si 
with the general service code happens to be also vitally 
military operations. The adaptability of the life-saving s i 
outposts or pickets upon the coast and the ease wit! 








whi they 
utilized in war, without additional cost to the military est i 
are circumstances of great importance. ’ 

While it is thus shown that the Life-Saving Service is in fact 
portant adjunct to and, for military purposes, actually a part of the 
Navy under the command of naval officers, it is interesting to not W 
similar are the methods of employment, the routine of duties f 
discipline and daily life of the life-saver to those of the soldier and 

| naval sailor. Mr. William Livingstone, president of the Lake Cart 
Association, who, by reason of his official position, has been bro 
much in contact with the Life-Saving Service, e i y upon the ¢ t 








Lakes, and is thoroughly familiar with the organization and 3 Wo 
in a letter addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Intersta 


and Foreign Commerce, House of Representatives, during the ‘ i 
session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, advocating a bill mtainin 


same provisions for retirement as those in the present bill, which letter 

was printed in the report of a hearing before the 

this matter quite effectively in the following extract 
“The Life-Saving Service has all the requisites which have 


ommittee, pres 















































to form the basis of pensions and retirement allowed to the Army and 
Navy. 

“1. The men in the Life-Saving Service are enlisted, li nt 
services mentioned, after a rigid physical examination : 
sional examination added. It is true that the specified term 
ment is one year instead of three or four, but as a life-saver is ent I 
to reenlistment at the end of each year, if worthy and physi 
fied, the result is the same except that he is examined as to 
qualifications annually instead of triennially or quadrennially, a n t 
Army and Navy, which is to the disadvantage of the man, but an i , 
vantage to the Government, since the physically disqualified ) 
much more frequently eliminated. 

“9° The service of the life-saver is dangerous, lik t of the s 
and the naval sailor. Not so dangerous, perhaps, t of the a 
in time of war, but much more dangerous in time vhich in 
history of this country has been broken but fou ght st 
said three—times, excepting, of course, the Indian troublk ipon 1 
frontier. The dangers of the life-saver are constant Probably 
fully equal those of the Navy man, counting both war and per I 
Railway Mail Service is called a dangerous one, t the General § 
intendent of that Service, in his annual report for 1901, in setti f \ 
the extent of the dangers to which the railway mail clerks ars “d. 
deduces from data and figures which he gives, and which are taken m1) 
official sources, that the danger to the railway mail clerk is : 50 
per cent as great as that to the life-saver. 

> * * * z a io 

“3. The daily routine of duty of the soldier and the 
nominally the same, consisting of drill, g 1 duty, and ba ] 
the drill and guard or patrol duty of the life-saver is dange1 
is not the case with the soldier in time of peace I t dr 
surfman is always hazardous, and has been freq 
drowning, while the night patrol of the coast i 
of extreme hardship, as well as dangerous Ex 
the main difference between the soldier and tl 
that the former shoots to kill, while l I ) el 
soldier in battle is in a sense a mark t ‘ 
life-saver in his battle with the sea a n ] 
stantly lurks in the breakers prepared to overvy 

Another objection that has been urged again t 
ment is that it is “ unjust, unfair, and inegq ible that 
to give a benefit which now inures only to1 ! 
arm of the Government, who receive a c ' 
low that paid to those employed in the I - y Sk the 
ment being made “that a soidier in the A 31 I » t 1 $25 
per month, including wages and allowan 
Life-Saving Service, occupying a position ar t 
in the Navy or a private in the A y ‘ 
per month, and would thus receive for ten yea serv I 
in W 3 as the soldier would t in tl 

7 is a great mistake, arising from » fact that ft I 
naval sailor have allowances and other adva 
to additions to their compensation that 
while the surfmen have no allowances 
their pay proper being all they can re ro 
jection a statement was prepared comp g 
the Life ving Service with the pay and allow 
advancement of an enli 1 man ji Nay | N 
for comparison as be more nea i “il I 
than the Army, and ause definite f es ¥ 
comparison proves conclusively that the lot of t ‘ ted man 
Navy is far preferable to that of the rfman 
as well as in other respects 

A casual inquiry as to the emoluments of 
a thorough examination would show fully as 
A copy of this statement is appended hereto N 
made to bring it down to date, although t 1 
prepared has made a still greater diff 
In this connection it may be pertinent t 
ful tabulation of the actual pay and ‘ ‘ 
the first 150 men in the Navy \ ) ‘ i t 
March 3, 1899, shows that they 1 bout $10 I 
than would the surfmen if retired und the pro ns ¢ e | ] 


bill. 
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EDENTS IN OTHER HAZARDOUS OCCUPATIONS. 

The bill is in accord with the progressive spirit of the age. A large | 
proportion of the largest and best managed railroad corporations, like 
the syivania 1} road Company, the New York Central and Hud- 
s0n River, the Lilinois Central, the Delaware, Lackawanna and Western, 
the S hern Pacific, and many other companies, provide retirement and | 
pensions for their employees, paying the entire cost of the allowances 
and char; it against operating expenses. Many other corporations, 
¢ cially nong those whose employees are exposed to unusual dangers 

fidelity hi life is dependent, do the same. Doubt- 
Jess interest largely prompted the adoption of the plan by these 
corpo! wv they all testify that its results are profitable; but 
if ilso manitarian and in harmony with the advancement of civili- 
y i nilar system is provided by law for the benefit of police 
men and firemen in nearly all our large cities, including the city of 
Washingt where it exists under the authority of Congress, the Gov- 
ernment p I a portion of the cost 

ib ensi adoption of the system, both by the best manaced busi- 
ness concerns and by practically all our municipal organizations, proves 
that it is advantageous and profitable. It is certain that its applica- 
tion to the Life-Saving Service would be in the interest of economy, as 
hereinbefore shown. But aside from the question of pecuniary profit, 

provision of the kind fer those who have spent many of their best 
years in the faithful performance of exacting and hazardous duty, and 
tr those whom advancing years and bodily injury or disease incurred 
in the line of duty have rendered infirm and disqualified for further 
rvice, is earnestly prayed for by the men composing the life-saving 
Cl s and is justly dve them from the Government. Most of them are 
poor. The larger proportion are married, having families dependent 
ym them, and their wages have been so small that they could not 
umulate much, even by practicing the strictest economy; and when 
the time comes for their separation from the Service they behold poverty 

id want staring them in the face This is why the best of them are 
s0 numerously quitting the Service, to its grievous injury, while the 


times are good and they are still in possession of their health and vigor. 


Those who remain are for the most part held by the hope of the passage | 
of this bill. All their official superiors, including the Secretary of the 


freasury, as shown in his annual reports, and the President, as appears 


in his recent message to Congress, earnestly urge some relief of the 
nature herein recommended. 
Respectfully, S. I. Kimpatu, 


General Superintendent. 


The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
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A COMPARISON BETWEREN THE PAY AND ALLOWANCES AND PROSPECTS OF | 
ADVANCEMENT OF AN ENLISTED MAN LN THE UNITED STATES NAVY AND } 
IN THE LIFH-SAVING SERVICE, ] 
A surfman in the Life-Saving Service is required upon entry to be | 
thoroughly proficient in his trade. He must have had at least three | 
vears’ experience as a surf fisherman, boatman, or sailor, five years | 
being required to secure a marking of 100 in experience. He is re- | 
quired to wndergo two thorough physical examinations, one as a part | 
of his civil-service examination and another after having been selected 
from the eligible lists and within ten days before he enters upon his | 
duty. He therefore, a thoroughly trained man to *ezin with, and | 
1 ives the maximum pay of his grade at once. He learns his trade at 
] wh expense, not at the expense of the Government | 
(he pay of the surfman is $65 per month while actually employed. | 
The greatest period of employment, except at a few stations, is ten | 
months in the year, and the least is five months. On the ‘jreat Lakes | 
they serve eight to eight and a half months. The average annual pay 
i therefore, $600, or $50 a month, for the entire year Their pros- | 
1h for promotion are about 1 in 7 to the grade of keeper, which | 
] S900 ne nnium. and 1 in 162 to the position of district superin- | 
eS 2 h pays from $1,700 to $2,000 This covers everything. | 
j } no lowances of any nature, not even the storm clothes and | 
} ‘ kins which they are obliged to wear in their wreck and patrol | 
v I y have quarters at the station, where they are required to | 
‘ le continuo vy during the active season, the only absence allowed | 
Le ym sunrise (or in the keeper's discretion, after the completion 
of the daily drill) until sunset, one man at a time, in rotation, when 
the weather is favorable This would mean at most once a week each 
if the weather were always fair if they are absent overnight they 
] the j which goes to a substitute, and also lose their next turn | 
t day li t | 
w ik ee what the sailor gets. We are told that he gets $16 a 
' and at sum is set over against the surfman’s $65. This is | 
ect ! misleading. The following information, which is taken | 
al publications of the Navy Department, gives something | 
it the sailor re vy gets. It doesn’t cover the ground | 
f n that not all the perquisites and allowances to be | 
n the pay tables and other printed matter. One has 
or who knows the ropes or with an employee of 
t t this is so.- But these are enough to show | 
} i 
6 man The landsman who enters at $16 | 
j ‘ f it ‘ who haps has never seen a 
! vessel than the small pleas- 
f ' ' j 5 Mi ations required of him | 
body physt« da desire to serve his country—nothing 
he ( ( r nination, and the Navy, in | 
e At een to set this standard high, be- | 
every co n every § to dr: upon, and the | 
added a « ms of native I ; In the Life-Saving 
é ratios n 1 ar is repeated at 
eve Ves o th once in four years 
‘ men is limited to those wil e bor fide residents of 
f t in width along the coast, 
the physical examination, our candidate for the Navy 
sive ; f er ent at the recruiting station nearest to bis 
} ‘ tions are maintained at all the principal 
: i nd the Great Lakes, supplemented by half a 
‘ traveling r ng partie Having enlisted, he is given an 
of I am ntit to $45, and at once commences to draw 
! nd s aiat ‘ Iie then sent to a receiving ship or training 
necessary elementary instruction. He is presumed | 
f t not at all about naval matters when he enlists, but never- | 
t p and rations from the start. As soon as he shows 
t 1 discipline and has learned the first duties of a 
t e | dvanced to the next grade, which is ordinary seaman at | 
£19 if } develops the required proficiency and intelligence, he is 
pl I d to the grade of seaman at $24 a month. 
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chant sailor who enters the naval service is at once rated an ordinary 
seaman at $19, and as soon as he proves his efficiency and adapts hin 
self to the naval life and usage is advanced to the grade of seaman at 
$24. Hie may even, if he shows a good record and is otherwise satis 
factory, be enlisted at $24 at the start. 

From these entrance grades to the ratings of chief petty officers at 
$60 or $70 a month, and on up to warrant officers at $1,300 to 81.800 


per annum, with a commission in ten years carrying with it anothe 
advance in pay, and still upward to the grade of ensign, which put 
him in direct line of promotion to the highest grades in the Navy—i 
captains and rear-admirals—it is simply a matter of the man’s own 
efforts and ability and the necessary time and opportunity; simply 
constant selection and elimination and the advancement of the itt: 


Of course the higher places are comparatively few and hard to rea 
it is so in every vocation in life, yet these places at the top are alway 


held out as an incentive to the fellow at the bottom. ‘“ Small waces ; 


the start, with good opportunity for advancement,” is the legend that 
runs through every line of work, be it business, the professi» ‘ 
politics. It is true of the Life-Saving Service to a small degree. t 


is true in the Navy to a much greater degree. As already stated, th: 
surfman has 1 chance in 162 to reach a salary of from $1,700 to $2,000 
The enlisted man in the Navy has 1 chance in 57 te reach a like sum 
and even a chance, though it be small, to go on up to $5,000 and over 
Let us follow him step by step. Uaving reached the grade of se 
man, at $24 a month, which depends entirely on the individual's own 
merit and in no way on vacancies, and which takes from one to six 
or eight months, he is in line for the various ratings as a petty officer. 
These are divided, for convenience, into seaman branch, artificer branch, 
messman branch, and special branch, the latter including hospit 
stewards, yeomen (clerks), and musicians. After a service of twe! 
months he may be rated a petty officer, third class, in one of these 
branches, at $50; in another year or more, depending on vacancies and 
his own merit, he may go up to second class, with pay of $85 or $40, 
and above this are the first-class and chief petty officers’ ratings, wit) 
salaries ranging from $40 to $70, the latter figure being the pay of all 
chief petty officers. 
No definite figures 
grade are available, 
individuals that even 


showing how long it takes a sailor to reach this 
and it differs so much with circumstances and 
the men in the Navy Department, who are familiar 





with the facts after handling the official records for a long period of 
years, are unwilling to hazard an estimate. Nevertheless, it is safe 
to say that no enlisted man in the Navy ever reaches retirement 


age or length of service in the lower grades. In fact, it may be con 
fidently stated that if it were feasible to secure definite figures to show 
the average pay and allowances of the average sailor for a period of 
thirty years it would equal, if not exceed, the pay of the surfman in the 


Life-Saving Service. The definite figures hereinafter given in the cases 

of warrant officers, who reach their positions after passing throucl the 

petty officers’ grades, would seem to fully substantiate this statement 
Before going further up the scale of advancement open to the satlor 


let us look at the various allowances, for the rates of pay above stated 
do not by any means represent the total compensation received. 
are supplemented by a long list of allowances and extra pay. Tl 
is, first, the ration provided “in kind,” or its commutation at £9 a 
month. The practice of commuting the ration and allowing the various 
grades of men on board ship to provide their own mess, electing a 
caterer from among their number, has been tried very successfully 
on some of the naval vessels, with the result that the men have bee. abie 
to secure ample and satisfactory provisions and still have something 
left over out of the ration money for such luxuries as they may elert 
to have or for spending money. Then, a very large and important 
item is the bonus of four months’ pay upon reenlistment eve: : , 
years. It may be said that this is the equivalent of the thirty d 
annual leave which the Government so generously allows iis | 
employees ; but the fact is that the sailor has his “ shore liberty ’ l 
along through the four years of his enlistment, and this four mount! 


They 


pay is a bonus for reenlistment pure and simple. He may t: the 
four months’ leave, taking care to present himself for reenlis! ta 
day or two before it expires, or he may reenlist the very next day, 
and in either case he gets the four months’ pay. Ue also gets an 


crease in pay of $1.36 per month for each enlistment. Upon ti com 


pletion of the second and subsequent enlistments with a good record 
there is also a good-conduct medal, with another increase of 75 cents 
a month. 

When he is rated a seaman gunner or graduates in any of 
branches taught at the Petty Officers’ School, another $2 is a 
his monthly wage. If assigned to duty as a gun captain, he ¢: 
another $5 a month for that. If assigned as a “gun point: 


gets from $2 to $10 a month additional, according to the class « 


if as a sicnalman, he gets $3, $2, or $1 as a first, second, or t! 
signalman If he serves as crew messman, or in charge of the | 


or on a submarine vessel, or as coxswain to the commander in 
he again bas $5 per month added to his wage. As a landsman 


very start he may begin sharing in these numerous extras as 
of-the-dust or lamplighter, with $5 a month for his trouble. A: ) 
on ad infinitum. DPvery inducement fs held out to develop t 


there is in him, with a chance to rise rapidly in the rank and 
scale in recognition thereof. And the man who, from lack of a: 
or inefficiency, or from whatever cause, does not show himself \ 
of the generous provision made for him is soon disposed of | 


charge at the end of his erlistment or sooner, with an entry « 
record of “not desirable for reenlistment.” He is the kind ! 
who doesn't stick in the Navy or anywhere else. Such a man l 
probably not be able to obtain admission into the Life-Saving 


under the requirements, but if he should he would be promptly 
within his first six months of probation. 

The average pay of the sailor in our Navy, therefore, taki’ ) 
account the constant opportunity for advancement in so lare« y 


of men, and the numerous allowances provided in recognition 
special aptitude he may show, is as large as or larger than t f 
the surfman, which to the uninformed appears at first glance 3 


proportionate. 

Then, again, there are many provisions made for his health o 
eral welfare in which the surfman does not saare. He has cor 
in attendance one or more physicians and surgeons of the highes' 
ing in their ee which an exceedingly difficult entrance ex 


tion, with high salaries and naval rank, can secure. If he s ! 
board a naval vessel, with the exception of the very smaliest 3 
never out of sight of the doctor, who is prepared, with trai! ) 
and modern appliances and science, to minister to his every bo : 


Should he be taken so seriously Will as to necessitate his trans!’ 
A mer- | hospital, or if he is one of the very few who have not a doctor a: uy 
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with them (last year only 1,000 out of the 30,000 to 35,000 enlisted 
en in the Navy and Marine Corps were so situated), he is sent at 
rnment expense, and with his pay and allowances continued, to one 
of the naval hospitals maintained at every navy-yard or station, and 
even in Alaska, and Yokobama, Japan, not to mention Honolulu and 
Manila. The surfman, on the other hand, if he is sick and absent 
rom his station, seeks his own physician, such as he may find in the 

irsely populated districts along the coast, and at his own expense. 
tie may make application for admission to a marine hospital, but goes 


trove 





there and returns at his own expense, and if his illness promises to be 
mg duration his place is declared vacant and he is out of the 
ice 


rhe sailor, also, has retirement after thirty years’ service, and in 





yuiting this period, service during the civil war or the Spanish 
Ar can war is counted as double time. While the purpose of the 
Navy is war, and its excuse for existence during times of peace is to be 


prepared for war, yet as soon as an opportunity arises for it to serve 
the purpose for which it is maintained all kinds of extra allowances 
are made. The victorious admiral, and his captains and officers down 
to the last enlisted man, are showered with prize money, with advance 
ment in rank and pay, with medals and honors galore, double time in 
computing retirement, advanced rank on the retired list, etc. We have 
twenty, thirty, forty years of peace, during which the sailor's life is 


I r exposed to danger (probably 75 per cent of them never go into 
I le), and his health hedged about with doctors and hospitals, scien 
tific fare, sanitary quarters, health-producing discipline and exercise 


in short, every imaginable provision for his physical welfare. His 
ntal and spiritual welfare are no less carefully looked after. Every 
ip and station has its carefully selected library, and the larger ones 
heir chaplain, who not only ministers to the spiritual wants of 
the sailors, but serves in the capacity of a schoolmaster, for which he 


is well qualified. The sailor has in this way every opportunity to 
improve his mind—to secure the education which will fit him for some 
t yr better. 


With the surfman it is different. He marches his weary miles in 
t ft spongy sand along the shore every night in the year, and is 
l to be called into battle not once in thirty or forty years and 
I i half a foot of protective steel armor, but every time the storm 
I and in a small boat at the mercy of the elements. And he can 
not withdraw for breakfast, as did Dewey at Manila, but frequently 
v 1 desperate struggle for his own and other lives for twenty-four 
or 1 y-six hours at a stretch without a stop for food or rest, with 
iing on his body from every dash of spray and every wave he 


[It has already been stated that the surfman has one chance in one 








I lred and sixty-two to reach a salary of from $1,700 to $2,000, and 
t the enlisted man in the Navy has one such chance in fifty-seven, 
i even a small chance to reach beyond that to possibly $5,000. 
rhe following facts will substantiate this statement. The present 
strength of the Navy is slightly over 30,000 enlisted men. There are 


officers (not including petty officers) in the grades to which entry 
ilmost exclusively by promotion from the ranks. There is his chance 
o7. There are at present five ensigns who have been appointed from 
warrant officer corps during the last three years, under authority 
ent act of Congress which authorizes the Secretary of the Navy 
to appoint six each year. These are now in direct line of promotion, 
n t with the other line officers, and as they are all young men- 
average age, 83 years—they have every prospect of reaching the higher 
The average length of service of these five men in the enlisted 
and as warrant officers—from first enlistment to their appoint 
igns—was sixteew years and nine months. 
various steps from petty officers upward to which an enlisted 
I may attain are about as follows: 
I t, there are the mates. By a curious anomaly they are neither 
er 1 men nor officers, and yet they are both and enjoy some of the 
i iges of each. They are men who have served long and faith 
petty officers, who are held to be worthy of something better, 
e barred from promotion to warrant officers by reason of age or 
e. They are rated as mates, which to all intents and purposes 
1em with the warrant oflicers. Those appointed prior to August 
O4, receive $1,200 at sea and $900 on shore, while those appointed 
that date receive $900 at sea and $700 on shore duty. In com 
vith warrant officers, they receive quarters or commutation thereof 
t a month, the same, by the way, as that allowed a junior-grade 
tenant in the Navy or a second lieutenant in the Army or Marine 
( In their capacity as enlisted men they also receive their ration 
mmutation at $9 a month. They enjoy the pension and retire 
privileges of commissioned and warrant officers. 

















I there are the warrant officers, of which there are at present 
itswains, gunners, carpenters, sailmakers, warrant machinists, 
irmacists | r pay ranges from $1,300 up to $1,800 per 


1, With commutation of quarters at $24 a month, and a fuel allow 
the same as allowed the lower grades of commissioned officers in 
y, Navy, and Marine Corps. For service on shore “ beyond the 
the States comprising the Union” they have a 10 per cent 
pay. The average lencth of enlisted service of these men 
been calculated, but In glancing over the list printed in the 
Navy Register one man is found who was appointed a boatswain 
ght months and twenty-five days’ enlisted service, another with 
two years to his credit, one with four and a half years, and 
f a total of 116 with less than ten years’ enlisted service. 
gunners, we find that 55 out of 100 had less than ten years’ 
service Of the carpenters, a considerable proportion are 
1 directly from ship carpenters at 
tion. 


4 


‘ 








navy-yards, by competitive 
Enlisted men compete with these civilian navy-yard car 
on an equal footing, and yet we find that out of a total of 73 
e present corps were enlisted men, with an average leng 
of six years and ten months, and seven of these had less than 
irs—a single enlistment. Warrant machinists, the actual bona 
ineers of our Navy, are appointed almost exclusively from the 
here being but two exceptions out of the 150 men comprising 
rps. There are three who have had less than one year’s enlist 
22 between one and two years, 49 between two and five years 
27 with over ten years’ enlisted service. 
ilns, gunners, carpenters, and sailmakers who have served ten 
their respective grades are commissioned chief boatswains, chief 
*, chief carpenters, and chief sailmakers, ranking “ with but after 
This provision will doubtless in « > time be extended to in 
e@ warrant machinists, which is a mparatively new corps, hay 
nm established to provide engineers for the Navy when the former 
eer officers were consolidated with the line in 1899. Nominally, 

















ine officers are still assigned to engineer duties, but in point of fact 
: 


arrant machinists are the men who watch over and live In constant 
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contact with the marvelously comy it 
floating forts, and upon whom the respor y I 
marily rests 

Of the officers In t! e grades of 
term be permissibl venteen ent 1 
and have ved an f 
Januar incl eir 
officers, and nearly four years 
reached this rank in tw 
less than twenty year ‘rvice in 

Their pay is given in t V 
cent for each five y rvice { 
or Marine Corps), up to 10 per t | 
$1,960, and to this is added a1 i 
the 10 per cent increase for \ 
States, making the pay 
Cuba, Porto Rico, or FH 156 | 
quarte ;, or commut ior 3 a n 1b, and I >i Vu 
ready described. 

Another item not to be despised ts traveling exper ® 
cer including these ef warrant ofl } int 
receive 8 cents ri for all tr l 1 i 
their 1 es on leay or back to duty. w 
det () re ¢ tar y being tray a? 
other from one squadi n to an ther, I } 
coa and from the United States to the I 

EB n squadrons, etc., and in the « e of f 

yr mileage over and above act n 
m. 
d then there Is the last and most i rtant 1 f lt 
enlisted man in t Navy may aspire, it 
lly to 6 men who shall prove w 

ofl True, it is a small chance, w \ 
ifications presur nded to gz d 
whose lack of « tion and traini l t f 
important and delicate duties as rey tat f ( 
which often devolve upon naval office vey 
be qualific sionally. But the fact remains t tt l 
for 1 } i man to attain to the highest grade e N 
th t it he proves himself worthy of 
wisdom of the experiment fs provet t l 
and wider, until the enlisted man w » on an 
his more fortunate brother; who reac high 


and rapidly by way of the Naval Ax 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under obj on o! e ] 
the Senator from Maine, the bill will go to the ¢ 
Rule LX, 

THE REVENUE-Ct 

The bill (S. 8044) to promote the effi vy of the R 
Cutter Service was announced as the next busi a I on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the objection the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate], heretofore interposed | will go 
to the Calendar under Rule IX. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY AT SALISBURY, N. ( 

The bill (S. 1804) for the construction of a di , ] 
proaches to the national cemetery at Sal ( v 
nounced as the next business in order; and 

Mr. TELLER. What committ reported the 

Mr. OVERMAN. I hope the report on the | 1 
It is recommended by the Secretary of War ( 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. The Committee on Mil ry A 

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does t Ss 
port be read? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not ask f t! 

I wanted to know what co { I I l I I 
stand the Military Af rs | 

The VICE-PRESIDEN' I \ 
from Ohio [Mr. F rR} from t ( 
fairs. 

Mr. TELLER. That is all 

By unanil Is CO nt, tl € ( 

Whole, proceeded to der 1 
from the Co 1 Mi \ 

Mr. McCRBPARY. I s! 

Mr. OVERMAS Mi P I 
At the cit ef § ry tl 
Gov t has nt a | 
he { gy if nd » ere zy a j 
1 rail 1. There 1 fill 15 feet ch 
There is no way Vv to t t ‘ 

12.700 1 m sold it i 
de: 1. 

It is the purpose of the 1 to 
that people may get to the 

«But a few ' ] 
the prediction ! 
appre Ay il 
app ! 
prov n 9 hav 
tot f 14 wart { I 
has n pe he e 
shall be « i x 
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from the report and the map, there is nothing but a lane. The 
Southern Railway is double tracking its road, which will take 
up the lane and therefore there will be no way to get to it at 
all. The only way pedestrians can get to it now is to walk 
down a fill 15 feet high to the gate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the first word, “ That,’ insert “ sub- 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of War;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That, subject to the approval ofthe Secretary of 
War, the sum of $15,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for purchasing right of way 
and approaches and of constructing proper driveways and approaches, 
of macag@gm or other suitable material, frota the city of Salisbury to 
said nat al cemetery, the beginning, direction, and terminus of said 
driveway and approaches to be determined by the Secretary of War; 
said sum of money, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
expended under the direction of said Secretary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KEAN. T think the preamble ought to be stricken out. 
I do not think we ought to put it on the statute books. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have no objection. 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection to the bill, but I do not think 
it is worth while to put the preamble in. I move to strike out 
the preamble 

The motion was agreed to. 

DAVID HORNER. 

The bill (S. 2056) to correct the military record of David 
Horner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs with an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue by 
virtue of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to correct the military record of David Horner 
so as to show’ that he was enrolled in the service of the United States 
Army as a volunteer in Company K, Fifty-sixth Regiment Llinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, November 1, 1861, and was honorably discharged on 
the 2d day of February, 1862: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other 
emoluments shall accrue by virtue of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH F. RITCHERDSON. 

The bill (S. 2054) authorizing the Secretary of War to place 
the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls of Company C, 
One hundred and twenty-second Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and issue him an honorable discharge, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls of Company C, One hundred 
and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, as a 
musician, and to issue to him a certificate of honorable discharge 
from the service of the United States as such musician, to the 


| 


2 ae 


and set aside so much of General Orders, No. 14, Headquarters 
Department of the Ohio, Cincinnati, Ohio, March 1, 1863, as ap- 
proved the finding and sentence of the general court-martial] 
dismissing Capt. George H. White, Nineteenth Regiment Michi 
gan Infantry Volunteers, and to issue to him a certificate of 
discharge as of date March 1, 1863. But no pay, bounty, com 
pensation, or allowance shall accrue to said George H. White by 
virtue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. 
and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALISBURY, N. C. 


The bill (S. 1805) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Salisbury, in tl 
State of North Carolina, was considered as in Committee of th: 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Building: 
and Grounds with an amendment, to strike out, after line 17, 
page 2, down to and including line 7, on page 3, in the following 
words: 


If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, t 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessar) 
he may appoint a commission of not more than three persons, one 0! 
whom shall be an officer of the Treasury Department, which commission 
shall also examine the said proposed sites, and such others as the Seci: 
tary of the Treasury may designate, and grant such hearings in relation 
thereto as they shall deem necessary. And said commission shall, within 
thirty days after such examination, make to the Secretary of the ‘vreas 
ury written report of its conclusions in the premises, or documen 
taken by or submitted to them, in like manner as hereinbefore provided 
in regard to the proceedings of said agent of the Treasury Departme: 
and the Secretary of the Treasury shall thereupon finally determine the 
location of the building to be erected. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open sp: 
of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and lv 
hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnat 
or otherwise, a site and to contract for the erection and completi.: 
thereon of a suitable building, including fireproof vaults, heatin, 
ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use and accommodation 
of the United States post-office and other Government offices in the 
of Salisbury and State of North Carolina, the cost of said site 
building, including said vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, «ni 
approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of $75,000. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invi 
by public advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said 
of largest circulation for at least twenty days prior to the date s) 
fied in said advertisement for the opening of said proposals. 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addr: 
and mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then caus 
said proposed sites, and such others as he may think proper to d 
nate, to be examined in person by an agent of the Treasury De; 
ment, who shall make written report to said Secretary of results of sai 


| examination and of his recommendation thereon and the reasons | 


end that he may have the benefit of all legal rights pertaining | 


to such service of the soldier. 

the bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
ana passed. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the preamble should be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves 
to strike out the preamble. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JAMES W. HOUSER. 

The bill (S. 728) to correct the military record of James W. 
tlouser was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 


of James W. Houser, late of Company BH, Mwelfth { nited States | question of the necessity for the building. For instan 
Infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge from the | 


military service of the United States. But no pay, bounty, or 
other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue of the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


GEORGE H. WHITE. 
The bill (S. 729) for the relief of George H. White was con- | 
It proposes to revoke 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


for, which shall be accompanied by the original proposals and all m 
plats, and statements which shall have come into his possession relati: 
to the said proposed sites. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open s| 
of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from North C 
lina to state the population of the town of Salisbury. 

Mr. OVERMAN. At the census taken last year there 
over 11,000. The population has more than doubled in the 
few years. The Southern Railroad Company has located 
shops near there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a little time ago I \ 
looking up some statistics in regard to public buildings. I find 


t 


| we have appropriated money for public buildings in town 


3,000 in some instances, and I think in one instance I discovered 
that a town of even less than 3,000 was given a public building. 
It seemed to me that that was not very good legislatio I 
think we ought not to appropriate money for public build 
in towns that certainly have less than 10,000 population 
would seem to me so. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Let me call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire to the fact that in locating }) 
buildings it is not a question of population so much as it 


— J 
ow Y 


town of three or four thousand inhabitants, where there 
United States land office, a second-class post-office, and a 
of the United States court held, there certainly is a necessit 
a public building regardless of the population. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I quite agree to that, Mr. Presiden! 
I will add to what I said that tn the investigation I m I 
found a good many instances where there was simply a ; 
office and yet a public building had been erected in a tow: 0! 
very small size. I do not know how it may be in this inst 
I do not know whether there is a court held at Salisbury or 
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but it is a town of very considerable size, and I have no objec- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. From the standpoint of population I 
think the town is certainly entitled to a public building. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire 


would tell us in what part of the country small towns are get- | 


ting public buildings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that those bills 
I discovered were passed several years ago. 
exact date, but I can furnish the Senator some instances, though 
not offhand. 

Mr. TELLER. I was not aware that we were doing anything 
of that kind now, for we have been rather strict, I think, about 

» size of the towns. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think lately we have. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

endment was concurred in. 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEVI J. BILLINGS. 

661) for the relief of Levi J. Billings was con- 
dered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
vi J. Billings, of Rhinelander, Wis., $276, for services as sec- 
d lieutenant and traveling allowance. 


The bill (S. 





| 
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THE ELECTION BOARD FOR THE INDIAN TI 
The House bill provides that the judges of the 1 


court of appeals for the Indian Territory shall apportion ; I j 
Territory into fifty-five districts for the purpose of said conve 
tion. Your committee has amended that provi 1 by sul 


ing for said board the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Th 


| and two judges of the United States courts for the Indian T 


| ritory, to be designated by the President, who shall 
I do not know the | 


a board to apportion said Territory into elect 
next amendment, which is also found on pag 
the official who is to order said election of delegates afo1 id 
representing the Indian Territory, shail be the judge, s« 
service, of the United States courts in the Indian Terri 
stead of the judge, senior\in service, of the United Stat 
of appeals of said said Territory, and omits the provis 
cause the committee deems it unnecessary, that said Ll 
tion need fully specify and announce such apportionment ; l 


the time within which said order for election of d 
| said shall be designated is increased from four month 
the approval of this act to six months. The senten 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
WILLIAM §8. DUNN. 


The bill (S. 659) granting an honorable discharge to William 
S. Dunn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the following 


OVISO:? 


Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue by | 
ie of 


this act. 
So as to make the bill read: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
rized and directed to revoke the discharge without honor hereto- 
‘ issued to William S. Dunn, private in Company F, Third Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and to issue in lieu thereof to said Dunn an hon 
( le discharge from the service of the United States: Provided, That 
no pay, bounty, or other emoluments shall accrue by virtue of this act 
The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
1dment was concurred in. 


mencing with line 20, page 3, and all of page 4 down to and 
cluding the first three words in line 17 of p: 
and the following provision substituted therefor: 

ELECTION LAWS OF OKLAHOMA TO APPLY. 
The election for delegates in the Territory of Oklahoma and in l 















Indian Territory shall be conducted, the retur ide, t I : 
tained, and the certificates of all persons elect to conven 
issued, in the same manner as is prescribed by the la J 
tory of Oklahoma regulating elections for Delegates to ¢ i} 

| the election laws of the Territory of Oklahot now in f is far 
applicable and not in conflict with this act, including the pen lav 
of said Territory of Oklahoma relating to « tior ind j al votil 
are hereby extended to 2nd put in foree in said Indian 7 j I 
the legislature of said proposed State shall otherwise | ’ 11 
all persons offending against said laws in the election a d s I 
have been dealt with in the manner therein provided. And t I ! 
States courts of said Indian Territory shall have the | er to 
enforce the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma, hereby extet i to and 
put in force in said Territory, as have the courts of the Territo1 
Oklahoma: Provided, however, That said ard to app yn d ts 
in Indian Territory shall, for the purpose of said « ion, establisl i 
define the necessary election precincts, and a | ! 
election for each precinct, not more than two 1s the 
same political party, which judges may apy] Ix 
or clerks; that said judges of election, app ls ! ie 
election in their respective precincts, and cany l 1e I n 
of the vote cast, to said board, which shall nstitute the mate and 
final canvassing board of said election, and they shall is 
of election to all persons elected to such convention f various 
districts of the Indian Territory, and their certifi s of el n ill 


he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
INSPECTION OF STEAM VESSELS. 
The bill (S. 3724) to amend section 4400 of the Revised Stat- 
s, relating to the inspection of steam vessels, was announced 
ext in order on the Calendar, and the Secretary proceeded 
to read the bill. 
‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
ed, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
h is House bill 12707. 
STATEHOOD BILL. 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
der the bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the people of Oklahoma 


\ ( 


The 


| of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and State | 


overnment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 


i of Arizona to form a constitution and State government and 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
ites, which was reported from the Committee on Territories 
th amendments, 

THE AMENDMENTS NOT VITAL. 


} 


\ 


ith the original States and to enable the people of New Mexico | 


Mr, DICK. Mr. President, your Committee on Territories 
faverably reported H. R. 12707, with amendments. These | 
endments do not affect any of the vital features of the bill, 


can by brief reference thereto be made plain. The commit- 
proposes to change the number of delegates to the constitu- 


n ul convention for the new State of Oklahoma from 112 to | 
The House bill provided that 55 of the delegates should | 


110, 
? 


elected by the people of the Territory of Oklahoma and 55 
the people of the Indian Territory, and 2 should be elected 
by the electors residing in the Osage Reservation, in the Terri- 
‘ory of Oklahoma. The population of these two Territories is 
“bout equal. No man can tell accurately which contains the 
‘orger number. To give two delegates to the electors residing 
Mu the Osage Reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma, would 
give an advantage in the constitutional convention to that Ter- 
ritory—an advantage which your committee thinks inadvisable. 
(he committee has therefore provided that both Territories be 
éiven the same number of delegates in the convention, 


be prima facie evidence as to the election of delegate 
The object of this amendment is to make more cleat 
cific the intention of the original bill to extend the election lay 
of the Territory of Oklahoma to the Indian Territory, 
the penal laws of the Territory of Oklahoma relating to el 


tions and illegal voting, and the United States courts of t! 
Indian Territory are given jurisdiction to enforce said lay 
The board heretofore provided for the purpose of : ti 
election districts in the Indian Territory is to appoint 
judges of election and the canvassing board of l ele 
and it is made the duty of this board to issue election 
cates to all persons elected to such nvention from the | 
Territory. The amendment effects no radical cl _ 
believed, strengthens and makes clearer t ( I 
GUTHRIE TO BE THE CAP AL TILL 1 
The provision that the capital of the new State of O : 
shall be Guthrie until 1915, but may, after said y . be lor i 
by the electors of the State, is amended by the addition o 
word “ permanently ” after the word “ located,” for the 1 n 
that the committee believes by that time the peop! f the § 
will be ready to make a permanent location of the capital. 
ELECTION $1 


FUND INCREASED TO $150,000. 
On page 9 the addition of the words “ connected with,” at 
word “ person,” in the third line, and the addition of “ 


disposition ” after the word “sale,” in the fourth line, ar 
| tended to strengthen the penal provisions of the prohibition law 
provided for the Indian Territory. In section 5,on page 11, the 


appropriation made from the Treasury to defr: 





| of the elections in the Territory of Oklahoma and the Indian 
Territory is increased from one hundred thousand to one | 
dred and fifty thousand dollars. Disbursements are to! 
by an appointed officer, and any portion of said sum ! I l 
for that purpose will remain in the Treasury. Your ? 
thought it advisable to increase this propri b l 
of $50,000. 
BOUNDRIES OF CONGRESSIONA I 
On pages 12 and 13 appear the boundaries of th i 
five Congressional districts for the new Sta of O i 


The committee has changed the boundaries of district No. 4 





and district No. 5 in order to make them correspond " th the 
boundaries provided in the bill hy lopted in this body 
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one ye ag The committee believes that these old boundaries 
constitute a fair and just division for the intended purpose. 
On page 13, lines 12 and 18, your committee has eliminated the 


words “ to the Sixtieth Congress.” 





INVESTMENT OF SCHOOL FUNDS, 

On page 14 appears the provision for the appropriation of the 
sum of $5,000,000 for the use and benefit of the common schools 
of the State of Oklahoma, in lieu of sections 16 and 36 and other 
lands in the Indian Territory which can not be appropriated for 
that purpose, being already disposed of. The said appropriation 
of $5,000,000 is to be held and invested by the State in trust for 
the use and benefit of the public schools of said State. The orig- 
inal bill, as passed by the House, provides that the interest on 


aid bonds shall be paid quarterly. It seemed to your commit- 


tee better sale might be made of these bonds if that provision 
were climinated, and the words “ paid quarterly,” in the fifth 
line of page 15 have been stricken out. Section 10 of said bill 
provides for the appraisal and sale at public sale of sections 
I and donated for school purposes, preference to purchase 
being afforded to the lessee at the time of such sale. Before any 


such land shall be sold the land and improvements thereon are 
to be appraised separately. The purchaser at such sale shall 
pay to the leaseholder the appraised value of said improvements 
and to the State the amount paid for said lands, “exclusive of 


the appraised value of improvements.” This last phrase, “ ex 
clusive of the appraised value of improvements,” is an amend- 
ment offered by your committee for the purpose of removing 


any doubt which may exist as to the meaning of that part of the 


section. It appears as an amendment in lines 8 and 9 on 
page 19. 
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CIRCUITS, 

Section 13, found on page 20, provides that the new State of 
Oklahoma shall constitute two Federal circuits for Federal 
court the present Territory of Oklahoma constituting the 
western district and the Indian Territory constituting the east 


Provision is made in that section for sessions of 
and district court at four places each year in the 
eastern district and four places each year in the western district. 
Your committee has thought all the ends of justice could be 
fully met by holding sessions of these courts at three places in 
each district instead of four, and has stricken out the provision 


district. 
circuit 


ern 
the 


for court sittings at Vinita, in the present Indian Territory, and 
at Lawton, in the present Territory of Oklahoma. These 
changes comprise the amendments proposed on page 20, lines 
23 and 24; page 21, lines 2, 12, 16, and 17. 

Che provision on page 22, that the fees and compensation al 
lowed the marshal, district attorney, and clerk of said Federal 
courts shall be the same now allowed to officers performing sini 
lar service to the United States in the Territory of Oklahoma is 
changed to read “other districts of the United States.” The 
reason for this change is apparent and needs no comment. 

I 1 IOMA EXTENDED TO ALI rub NEW STATE, 

The word “statutes in line 9 of page 22, is changed to the 
word “laws,” so as to extend the “laws” now in force in the 
lerritory of Oklahoma, as far as practicable, to all of the new 
State until (1 by the legislature thereof. 

| ti for taking appeals and writs of error from final 
j ents of appellate courts of said Territories at the time of 
lm n of the new State is reduced from six months to 
three th (See line 20, p. 23.) . 

CASES FROM TERRITORIAL TO FEDERAL COURTS, 

| words “except as to time and parties” was stricken out 

‘ ‘ e 24. In the sixteenth section of the bill, which 

transfer of cases from the Territorial courts to 

| lederal courts, is the limitation of said section, “ that 

hall not be made in any case where the United 

ty except on application of one of the par 

n which the cause is pending nat or before 

11 f uch court after the admission of said 

S \ es ¢ to say that “the proceedings to 

‘ { fer, « t as to time and parties, to be the 

w provided by law for the removal of causes 

1) a ( t to a cireulit court of the United States.” 

The prop | lment, as stated, strikes out the words “ ex 
cept as to i@ and part 

FIRST WV I ! RELATE I ‘ LAMNOMA AND INDIAN 

ITO! 

The first twenty-two sections of the bill relate exclusively to 
the admission of the Territory of Oklahoma and the Indian Ter 
ritory as one State under the name of Oklahoma, and attention 
has been called to all the amendments proposed in these see 


Lions. 
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SECTIONS 23 TO 41 RELATIVE TO ARIZONA AND NEW MEXICO, 
Sections 2: 


23 to 41, inclusive, provide for the admission of the 
Territories of Arizona and New Mexico as the State of Arizona 
The amendments proposed in these sections are few in number 
and do not affect any of the questions in dispute. 

INDIANS NOT TO BE CITIZENS. 

The provision in section on page 30, that “ the constitution 
shall be republican in form and make no distinction in ci\/! 0: 
political rights on account of race or color,” is amended by add 
ing “except as to Indians not taxed.” (Line 9, p. 31.) The 
are not citizens, and the new State should not be required t» 
treat them as such until they shall emerge from a condition o 
wardship and become full-fledged citizens. 

CAPITAL TO BE AT 1915. 

The sixth paragraph of section 25, page 32, provides that t! 
capital of the State shall temporarily be at the city of Sant 
Fre, and shall not be changed therefrom before 1915, but th 
the location of said capital may after such year be fixed by tl: 
electors of said State. Your committee, for the same reaso 
that actuated it in the case of Oklahoma, has amended this si 
tion by inserting the word “ permanent” before the word “| 
cation,” line 18, page 33, 


TAXED NOT 
or 
ow, 


SANTA FE UNTIL 


SELECTION OF LIEU LANDS BY THE STATE. 


Section 36, on page 41, which exempts all mineral lands from 
grants made by this act and provides for the selection by t! 
State of an equal quantity of other unappropriated lands of (| 
State in lieu thereof, has inserted an amendment in lines 3, 4 
and 5, page 42, providing that said selection is to be made ° 
the commission provided for in section 35, under the direct 
of the Secretary of the Interior.” As appears from section $5 
of this act, upon the same page, said commission is to be « 
posed of the governor, surveyor-general, and attorney-general of 
said State. 

ELECTION FUND INCREASED TO $175,000. 

The only other amendment proposed, in the concluding 
tion, No. 41, increases the appropriation for the constitutio: 
convention of the proposed State of Arizona from $150,000 to 
$175,000, with further provision that any expense incurred 
excess of said sum of $175,000, instead of $150,000, as is pro 
vided in the House bill, shall be paid by said State. 


THE BILL RECOMMENDED BY PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT. 
The last annual message of the President contained the { 


lowing paragraph: 


I recommend that Indian Territory and Oklahoma be admitted 
one State and that New Mexico and Arizona be admitted as one 
There is no obligation upen us to treat territorial subdivisions, 


are matters of convenience only, as binding us on the question 
mission to statehood, Nothing has taken up more time in the Con 
during the past few years than the question as to the statehood 
granted to the four Territories above mentioned, and after careful 
sideration of all that has been developed in the discussion of thi 
tion I recommend that they be immediately admitted as tw 
There is no justification for further delay, and the advisability 
ing the four Territories into two States has been clearly 


establi 
THE TERRITORIAL CONDITION TEMPORARY ONLY, 

The House of Representatives acted favorably upon that 
ommendation and has passed a bill in aecordance thei 
Your Committee on Territories makes the same recomin 
tion. It has been the well-understood policy of this Govern 
since the formation of the Union to treat the Territorial con 
as temporary only, a sort of preparation for admission into 
full bond of union and the responsibilities of statehood 1 
as the time has been reached when the applicant can tak: 
place in the family with sufficient area and population, and 
sessing not only the possibility, but the probability, of be 
worthy member of the Union, 


STATEHILOOD NECESSARY FOR FULL DEVELOPMENT, 

As the time comes when a boy should be thrown on h 
resources to develop his capabilities and to show the mi: 
that is in him in order that he may attain the full statu: 
self-reliant independence, so the time comes when a ‘Te! 
within the Union should be granted statehood in order t 
may assume the responsibility of self-governme ‘t, for o1 
self-government can the highest possibilities of a people 
veloped. 

THIS HAS 


BEEN AMERICAN TRRRITORY SIXTY YRARS. 


All of this territory under consideration in this bill fh 
longed to the United States for practically sixty years, 4 
believe the time has come when the question should be | 
settled and the relations of their inhabitants to the othe 
ple of the United States be definitely and finally fixed. | 
end the committee believes that the general interest of t! 
tire Union demands that the Indian Territory and Oklaho 
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admitted as one State and New Mexico and Arizona 


ted as another State. 


be admit 


: 
t 


CONGRESS HUAS ABSOLUTE POWBRBI! 


Section 3, Article LV, of the Constitution provides : 


New States may admitted by the 
» new State shall formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any 
ther State; nor any State be formed by the junction of two or more 
tates, or parts of States, without the consent of the legislatures of the | 
ites concerned as well as of the Congress. | 


OVER ADMITTING STATES, 


| 


be 


be 


Congress into this Union: but 


Paragraph 2 of the same section declares: 

rhe Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful 

les and regulations respecting the territory or other property belong 
to the United States 


Chere can be no question that the Congress has full and abso 


ute power to pass this bill or to make any division or combina 
m of land within the limits of the United States which is 
still in the Territorial condition. There is no proposition here 


to form a new State within the jurisdiction of any other State, 
to add to or take territory from any State already within 
Union, The guaranty of a republican form of government 
guaranty to the States within the Union and not a guar 
nty to any Territory not yet formed into a State. The land 
thin the proposed State of Oklahoma was part of the Louisi 
Purchase, except the long arm running out to the 
hich constitutes Beaver County This county was formerly 
rt of Texas, but was renounced by her on her admission 

Union because it lay north of the parallel of 36° 30° and 
very was excluded therefrom by the terms of the Missouri 
mpromise. The Territories of New Mexico and Arizona were 
juired from Mexico by the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, in 
iS, and the Gadsden treaty, or purchase, in 1853, except the 
d east of the Rio Grande River, which was part of 


i 
QO 


} 


i west, 


to 


once 


PROVISIONS 
of the first treaty gave to the inhabitants of the 
territory the privilege of retaining the title and 
Mexican citizens or to acquire those of citizens of the 
States They were, however, under the obligation of 
their election within one year from the date of exchange 
itions of that treaty 

e who shall remain 
ir without having d 


Mexicans, shall be 
United States. 


OF GUADALUPER-HIDALGO TREATY 
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ile IX of the treaty reads as follows: 
iid, shall 


uublic, conforma 
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he 
ha 


in the territor 
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religion 
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citizens of f 
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their 
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ind 
re 


sha “ 


liherty 
without 


ition: protect 


ad in 


erelee 


of 
REAFFIRM) 
article of the Gadsden 
of the eighth and ninth 
lupe-Hidalgo should apply to the territery ceded by 
» There no question at all that the letter and 
t of that treaty obligation has been strictly adhered to 
United States. The citizens of the ‘Territorie have 
ince that treaty was proclaimed, been maintained and 
ted in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property 
ured in the free of their religion without re 
That treaty guaranteed to the inhabitants of that 
that at the proper time, which is to judged of by 
ress of the United States, they would be incorporated 
Union of the United States, and be admitted to all the 
ent of rights of of the United States, according 
principles of the Constitution, The Territorial act of Feb 
~4, 18638, for the organization of the Territory of Arizona, 
d the that 
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fifth 


the 
of 
that 
the 


treaty provides that all 
articles of the treaty 
In 
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exercise 


Citizens 
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in 
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this 


i 


act also contained the following provision : 


further, That shall be 
il h time as residing in 
onsent of Congre form a State ernment 

prescribed in the Constitution of the United States, 
nd obtain admission Into the Union as a State on an 
t riginal States 


ii con 

y shall, 
republican in 
and apply 
equal footin 


maintained 
ald Territ 


ernment 


people 


said 
the 


at 





oV I ‘ 


WAS r A COMPA 
This provision was not a compact or a contract, for the 
on that there were no parties thereto capable of making a 


NO ‘ r N¢ 


rn 


A 


*Complilation of treaties in force, 1904, p. 519. 
*Compilation of treaties in force, 1904, p. 529. 
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contract. This was a law passed by Con 4 the « 
of its constitutional power to control and ! 
territory belonging to the United State rl 
of a valid contract is that there shall b ‘ 
having a legal status and standing on th 
they may deal with each other in a k 
condition prevailed here. What that ¢ ‘ l 
control of the government for the ‘Territo \ 
very next Congress could have repealed ‘ | 
in any way which seemed to it best | 
created the Territory of Arizona had no 
next Congress or any succeeding Congress 
conditions upon which that Territory should be 
Union and put on an equal footing with tl 
was further expressly provided in tly that ¢ 
change the boundaries of the Territory w ind 
proper. There is, therefore, no ‘« tut 
legal or moral obligation which can i ! 
power and right of this Congr 0 t il 
been reported by your Committ: » Ts 
iit ‘ 
The so-called “ pledge of te vl,” cont th 
act creating the Territory of Arizon nuple h tl 
provision contained in that that noth herein I 
i shall be considered to prohibit the Cor of { ‘| 
from dividing the Territory or changin t cat 
manner and at such time as it may ade 11 rl 
sion in favor of statehood was but the ex} n 
that Arizona might some day qualify herself r st 
ean not fairly be considered a tract, or even role ) 
bare handful of less than 10,000 people 1 inl { 
Territory at that time 
Mr. BEVERIDGE Mr. Pre dent 
The VICK-PRESLDEN'l Loes the $ a 
to the Senator from Indiana 
Mr. DICK Certain 
Mr. BEVERIDGD There were at that t the I i 
of Arizona not 10,000, but about 6,500 
Me Licnhs 
CONE } . TAS rnre T NTT Y 
Mr. DICK Mr. Preside C ‘ | 
cised the right to chang he boundar f ‘ 
they were ndmitted tate Ihe tate ) i 
oO} nal Territory of Ol The boundari | 
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\\ hington, Ldahbo, Montana est f tl | ; 
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boundaries of the State { 1 i did 
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by the people of Low: The present bou 
both those formerly proposed 
‘ NIZA 
The Territory which if | ‘ ! 
the Union of the Stat I I dl i 
condition than tm 4 land « | | 
States The act o1 i ! ] 
June 30, 1854, but m tor ‘ } 
been provided. The Stars and ‘ 
il of New Mexico for near! ct | 
torial vernment yt lt in 
five State had been admitted to the | { " 
ip River nal ‘ l » Tourt 
ited w | thr I e ot tree l ‘ 
vi Fil ! I 
New Mexico, in particular, | | 
doors, asking for adc on Ove 
duced in the two Hou | { 
have passed one or both clic ‘ \ 
been a constant suitor here e | } 
| D 1 
In the Forty-third Cong 4, 
of New Mexico passed both tlou 
majority, but was lost » ¢ fere ‘ 
vention held in New M » adop ‘ I 
a Congressman and tw “ ‘ 
fornia was admitted to statel | & ‘ ’ 
a part of the compro ‘ hich | 
New Mexico should remain in a 
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s the ordinance of 1787, passed by the Congress of the Con- 
leracy at the same time the convention was in session which 
adopted the Federal Constitution. This ordinance provided a 
government for the territory of the United States northwest of 
the Ohio River, and declared there should be formed in said 
territory not less than three nor more than five States. This 
article coneludes as follows: 

THE ORDINANCE OF 1787. 


And whenever any of the said States shall have 60,000 free inhabit- 
ants such State shall bé admitted, by its delegates, into the Congress 
of the United States on an equal footing with the original States in all 


respects whatsoever, and shall be at liberty to form a permanent con- 
ym and State government: Provided, The constitution and gov- 
nt so to be formed shali be republican and in conformity to the 
principles contained in these articles, and, so far as it can be consistent 
veneral interests of the Confederacy, such admission shall be 


Sti 


7 


ion ao an earlier period and when there may be a less number of 
free inhabitants in the State than 60,000. 
THE TRUB RULE FOR ADMISSION OF TI RRITORIES. 

Attention is called to this phrase, ‘“ Consistent with the gen- 
eral interests of the Confederacy.” That has been the policy 
of this Government with reference to the admission of new 
States ever since the passage of that famous statute. As a 


matter of fact, the first three States admitted from the North- 
west Territory came in with a smaller population than 60,000. 
Ohio, which was admitted in 1803, had, by the census of 1800, 
only 45,365 people. Indiana, admitted in 1816, had, by the cen- 
sus of 1810, 24,520 poeple. 
THE POPULATION HAS GENERALLY EQUALED THE CONGRESSIONAL RATIO. 
it is possible that these States at the date of their admission 
did contain 60,000 people each, but Dlinois, admitted in 1818, 
had, by the census taken two years later, only 55,211. Both 
Ohio and Illinois, however, at the date of their admission to the 
Union had a greater population than indicated by the Congres- 
sional apportionment, which for the first decade of the nine- 
teenth century was 33,000. This ratio was not increased until 
1813, when it was raised to 35,000. It is more than likely that 
even Indiana at the time of its admission had sufficient popula- 
tion to entitle it to one Congressman under the ratio then obtain- 
ing. From that time to the present the general interests of the 
Union have been the sole test as to whether or not a new mem- 
ber should be admitted into the Union of States. Three States— 
Vermont, Kentucky, and Tennessee—were admitted in the same 
century which saw the adoption of our Constitution. Ohio was 
the first-born child of the nineteenth century. Her territory was 


pledged to freedom, and slavery was prohibited within its 
boundaries. The next State to be admitted was Louisiana. The 
slavery question then beeame acute, and continued so. The 


Dred-Seott 
state 


decision added fuel to the fire. Whenever a free 
was admitted a slave State was also taken in as a counter- 
balance, in order to preserve the equilibrium between freedom 
and slavery. ‘hus Indiana, which was admitted in 1816, was 
followed by Mississippi the next year. Illinois was admitted in 
1818 and Alabama the next year. Maine was admitted in 1820 
and Missouri in 1821. Arkansas was made a State in 1836 and 
Michigan in 1837. 
THE BALANCE OF SLAVE AND FREE STATES. 

The year 1845 saw the admission of two slave States—Florida 
and Texas—but the balance was soon corrected by the admission 
of lowa in 1846 and Wisconsin in 1848. The next State to come 
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bosom of the “ Mother of Presidents” with only the slighte: 
pretense of observance of the constitutional provision that » 
new State shall be erected within the jurisdiction of any other 
State without the consent of the legislature of the State esp 
cially concerned. West Virginia, however, had ample popula- 
tion to justify its creation, for in the first Federal census 
which it figured, 1870, it made a showing of 442,014 sou! 
Nevada, on the contrary, had, by the same census, a population 
of 42,491, a figure which it did not equal in the last censy 
when it made a showing of 42,334. Nevada is the only St 
which has utterly disappointed the hopes and expectations of 
early settlers. It has an area of 110,700 square miles, a figu 
only exceeded by the three States of Texas, California, and M: 
tana, and practically equal to that of Arizona. Recent discoy 
ies of gold have restored to the State some of its former pr 
perity and its population has largely increased within the p 
few years, and may even now be double the figure of the | 
Federal census. The figures of the last census gave to Nevada» 
fewer inhabitants than resided at that time in many of tly 
smaller cities in the United States, and that State has, ever si) 
its admission, served as a warning to Congress against ha 
and ill-advised admission of Territories not qualified to t: 
rank with the other States. 


THE THIRTEEN ORIGINAL COLONIES FORMED THE UNION. 

The thirteen original colonies differed greatly in size and pop- 
ulation. It is not a fair argument to compare the new Stites 
of the Union, either in area or population, with them. They 
were never added to the Union, for they made the Union, and 
but for their coming together in the way they did this Union 
might not have been created. The first States admitted after 
the adoption of the Constitution were not larger than the largest 
of the original States. When the Mississippi River was reached, 
however, and when new States were taken in west of that river, 
boundary lines were made more generous and liberal, and the 
farther west the new States admitted into the Union the larger 
they were in area. 

STHADILY INCREASING SCALE OF REQUIREMENTS. 

At the same time, when more square miles have been 
cluded in new States, there has been a steady increase in the 
requirement of population. This increase of requirement of 
population has fairly approximated the increase of the C 
gressional apportionment which has determined the number of 
Members of the lower House of Congress. By the Federal « 
sus of 1800, the first taken after the admission of the first three 


| States added to the original thirteen, Vermont had over 150,000, 


| The Congressional ratio at that time was only 


Kentucky over 200,000, and Tennessee over 100,000 population. 
33,000. Louisi- 
ana, Mississippi, Illinois, Alabama, Maine, Missouri, Arkansas, 
Michigan, Florida, Texas, Iowa, Wisconsin, California, Minne- 
sota, every State admitted down to the time Oregon canie in, 
in 1859, had a population equal to the Congressional ratio, 


| either at the time it was admitted or at the next Federal census. 


its admission or since then. 


Every State admitted since then, except Nevada and Wyomi 
has either approximated the Congressional ratio at the time of 
With two or three exceptions tlie 


| history of the Union shows that a steadily increasing s 


in was California in 1850, and that was the result of a compro- | 


mise which gave statehood to California and denied it to New 
Mexico. It was no longer possible to maintain the equilibrium 
between the North and the South, for a magnificent domain re- 
mained in the Northwest from whick new States could be fash- 
ioned, while the territory available for the creation of States 
where slavery could be maintained was exhausted, although 
Texas had the right then, as she has to-day, to divide herself 
into five States 


ever be exercised or availed of. 
MAINE AND IOWA BROUGHT INTO THE UNION BY PRESSURE. 
During this period of our national history the political inter- 
ests of the North demanded that free States should be added 
to-the Union as fast as slave States, and as a result of these 


political exigencies Maine and Iowa, at least, were fairly forced 
into the Union, in both States two or three elections being re- 


a privilege which it is extremely unlikely will | 


both of area and population, has been demanded of new 8! 
and that the rule has been to admit them when it conserved t 
general interests of the Union to do so. Even the qualifica' 
of area and population have not in every case guaranteed 
mission, for Utah, on account of polygamy existing in that 
ritory, was kept out of the circle of statehood long after i! 
a population equal to the Congressional ratio. The Con 
sional ratio to-day is, in round numbers, 200,000. The 
age population of the forty-five States is now over a millio 
a half. 

The best interests of the States of the Union demand 


| some regard be paid to these figures in admitting new * 
|} and that no new State be admitted which does not fairl) 


quired before a majority could be mustered to adopt a constitu- | 


tion, 


very 


and the majority in both cases, when finally obtained, was 
small. There can be no question but for the great pressure 
brought to bear at the time neither of these States would have 
come into the Union as soon as they did. 
was the general interests of the Union without regard to special 
interests of the proposed new State. 
BIRTH OF WEST VIRGINIA AND NEVADA 

The creation of West Virginia and Nevada may both be said 

to have been war measures. West Virginia was torn from the 


‘The test of admission | square miles smaller than Kansas; 33,815 square miles sulle! 


| than Colorado; approximately the same size as Missouri ; 


| homa has 88,830 square miles; 


pare either in achievement or in probable development with 
those now forming the Union. 
NO OPPOSITION TO THE NEW STATE OF OKLATIOMA. 

Hardly a voice will be raised to oppose the admiss 
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory as a single State. | 
area comprising the two Territories, with the excep! of 
Beaver County, was a part of the Louisiana purchase. (<' 
Indian Territory, 31,000. ¢! 
new State will have 69,830 square miles. It will be | 


square miles larger than Iowa. 


Arkansas and Louisia re 
smaller, ty 


United, it lies in compact form except Beaver © 


a long, narrow county extending westwardly on the 
boundary line of Texas to New Mexico, 





ae 
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WONDERFUL DEVELOPMENT OF THAT TERRITORY. 

The development of Oklahoma has been without a parallel in 
the wonderful growth of this country. The first settlement 
there was made April 22, 1889, when 3,000,000 acres of land 
purchased from the Creek and Seminole Indians were thrown 
open to public settlement. The race that was made by eager 
home seekers the very hour that tract was opened to settle- 
ment presented a picture never seen before in this or any other 
country. Within an hour after the shots were fired which 
gave the signal for the race to begin every acre of that broad 
expanse had its claimant. Approximately 100,000 people se- 
cured homes. Cities with fifteen to twenty thousand inhab- 
itants were built in a day, and brave and sturdy people imme- 
diately commenced the battle of life with the raw and unbroken 
prairie. The land that had theretofore been the home only 
of the coyote and the cowboy and the hunting ground for the 
Indian, at the crack of the pistol was transformed into a habi- 
tation for sturdy men and women and their children. 

WITHOUT CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR OVER A YEAR, 

It was not until a year later, or May 1, 1890, that Congress 
organized the Territory of Oklahoma and provided a form of 
government, In that first year the people occupying the Terri- 
tory governed themselves, proof again of the innate capacity of 
the American people to maintain law and order and to organize 
themselves into settled and peaceable communities. They had 
no law except the statutes of the United States and the common 
law; they lacked legal authority to organize municipal corpora- 
tions for the government of cities and towns and to provide by 
means of taxation for the support of municipal government or the 
edueation of their children, and so lived for a year. 

The opening of Oklahoma is one of the brightest chapters in 
\merican history. The people, by common consent, organized 
and towns, graded the streets, builded schoolhouses, 
electric-light plants, waterworks, and sewer systems, showing 
the wonderful adaptability of the American citizen for self- 
government, 


cities 


THE ORIGINAL AREA OF OKLAHOMA GREATLY INCREASED. 
Following this, the original area of Oklahoma has been in- 
creased by the addition in 1890 and the opening to settlement of 


the Iowa, Sac, Fox, and Pottawatomie Indian reservations, con- | 
acres, these reservations being in the eastern | 
the | 


taining 1,283,438 
part of Oklahoma, and the addition in the same 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indian reservations, in 
irt of Oklahoma, containing 4,297,000 acres. 
lhe strip of land about 374 miles wide by 167 miles long, 


year of 


the western 


] 
‘ 


Land,” was attached to Oklahoma as Beaver County. Septem- 
er 16, 1898, the Cherokee Strip, 90 miles by 200 in size, con 
(ining 6,140,000 acres, was opened to settlement and occupied 
tha rush. In 1895 the opening to settlement of the Kickapoo 
indian Reservation added a tract containing 206,662 acres. 
In 1896 the addition of Greer County to the Territory of Okla- 
ia by the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
er County having theretofore been under the jurisdiction of 
claimed by the State of Texas, opened another million and 
uf acres of land for settlement. In 1901 additional land in 
southwestern part of Oklahoma, the Kiowa, Comanche, 
che, and Wichita Indian reservations, comprising an area 
ser than original Oklahoma, was thrown open to settlement, 
as had been the case before, was quickly followed by the 
h of busy, thriving towns and the cultivation of nearly 
ery acre of land. 
Within the present limits of Oklahoma there are still reserved 
in settlement the Osage, Ponca, and Otoe Indian reservations 
| the Kiowa and Comanche pasture reservation, approximately 
© and one-half million acres; but these Indian reservations, 
ler acts of Congress, have been very largely leased to white 
n for agricultural purposes, and a very large portion are 
ler cultivation as producing farms, 


POPULATION, 
by the census of 1900 Oklahoma had a population of over 


000, Since that time the Kiowa, Comanche, Apache, and 
chita Indian reservations have been opened to settlement, 
prising three large and populous counties, with three won- 


rfully prosperous young cities and an aggregate population 
at least 150,000, and the governor of the Territory, in his 
{ annual report to the Secretary of the Interior, estimates 

population of the Territory of Oklahoma on the 30th day 
June last at 800,000 people. The recent census taken of the 
\ildren of school age shows a school population of the Terri 
ry between the ages of 5 and 21 years of over 211,000, which 
would ordinarily indicate under the usual rules a population 
‘irgely in excess of 800,000. The inhabitants of foreign birth 
do not equal 4 per cent. 


} 





hich formerly belonged to Texas and was called “ No Man’s | 
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The last annual report of the governor of Oklahoma, dated 
September 15, 1905, furnishes ample proof of the readiness of 
Oklahoma to accept the privileges and burdens of statehood. 

VARIED AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES 

The wealth of Oklahoma depends largely icriculture, 
almost every acre being fitted for cultivation. There is not a 
State in the Union which surpasses Oklahoma in the 


upon 


i LiVversily 
of its crops. It raises with equal success the staple crops of the 
North and of the South. The same fields which have furnished 
a rich harvest of wheat have, the same year, been sown to cot rm 
ton and furnished a rich return upon that investment. Cotton 


now rivals wheat and corn in value. The last cotton crop was 
almost double the value of the wheat crop of 1904 and it prom 
ised to far outdo the wheat crop of 1905. The output was over 
400,000 bales. The corn crop last year exceeded 50,000,000 
bushels. Wheat is raised in Oklahoma with success, Kaffir corn 
is grown extensively, alfalfa and cowpeas yield better returns 
than clover and enrich the soil much better. Bermuda 
broom corn, and castor beans are among the staple crops. 
FIGURES OF AGRICULTURAL WEALTH 

The 23,000,000 acres of land in Oklahoma represent an agri 
cultural investment, exclusive of improvements, crops, or sto 
of $232,000,000. Adding to this the value of implements, ma 
chinery, and live stock makes the total $319,780,903 as the fig 
ure of agricultural wealth of the Territory. All kinds of fruits 
are raised successfully there, and in some varieties the Terri 
tory rivals the world. The total assessed valuation of the Ter 
ritory for 1905 was $93,130,721, which is about one-fifth the 
real value. In 1901 the total assessment was a little 
$60,000,000, and in 1902 increased to $75,000,000. These figures 
show a steady and substantial growth. Farm property i 
creased in assessed value from 1904 to 1905 from $30,000,000 to 
$33,000,000. In recent years there has been developed a 
and oil field that rivals the great State of Pennsylvania, with 
coal and manganese and asphalt beds and gypsum beds; granite 
quarries rivaling the great State of Vermont, and a magnificent 


or 
mLSS, 


Ovel 


magnesium limestone rivaling the wonderful quarries of New 
Bedford, Ind. 
RAILROAD MILEAGE AND OTHER STATISTIK 
The railroad mileage in the Territory has moved forward by 


leaps and bounds, and there are over 8,000 miles of track, ex 


clusive of siding and right of way in the Territory. The ye: 

ending June 30, 1905, added 432.71 miles in new mileage here 
are over 12,000 miles of toll line and telephone wires in the two 
Territories. The newspapers published number $45, including 
30 dailies. There is an excellent State university, with build 
ings and grounds worth about $250,000; a university prepara 
tory school and three State normal schools; an agricultural and 


mechanical college, representing $250,000, and a colored 


cultural and normal school, all supported more or less by tl! c 
Territory. The total number of banks in the Territory, which 

reported to the bank commissioner, was 262 Territorial b 

and 85 national banks. During the past year only one 1 


ritorial bank and one national bank 

was a dollar lost to the depositors. 
The railroads are a taxation on 

from $5,600 per mile down to $5,000 per mile 


failed, and in neither 


ssessed for their main line 


and less mioul 


on the more unimportant lines and the various side tracks and 
branches. 
OKLAHOMA TIAS NO BONDED DEI 

The Territory has no bonded debt. Nove ber 0) 1OOy 
had an outstanding warrant indebtedness of $735,240. On tl 
same date the Territorial treasurer bad on hand S710,S842 casb 
and the school land leasing board had on hand $259,317, rentals 
of leased lands not yet turned over to the ‘Treasurer, lea, 
cash on hand over and above all indebtedness of $254,920.05 


At this date practically none of the Territorial taxes for the 
year 1905 had been collected, as they did not become payable 
until December 1 and delinquent until the 15th day of Jai 
under the law. 

A MAGNIFICENT EDUCATIONAL ENDOWMENT 


The Territory has 1,413,704 acres of land reserved by acts of 


Congress for the support of the common hoois of the new 
State, which is confirmed to the State by this act as a gra 

It has 322,006 acres of land reserved for agricultur l 
mechanical college, university and normal school pn 
which reservations are confirmed to the State in 

It has 315,165 acres reserved for publ bu g 
erection of charitable and penal institutions, which 
is confirmed by this act to the new State 
also cash on hand in the treasury, $458,406, accumul 
rentals of the lands reserved for public building purpose 
it has not been authorized to expend and the ; y 
rentals of which are being held by the Territory for the use ot 








































































the new § 
WV reserved and granted. It is confidently believed that if 
these lands could be retained by the State, the rentals of the 
me would pay the interest on a sufficient amount of bonds to 
build all of the State institutions which must necessarily be 
located when Oklahoma becomes a State. 
by tl act Congress has made a grant for common school 
purposes to the new State of $5,000,000 in lieu of sections 16 and 
granted in Oklahoma, and which under the conditions in the 
Indian Territory are unavailable, there being no public lands in 


the Indian Territory subject to such grant. 





he bill also provides for grants of public lands to the various 
educational institutions in the Territory aggregating 1,050,000 
Acre in addition to the grants of land for the purposes hereto 
fore mentioned. There is in the ‘Territory available for the 
satisfaction of these grants approximately 1,600,000 acres of un 
appropriated public land 
The present population of Oklahoma is about twenty to a 
juare mile as against about one to the square mile in Arizona 
and Vlexico 
LAND ENTRRED FOR SETTLEMENT IN 1905 
In the year ending June 30, 1905, 477,000 acres were en 
tered for settlement in Woodward and Beaver counties, in the 
extreme northwest of Oklahoma, It is claimed that the per 
centage of householders owning their own homes is greater 
thie n any other State in the Union except three, and that no 
Sint how uch a high percentage of homes entirely free from 
debt 
IMAT rie ‘TAGGED OF ILLITERACY 
The percentage of illiteracy in the population over 10 years 
of age is 5.5 per cent, the same as in New York State, and 
slightly less than in Massachusetts, as compared to 383 per 
cent of all the population in New Mexico and 34 per cent in 
Arizona There are thirty-one States having a greater degree 
of illiteracy than Oklahoma The percentage of illiteracy 
among the whites ts less than 3 per cent, but among the blacks 
it is 26 per cent, and this raises the total average. 
InRI \ ON NI bED IN WI ERN PAR 
The extreme western part of the Territory needs irrigation, 
and Oklahoma has now over $3,000,000 to her credit in the 
N hal Treasury which can be utilized for that purpose. 
ir tion projects now being carried on will add many acres 
to the cultivable land of the Territory. 
AND RURAT rl DELIV? Y ROUT! 
| ove O00 post-ollice and 7 towns had postal re 
“ for the last f il year exceeding $10,000, thus entitling 
t! » free mall delivery There are nearly TOO rural free 
deli route 
\ HON, DENN tr FLY 
I follow statement, made before the Senate Committee 
on Verritories in June, 1902, by Hon, Dennis Fivynn, then 
D> ler ry of Oklahoma, puts in a nutshell 
t 1 development and high standing of the Territory 
] 
\\ y than there Is ny iion We 
! i 1 to « one, than 
_ ‘ Unio \\ ive 1 L pe 
{ vi have n inv < { yy 
1 0 v \ will 
\ dj i yp Yr tal 
‘ in { tl v 1\ increased 1 
on in: we ha nm :.-% yt ne t 
ve ap i their hands to Dh i not a pool 
I le vy 4 Oklahoma 1 not a |] itentiary in 
{ ( We do not 1 d those t 
, ert prea 
1 and county bonds issued in the 
, at a premium at 4 per cent, a 
] t 1] been enjoyed by any Territory 
{ ‘ s There is no place in our 
‘ Terent ero} can be raised as 
‘ land Mr. Flynn further 
Oklahoe can till the soil eleven 
1 \ \ t have up feed for 
i 
1 rhe W Ne, 
\ i 1 w on ( 
‘ ‘ ( i 
] ‘ 
‘ 4 L A 
‘ t | LOO 11 vay of the ad 
I r «© ‘ 1 bas be { i n 
‘ | f { e Cx ‘ to e tl fortunes ¢ Oklahoma 
Vv © Lint 1 Territory, and In the \ iom of th leterminna 
th Co ‘ ill the people of Oklahoma and pract lly all 
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state in furtherance of the purposes for which the land | come here again, united now and with practically no dissenti 
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voice, requesting of this Congress the boon of statehood. 
POPULATION AND AREA OF INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The Indian Territory, with an estimated population of 750,0 
people, has an area of $1,000 square miles. It has been 5s 
1866 the home of the Five Civilized Tribes—the Cherokees, 
Creeks, the Choctaws, the Chickasaws, and the Seminoles—t 
most intelligent and civilized Indians in all the country. 

INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS. 

They have erected and maintained governments of their o 
They passed laws for the government of their people and tl 
laws were printed in statute form, They elected their gov: 
ors and their legislators and their other tribal officers, 
terning after, in the forms of their government, the governn 
of the States of the Union. They held their lands in comn 


1) 


This vast domain of 31,000 square miles was the home of 


handful of Indians. The Dawes Commission, in one of its 1 
ports, estimated the number of Indians—white, red, and bla 
entitled to participate in tribal government and tribal lands at 


approximately 90,000. This included the tribes that adopted 


their slaves after the civil war as members of their tribe. It 
included the adopted white citizens; it included the children 
intermarried Indians with white and colored people, and 
the same time the Dawes Commission estimated the total 1 
ber of full bloods in the Indian Territory at approximately 24, 
The Indian Territory was settled earlier than Oklahoma. There 
| are portions of the Indian Territory that have been cultivated 
for over sixty years, notably the rich and fertile valley of 
Washita River, known as “ Pauls Valley.” 
WHITH MEN INVITED TO THE TERRITORY, 

The leaders and molders of sentiment amongst the Ind 
actuated by the same motives that actuate and prompt the wh 
man for gain, by a system of permit laws and a system of | 
ing lands, years ago invited the white man into the In \ 


in Territory have acquiesced, and they | ritory 


Territory to break up the virgin soil and convert it into 
ducing farms and homes and to build cities, and thereupon t! 
great question that has agitated Congress for many yeurs, | 

ing to intruders in that country, became a burning issue. 1 
those intruders were in fact invited into the country by 
Indians themselves, and are responsible for the wonder! 
growth and development of that country and for the fact that 
to-day there are 750,000 people living within the boundat of 
that Territory. The attitude of the Government of the United 
States toward these people, its own citizens, has been one of 
neglect. The Government has carefully looked after the edu 
tion, care, and protection of the Indian. In this the Go 
ment was right; but there, living in that country, was a 
siderable number of citizens, steadily growing to the present 
population, which until within the past few years had no 
sible menns of educating their children, and only now in all 
that country are the citizens of the United States permitted to 
maintain governments and to raise taxes to educate their 


dren in the cities and towns, 
TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS EXPIRE MARCH 4, 1906 
The Indian Territory has no government except the 


ment of the courts and the government provided by act of 
for cities and towns, except the tribal government, \ 
expires March 4 next 


SOME FORM OF GOVERNMENT NERDED IMMEDIATELY. 
There is In that country at least 400,000 rural pom 
Without government, without means of education for the 
dren, and it is time that these conditions were changed 
are American citizens. They have united with Oklaho 
asking for statehood, and surely and certainly it ought! 
granted, Let them organize their county and municipal 


ernments, give them an opportunity to organize school d 
and to educate thelr children, give them an opportunity t 
ticipate in self-government, to which every American 
who loves the flag 
NDUCEMRBN ro TO INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Under the legislation of Congress the Indians in the | 
Territory have all taken their lands in severalty, and, « 


aspires, 


IMMIGRATION 


of the provision for the retention of homesteads, are 
limited rights of allenation, which, together with the toy 
act for the first time open to the white man the r 
obtain the ownership of lands in the Indian Territory, au 


we may reasonably expect after this bill is passed a won 


immigration into that country. The young men from O! 


Indiana, Illinois and Iowa, and all the other great 5! 
the Union will go there to cast their fortunes with the 
of this magnificent Commonwealth, and to make the « 
ship of that new State unexcelled by the citizenship ©! 
other State In the Union, The development of the Indian 


has in some respects been even more remarkable 





1906. 


the development of Oklahoma, for the reason that the land all 
‘longed to the Indians and none of it was ever thrown open 
» the public for settlement, no counties have been organized, 


vl no Territorial form of government has been provided, so 
iit the development has been in towns and cities. But little 
the land has been farmed, but there is much river bottom 
d which is equal to the very best corn, wheat, and cotton 


id in the United States. It is claimed for the Indian Terri 
ry that its cotton is rated as the best and that its yield per 
e exceeds that of any other State. The last cotton crop of 
hich I am able to find record was 282,338 bales, worth 
1,000,000, While Oklahoma almost entirely an agricul 
iral Territory, the Indian Territory is rich in mineral deposits. 
lor the year ending June 30, 1905, nearly 3,000,000 tons of coal 
ere produced and fourteen new mines were opened, and 10% 
» now in operation. The coal deposits in the Indian Territory 
claimed to be as extensive as those of Pennsylvania, and 
1, zine, lead, and granite and limestone are found in almost 
exhaustible quantities, 


is 


ONLY SELF-GOVERNMENT FOUND IN THY TOWNS. 
‘here are some incorporated towns in the Territory in which 
people have the privilege of self-government, but otherwise 
s great body of people is governed entirely by Congress and 
t Interior Department. While the percentage of illiteracy in 
e Indian Territory higher than in Oklahoma, the per- 
centage of illiteracy among the males of voting age is 15.9. 
Chere are 142 papers published, of which 19 are daily papers. 
ere are over 600 post-oflices, of which five had, during the 
past fiscal year, receipts in excess of $10,000, The total rail 
road mileage is placed at 2,408 miles, 
rhe taxable values of the Territory are considered to aggre 
e between sixty and seventy million dollars, 


is 


RANK OF THE NEW STATR OF OKLATIOMA, 
these two Territories have wonderful possibilities for devel 
opment based upon wonderful resources. United they will make 
State having an area of 70,000 square miles and a population 

‘ ne and one-half millions of people, which is nearly equal to 
iverage of the forty-five States now composing the Federal 


nm, and a greater population than that of twenty-three of 
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1 States represented in this body. Lying on the border line | 
veen the North and the South, they have a varied agricul 
tural production that promises a great future. The Indian Ter 


ry, with its wonderful coal mines and railroads and cities 
rich farming lands, in time may be expected to even out 
Oklahoma in the a 


ore 


ggregate value of its property. 


RAPID GROWTIL IN POPULATION AND PRODUCTS 
w population is pouring into the proposed State at a rapid 
» take advantage of its agricultural and mineral opportuni 
l'wenty thousand homesteaders settled last year in Okla 
i. The combined agricultural products of the two Territo 
s for the past year are estimated at nearly 100,000,000 bushels 
rh, 10,000,000 bushels of oats, over 28,000,000 bushels of 
at, and GS1,818 bales of cotton. 
ie railroad mileage in the two Territories aggregates 5,500 
es and the taxable valuation $250,000,000, 
SENTIMENT FOR JOINT STATEHOOD ALMOST UNANIMOUS, 
e substantially unanimous sentiment of the people of these 
lerritories is for joint statehood. 
iment of the people of Oklahoma from the beginning. On 
h 9, 1809, Hon. C. M. Barnes, then governor of Oklahoma, 
ed a bill providing for a constitutional convention looking 
ird statehood for Oklahoma. That message is so admirable 
presents such cogent reasons in favor of the union of these 
lerritories, although it bears date nearly seven years ago, 
L take the liberty of reproducing it here, and will ask the 


etary to read it. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re 
ed 
Secretary read as follows: 
GOVERNOR BARNES’S VRTO MISSAGR, 
GuTnmris, OKLA. Mareh 9, 1899. 
honorable counctl, fifth legislative assembly. 
KN: I_belleve that the people of Oklahoma desire statehood 
rican Union, because it is the highest and best form of free 
t known to the children of men, and I am in hearty i 
With this desire and purpose, but I do not believe, all things 
d, that the enactment of this bill into a law would advance the 
of Oklahoma toward the fruition of our hopes one tota No 
man will for a moment contest the statement that a State govern 
vould be much more expensive to maintain than is our present Ter 
vernment, The expenses of a State government mus 


OY taxation of the property of the people, and the people of Oxia 
who the 


pay taxes are not In condition, nor do they wish, to 
any additional burden of that chara ! It ie true that our 
have been generally prosperous for the past few years, but it is 


well for those who have in keeping the welfare of the State, as it 





That has been the better | 


for 


is the individual, to consider carefully t f ar 
enterprise before taking a step that w in 
and increased assessments to meet th W 
Oklahoma is in some respects y 
a recurrence of the dry se 0 : 2 ' 
of Congress refusing to ratify tu t 
pledging the United States to a } 
two ‘Territories, is significant to t 
well-settled and determi 
resentatives never to admit © | \ 
States And I feel sure tha ‘ 
is that of single statehood Chis 
convention at this time to form 
lines laid down in this bill we i 
devree, but, on the contrary, \ i pa 
healthful pol tical sentiment t e it le 
a union With the Ind l tory 
one State we would | ipon ‘ 
ter would not be d l the 
by which we are surrot ad On \ 
agricultural, and grazin land we I 
pplies to pay the expenses of a f S 
‘ s to build and maintaia per 
tutions that would compare favora 
and progressive people a Ww 
pay the taxes for the support of 1 
ree the burden of ex ive ¢ 
other hand, Oklahoma, w 
the raising of cattle, without the + evel 
} other mineral in paying quart ‘ or the ad ot 
turing industries, would be | 1 weak i fe ‘ we 
great isterhood of Stat \ 
any one year sufficient to | the 1 nit ey 
vernment, and a casual de t has eo! 
yeat By reason of the Peck lim or 
power, and by reason of a ¢ ful and ec 
rerritorial laws, aided in no smal! «de \ 
which pays a large share « I ) mit il expens \ 
able to maintain the credit and i 
ble valuation, placed last year ibo y 
of much criticism by the ple and tl 
honorable House of Representatives of \ 
reduce said valuation to $32,000,000 I 
le do not wish to incur the expense 
holding a constitutional convention w 
orating the condition of affairs than | 
therefore feei constrained to returi i N ‘ t 
providing for the formation of a cor 
rH TWO TERRITORIBS TO HAV! 
DEI AT 
Mr. DICK. Mr. President, the pending bill pr des I 
constitutional convention, to be « posed of 110 dele e 
delegates from Oklahoma and 55 delegates f: the Ind 
Territory. ‘The Indian Territory is to be divided into di { 
for the election of these delegates by the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes and two judges of the United States irt 
for the Indian Territory The former represents the | 
and the judges are the officers of the Government of the Unite: 
States in that Territory. They bave afforded practical 
the government the people have had, and t are well 
quainted with the conditions and the population. Th: 
men of high character and integrity, who will do Just | 
Oklahoma the districts will be formed by the governor, t 
secretary, and the chief justice of that Territor B 
of the fact that there are no election laws in the Indiar 
torv the election laws of Oklahoma so far as app ble, 1 
gether with the penal laws of the Territory of O 
ing to illegal voting, are extended over 1 Indian 
for the conduct of the elections provided for |! this 
result shall be ascertained and the votes canvassed by t 
senior in service in the Indian Territory and t rOvel 
secretary of the Territory of Oklahoma, 
No one can reasonably doubt or question 
ability of these two Territories to form a « 
lican in form and in harmony with the C 
of the United States, and to maintain the gove 
TWO JUDICIAI DIS I¢ LIND FIVE ¢ 
The bill pre vides for two judicial dist ‘ 
ment of two district judges of the United } ‘ the 
Territory forming one district and the O ' 
forming one district. The bill provides for Mi ‘ 
Congress and divides the Territory into t e 
Congressional districts. 
If the State of Oklahoma at the time of it (| 
tains a million and a half people, as con 
as I believe, the State of Oklah ' mld be « 
Members of the lower House of Congres 
rH® CONST 
The bill provides that the constit 
range for the election of a full « ! ‘ 
a legislative assembly, and the legis! ‘ 
to elect Senators to the United $ ‘ 


TERRITORIAL C¢ 
The marvelous development of t 


which was opened to settlement 
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while the other has for over seventy years been entirely without 
any organized government provided by Congress—shows conclu- 
sively that the Territorial conditicn is not an insuperable bar to 
marvelous growth and development. Where the opportunities 
are the best and the natural advantages promise rich return for 
investment, there the American people will flock in large num- 
bers and will till the soil, build towns and cities, and will pro- 
vide all the necessary instruments for the highest American ad- 
vancement. In view of the splendid progress that has been 
made in Oklahoma, it may well be doubted whether any greater 
advancement could have been made had statehood been granted 
when it was first asked for ten years ago. Certain it is that no 
fair argument can be made against the immediate admission of 
these two Territories as one State. 

Mr. President, if agreeable to the pleasure of the Senate, I 
will, at this point, suspend my remarks and ask to resume them 
again at the next meeting of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I see no special necessity that 
the Senate should be in session to-morrow, unless it is for the 
consideration of the statehood bill. If that measure is not to be 
pressed to-morrow, I will move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Lowa moves that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RETURN OF RECORDS TO NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I ask for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution (S. R. 26) providing for the return of certain 
archives now in possession of the Department of State to the 
State of North Carolina, which was introduced by myself some 
time since, referred to the Committee on the Library, and re 
ported favorably this morning. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to hear it read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

Che Seeretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the Secretary af State be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to withdraw from the files of the Department of 
State and deliver to the State of North Carolina certain legislative 
papers, correspondence, and other material appertaining to the records 
‘ id State and not needed for the use of the Department of State. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. Is there objection? 
There being no objec tion, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPOONER 1 move to amend the joint resolution by 





striking out all after the words “ North Carolina,” in the fifth 
line, and inserting the following: 

Purely State archives,” bearing dates from 1750 to 1800, with a 
few of er date, and including copies of letters from the Delegates 
t { Continental Congress, State militia papers, papers relating to 
i rebuilding of the State capitol, and papers of a like local charac 
{ ?? i, That no papers commonly called “ Confederate archives,” 

ny original papers belonging to the records of the Continental Con 
sailed for the uses of the Government shall be delivered under 
the provisions hereof to said State 

Mr. SIMMONS. That amendment is satisfactory to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 

‘amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

M HALE Mr. President, I could not understand from the 
rn of the amendment its intent. I do think that the with 
‘ al of original chives in the Departments at Washington 

t to go no further. If we withdraw and give to any State 
iy municipality the original archives, in a little time the 
only one place to which resort can be had for investigation of a 
} iture will disappear. The one place where all of these 
ves ought to be, and ought to be kept, is Washington, in | 
he different Departments here. I do not object to copies being 
made and given to States or municipalities. 

Mr. OVERMAN May I interrupt the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN lL agree with what the Senator says as to 
the arel of the Government, but T understand that these are | 
not of that ch ter i understand that they are archives of | 
North Caroli that w 1) izht bere toward the end of the 
war: that they ar } | North Carolina, and are held 
here really in. trust State, They are not original 
papers filed with the D { 

Mr. HALE. IT am not s iin that they are held in trust 
for the State. IT am not certain but that these very original 


papers that are here ought to remain here. It was one of the 
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results and one of the processes that followed the winding 
of the war that certain documents were brought here and h 
been kept here ever since. I should not be willing because 
that now to restore all of them. Some of these documents ; 
very valuable, and will be hereafter, not simply to the St 
but, as I have said, to the lover and the student of histo 
research. 

I can not agree now that the joint resolution shall pass, i) 
covers the removal from Washington of any original pap 
until I examine it further. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator permit me to interry 
him just one minute? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. These are purely local papers pertaining to 
matters that are North Carolina matters. They were broug)t 
here, as my colleague stated, just at the close of the war as 
result of seizure made by the Feberal troops when occupy 
the capital of my State. 

Mr. HALE. I so understand. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I inquired at the State Department bef 
introducing the joint resolution as to whether these papers were 
of any service or use to the Government, and I was advised that 
they were not. 

Mr. HALE. They may not be at present, but they may be 
very valuable hereafter. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to state further to the Senato 
that we want them at present because they will be of very great 
use to us in compiling our records. We are doing that now wun 
der an act of our legislature through the chief justice of 
State, and he has been held in this work by reason of not haying 
these particular papers. 

Mr. HALE. Copies of them would answer that purpose 
well as the originals. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Maine will permit me : 
moment, I think he will not insist upon his objection when he 
understands the precise situation as disclosed by a letter froi 
the Secretary of State. I objected to the passage of the j 
resolution the other day because of the want of accurate d 


scription of the papers which were to be covered by it | 
surrendered to the State. ts 
In the first place, no papers which originally were a part of 


the files of the State Department or of any other Departmen 
of the Government are to be surrendered to the State of North 
Carolina under the joint resolution. The papers which 
joint resolution covers are papers which were State archi 
North Carolina, and were seized by our Army along to 
the end of the war, with rebellion records and archives of 
rious descriptions, and deposited in that way in the Departi 
of State. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator a 
question right there. Does the letter from the Secretar : 
State which he has indicate the specific papers that are s t 
to be returned? 

Mr. SPOONER. I was about to state to the Senate that the 
matter was referred, as it was agreed it should be when it was 
up before, to the State Department, and the Secretary of S 
wrote this letter to the Hon. Grorce PEABODY WETMORE, « 
man of the Committee on the Library: 

DEPARTMENT OF STA‘ 
Washington, February 8, 


Hon. Grorae PRABRODY WETMORE, 
Chairman Committee on the Library, 
United States Senate. 


Sr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
| the 6th Instant, inclosing a copy of joint resolution No. 26, p 
for the return of certain North Carolina archives now in the p 
/ of this Department and asking the opinion of the Department 
to its passage, 
In reply I have to inform you that the papers in question ar 
‘State archives "’- 


let 


Quoted— 


bearing dates from 1750 to 1800, with a few of a later date, and 
ing coples of letters frgm the Delegates to the Continental | 
State militia papers, papers relating to the rebuilding of the 
capitol, and papers of a like local character, but do not contain 
| are commonly called “ Confederate archives,” nor any origina! 
belonging to the records of the Continental Congress. 


The Secretary of State says further: 


The resolution as Introduced follows the precedent already 
lished by the Department relative to the surrender of Its pa} 


protects the Department in that It Is discretionary with the se 
| of State as to what papers are “not needed for the use of the 
; ment of State.” 
That phrase is in the joint resolution. 
> ? 
I am therefore of the opinion that the resolution should be d 





jin its pw form, 
have the honor to be, sir, your obedient scevant, , 
inv KR 
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I have proposed to amend | five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reo! ed, 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator read that part to which my ob- | and (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned 


jection applied, that it does not cover any Confederate archives? | until Monday, February 19, 1906, at 12 o’clock merid 
| am not certain whether that is in the Secretary’s letter. 
Mr. SPOONER (reading)— 


That no papers commonly called “ Confederate archives,” or any 


NOMINATIONS 


nal p rs belonging to the records of the Continental Congress or Earceutive nominations recei l bu the Ne I 
eded for the uses of the Government shall be, under the provisions of - — 
; joint resolution, returned to North Carolina. COLLECTOR 01 
“ir. HALE. I do not think what are known as “ Confederate Thomas O. Thompson, of Conn 
ives’ ought to be given up by the State Department. toms for the district of New London, in 1 ‘ 


Mr. SPOONER. That is what I contended the other day. (Reappointment. ) 

Mr. HALE. That seems to be covered. | MARSHAL. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is excluded specifically. Daniel R. Bal 2] 

Mr. HALE. Now, let us hear the Senator’s amendment. | shal for the district of Rhode Isl i 1 

ir. SPOONER. ‘The joint resolution will read as follows, as | Kendrick, resign 
I propose to amend it: 








] - 
R ed, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, Aucustu J. Hoitt. of M 
d and directed to withdraw from the files of the Department R M ; . . ‘ . 
and deliver to the State of North Carolina purely “‘ State ar SUE — to 1 ay lsat . 
aring dates from 1750 to 1800, with a few of a later date, | of his present term (Ke 
< copies of letters from the Delegates to the Continental — 
ate militia papers, papers relating to the rebuilding of the | _—— ; 
and papers of a lil | character: Pre ided, ‘That no Lieut. Col. Richard BE. T! . 
mn alled ( fe ra rehives,” or any origit paper I . ‘ ( 
to the records of the Continental Congress, or needed for th« , ‘ : 
e Government shall be delivered, under the provisions hereof, | O r 
State Maj. W 4 g , 
HALI I think the Senator has covered that with his | colonel from I uary " 
; Capt. Cl es Mck. § ; ‘ 
OVERMAN. I wish to state that North Carolina has | February 10. 1906, vice G I 
luable colonial records. We have already published P 
six volumes of those records, and we wish to publish all 
ents bearing on the colonial days. We are very prou 
4 7 2 ud Alexa er J. § +o 
‘ i). 
‘Dp 11 ‘ ' . in the county of El] P » and & 
SPOONER. I would say to the Senator that objection : De a i ; , 
. 5.3 : : { ina, incum I I . ‘ - 
withdrawn to the joint resolution. ee , 
HALE. I think the amendment of the Senator from Wis 
7 ' . 


is very well guarded, indeed. J H. Newberry to 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | Stoshone and Stat :, 
from Wisconsin | Mr. Sroonrr] will be stated. F 


SeEcRETARY. In line 5, after the name “ North Carolina.” 


L ‘ 


proposed to strike out the remainder of the joint resolu- | Henry Geisler to 1} ! r at ( 











follows: ounty of Blackford 1+ 
legislative papers, correspondence, and other material apper Kinsley. Incumbent’s commis n ey J 
the records of said State and not needed for the use of the | Licod P. Loveland to be ] s 
nt of State. M i and State of In ‘ : 
in lieu thereof to insert the following: | ecumbent’s commission « r i 
‘State archives,” bear dates from 1750 to 1800, with a 
ter date, and it 1ding coples of letters from the Delegates | mt \ Pail 9 ' 
ntinental Congress, State militia papers, papers relating Thom I. Bail oars 
iiding of the State capitol, and papers of a like lo ch of A al t M 





led, That no papers commonly called “ Confed 





y original pap ‘longing to the records of the Cor 
( ress, or needed for the uses of the Government shall |! 
d, under the provisions hereof, to said State. Elmer H. Pond to 1 po 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | Jefferson and State of M U 


inent which has just been stated. | October 1, 1905. 
endment was agreed to. 


joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, | Carlos Burroughs to be P BE 4 
he amendment was concurred in. | county of Cuvahoga and St fo ( 
e joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third | roughs Incumbent 
r, read the third time, and passed. Edwin F. Ellis tot s 
PURE-FOOD BILL. | of Logan and State of O 
KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider a t Hav orth 7 4 
of executive business. ae awt rd and § ‘ 
HKYBURN. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for Incumbent’s ¢ mtd M 
nt in order that I may give a notice? o © Siewert to be 
KEAN, I withdraw the motion for that purpose. af Col cot Sats nd § of O I 


Ir. HEYBURN. Inasmuch as the Senate has concluded to | 7,.....nont’c commission ex J 
tm over until Monday, I desire at this time to give notice Pena 
on Monday, after the conclusion of the routine morning 


I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration J Ay : - . 7 
Senate bill 88, being what is known as the “ pure-food bill,” | \*°Feheon : ie ; wA = 

e purpose of the introduction of amendments and their | *@°U™ = 3 ' 

‘ation, and I shall ask the Senate to devote the remainder 
e morning hour to the consideration of that bill. I should Arthur M. Blackman to 
to have such amendments as are to be offered introduced | county of Snohomish ar 

rly a time as possible, so that they may be thoroughly | thur M. Blackman. Incuml« 

‘red before the time fixed for the taking of the vote. | 10, 1906. 

SPOONER. May I ask the Senator if there has been a 


nt of the bill as amended up to this date? 


IEFYBURN. Yes; there has been such a reprint. Barron and State of ¥V 
Incumbent’s com! SS ] 
Ir. KEAN. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to ‘. 


leration of executive business. 
he motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded.to the ; 
deration of executive business. After one hour and twenty- | of North Carolina. 


| 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
| 
j 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 15, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


TOBACCO. 


Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
reported a bill (H. R. 14972) for the relief of tobacco growers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LOST CHECKS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4) to amend section 
8646, Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by act 
of February 16, 1885. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the following 
bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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for completing the highway bridge and approaches across t), 
Potomac River, at Washington, D. C.; and 

S. 2106. An act to authorize the construction of a_ brid 
across the Arkansas River at or near Van Buren, Ark. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bi! 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the Hou: 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 4198. An act granting permission to Prof. Simon Ne, 
comb, United States Navy, retired, to accept the decoration « 
the order “‘ Pour le Mérite, fiir Wissenschaften und Kunste: ” 
and 

8.529. An act to promote the national defense, to create » 
naval reserve, to establish American ocean mail lines to forei 
markets, and to promote commerce. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the follow 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to t! 
appropriate committees, as indicated below : 

S$. 529. An act to promote the national defense, to create 4 
naval reserve, to establish American ocean mail lines to foreign 
markets, and to promote commerce—to the Committee on t 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

§$. 4198. An act granting permission to Prof. Simon Newcom), 
United States Navy, retired, to accept the decoration of the 
order “ Pour le Mérite, fiir Wissenschaften und Kunste ’—to the 


| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Be it enac*ed, ete., That section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by act of February 16, 1885, be amended so as to 
read as follows 

Si 3646. Whenever any original check is lost, stolen, or destroyed, | 
disbursing officers and agents of the United States are authorized. after 
the expiration of six months and within three years from the date of | 
such check, to issue a duplicate check; and the Treasurer, assistant 
treasurers, and designated depositaries of the United States are directed 
to pay ch duplicate checks upon notice and proof of the loss of the 
original checks under such regulations in regard to their issue and pay 
ment, and upon the execution of such bonds, with securities, to adorn 
nity the United States, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- | 
scribe.”’ 


‘he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania for some ex- 
planation of the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. This identical bill passed the last House. 


It is reported now 
diciary. 
twenty-five hundred dollars, a duplicate can not be issued ex- 


unanimously by the Committee on the Ju- 


cept by special act of Congress. There is no reason in the 
world for that. This authorizes the Secretary to issue dupli- 
eate checks, when they are in excess of twenty-five hundred 
dollars, 

Mr. SULZER. As I understand it, for any amount under 
twenty-five hundred dollars it can be done now without a 
special act of Congress? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. SULZER. This simply changes the law and makes it 


general, to cover all amounts over or under twenty-five hundred 


1] 


Under existing law, if a check is lost, and it exceeds | 


SEAL FOR UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent f 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7) to provide a seal 
for United States commissioners. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania a: 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That each United States commissioner shall | 
vide himself with an official impression seal, to be prescribed by | 
Attorney-General, which said seal shall be affixed to each jurat or 


tificate of the official acts of said commissioner, but no increase of f 
shall be allowed by reason thereof. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is this bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. This bill also passed the last House, and is 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. United States 
commissioners now have no seal. It very often happens that 
they take depositions to be used in States where a seal is r 
quired for their verification, and this authorizes them to use a 
seal. 

Mr. SULZER. Without charging any additional fee? 

Mr. DALZELL. Without charging any additional fee. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti! 


| and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


a Mins 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; upon such regulations as the Secretary 
may prescribe — 

Mr. SULZER. I think that is right, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Secretary is the man who 

ws the check now? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
und was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion 


vote was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
\ ge from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
inced that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
I iS. A ct to authorize the Campbell Lumber Com 
struct a bridge across the St. Francis River, in Clay 
( y, Arl or n the point where the section line be 
tw 1 sections 28326, in township 20 north, range 9 east, touches 
' ve ind 
HW. R.1 (n act to authorize the Campbell Lumber Com 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. Francis River, in Clay 
Coun Ark., at or near the point where the section line be 
tween sections 21 and 28, township 19 north, range 9 east, 
touches said river. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
tl amendments of the Ilouse of Representatives to bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles 


S. R. 23 


. 23. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time | clearly understood about this matter. 


to reconsider the last | 


| Whole, 


On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REORGANIZATION DISTRICTS. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House res 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state otf 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 14606) to pr 
for the consolidation and reorganization of customs collection 
districts, and for other purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker——— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman ri 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I rise for the purpose of 
obtaining, in the first place, debate upon this question- 

Mr. PAYNE. I was about to suggest that. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. On the question why 
House should not resolve itself into the Committee 


OF CUSTOMS COLLECTION 


? 
ol 


Mr. PAYNE. That can not be done, of course, but I s! l 
like to make some arrangement now for general debate on | 
bill. I want liberal debate in the committee. If any gent! 
who opposes the bill is prepared to suggest any reasonable | 
I should like to agree upon it. I should like to dispose 
to-day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would suggest to the gentleman 
New York that we let general debate go on for the present. | 
aim not able even primarily to settle in my own mind how | i 
time would be desired on this side. ’ 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, it can only be done by unanin 
consent, 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 


‘ 


Mr. Speaker, I want 





{ 
i 
S 


906. 


Mr: PAYNE. Regular order! 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I 


ask 
own the motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on 


ihe state of the Union. 


The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I am 
susent that we debate the proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand the regular order, 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Then, I 
te down the motion. 

rhe SPEAKER. ‘The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
in from New York that the House resolve itself into Commit- 


eo of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


rhe question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


Cockran 
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Hay 





2009 


es seemed to have it. 


\ir. THOMAS of North Carolina. 


lellers were ordered. 


rhe SPEAKER appointed as tellers the gentleman from New 
rk [Mr. PAYNE) and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 


iOMAS]. 


Che House again divided; and the tellers reported that there 


re—ayes 65, noes 90. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. PAYNE. 


rhe question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 163, | 
swered “‘ present” 6, not voting 128, as follows: 


YEAS- 


87. 


: McCreary, Pa. Robertson, La. 
. i. . » | Cocks Hearst McDermott hr | 
the House to vote Cousins Hienry, Tex. McGavin s eel 
; Cromer Hitt McKinlay, Cal. Scott 
Davis, Minn. Holliday McKinley, Ill. SI 
Dawson Howard McKinney s nan 
S . Deemer Huff McMorran Sibley 
asking unanimous | Denby Hull MeNary Slemp 
ae Mont. Humphrey, Wash. Mahon Smith, Cal 
Sneake yresser Jenkins Martin Smith, P 
Mr. Speaker. : Dunwell Jones, Va. Michalek Southall 
ask that the House | Dwight Jones, Wash. Minor S) 
| Ellis Kahn Mondell Sta d 
Iassett Kennedy, Nebr. Moon, Pa. St ns, Minn 
Field Kinkaid «+ Mudd Sullivan, N. ¥ 
Fordney Kitchin, Claude Olcott 1 ne 
Foster, Ind. Landis, Frederick Otjen Van Duzei 
Foster, Vt. Le Fevre Overstreet \ land 
Fowler Legare Padgett Wadsworth 
Garber Lever Parker Wallac 
Tellers, Mr. Speaker, | Gardner, Mich. Lilley, Pa. Parsons Watson 
Gillett, Mass. Lindsay Patterson, Pa. Weeks 
Goldfogle Little Patterson, Tenn, Weisse 
Granger Littlefield Verkins Welborn 
Gregg Lorimer Prince Wharton 
| Hamilton Loud Pujo W imson 
Haskins McCall Reynolds Woodyard 
Haugen McCarthy Rhodes Zenor 


So the motion was lost. 

The following pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. Pavcert. 
Mr. Brooks of Colorado with Mr. Puso. 


° ) . e : ~_ ¢ of . - : . . PaAWYS ir 
i Clayton siiahais Rainey Mr. Davis of Minn sota with Mr. McKinney; Mr. Davis in 
On Cooper, Pa. Howell, Utah Randell, Tex. favor of the bill. Mr. McKINNey against it. 
Sneeenee cae aoe Mr. Martin with Mr. Dawson; Mr. Martin for the bill, Mr. 
ck urtis cetcham toberts alte, ee Bees 
read Date Lafean Russell Dawson against it. 
Daisell ‘ Law Ryan ; Mr. GiLtett of Massachusetts with Mr. Mupp; Mr. GrItLert 
rex. avis, W. Va. sawrence Samue | . » hi aanten® 4 
N. ¥. De Armond Lilley, Conn. Shackleford | for the bill, Mr. Mt DD against It. : he 
Dixon, Ind. Littauer Slayden Mr. STAFForD with Mr. Overstreet; Mr. Srarrorp in faver of 
ck Driscoll Livingston Smith, Wm. Alden | the bill, Mr. OVERSTREET against it. 
Edwards McCleary, Minn. Stephens, Tex. . sia roe y 
ess Fitzgerald Macon Sullivan, Mass, Mr. KAHN with Mr. TowNeE. 
 S. Dak. Floyd Madden ‘Tawney For this day: 
eson Foss Mann Taylor, Ala. — ON wi Mr W ART 
tt Gaines, Tenn. Miller Townsend Mr. 7 {aH = ith 2 ir. How arp. 
1, Ohio Gilbert, Ind. Moon, Tenn, Underwood Mr. Hrrr with Mr. FIELD. 
r, Pa. Gillespie Needham Volstead Mr. WACHTER with Mr. LEGARE. 
renn, Grosvenor Norris Waldo Mr. ScHNEEBELI with Mr. WALLACE. 
Henry, Conn, Olmsted Wanger E or oe a 5 Ss 
Hepburn Palmer Williams Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. Linpsay. 
il, Kans. Hill, Conn. Payne Wilson Mr. Bisnorp with Mr. GoLprocLe. 
Mo. Hinshaw Pollard Mr. Fassetr with Mr. Hearst. 
NAYS—163. Mr. GARDNER Of Michigan with Mr. Henry of Texas, 
s, Pa. Finley Klepper Rucker Mr. HAMILTON with Mr. Jones of Virginia, 
Me. oe — acroRey Mr. Frencu with Mr. Grece. 
‘letcher <napp Sharte ay ae” " a 
Flood Knopf Sheppard Mr. Scort with Mr. M« NARY. 
ldt Fulkerson Knowland Sims Mr. Hutt with Mr. GARBER. 
t Fuller ai aaa aass nm Mr. Hurr with Mr. CLaupe KItcH in. 
raines, . a. amar Smith, : 2 > yw , rj . y S 
Gardner, Mass. Lamb Smith, lowa Mr. Brow NLOW with Mr. WEIS _ . 
i Gardner, N. J. Landis, Chas. B, Smith, Ky. Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania with Mr. CockRan, 
Ky. Garner Lee Smith, Md. — Mr. Casset with Mr. AIKEN. 
Gill Lester Smith, Samuel W. ‘ saiiaiedinaien aisthill 5” Rasere 
n Gillett, Cal. Lewis Smith, Tex. Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Bowie. 
Glass Lloyd Smyser Until further notice: 
aur =o snap Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. VAN Duzer. 
y iraff sovering Southar cn nies. ean ag » 
Tex, Graham McLachlan Southwick Mr. seer . ith Mr. a — 
rd Greene McLain Sparkman Mr. Ruoves with Mr. GRANGER. 
Griggs searehals seerey Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. Hay. 
an Gronna Maynart Stanley . ‘ : - Rorerrsc if nimone 
Gudger Meyer Steenerson Mr. McCay with Mr. Rorertson of Lou 1a 
head Hale Moore Sterling Mr. HASKINS with Mr. LEVER. 
|,Ohio Hardwick Morrell ns gma Mr. McKintey of Illinois with Mr. McDermort, 
, Hayes Mouser Sulzer * com upl - & 
Hedge Murdock Talbott Mr. Dw igGHT with Mr. SOUTHALL. , 
Heflin Murphy Taylor, Ohio Mr. FreperIcK LANpIS with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
in permenn a ee = S Mr. BarRcHFELD with Mr. LITTLe. 
ila. liggins ‘age Thomas, Ohio yamanvw wri Mr. SHER 
Hill, Miss. Patterson, N. C, Tirrell Mr. WATSON W ith Mr. ke HERLEY. a 
Hoar Patterson, S.C. ‘Trimble Mr. Ovcorr with Mr. SuLtivan of New York. 
Wis. Hogg geatee aan os Until February 15: 
r Hopkins ou an ‘inkle " » Yes Py ant it} * Cirnert of Kentucky 
in Howell, N. J. Powers Watkins Mr. LiL EY of Pe nn yivania with Mr. GILpert f Kentu KY. 
h Hubbard Ransdell, La, Webb For the session: 
La _— on Reid ooo Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Ruppert. 
n iumphreys, Miss. Rhinock Feems - Br . : Mr @G nT 
Hunt Richardson, Ala, Wiley, Ala. Mr. Braptey with Mr. GoULDEN. ; 
n, TL James Richardson, Ky. Wiley, N. J. Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote 
Johnson Rives Wood, Mo. f “no” and vote “ present.” 
Keliher Rixey Wood, N. J. ~~ ae te) I Be as 
Kennedy, Ohio Robinson, Ark. Young The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman 
Kitchin, Wm. W. Rodenberg The Clerk called the name of Mr. GARRerr, and he answered 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—6. “ Present.” 
Gilbert, Ky. Longworth Wachter The result of the vote was announced as above record: 
. Goulden Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move to , 
NOT VOTING—128. reconsider the vote and to lay that motion to! l 
, Wis, tarchfeld Bradley turke, Pa. table. 
tingham Brooks, Colo, Burton, Del. The SPEAKER. It occurs to the Chair that that 3 
inder Bishop Brownlow Cassel . . : : > +) “ = : 
n, N.J. Bowie Brundidge Castor not in order. In the opinion of the Ch is Inlo a 
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motion to adjourn. The Chair reads from the House prece- 
dents: 

Tl e Speaker decided that a motion to adjourn might not be recon- 
sidered . 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I shall with- 
draw that motion and move to lay the bill on the table. 


The SPEAKER. 
the Union Calendar. 


The bill is not before the House; it is on 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentiman need not be wor- 
ried; the bill will come up some other day. [Laughter.] The 
House will understand it finally, and he need not be worried 

ut it. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Oh, I am not worried 
at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his motion to 
reconsider? 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I do. Will the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne] give us notice when this bill is 
coming up again? 

Mr. PAYNE. TI shall give no notice. I will get it up when 
I think the time is proper, and in the meantime I shall try to 
get the facts before the House and let gentlemen know what 
they are voting upon. 


rhe SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The Clerk will 
call the committees. The call lies with the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 


The Clerk proceeded with the call of committees. 
REGISTRY 


Mr. GROSVENOR (when the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries was called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
(S. 1007) to repeal section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, relat- 
ing to the admission to registry of repaired foreign wrecks, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OF REPATRED FOREIGN WRECKS. 








Re it enacted, ete., That section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, reading as follows: ‘“ The Commissioner of Navigation may 
issue a register or enrollment for any vessel built in a foreign country, 
\ ‘never such vessel shall be wrecked in the United States, and shall 
be purchased and repaired by a citizen of the United States, if it shall 
be proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that the repairs put 
upon such vessel are equal to three-fourths of the cost of the vessel 
when so repaired,” is hereby repealed. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some ex- 
planation about this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bill and 
comes to the House of Representatives with a unanimous re- 


port from the 


Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
he proposition in the bill is as follows: Under the existing law 


there are some four or five subdivisions or sections of the law by 
which foreign and wrecked ships may be admitted to American 
registry. One of the provisions is that the Department of Com- 
merece and Labor on its own motion may have that jurisdiction, 
and at the request of the Department, and upon unanimous re- | 
port of the Senate committee and of the House committee, we 


introduce 


this bill repealing the single section of the old law 
confers upon the Bureau the power to admit to American 


registry one of these reconstructed ships. That is all there is 
of the bill. I have in my hand, if gentlemen desire to know it, 

long list of ships that have thus been admitted to registry 
without any action of Congress, upon the mere ex parte hearing 
of bureau officer of the Treasury Department heretofore and 


now of the Department of Commerce and Labor. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, there has been so much 
that I have not heard distinctly what the gentleman 


Ohio said. I would like to know whether this bill proposes 
to repeal the entire law that allowed a wrecked ship to be re- 
built and have American registry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. On the contrary, it leaves the present law 
exactly it is, so that under three subdivisions of the law the 
registry may be had, but it repeals simply so much of the law 


as authorized the Bureau of Commerce and Labor, without any 
hearing by Congress or anybody else, to admit these wrecks to 
registry 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Who does permit a wrecked ship, re- 
built, to registry? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It retains all that we have acted under: 
simply repeals that which seems to have furnished a great dea! 


of abuse in the Department, and it is recommended by all the 
Departments of the Government. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Do I understand that if we pass this 
bill, for a wrecked ship to get American registry it has to come 
to Congress? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 


now. 


It has to come to Congress, as it does 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not understand that it does now. 
I understand that the Department of Commerce and Labor, i? 
three-fourths of the ship is new and built in America, can give 
it American registry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And it simply proposed on their own 
recommendation that that power be taken from them, but al! 
the other rights and privileges are retained in the law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But there will be no rights and priyi- 
leges left. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
lege. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the privilege of American rec- 
istry? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; I have stated that there are four 
ways that a ship can get American registry, and this takes away 
only one of them and leaves all the others exactly as they are 
now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There was so much confusion I could 
not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There has been no opposition to this bill 
either in the Senate or in the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me ask the gentleman, so I can un- 
derstand the proposition, if 75 per cent of a wrecked vessel is 
rebuilt in this country, can that ship obtain an American reg- 
istry under the present law without the consent of Congress? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; it can not. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I understood it would. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I will have this report on 
the Senate bill read if the House desires to hear it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think that is a good idea. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1007) to repeal section 4136 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to the admission to registry of repaired foreign wrecks, 
having considered the same, make a unanimous report in favor of the 
passage of the bill without amendment. 

The bill has the approval of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and we have adopted the entire Senate report as gi full 


information in regard to the propriety of passing the Dill and t 
necessity of its passage. It is believed that it is not desirable that 


They are all left except that one privi- 





power heretofore vested in the Commissioner of Navigation by section 
4136 of the Revised Statutes ought longer to rest in that offi and 


so we report the bill back with the foregoing recommendation. 





[Senate Report No. 114, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 3. 
1007) to repeal section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
admission to registry of repaired foreign wrecks, having considered e 


same, report thereon with a recommendation that it pass it 
amendment. ; 
The bill has the approval of the Department of Commerce and Labor, 


as will appear by the following letter and extracts from the 1 
the Commissioner of Navigation, which present the facts and 
erations actuating the committee: 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 1) 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
cation of the 12th instant, transmitting S. 1007, a bill to repea! ! 
4136 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the admission to re 
repaired foreign wrecks, and requesting me to furnish the « 
with such suggestions as I may deem proper touching the meriis 
bill and the propriety of its passage. 

Section 4136 of the Revised Statutes embodies the provisions of the 
act of December 23, 1852. At that time there was relatively little dit- 
ference in the cost of building wooden sail vessels, in general u } 
and abroad. The act, accordingly, originally did not material!) ' 
and, in some cases, may have aided American shipbuilding. In | 
ent time of steel steamers, when the cost of construction abroad ) 
less than in this country, the general operation of section 4156, | I 
Statutes, is disadvantageous to American shipbuilding. Eve 3 
privilege of American registry were not extended to them in ! ie 
stances, these wrecks would necessarily be repaired in Ameri: 
yards. 

? Only in the few instances where the damages are relatively i) 
erable could such wrecks be partially repaired in the United Stat 
then sent abroad for completion of repairs. Im such cases the 3 
would not be entitled to registry unless a large salvage account ! 
incurred and is included in the repairs put upon the vessel. | 
ruling of the Attorney-General contemporaneous with the passac« a 
act the allowance of such salvage for half a century has been pe t 

The Department recommends the direct repeal of section 415° 
Revised Statutes, as proposed by this bill. The reasons for this 
mendation are further set forth in the report _of the Commissi 
Navigation for 1905, a copy of which is inclosed herewith. 


Respectfully, vw Meecas, Be 
e . METCALF, ect 


Hon. WILLIAM P. Frys, . 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


[Extracts from the Annual Report of the Commissidner of \ 
tion, 1905.] 


REPEAL OF SECTION 4136, REVISED STATUTES. 


There are five ways by which a foreign-built vessel may be en! 
to documents as a vessel of the United States—(1) by act of Co 
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(2) by lawful condemnation as a prize of war; 


(3) by judicial for- 
feiture for breach of our laws; 


(4) by annexation of territory carrying 
ubsequent to it legislation by Congress for the registry of vessels 
elonging to annexed territory; (5) by wreck and repair in the United 
States under the act of 1856, now incorporated in section 4136 of the 
Revised Statutes as amended. Some of these processes date back close 
to the beginning of the Government, and the latest is about half a 
century old. Accordingly, it seems worth while to consider at this time 
only vessels afloat. 

Appendix O contains a list of the foreign-built vessels admitted to 
American register from time to time and afloat on June 30, 1905. The 
total comprises 113 vessels, of 212,681 gross tons; of these 36, of 
88,171 gross tons, were admitted by act of Congress; 24, of 38,9956 
‘ross tons, were admitted through the annexation of Hawaii, and 5, of 
8.673 gross tons, were prizes of war. The remainder, 48, of 76,101 
gross — were admitted under section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, 
which reads: 


“ The Commissioner of Navigation may issue a register or enrollment 
for any vessel built in a foreign country whenever such vessel shall be 
wrecked in the United States, and shall be purchased and ees by 1 
citizen of the United States, if it shall be proved to the sat 
the Commissioner that the repairs = upon such vessel are equal to 
three-fourths of the cost of the vessel when so repaired.” 

Since 1856 the Attorneys-General of the United States have con- 
trued nearly every phase in the ambiguous act just quoted, and in con- 

quence the literal words above are far from conveying the precise 
meaning of the operation of the act. Furthermore, it was passed at a 
time when nearly all of the world’s shipping was of wood, and the 
difference in the cost of building in this country and abroad was prac- 

ally inconsiderable. An iron or steel steamer wrecked in the United 
States under ordinary conditions would be repaired here whether or not 
he obtained the privileges of the flag. Accordingly, the act is a devia 
ion from the ancient policy of this country to restrict the use of the 

g to vessels built in this country. 

rhe Bureau perceives no considerable objection to the plain repeal of 

entire section. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask my friend, 
the chairman of the committee, if it is not true in the absence of 
his law there would be forty-eight less vessels with the Ameri- 
can flag flying over them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, 
sunk long ago. 

Mr. LACEY. The report indicated forty-eight. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Here they are. 

Mr. LACEY. We were interrupted during the reading of this 
report by a report from the Senate of the passage of a bill to 
put our flag on more ships. Now, if those ships have to be re- 
paired in the United States and 75 per cent of their value is 

it into them, why should we lose the advantage of having our 
tag over those ships? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is not a particle of objection to it. 
On the contrary, we favor it. On the contrary, if the gentle- 
in will look at this report, he will find of the forty-eight 
ore than half of them have been admitted by act of Congress, 
but it is stated by the Department we have no system by which 
they can aseertain the facts in regard to these vessels, and 
therefore they propose to remit the whole power to Congress 

d not permit a bureau officer to admit one of these ships 
without any action of Congress. 

Mr. LACEY. Then, if I understand the gentleman, the policy 

allowing our flag to float over a ship three-fourths Ameri- 

n cost is not objected to by the committee, but it is merely 

inethod of getting at it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is all; it is to get rid of a cum- 
bersome and in many cases a fraudulent process. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has said this 
Department says that they have practically no way to ascertain, 

id yet I notice here in the extract from the annual report of 
the Commissioner of Navigation of 1905, this language: 

The remainder, forty-eight—that is, forty-eight ships—of 76,101 

ss tons, were admitted under section 4136 of the Revised Statutes. 


sir; they are nearly all of them 


Which is the section you propose to repeal. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It would appear from that in forty-eight 
ses the Department did think that it had the means to ascer- 
n and admit the ship to enrollment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The great share of these ships were of a 
‘rtain class about which a full investigation was made, but I 
n only cite the language of the Department itself that recom- 
‘nds the passage of this bill. 
pposition to it we have had from the time it was introduced in 
he Senate down to the present time. I am now trying to yield 
some time to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. GouLpEN]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio a question. Will the passage of this bill facilitate 
putting the American flag on foreign-built ships wrecked on our 
coasts or would it not? 
against the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If they were wrecked here and had an 
honest case the facilities are quite sufficient for them to get in, 
but it will put them to a good deal more trouble than to operate 


all the year round upon bureau officers of the Government. I | 


sfaction of | 
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This is the first suggestion in | 


If it will, | favor it; ifitdoes not, I am | 





have not an expert knowledge of this matter. I am stating 
unanimous opinion of every officer connected with the s¢ 
in this country. 

Mr. SULZER. Will this bill, if it becomes a law, facilitate or 
not the present policy prevailing in this Government to allow a 
ship built in a foreign country and wrecked in this country to be 
admitted to our registry and fly the American flag or not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it had an honest case, it would come 
without the slightest delay. If it did not have an honest case. it 
would give it a great deal more of trouble that it has now 

Mr. SULZER. The object of the bill, I take it, then, 
to throw obstacles in the way of the registration of a 
built ship wrecked in American waters? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman probably knows 
some of the most rascally performances that have come to our 
knowledge in the last ten years have been the fraudulent intro 
duction of these ships that have pretended to be wrecked and 
very often had not been wrecked at all. In one case it 
believed that the contract price was put $60,000 
of the ship at the time, with a condition that it 
of these registers. 

Mr. SULZER. Is not: the Department capable 
the facts in a case of this kind? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 


the 


rvice 


is really 


foreign 


that 


above the value 
should get one 


of 


ascertaining 


The Department comes and asks Con 
gress to relieve them of that duty. 

Mr. SULZER. Then hereafter every case of this kind will 
have to be submitted to the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will look at the list he 
will find that over three-fourths have been already. 

Mr. SULZER. The true object of this bill is to make . 
securing of American registration of foreign-built ships wre l 
here more difficult. I am opposed to doing that, and I th 
the bill is open to serious objections. I would not make it 
more difficult; but less difficult. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Possibly in some cases more difficult and 


in some cases much less difficult. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. As I understand it, tl 


of this is to relieve the Department of Commerce and L of 
this extra work? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Not only that, but to assure that the 


work will be done faithfully and carefully by 


Congress 


Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. GOULDEN . 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask t! £¢ 
man from Ohio if the real purpose of this is not the d l of 


some of the shipbuilders to prevent any of these ships coming 
under American registry? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all, because if they did th 
would have to repeal the whole law. 
Mr. McNARY. Is it not a practical repeal of the law to 


bring these wreck cases before Congress? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly not 

Mr. McNARY. I would Jike to ask the gentleman fro 
whether his notion is not the same as mine, based upon requs 
from the shipbuilding interests, that this wreck law be repealed 
and, by taking the business out of the hands of the Department of 
Commerce and Labor, making it necessary for every ma 
to Congress and there have his case thrashed out? Thi 
plaint is made that a very large number of ships 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. McNary] to make 

Mr. McNARY. I am not making a speech. I am simply ask 
ing the gentleman whether or not his information is not the same 
as my own? 


y speech 


Mr. GROSVENOR. We have no such information. On the 
contrary, not a shipbuilder in the United States, so far as I 
know, has asked for the passage of this bill. It merely can 
as a request of the Department of Commerce and Labor. It 
was introduced by Senator Frye in the Senate, the report made 


upon it, and then it came before the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries and received the unanimous report, and no 
Ly 


body has opposed it and nobody has asked for it except the 
partment. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. Speaker, let me ask the gentleman fror 


Ohio another question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to tl! 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If it is a question; yes. 

Mr. McNARY. It is a question. Let ask him whether or 
not he knows what agency prompted the Department of | 
merce and Labor to ask to be relieved of this work? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know nothing about it. I 


me 


the Department of Commerce and Labor is an honest bure 
the Government, and I have no reason to suspect, by the insin 
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ation of the gentleman, that there is under cover a system of 
fraud and rascality that is being perpetrated here by the dis- 
tinguished Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Speaker, let me ask the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, if it is a question, I will. 

Mr. McNARY. Let me ask the gentleman if there is any 
intimation of mine of fraud or rascality in the shipbuilders of 
this country asking this amendment in their interest, and let me 
ask him whether he did, when the Committee on Marine brought 
in bills of this character, oppose or favor the granting the 
right to register wrecked vessels, on the Colombian or Panaman 
coast, in the last session of Congress? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What has that got to do with this ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McNARY. 
his own words, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I recollect that I have opposed every 
fraudulent scheme to bring one of these ships in, and sup- 
ported every honest claim that has come before the committee, 
and shall continue to do so. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 


I merely ask the gentleman if he recollects 


Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
favors absolutely prohibiting the repair and giving American 
register to these vessels wrecked on the American coast? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not. I favor it; and, on the con- 


trary, I am glad that the gentleman made the suggestion. The 
report of the Department of Commerce and Labor informs us 


that the making of repairs in this country will cut no figure 
under this bill, because if they have come within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, they will be repaired here, and the 


question of labor to the American mechanic does not enter into 
tl not a single cent whatever. Now, I will yield to 
ny colleague on the committee, the gentleman from New York. 


Ss question 


How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. GOULDEN. I do not know; not long. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman such time as he 
desires. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, this proposed legislation sim- 


ply amounts to repealing clause 5 of section 4136 of the Revised 
of the | 
Department of Commerce and Labor the right to grant Ameri- | 
In the committee, of which | 


In 


Statutes, other words, it takes out of the hands 
can register to foreign-built ships. 
I am a member, we had the matter discussed fully, and came to 
the agreement, that inasmuch as the majority of the steamers 
and sailing vessels in the last forty years were granted Ameri- 
can register through a special act of Congress, that it was better 
to repeal that section. Congress should be the judge in each 


case and it should be decided on its merits. We find from 1865 


to 1905 that twenty-five steamers were granted American regis- | 
. e 7 | 
act of Congress and only twenty-two were granted the 


ter by 
same privilege by the Secretary of the Treasury and Department 
of Commerce and Labor since its creation. I am not here, nor 
ire the minority of this committee, to grant special privileges 
American shipbuilders, but we are willing to do all we can 
American shipbuilding if it is possible to do so 
a direct subsidy. Inasmuch as a strong pressure was 
ntly brought to bear upon the Secretary of Commerce and 
“so strong that at times American registers might have 
‘anted when the better judgment of the Secretary of Com- 


to enc 


urage 


without 





ree and Labor would have called upon him to refuse to grant | 


The law as it stands does not compel vessels thus wrecked 
have the necessary repairs made in American 
» that it is to the advantage of commerce and in the 
shipbuilding of the country to repeal that section 
as clause 5, which reads: 
repair Un / 
i tion 4136 of the Revised Statutes, is granted. 
s date back since the beginning of the Govern- 
half a century old; accordingly it seems 
vessels afloat. 
iis amendment has received the approval of 
the Senate as well as the committee of this 
Hous ui we believe it to be a proper amendment and that it 
: nass We therefore ask that it receive favorable consid- 


about 
miy 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for a vote. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I will yield to the gentleman from Missis 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask to be recognized in my own right. 


The SPEAKER. Unless the gentleman from Ohio yields the 
floor, the gentleman can not be recognized in his own right. 


Mr. 


as he 


GROSVENOR. 


says he desires. 


I will yield to the gentleman such time 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


shipyards. | 


in the United States, under the act of 1856, | 
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| 

| Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman has not yielded the floor, 
I will wait until he does. I want to be recognized in my own 
right in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
vious question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not be recognized for 
that purpose while the gentleman from Ohio has the floor. The 
gentleman from Ohio having the floor, has the right and de- 
mands the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that; but after it 
manded there is an opportunity to debate the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Not in this case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the previous question should be ordered 
then we would have an opportunity to discuss the proposition. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am quite willing to yield to the gentle- 
man such time as he desires, but I want to get along. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yield me three minutes and I will make a 
statement. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will, certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill. 
It is a bill that is going very much further in principle and in 
effect than this House realizes, and one side of this debate ought 
not to control it. There ought to be opportunity to be heard 
in opposition to it in one’s own right and not by the free grac 
of those who are in favor of the bill. 

I hope, therefore, that the House will vote down the previous 
question, so that this bill can be debated. 


The gentleman from Ohio demands the pre- 


I want to be heard in opposition to the 


is de- 


| Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
| question. 
| Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman yield to me a few 


minutes ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
five minutes. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this measure 
| is one of sufficient importance, notwithstanding the committee 
has reported it unanimously, to receive consideration in the 
House before it is voted on. 

As the law now stands, a foreign vessel wrecked in our 
waters and repaired under certain conditions stated in the | 
may become, by registry, an American vessel. The proposition 
is to repeal that provision of law, so that there will be no possi- 
bility of turning a wrecked foreign ship into an American ship, 
no matter how great the repairs may be, no matter how smal! 
the original value left in the wreck may be, compared with tl 
addition made by the repairs, except through special legislation 
of Congress. 

I am one of those who believe that whenever provision can 
be made by general law for accomplishing a desired object, it 
better to accomplish it in that way than by special legislation ; 
| by special appeal to Congress in special cases. 

It seems to me, therefore, that this bill ought not to pass; th 
upon the contrary we ought to permit the registry of these 
wrecked foreign ships upon terms more liberal, instead of 
solutely prohibiting it by general law. Gentlemen will under- 
stand that the general law now permits it. The proposition 
to repeal that law and to leave no way of securing registry for 
these wrecked and repaired ships, except by special act applying 
to each special case. Now, if special laws ought in any case to 
| be passed, it seems to me that this law is wholesome and ou: 
to remain on the books. The practical effect will be that whe: 
effort is made in the future to obtain registry by specia! 
we shall be confronted with the same kind of opposition to 
putting of foreign ships, under any circumstances, under A 
can registry, which I am afraid prompted the reporting o! 
bill, although the report is said to be unanimous. It sees to 
me that this bill is in the interest of a comparativel) 
shipbuilders; in the interest and in perpetuation of a | 
which has well-nigh driven the American merchant 1 
from the seas. It appears to me that the slight incress 
our shipping which may come in this most legitimate wa 
way entirely harmless and unobjectionable as it seems t 
ought to be permitted. 

We talk about rehabilitating the American merchant mi 
Some people talk about the necessity of a subsidy for that 
pose, and here we are about solemnly to repeal the on! 
vision of general law by virtue of which a wrecked foreign 
ship may come under American registry. Certainly we 4 
very anxious to legitimately increase the American me! 
marine when we are ready to repeal the only existing |.) 
virtue of which it ean be recruited from foreign wrecked s!\'|s. 
| I think the bill, instead of passing, ought to fail of passage. 


I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
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Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly, if 1 have the time ‘to-answer it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I could not quite catch all the gentleman's 
remarks; but am I to understand from what you have said 
ihat you have given an examination to this bill, given it at least 
some consideration, and you are of the opinion that, instead of 
encouraging and enlarging the growth of the American mer- 
chant marine, it is a step toward restricting the growth and 
building up of the American merchant marine? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Undoubtedly I think so, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And it ought not to pass? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. There is a law by which foreign wrecked 
ships may obtain American registry, and the proposition is to 
repeal it, and leave no open to that except by 
special act-of Congress in each special case. is certainly 
restriction, and not encouragement. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentk 
man from Ohio if he will yield me five minutes. 





door 


registry 


That 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I will. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if this mat 
ter comes in at all, it ought to come in in such a way as to 


us opportunity for full and fair debate on the question. 
‘here may be good reasons for this unanimous report of the 
committee, but it seems to me that at present it not satis 
ry to the House that these reasons for the repeal of this law 
are clear; it may be that they have good reasons. As I under 
| it, they report this measure because such a large number 
ssels are brought in for registry. I want to eall the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that on the list of foreign-built 


is 


ol ve 
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steamers admitted to American registry, presented in the re- | 
port of the committee, there are in all only two that number 
exceeding 10,000 tons, and the rest run from about 195 tons | 
to as large as 5,000 tons. The latter class are small vessels. 


of those engaged in the foreign trade. The report of the Com- 
missioner of Navigation shows that only forty-eight vessels, of 


hose are not as large as our coastwise steamers, not ‘to speak | 


76,101 gross tons, were admitted under section 4136, Revised 
Statutes, since the passage of this wreck act in 1852; this is a 
period of fifty-three years and amounts to 1,500 tons a year. | 
lhis is no real damage to American shipbuilders. 


I am not quite sure that in passing this legislation we are not 
injuring the American shipyards more than we are benefiting 
them because, as the law now stands, three-quarters of the cost 
of one of these wrecks on our coast must be expended in repairs 
on that vessel in the American shipyard. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to me? 

Mr. MCNARY. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the gentleman as saying, as 
others have been saying, that the present law requires that re- 
pairs shall be made in American shipyards. There is no such 
provision in the law as it stands, and that is one of the troubles 


d one of the reasons why this remedy is proposed 
Mr. McNARY. 
to that. Whether it is possible in a wreck which oceurs 
on in American shore, at Cape Cod or Cape Hatteras or Florida 
or the Pacific coast-—whether it is possible for a wreck of that 

to be hauled off to a British shipyard or an Asiatic ship- 
d and repaired there? Would it not be repaired in an Amer- 
1 shipyard as a matter of necessity? 


to get rid | 


Let me ask the gentleman a question in an- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. They have been taken off a great many | 
t s, and frauds of that character have been perpetrated. 

Mr. MeNARY. Where wrecks occurred on an American 

\lr. GROSVENOR. Oh, not in New BPngland. 

Mr. McNARY. I understand that repairs have been made in 

eign yards when the wrecks did not occur on the American 
re, as in the case of the wreck on the Colombian or Venezue 

’ ‘ mst. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The law does not fix the place where the 

stirs shall be made. 

Mr. McNARY. ‘The repairs made on a wreck which occurs on 
the American coast must of necessity be made in American ship- 
yards if the vessel is to be enrolled or registered as American. 
{ know that when a wreck occurred on the Panama or Colom- 
bian coast it was not made in an American shipyard; but this 
law practically does not apply to that case, and it came in un- 


der a special act of Congress. I do not know of any vessel 


ven American registry where the repairs were made in foreign | 


Shipyards under the wreck act. 

As a matter of fact, I am not sure that the eommittee, in pro- 
p sing this law as a remedy, is not going to injure the American 
Shipyard in the matter of building up and repairing facilities. 
i come from a shipbuilding district myself, and I say that one 
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of the important parts of the business, and one that we 
anxious to build up in the port of Bosto 
repairs of vessels as well as the f it for | i 
vessels. We need there a comn | dry 
and refitting of vessels, and 1 $ giv 
American laber. 
Now, it seems to me that this matter, in l 
under a demand for the previous question, « 
fairly and squarely, so that we may s w! 
we may all be informed about 
It may be that after fair 1 free dk { 
how opposed to it may be inclined to f; 
tands now. I am not satisfied, and I 
against this summary motion. Why ! 
that if sufficient protection is not given sl 
the cheaper eost of steel ships ibroad that idl 
plished by amending the act by providing t! 
pairs shall equal the purchase cost of t 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I 1 
from Ohio to move the previous qué 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I did 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the x ll ye . l 
thereby cut off debate? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I think the 
bated. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It has not been debated a l 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I have no g t el 
the bill. I will submit it to a vote of the Hi l if 
liouse wants to kill it it can do so. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I hope tl He 
down the previous question. I think it can be show 
is a very dangerous bill: q 
The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on ordering the ]} 
question. 
The question was taken; and on a division (d 
Grosvenor) there were—ayes 51, noes 80. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I demand the y l 
nays. 
The question was taken on ordering the yeas vs; and 
11 voted in the affirmative. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the ot 
Seventy-four gentlemen voted in the negative 
So (more than one-fifth of those voting being re cle 
affirmative) the yeas and nays were ordered 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nay 109 
answered “ present” 13, not voting 139, as follows 
YEAS 12 
Adams, Pa. Currier Hirt Pay 
Alexander Curtis He Po 
Allen, Me. Dale Howel k 
Allen, N. J. Daizell Hows Uta R 
Andrus Davidson Hu d R 
Bannon Davis, Minn, Huf $ 
fates Dawes Hug ‘ 
Bede Dawson Hump! Wi ‘ 
feidler Deemer Jones, Was! Ss 
Bennet, N. Y. Dray er Keif ~ 
-dwards Ix ! 
- kK 7 
sch l 
“lack I ( B. 3 
ss Lay l 
nch I ( n 
° Lit 
iines, W. Va. Loud r 
Iner, Mass. LA 
rdner, N. J Met Mir 
< Ind. M i j 
Mi ! ) 
: M I : 
' M } \ Vi 
, r M \ 
i Nes i We 
a Née W 
‘ ( in. 0 l VW 
¢ 0) ' \\ | 
ig ; P W 
ill, Conn. P I 
NAYS 
Aiken Cc nan ‘ I 
Clark, Mo. (al I 
§ Clayton La k I 
Bea Coop Pa. Fle I 
Bell, Davey, La. Hietliy L 
Blackburn De Armond Ho 3 MM 
Bowers Dixon, Ind. H n M 
Bowie Fitzgerald Howard M 
Brantley Flood Hunt M 
Broocks, Tex. Floyd James M 
Broussard Gaines, Tenn. Johnson M % 
Burgess Garner K _ M 
Burleson Garrett Ki Wm. W M 
Burnett Gill K » 
Butler, Tenn. il La i 
syrd L, P 
Candler La Pa 
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Patterson, N.C. Rucker Snapp Watkins 
Pou Russell Stafford Webb 
Prince Ryan Stephens, Tex. Welborn 
Rainey Shackleford Sullivan, Mass. Wiley, Ala. 
Ransdell, La. Sheppard Sulzer Wiley, N. J. 
Reid Sims Taylor, Ala. Williams 


Rhinock 
Richardson, Ala, 
Richardson, Ky. 
Rixey 

Robinson, Ark, 


Thomas, N. C. 
Trimble 
Tyndall 


Williamson 
Young 


Slayden 
Small 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Md. Volstead 
Smith, Tex. Waldo 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—13. 


Adamson Goulden Knapp Smith, lowa. 
sennett, Ky, Hull Knopf 

sowersock Humphreys, Miss. Lever 

Gilbert, Ky. Jenkins Powers 


NOT VOTING—139. 


Acheson Fletcher Legare Randell, Tex. 
Adams, Wis. Fordney Lilley, Pa. Reeder 

Ames Foster, Ind, Lindsay Rhodes 
sabcock Foster, Vt. Little Rives 


Robertson, La. 
Ruppert 
Schneebell 
Scroggy 

Shartel 

Sherley 

Sherman 

Smith, Wm. Alden 


Littlefield 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 

McCall 
McCarthy 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott 


Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 
singham 
Bradley 
Brooks, Colo, 
Brundidge 
Buckman 
Burke, Pa, 


Fowler 
Fulkerson 
Garber 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldfogle 
Granger 


Cassel Greene McGavin Southall 
Castor Gregg McKinlay, Cal. Sparkman 
Clark, Fla, Hale McKinley, Ill. Spight 
Cockran Haskins McKinney Stanley 
Conner Haugen McMorran Steenerson 
Cooper, Wis. Hay Mahon Stevens, Minn. 
Cromer Hearst Marshall Sullivan, N. Y. 
Crumpacker Henry, Tex. Martin Talbott 
Cushman Hermann Maynard Tirrell 
Darragh Hill, Miss. Michalek Towne 
Davis, W. Va. Hitt Minor Underwood 
Denby Hoar Morrell Van Duzer 
Dickson, Ill. Hlolliday Mudd Vreeland 
Dixon, Mont, Jones, Va. Norris Wadsworth 
Dovener Kahn Olcott Wallace 
Dresser Kennedy, Nebr. Overstreet Wanger 
Driscoll Kennedy, Ohio Padgett Watson 
Dunwell Ketcham Parsons Weeks 
Dwight Kitchin, Claude Patterson, 8. C. Weisse 
Ellerbe Klepper Patterson, Tenn. Wharton 
Fassett Landis, Frederick Pearre Wood, Mo. 
Vield Lawrence Perkins Zenor 
Finley Le Fevre Pujo 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DoveENER with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Dawson with Mr. PADGETT. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. Pugso. 

For the day: 

Mr. Smiru of Iowa with Mr. TowNe. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. HumMpuHeeys of Mississippi. 
For the balance of the day: 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. WEISSE. 








Mr. McKinney with Mr. Davis of West Virginia. 

Mr. VREELAND with Mr. LINDSAY. 

Mr. Dresser with Mr. Greaa. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. HauGen with Mr. Hitt of Mississippi. 
Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. TALBorr, 

Mr. GREENE with Mr. Woop of Missouri. 

Mr. Dickson of Illinois with Mr. Spient. 

For the vote: 

Mr. Gruiterr of Massachusetts with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Hate with Mr. ELLERBE. 

Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. Parrerson of South Carolina. 

Mr. BArRTHOLDT with Mr. RANpDELL of Texas. 

Mr. Bancock with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania with Mr. UNDERWoOoD. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. Giutet of California with Mr. CLarK of Florida. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and giving atten- | 


tion when his name was called? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I have just come into the room, and | 
failed to hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the House when his 
lame was called? 

Mr. HOAR. I think I was in the attitude of coming in when | 
my name was called, and I failed to hear it. 

The SPEAKER. That would hardly bring the gentleman 


within the rules. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. 
Senate bill. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The question is on the third reading of the | 


Mr. Speaker 
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The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The previous question having been called, is 
there any opportunity now for debate? 

The SPEAKER. Oh, it cuts off all debate. The very obje: 
of the previous question is to bring the House to a vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought I would have the Chair explain 
that to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is always delighted to impart i: 
formation to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a readin 
of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. 
third reading. 

ate bill. 
. Mr. oo Mr. Speaker, I ask that the engrossed )i|! 
ye read. 

The SPEAKER. Well, we have not come to that point yet. 
When we do the gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. SULZER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

, Seana ate Mr. Speaker, is a motion in order to recomit 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Not just now. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to be recognized, Mr. Speaker, 
when that motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER. We will cross that stream when we come to 

The question is on the third reading of the Senate bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Senate bill for the 
third time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the 
engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands 
the reading of the engrossed bill. The Clerk will proceed to 
read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 1007) to repeal section 4136 of the Revised Statutes relat 
ing to the admission to registry of repaired foreign wrecks. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, reading as follows: *“ The Commissioner of Navigation 
issue a register or enrollment for any vessel built in a foreign country, 
whenever such vessel shall be wrecked in the United States, and sha!! 
be purchased and repaired by a citizen of the United States, if it 
be proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that the repairs put 


The question comes first on ordering the 
The question is on the third reading of the Sen 


it. 


| upon such vessel are equal to three-fourths of the cost of the vessel! 


when so repaired,” is hereby repealed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, on that motion I eall for the 
years and nays. 

The SPEAKER. On that motion the gentleman ffom 
York demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, is not the motion to recou) 
debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 105, nays 134, 
answered “ present” 8, not voting 137, as follows: 

YEAS—105. 


‘ 
ty 
aAeCW 


Aiken Floyd Lloyd Sheppard 
Bankhead Gaines, Tenn, McLain Sims 
Bartlett Garner McNary Slayden 
Beall, Tex. Garrett Macon Small 

Bell, Ga. Gill Mann Smith, Ky. 
Blackburn Gillespie Meyer Smith, Md. 
Bowers Glass Moon, Tenn. Smith, ‘Tex. 
Bowle Gronna Moore Stafford 
Brantley Gudger Page Stanley 
Broussard Heflin Palmer Stephens, ‘I 
Burgess Hiopkins Patterson, N.C. Sullivan, M 
Burleson Hlouston Patterson, S.C. Sulzer 
Zurnett Hloward Perkins Talbott 
Butler, Tenn. Hlumphreys, Miss. Pou Thomas, N.C. 
Byrd Hunt Rainey Trimble 


Randell, Tex. 
Ransdell, La, 


Underwood 
Volstead 


James 
Johnson 


Candler 
Clark, Fla, 


Clark, Mo. Keliher Reid Waldo 
Clayton Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhinock Watkins 
Cooper, Wis, Kline Richardson, Ala, Webb 

| Davey, La. Lacey Richardson, Ky. Wiley, Ala. 

| Davis, Minn. Lamar Rixey Williams 
Davis, W. Va. Lamb Robinson, Ark. Wood, Mo. 
De Armond Lee Rucker Young 
Dixon, Ind, Lester Russell 
Driscoll Lewis Ryan 
Fitzgerald Livingston Shackleford 

NAYS— 134. 

Acheson sede srown Campbell, ¢ 
Adams, Pa. Beidler Brownlow Capron 

| Adams, Wis, Bennet, N. Y. Burleigh Chaney 
Alexander Birdsall Burton, Del. Chapman 
Allen, Me. Bishop Burton, Ohio Cocks 
Allen, N. J, Bonynge Butler, Pa. Cole 

| Bannon Boutell Calder Cooper, Pa. 
tartholdt Bowersock Calderhead Cousins 
Bates Brick Campbell, Kans. Currier 
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Hughes 





Curtis Hale Lilley, Conn, Smith, Samuel W. 
( iman Hamilton Littauer Smyser } 
Dale Hedge Loudenslager Southard 
Dalzell Henry, Conn, Lovering Southwick 
Darragh Higgins McCleary, Minn. Sperry 
Dawes Hinshaw McKinlay, Cal, Steenerson } 
Deemer Hogg McLachlan Sterling | 
Denby Howell, N. J. Moon, Pa. Stevens, Minn, 
Draper Howell, Utah Mouser Sulloway 
Edwards Hubbard Nevin Tawney 
Ellis lHiuff Otjen Taylor, Ohio 
Eseh Hughes Patterson, Pa. Thomas, Ohio 
Flack Humphrey, Wash. Payne Townsend 
Foss Jones, Wash. Pollard Tyndall 
French Keifer Prince Van Winkle 
Fuller Kennedy, Nebr. teynolds Wachter 
Gai Kennedy, Ohio Roberts Wadsworth 
Gar Kinkaid Rodenberg Weeks 
Gi Klepper Samuel Weems 
G Knapp Scroggy Wiley, N. J. 
G I Knowland Shartel Wilson 
( ff Lafean Sibley Wood, N. J. 
Graham Landis, Chas. B. Slemp Woodyard 
‘ e Law Smith, Cal. 
Grosvenor Lawrence Smith, Ill. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—S, 
Adamson Gilbert, Ky. Hardwick Lever 
Dixon, Mont. Goulden Jenkins Smith, lowa 
NOT VOTING i137. 
\ Fowler Littlefield Powers 
! S Fulkerson Longworth Pujo 
B ck Garber Lorimer Reeder 
B feld Gardner, Mich. Loud Rhodes 
Bennett, Ky. Gilbert, Ind. McCall Rives 
Bingham Gillett, Mass. McCarthy Robertson, La. 
BR Goldfogle McCreary, Pa, Ruppert 
2B s, Tex. Granger McDermott Schneebeli 
B s, Colo, Gregg McGavin Seott 
B lidge Griggs McKinley, Ill, Sherley 
B man Haskins McKinney Sherman 
B Pa. Haugen MeMorran Smith, Wm. Alden | 
B S. Dak, Hay Madden Smith, Pa, 
Cassel Hayes Mahon Snapp 
Castor Hearst Marshall Southall 
Cockran Henry, Tex. Martin Sparkman 
Conner Hepburn Maynard Spight 
( er Hermann Michalek Sullivan, N. Y. 
( icker Hill, Conn, Miller Taylor, Ala. 
D ison Hill, Miss. Minor Tirrell 
) on Hitt Mondell Towne 
D on, Ill, Hoar Morrell Van Duzer 
D er Holliday Mudd Vreeland 
D er Hull Murdock Wallace 
D ell Jones, Va. Murphy Wanger 
D t Kahn Needham Watson 
I . Ketcham Norris Webber 
I tt Kitchin, Claude Olcott Weisse 
I Knopf Olmsted Welborn 
I Landis, Frederick Overstreet Wharton 
] her Le Fevyre Padgett Williamson 
j Legare Parker Zenor 
j y Lilley, Pa. Parsons 
r, Ind. Lindsay Patterson, Tenn. 
ve. Little Pearre 
So the motion to recommit the bill was lost. 
» Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
lor this vote: 
Mr. MorreLt with Mr. Griaes. 
fr. MApDEN with Mr. ELLEeRse. 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. Broocks of Texas. 
Mr. DUNWELL with Mr. Spicur. 
Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
lor the balance of the day: 





Aly 


GILBert Of Indiana with Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. Harpwick. 
\ir. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Froop. 
‘SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
ie question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
Ir. WILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker! 
the House, let us have the yeas and nays. 
‘he yeas and nays were ordered. 
‘ question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 108, 
f ered “ present” 11, not voting 136, as follows: 
YEAS—129. 


To save the time 


ms, Pa. 


















s, Wis. 
, der 


ry 


Brown 
Brownlow 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
surton, Del, 
Butler, Pa. 
Calder 
‘alderhead 


a 


‘ampbell, Kans, 


( 

Campbell, Ohio 
Capron 
Chaney 
Chapman 
Cocks 
Cole 
Cousins 
Currier 
Curtis 


Cushman 
Dale 

Dalzell 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Deemer 
Denby 
Dovener 
Draper 
Edwards 
Ellis 

Esch 

Flack 

Foss 

Foster, Ind, 
French 
Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 


Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, N. J, 
Gillett, Cal. 
Gillett, Mass, 
Graff 

Graham 
Greene 
Grosvenor 
Hale 
Hamilton 
Hayes 
Higgins 

Hill, Conn, 
Hinshaw 
Hogg 

Howell, N. J. 
Howell, Utah 
Huff 


Lovering Ro g Ss Minz, 
Humphrey, Wash. McLachlan Sa S 
Jones, Wash. Mahon S I 
Keifer Martin s I ( ) 
Kennedy, Ohio Mouser Ss Ohio 
Kinkaid Needham Si | 
Klepper Nevin Si , Cal \ 
Knapp Otien Sr hs el W. W 
Knowland Patterson, Pa. S W A W N. J 
Lafean Payne Sr ' 
Landis, Chas. B. Pollard So Vv N. 7 
Law Prince Sout c \\ l 
Lawrence Reynolds Sp 
Lilley, Conn. Rives Ste n 
Littauer Roberts St 
NAYS 108. 
Acheson Fitzgerald Lester R 
Bankhead Flood Lewis k 
Bartlett Floyd Li y n S ] 
Beall, Tex. Gaines, Tenn, I d Ss 
Bell, Ga. Garner MeLain Ss 
Bowers Garrett McNary Ss n 
Bowie Gillespie M yt s 
Brantley Glass Mann Ss ; 
Broocks, Tex, Griggs Meyer Ss i 
Burgess Gronna Moon, Tenn, Sn 
Burleson Gudger M St ! 
Burnett Heflin Murdock St 
Burton, Ohio Hill, Miss. Page St rex. 
Butler, Tenn. Hopkins Palmer ; Ss Mass 
Byrd Houston Patterson, N.C. Sulz 
Candler Humphreys, Miss. Patterson, 8. C I Ala 
Clark, Fla. Hunt Pou I 3, N. ¢ 
Clark, Mo. James Rainey T send 
Clayton Johnson Randell ry 
Cooper, Pa. Keliher Ransdell, Underwood 
Cooper, Wis. Kennedy, Nebr. Reid Volstead 
Crumpacker Kitchin, Wm. W. Rhinock Wald 
Davey, La. Kline Richardson, Ala. Watkins 
De Armon¢ Lacey Richardson, Ky. We 
Dixon, Ind, Lamar Rixey Wil Ala 
Ellerbe Lamb Robinson, Ark. Ww 5 
Field Lee Rucker ¥ 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—11. 
Adamson Finley Hardwick I 
Dixon, Mont, Gilbert, Ky. Hubbard S 
Driscoll Goulden Jenkins 
NOT VOTING—136, 
Aiken Gilbert, Ind, Loud P 
Ames Gil Loudenslager R 
Andrus Goebel Met R 
tarchfeld Goldfogle McCarthy R La, 
Bartholdt Granger McCleary, Minn, R 
Bates Gregg MeCreary, Pa. S i 
tennett, Ky. Haskins McDermott s 
Bingham Haugen McGavin S 
Bradley Hay McKinlay, Cal. S 
Brooks, Colo, Hearst M ey, LIL Ss lowa 
Brundidge Hedge Mc 5 s P 
suckman Henry, Conn, M 7 Sn 
Burke, Pa. Henry, Tex. Madden Ss 
Cassel Hepburn M ull Sy l 
Castor Hermann Ma ird s 
Cockran Hitt Mi ek Ss N. Xe 
Conner Hoa Mi 1 
Cromer Holliday Minor ! 
Darragh Howard M lell ‘ 
Davidson Hull Moon, Pa \ I 
Davis, W. Va. Jones, Va M \ ' 
Dawson Kahn Mu V 
Dickson, Ill. Ketcham M VW 
Dresser 4 le N \ 
Dunwell ! : oO \ 
Dwight Al ‘rick O i W 
| Fassett Le Ove t We 
Fletcher Lega P \ 
Fordney Lil fl. P W 
Foster, Vt. Lind Pa s a W 
owler Little P on v 
Fulkerson Littlefield Pe A n 
Garber Lo orth Pe s \ lo. 
Gardner, Mich. Lorimer P 
So the bill was passed. 
The following additional pairs were ann d: 
For this vote: 
Mr. ConneR with Mr. Woop of Missouri. 
Mr. OtmsTep with Mr. GI. 
Balance of the day: 
Mr. LonewortH with Mr. AIKEN. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. GrosveNor, a motion to reconsider 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STA 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I 1 
House resolve itself into Committee of the W le I 
State of the Union for the consideration of th H. R 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis s 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the W +z 
on the state of the Union for consideration of the | Hl. R. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, can we not tit 


ported? 































































2016 


———————— 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HI. R. 345) to provide for an increased annual appropriation 
= ance experiment stations and regulating the expenditure 

1ereotl,. 

The question was taken, and the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Srertine in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill Hf, R. 345, of which the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8345) to provide for an increased annual appropriation 
for agricultural experiment stations and regulating the expenditure 
thereof. 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, the present appro- 
priation to the agricultural experiment stations of the United 
States is $15,000 each year to each station. As many of the 
Members of this House know, there is an agricultural experi- 
ment station in each State and Territory in the Union—forty- 
eight stations in all—which receive $15,000 each every year from 
the Federal Treasury. These stations have been established and 
sustained by Federal appropriations since 1887, when Congress 
first provided for them through the work of Mr. Hatch, of Mis- 
souri. The growth of the country has been very great and the 
increased demands upon these stations very great. They have 
done a work of as great value to the agricultural interests of 


the United States as that of any other single educational agri- | 


cultural influence, and perhaps more. These stations deal with 
facts; they test theories; they do definite things; and the work 
which they are doing is not only valuable to the agricultural 
colleges which do the theoretic work and are looking for facts 
upon which to base the science and art which they teach, but 


they also teach definite things which are carried in agricultural | 


publications of the Federal and State governments to the homes 
of the farmers of the United States. They have produced defi- 
nite, particular results; and this Government, receiving from 
the agricultural 
order and those things which we deem desirable in this country, 
can well afford to extend this work at this time when the de- 
mand to further it is coming from every State and Territory of 
the Union, 

Now, this bill provides a very moderate increase, and, in a 
nutshell, all there is of it is this: It adds an appropriation of 
$5,000 in the first year to each station, amounting in all to 
$240,000, and then adds $2,000 each year for five years, until 
the total increase shall be $15,000 annually to each station. So 


that at the end of five years the total appropriation to the sta- 
tion in each State and Territory of the United States will be 
S30.000, | 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The general intent of the bill, as 
I understand it, is to strengthen the work of these experiment 
stations, 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Precisely. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am heartily in favor of the gen- 
eral purpose of the bill. Now, I want to ask you about one 
ntence on page 4, the beginning of line 7: 
ie Secretary of Agriculture shall withhold a certificate from any 
State or Territory of its appropriation, the facts and reasons therefor 
orted to the Vresident and the amount involved shall 
» in the Treasury until the close of the next Congress, 
State or Territory may, if it shall so desire, appeal to 
n the determination of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
it does that mean and what is it put in there for? 

ADAMS of Wisconsin, 
tel to that. 


if +) 








attl¢ on 
Hatch Act. 
Mr. CLARE. of Missouri. 


but what 


That is precisely the language of the 


I do not care whose language it is, 
I want to get at is the meaning of it. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. The purpose of putting it in at that 
time was a very wise It was to prevent the 
tion of funds that were provided for in that act: and several 
times the Secretary of Agricilture has been compelled to use 
the authority thus vested in him under it to prevent a misappro- 
priation by the States of these funds. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say to the gentleman that I shall 
support this bill cheerfully. Did the original Hatch Act contain 
these word 


one, 


ls in the third seetion, third page, of the bill? 
That if any portion of the moneys received by the designated officer | 
of any Xi ‘tory for the further and more complete endow- 


population such strong support for law and | 


be | 
in | 
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ment, support, and maintenance of agricultural experiment statior 
as provided in this act shall by any action or contingency be diminished 
or lost or be misapplied, it shall be replaced by the State or Territory ty 
which it belongs. 

Is that new law made? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. That is the form of the original act. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is not any new law, and you have left 
in the form of the original act? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Yes, sir; it has been in force for 
seventeen years. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gent! 
man if this bill would cover stations hereafter created? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. It would not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, we are thinking of esta)- 
lishing one at Nashville, Tenn. [laughter], and I would no! 
want to leave that out of any benefit it could get from the act. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. If the gentleman wants an inde- 
pendent station started, he will have to bring in an independent 
proposition. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Would you vote for it? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I think I would, in my present 
frame of mind and under the circumstances. 

Mr. MANN. The bill provides for stations which may here- 


after be established in accordance with the original act. The 
gentleman’s own bill says that. 
Mr. BURLESON. I think the new station would get its 


proportionate part of the funds allotted to the different stations. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If it does not, that is a defeci 
in the bill which may be remedied. 

Mr. MANN. This bill says “ agricultural stations now est:l)- 
lished or which may hereafter be established in accordance 
with the act of Congress approved March 2, 1887.” 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is all right, then. 
usual, Nashville is in it. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 
for the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
the new act. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Unless some gentleman wish 
to ask some question about this bill, I will ask that it be read 
for amendnrent. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I should like to ask the gentleman 
As I understand, this bill intends to provide 
a permanent appropriation, so that the amount will not have t 
be appropriated year by year. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 
in the regular appropriation bill. 
cultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Did not the old law provide for a jer 
manent appropriation, and does not this bill provide the same 
thing? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I do not think so. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The report says: 

The Hatch Act of 1887 provided that each State and Territ 
should receive from the Federal Government $15,000 each year f 
purpose of establishing therein agricultural experiment stations 

And this bill provides: 

That there shall be, and hereby is, annually appropriated out of 


So, 
It would only make that amount 


I understand; it only applies to 


t 


It does that, except as it co 
It is now carried in the a; 


| money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated— 


And so forth. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. It is immaterial. 
earried in the agricultural appropriation bill. 
matter of form. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is a permanent appropriation. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. It can be repealed at any ti! 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. That is true, but I simply wanted to 
know whether you were adding to the number of permancil 
appropriations, 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 


aly 


ka 


is 


It 
It 


is al 


I think not any more than 





Ll am very glad the gentleman | 


| original act. 


Mr. BURLESON. This item will hereafter be carried i: 


| appropriation bill, just as the Hatch item now is. 


| speech, and I shall therefore ask the Clerk to read tl 


misapplica- | 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I do not wish to take the ti! 
the House in making a speech for the mere sake of makine 4 


unless some gentleman wishes to ask a question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 
Mississippi [Mr. WiILLiAMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I merely wanted to s.y 
that, in my judgment, this is an excellent bill and. ought to 
the House. I believe that there is no part of the publi 
chinery in the States or in the Federal Government doing 
good than the agricultural experiment stations. Their 
are of the highest importance; the research work that the) 
| doing has been more beneficial to the agriculture of this cot 


I yield to the gentleman from 
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than anything else I know of; and whatever benefits the basic 
industry of agriculture of course benefits everything else. 

This bill appropriates to the States and to the Territories 
$5,000 additional to the amount already appropriated, to be 
used by them in carrying on the agricultural experiment station 
work. I merely wanted to express my sympathy with the pur- 
poses of the bill and my hope that it would pass. [Applause. ] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. How did this committee arrive at the amount that 
should be appropriated the first year, in addition to the $15,000, 
and the amounts for each of the succeeding five years, when 
the maximum amount will be reached? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. There are 48 States and Terri- 
tories, and 48 stations which receive appropriations under the 
Ilatch Act. This appropriates $5,000 additional to each one for 
the first vear, and, of course, 5,000 times 48 is 240,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman misunderstood my ques- 
tion. This bill provides that in addition to the amount already 
appropriated there shall be appropriated the first year $5,000, 
and thereafter, for five years, $2,000 additional in each of the 
years. How did the committee arrive at these figures? 
Why are we asked to provide these amounts in addition to the 
annual appropriation? 
fr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 

was considered when the 


five 


The question is a pertinent one, 


and bill was drawn. In my judg- 


ment, they ought to have the amount increased immediately to 


$15,000, but we considered the condition of the National Treas- 
ury and we wanted to make this appropriation just as modest 
as we could make it. That is one reason. The other is that in 
these stations there are nearly 800 workers, some specialists 


requiring special fitness and training, and we thought if we | 
doubled the appropriations at once there might be a draft for 


that kind of talent which we would not be able to succeed in 
supplying, and so we make the moderate increase of $5,000 and 
provide for a gradual extension. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. So at the end of five years the total 
appropriations under the operation of this law will be over 
$1,000,000 a year. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 


Yes. 
Was it the condition of the Treasury 
that the immediate appropriation of the entire amount might 
perhaps make it impossible to pass the bill? 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I weuld like to say that one 
cory of the committee is, and it is absolutely sound, that these 
periment stations add to the material and taxable wealth of 
s country and thereby enhance its revenue? We believe that, 
nd we believe that no legislation appropriating money for a 
iblic purpose can be supported on more reasonable or patriotic 
rounds and in the interest of economy than the appropriation 
hich means the investment of money in order that we may get 
re money out of it. [Applause.] 
When you put this money into an agricultural appropriation 
this kind, you do not sink it in a battle ship which may be 
orth something or nothing [laughter and applause]; but you 
it into a profitable investment that goes upon the farms of 
the country and makes better corn, makes better cows, bigger 
d fatter steers, better children [laughter], and happier homes. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be an 
xtraordinary thing to pass this bill, which will result in the 


tomatie appropriation of more than half a miilion dollars a | 


ar additional to the amount now authorized, without there 
ppearing in the Recorp some substantial reasons for it, and I 
ow the gentleman from Wisconsin can, in a very few minutes, 
te the reasons which those of us who have not had the benefit 


a large experience upon a farm do not fully understand as | 


t, and I hope the gentleman will continue his explanation. 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, ordinarily any- 
“iy who had an opportunity to address so distinguished a 
ly as the House of Representatives of the United States 
uld be tickled to death to have somebody insist on his mak- 
x aspeech. [Laughter.] The only reason I am not venturing 
on an extended statement is because I never talk for the sake 
of talking. I believe that this House is in favor of this bill, 
nd I do not see how I could improve the situation by telling 
them why they are in favor of it. 
| want to say that these experiment stations in the various 
States have performed some of the most remarkable experiments 
ever performed in the whole history of science, notably the one 
n Illinois, which has taken corn, a common food for man and 
veast, and done something never before attempted in all! his 
tory—put 2 or 3 per cent additional protein into the corn, 
aking it more yaluable for human food, more valuable for ani- 
mal food, a thing which ten years ago was supposed to be abso- 
lutely impossible. 
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At the Wisconsin Experiment Station Doctor Babcock worked 
out a system of measuring the value of milk cheaply. Years 
ago a man who had a cow that produced mil th only 3 per 
cent butter fat took his hundred pounds of milk to the factory 
and got exactly the same price as did the man who had a cow 
that would produce a hundred pounds with 6 per cent of butter 

| fat. And now all over the United States, all over Europe, Mad 
agascar, and everywhere wherever a cow is kept the Babcock test, 
brought out in the Wisconsin Experiment Station, is being used. 

The friends of Mr. Babcock begged of him to withdraw from 

| the experiment station, patent his process, and become a mult 
| millionaire, as he certainly would have done if he had yielded 


to their persuasions. But he gave the information to the people 
ef Wisconsin, the farmers of the United States, and the far 

of the world, and it has been worth more to the State of Wis« 
sin alone than the cost of all the experiment of the 
United States for ten years. [Applause.] 

I want to say to the gentleman who wants definite 
tion that the experiment stations in the South are doing a great 
work for the southern farmers in teaching them to diversify 
their industries, to do something besides the raising of cotton. 
The experiment stations have saved to the farmers of the South 
enough money through the analysis and exposure of worthless 
commercial fertilizers to pay for all the battle ships we 
been building in the last two years. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; that you have been building. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Another thing: The grain 
ers of Minnesota and the Northwest in their association in« 


stations 


infor 


have 


grow- 


lorsed 


| this bill because the experiment station in Dakota and the ex 
periment station in Minnesota had developed during the last 
twelve years two varieties of wheat, hard wheat, the best mill 
ing wheats in the United States, that yield on an average 2 
bushels per acre more than any other variety known, and that 
| those varieties in the last two years in the State of Minnesota 
| and in Dakota have been worth more money to the farmers of 
those States and the farmers of the Northwest than the amount 
of all the appropriations for the entire Department of Agric 
ture for two years. There are any number of other things | 
could tell, but I do not want to weary the House, and I do not 
want to get tired myself, if this House agrees with me upon 
this bill. 
Mr. PAYNE rose. 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman 


attention To Just one 


in this Congress DV the dis 


yields to my colleague I desire to call his 
thing. There has been introduced 
| tinguished chairman of the Committee Appropriations, 
gentleman from Minnesota [|Mr. Tawney], a bill to repeal 
| practically all of the laws under which permanent approp 
tions are made. As I recollect the provisions of that bill ft 
do not exempt the permanent appropriations 
stations, and that is one of the reasons why I 
the gentleman’s statement appear in the Recorp. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I am 
bill. [Applause and laughter.] It 
tures are running dangerously near 
not have money to squander in any 
appropriate for legitimate business 
this great industry in the United 
because I believe that this H¢« 
stand the question, at no distant day will reverse 
| they took this morning upon goin 
Whole [laughter] and so cut off a 
travagant, and unjustifiable 
now is paying for the collection of revel 
tion where there is not any revenue. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yiel 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts Mr. ¢ 
point of order. [Laughter.] The gentlen 
not discussing the subject-matter of the bill 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I was trying to provid 
and means to pay the appropriation carried in this bill, si 
ing the cutting off of some expenses in order that we 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachus Mr. Chait 
the gentleman should be permitted to proceed in ord 

Mr. PAYNE. One nm Mr. Chairman. on the 7 
order. I do not wish to transgress 
any particular. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that we ‘ ( 
mittee of the Whole House and tli 
confine himself to the subject-matter of the Lau ‘ 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this bill that I tried t t up 


on the 


for agricultut 


desired to hay 
heartily in 
true 


our receilptrs 


favor of tl 
that our 
We ild 
way, Dui e have ‘ to 
ind for the promotion of 


States I n n favor 


is eX 


use, when they come to 
into the Committee f t) 
number of most 


expenses 


ment 


the rule of tl 


| this morning is most thoroughly misunde rstood in the Ho 
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Vhy, gentlemen have come to me who have ports where they ! 
collect $60,000 and where the expenses are twelve or fifteen, 
and they have said that they voted against going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for fear they would lose their port. I 


expected that some of my colleagues would come to me from 
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! 
| 


| 


the city of New York and say that it gave the President power 
to destroy the port of New York, and that they would vote | 
igainst it and would not go into the'Committee of the Whole. 
I desired to get into the Committee of- the Whole in order that | 
the whole thing could be discussed there and the House could 
thoroughly understand it. Then, if they decided that the bill 
was a bad one, they could vote with the gentlemen who have 
some local considerations and who might waive their judgment 
on the merits of the bill and be disposed to vote against it, if 
there are such gentlemen in the House, and I hope there are 
not; and if all of them together were in the majority, of course 
the bill would be lost. I brought in this bill because I gave 
considerable attention to the subject in the last Congress. A bill 
similar to this was introduced and referred to our committee, and 


I went to work honestly and industriously to get up a bill that 
would name certain ports and subports that ought to be abol- 
ished, and I found that the question was not one that I could 
solve with the means that I had at hand. I came to the conclu- 
sion the best way to do it was to do what has been done in refer- 
ence to the internal-revenue system ever since it existed, giving 


the President power to establish and abolish districts and con- 
solidate them the country over, which has resulted in such great 
saving to the country, so that the cost of the collection of | 


2.01 per cent as against 3.48 per cent 
I thought if that bill came 
be too glad to con- 


internal revenue is about 
for collecting the customs duties. 
before the House the House would only 
sider it. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. will the 
gentleman answer a question? 
Mr. PAYNE. Not just now. 
ig a point of order on me. 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
if that is the « nly reason. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I also found that the law for 
the organization of public-land districts in the United States 


Mr. Chairman, 
I am afraid the gentleman will 
Spril 


He need not be alarmed, 


was subject to the discretion of the President of the United 
States. He could abolish, he could consolidate land offices in 


the United States, and I learned, incidentally, from some of my 


colleagues, that land offices had been abolished in their districts 
when the office had become useless, and very much to the good 
of the service and very much to the relief of the Member of 
Congress, because he had absolutely nothing to say about it, 
and they could not blame him. 

So the committee unanimously reported this bill. They were 
also induced to it because of some glaring things that took 
place every year in some of the so-called ports of the United 
States. Now, I read from page 4 of the report which I had 


the honor to submit with this bill, and which I trust and hope 
every .Meml of the House will read, because at some future 
di ay { shall seek the floor to move again to go into the Committee 


er 
I 








of the Whole to see if we can not go into the merits of this bill 
ond see whether the House will pass it or not. For instance, I 
find that Albemarle (Elizabeth City), N. C.—why that is the 
State where the principal opposition came from to this bill this 
morning, and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. THomas] 
was ; PP inted with me as teller to take the vote and afterwards 
called for the yeas and nays. I do not know how near he lives 
to ] abeth City, but I do know, Mr. Chairman 

M HOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman- 

The ¢ SHA IRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not now. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Well, later then. 

PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, receipts from that port last 

vear were $5 : nd the cost of collection was $1,606.90. In other | 
words cost 21.38 to collect $1 at Elizabeth City, N. C. 
Now, how many of you are willing to stand up and vote for 
this graft? How many are willing to stand up and be counted? 
And yet it was for the purpose of getting at this matter and 
having discussed in the committee that I moved to go into 
the Committee of the Whole. I wanted a full and free debate 
on this subject, and for that reason I asked that we go into the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAYNE. Not just now, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, 
I go farther. At Annapolis—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PAYNE. I decline to yield at present. At Annapolis, 
Mid., they collected $5, the same amount, and that cost $929.41. 
I only read a few of these. At Beaufort, N. C., they did not 


| 
| 


| New York figures in this whole list. 
i 
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collect a nickel, and it cost $1,400.01 to collect nothing at th: 
port. And that is the kind of graft that we are asked to indorse., 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
point of order. The gentleman only had three minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. And we can not go into the Committee of t! 
Whole House to discuss the question. I understand the gent! 
man from Massachusetts has raised a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Massachuset 
state his point of order? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I make the point of order 
that the gentleman only had three minutes yielded to him. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is mistaken. The gentlem: 
from Wisconsin yielded me a few minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I said three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do I understand the gentleman from Wi 
consin limited the time of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr, Chairman, I thi 
some time should be yielded on this side also. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I will yield the gentleman fr 
New York ten minutes more. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have ten minutes mo 
I am very sorry I have not any more time, because I will not 
be able to answer questions during this debate. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I will pick out some other States. I have been tak- 
ing the list as I went along. At Port Jefferson, N. Y., it cost 
$12 to collect nothing. I think that is the only instance where 
At Little Egg Harbor 
(Tuckerton), N. J., it cost $303.25 to collect nothing. At 
Kennebunk, Me., it cost $95.17 to collect nothing. I hope ge: 


| tleemen from these various States will take this list and give it 


prayerful consideration and compare that with their vote upon 
the question of simply going into the Committee of the Whole 
to debate this bill this morning. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey rose. 





| The CHAIRMAN. 


Does the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
PayNeE] yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
NER]? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not yield at present. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. Some of these statements are 
gross misrepresentations of the facts. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded, but the 
gentleman has made a speech. I am taking them from tlhe re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury, the official report to 1 
House of Representatives. The gentleman’s quarrel is with 
the Secretary of the Treasury and not with me. 

At Nantucket, Mass., it cost $870.55 to collect not a nic! 
At Natchez, Miss., an inland port, it cost $500 to collect nothi 
And then we come down to Paducah, Ky. It seems to me | 
saw some of the war horses from Kentucky gathering thei 
clans this morning in opposition to the House going into the 
Committee of the Whole on this bill. They do not want 
matter exposed, I suppose. I do not know why, At Padu 
Ky., it cost $450 to collect nothing. At Vicksburg, Miss 
cost $513.65 to collect nothing. At York, Me., it cost $253.67 to 
collect $2.70. There is $2.50 worth of justification for 
salary, anyway. At Yaquina, Oreg., it cost $1,040.75 to co! 
not a cent. 

Now, I have picked out a few of these cases. I have noti 
since I have been in Congress a good deal has been said 01 
other side of the House in favor of economy and reform. PF 
omy has been the watchword always with the Democ 
| party, except when it is in power, and still I noticed aln 
solid phalanx on the other side of the House coming up and 
voting against going into the Committee of the Whole on a | 
| that did, what? Cut off possibly a few ports in the South, 
where Republicans are holding down a comfortable salary { 
doing not a thing the whole year round. That is econo 
| suppose! That is the highest standard of Democratic econ 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I voted for it. 
| Mr. PAYNE. Once in a while there is a man who will stand 
| up for it. I would like to look over the returns and see 
| near he is to any of these ports. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. There is one in my 
understand. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Can I ask the gentleman from New 
a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, how much more time have I, Mr, ‘ 
man? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman has time enough to a 
the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
PAYNE] has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will answer one question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I just wanted to ask the gentleman 
| did not think it would be better ethics, at any rate, to © 


GARD- 


4 


Si 


from New York 
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the beam from the Republican eye before he got to fooling with 
the mote in the Democratic eye? 

Mr. PAYNE. That is the great trouble with the gentleman. 
He is always anticipating something. In the first place, I want 
to remove it from my neighbor’s eye, and then I will come into 
my household later, and I have just about gotten to my own 
household. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 

It need not end there. 

Mr. PAYNE. My friend is mistaken. 
that principle in the world. 
fellow. [Laughter.] 
Is there a man on that side of the House that voted against 
coing into the Committee of the Whole this morning that is 
justified and satisfied by his vote, that wants his whole district 


Sut eloquence, like charity, begins at home. 


He never practiced 
He always commences at the other 


I might enlarge on this thing, but why? | 
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Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I object. I now yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from lowa | Mr. HAuGEN |}. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of 
ing a question of the gentleman from Wisconsin. The gentle- 
man has referred to the children and men of war, calling our 
attention to the needs of these stations and recommending giving 


ask- 


them the $15,000. I would like to have him answer the ques- 
tion or enlighten the committee as to the amount of money 


paid to the various States out of the funds. Is it not a fact 
that the colleges each get the sum of $25,000 under the Morrill 


| Act in addition to this? 


to know that he simply voted against this measure affecting a | 


port in his district, and where a Republican official was getting 


some money out of the Treasury of the United States for per- | 


forming no service? 

Now, I am coming to this side of the House. On this side of 
the House we are the real economists. We do not believe in be- 
ng niggardly in the Government expenses, but we always in- 
sist that the American people should get the credit and shall get 
the return honestly for every dollar expended out of the Na- 
tional Treasury. What excuse is there on this side of the House 
to vote against the proposition to simply go into the Committee 
of the Whole House to consider this bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. PAYNE. I can not yield now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
purpose that the gentleman has in view. 

Mr. PAYNE. If we need the assistance—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There are a good many gentlemen in the 
Ilouse who seem to think that if this legislation should pass it 
might result in abolishing paying, what? 

lv. PAYNE. I am just going into that point now, if the 
centleman will allow me. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. One moment, if the gentleman please. 
Mr. PAYNE. I know what the gentleman is talking about. 


I have just gotten to that point. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ean assure the gentleman that it will 
elp the proposition he has in view if he will answer the ques- 

nm. Will the gentleman agree to accept an amendment? 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, there were gentlemen, some of them, 
who seemed to think that the bill was of this character—that 
the President would go to work and destroy ports where the 

eipts exceeded the expenditures, ports that ought to be main- 

ned. Why, Mr. Chairman, some of them have worked them- 
elves up to such a fever in regard to ports in their districts— 
ports that no sane man would think of abolishing—that if they 
had lived in the city of New York they would be afraid the 
port of New York would be abolished under this bill. 
I was willing to accept an amendment limiting the scope of 
s bill, so as to abolish ports where the receipts were less than 
the expenditures, to put in an amendment that it should not 
ly to any port in the United States where the receipts ex- 
eded the expenditures, and I presume under this statement that 
iny gentlemen would like an opportunity to reverse them- 
ves on the vote that they gave this morning, and that we 
cht get into a rational examination of this bill, debate it, and 
‘ what there is of it, and what amendments were necessary, 
id see if we can not abolish this scandalous state of things 
having so many ports existing for which there is no neces- 
ty. Now, I would go a little further than that, and state that 
ere are ports that ought to exist where the receipts do not 
e up to the expenditures. I think Brownsville, in the State 
lexas, is one of those ports. There are fourteen men there 
ziged, perhaps more than that—thirty men—and the ex- 
litures are about $40,000 a year and the receipts about 
(CO a year, with thirty-one employees. But it transpires 
t it is necessary to haye a port there in order to prevent 
uggling along the Mexican border, and of course no Adminis 
FP ‘ration will abolish such a port as that. All these facts and all 
‘se things should be taken into consideration in Committee of 
e Whole. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. ADAMS of 


irom lowa. 
Mr. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Wisconsin. I now yield to the gentleman 


- GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
inimous consent that the gentleman from New York be 


elded five minutes more, outside of the time of the gentleman 
Tre Mn Wisconsin [Mr. Apams}], in order to answer four questions, 
rhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. The agricultural colleges receive 
| $25,000 each year. 
Mr. HAUGEN. They each receive about $30,000 as interest 
money out of the land-act fund. Is not that about the average’ 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I do not know; I have not fig 
ured that out. I do not know what the interest is. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I think these are facts the House ought to 
| know before we vote on this bill. I wish to ask the gentleman 
if it is not a fact that the representatives of the experiment 
| Stations appeared before the Committee on Agriculture and 
made a statement that they were not asking for this money? 
Is it not a fact that the representative of the station of New 
York made the statement that the State of New York was not 


Does the gentleman from New York yield | 


One question, which I think will help the | 


asking for a dollar of it? 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 
answer? 


Does the gentleman want me to 
I want to say to him that the representatives of the 


National Association of Agricultural Colleges and Experiment 
Stations did not make any such statement. I want to state to 
| him that Doctor Bailey, of New York, the head of that exper 
|} ment station, and one of the best in the United States: Doct 
Jordan, of the independent station, New York; Dresident Sn 
der, of the Michigan Agricultural College: Doctor White, of 
the Georgia Agricultural College, and Mr. Curtis, of the lowa 
Agricultural College, have all been here twice at this sess 
advocating the passage of this bill. And I want to say furthe 
that the National Association of Agricultural Colleges and Ex 


periment Stations, which met at Washington before the ee 
ing of Congress, favored this bill, and have given it and give it 


in every State of the Union enthusiastic support 


Mr. HAUGEN. 1 was simply asking a question as to the rey 
| resentatives of these several experiment stations that ; 
peared before our committee a year ago. I have not a cop; 
| of the hearings, but I will refer the gentleman to the hearings 
of the Agricultural Committee a year ago. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am heartily in favor of what 
sought to be accomplished by this bill. I have always opposed 
this measure only on the ground that I think there is no State 
in the Union so poor that if the agricultural interests of 
State require $15,000 more the State can afford to pay it | 

| think any State in this Union can afford to appropriate th 
amount of money for such a worthy object, and I simply obj 
to their coming to Uncle Sam for everything. That is 1 

| objection. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move tl 
proceed to the reading of the bill under the five-minut 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to make the oint 
that such a motion is not in order at this time, that the 
mittee of the Whole can not limit the general debate We 
have to go back into the House for that purpose nd 
recognition in my own right. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is well taken, if 
gentleman desires the floor. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask recognition in my own right \ 

I recognized, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is f 
nized. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope the gentleman will not do tl 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Al ma hi: | 
recognized. * 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I did not take the floo 
so much about the bill that is before the House. I be 
a good bill, that ought to pass, and I believes larg ‘ 
the men on this floor are in favor of it and are going to 

| it: but I did take the floor to say something about tli 
met an ignominious defeat this morning ve ) 
go into Committee of the Whole to conside 

I want to say that I am with the g 0 \ 

{Mr. Payne], the chairman of the Ways Nik ( 
in favor of the bill. The Secretary t 
ber of years, has stated to the Com t \ 





untry unt 


aeticit nt 


they could not wipe out 
toms revenues in this « 
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by Congress to reform the customs service. Last year the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, in compliance with the request of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, reported a bill similar to the bill 
offered by the gentleman from New York, and brought it in as a 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my friend from Cinci 


nati—— 
Mr. JAMES. Not Cincinnati. [Laughter.] 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; ; 
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friend from Kentucky—that the reason the committee did not dy 


so, as far as I know, is that we thought it would affect so may 


| States and so many districts, in a matter of that kind, that t) 


| committee did not believe we could pass the bill. 


provision on a general appropriation bill. A point of order was 
made and it could not be considered. Now the Ways and 
Means Committee report the same thing. 

The executive branch of this Government has called the at- 
tention of Congress to the fact that you are wasting from a half | 
million to a million dollars every year by not reforming the cus- 


toms collection business of the United States. 

The same thing happened in the collection of the internal 
revenues. Internal-revenue collectors were appointed in vari- 
ous places over the United States and the system could not be 
reformed by act of Congress because it affected too many 
men and too many districts. Ultimately Congress passed a 
£ | bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make 
new internal-revenue collection districts. It was done for the | 
benefit of the service, and it saved hundreds of thousands of | 


r in the collection of the revenues of the coun 
itry was not hurt by it. Now, the only propo- 


dollars every 
try, and the cou 


‘ec 


sition here is a legitimate effort on the part of committees in 
charge of these matters. Both the Appropriations Committee 
and the Ways and Means Committee have brought this propo- 
sition before the Congress. It is a legitimate effort to save the 


people of the United States from half a million to a million dol- 
lars a year in collecting your revenue. 

Mr. HEDGE. Where does the gentleman get those figures? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will refer my friend from Iowa to the 
testimony cf Mr. Armstrong, the Assistant 
Treasury, in the last Congress, before the Committee on Appro- 
pri I did not write the report, but if the gentleman will 
look at Mr. Armstrong's testimony he will see that that is what 
Mr. Armstrong stated to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The Secretary has simply 
taken one year for the purpose of making a comparison of 
receipts and expenses, and his statement shows that the saving 
is about $109,000 a year. We insist there would be no saving 
whatever. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am going to yield to the gentleman 
presently, and I do not care to have him make an argument in 
my speech, 


LIONS. 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I think this is right in 
line with the gentleman’s remarks, and ought to be injected 
here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. All right. 

Mr. TILOMAS of North Carolina. In addition, I want to say 


to the gentleman from Alabama that Mr. Hemenway, chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, stated during the last 
Congress, in reply to a question from myself, that the saving 
would only be $135,000. We contend that there will be no 
saving, or very little, if any, as in all cases, or nearly all, 
deputy collectors would have to be appointed, and to get com- 
petent men the expense would be about the same as for col- 
lectors. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that I will 
say that the list is given of certain ports, most of them on the 
wore, but that does not apply to all the expenses in this 
country. Now, there are new cities built up. There has been 
no reform in the collection service for many years. There are a 
large number of towns that have the I. T. service—that is, the 


sea 


immediate transportation. If goods are landed in New York 
they do not hold them there until the customs are paid, 
but they forward them, say, to Cincinnati and the merchant 
pays the duties there, and it is so in different towns throughout 
the country. Now, there are towns in the interior where they 


j customs officer, and the growth of the country and the 
chai in business has changed the character of the commerce 
has changed all that service; for instance, I can not re- 


me! 


‘the name of any particular town now, but say the town 
of ¢ othe, outside of Cincinnati—I do not know whether it 
is a fact or not—but to illustrate, business has changed so that 
the duties may be paid all together in Cincinnati and leaving 
this oflice there with nothing to do. The officer is left in charge 
and the business has gone to Cincinnati. 


Now, 
change 
affect so many districts that we could not pass it in the House. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. 
President? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ye 
Mr. JAMES. Why dees not your committee go through and 
Bay what par i t to be dispensed with? 


Secretary of the | 


we can not bring in a bill before Congress to reform or | 
every one of these offices, because, if we do, that would | 


You lodge all the power in the hands of the | 


[ Laughte: 
If it had advertised to the whole United States that this offi: 
was going to get his head cut off, and that that official was goj 
to have his head cut off, they would all come down here with 
petition, and in such a way that it would prevent the passa 
of this legislation; but we did believe that the House would 
willing to submit it to the Secretary of the Treasury to det: 
| mine how he could best and economically collect the revem 
| of the country. 

Mr. JAMES. If I understand the gentleman correctly, 
says the reason that the committee did not designate such po 
as they desired to discontinue was because they didn’t th 
they could pass it through the House? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES. That is the indictment the gentleman br 
against the House of Representatives, that if it knew the po: 
that they wanted to strike out, they couldn’t pass the bill. N 


in order to put Republicans out of office. I want to ask 
gentleman if the President could not, if he saw fit, keep ey 
one in office and consolidate the other ports and keep just 
| many Republicans drawing salaries as my friend is desirou 
put out of employment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will answer my friend candidly. 
out we could pass the bill, because the lobby would be so gr 
against it it would defeat it. 

Mr. JAMES. What lobby? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The 
friends who hold the offices. 

Mr. JAMES. 
designates as the home lobby, the people, is a bad lobby for 
man to consult in times when he wants to vote upon pu! 
questions? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all; not the people. I do 
think there is any doubt but that the people of the district wou 
want the economy, but the friends of the officeholder wou 
want him kept in. 

Mr. JAMES. Does not the gentleman think it is bad poli 
to lodge too much power in the Executive, who has already 
power enough? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will state to 
House that I do not believe, as a rule, that it is wise to t 
over the administration of matters of this kind to the Execut 


home lobby, the lobby of t! 





| not know all the facts. There are some reasons why you oug 
to continue a port even if it is not collecting enough revenu 
support the port, to pay expenses, because there may be o 
duties required in that port—it may be necessary to 
licenses for ships, and there may be many other duties wh 

is important to continue that particular port. 

Well, now, we can not go into all those facts. On the 
hand, there might be some ports that are collecting more 
nue than it costs to administer the running of the port, a) 
it is not necessary to continue that port, because it may 
| near to another port that it is a wasteless use of mom 
time. In other words, it might not be necessary to cont 
port at New York and one at Jersey City. It might in 
particular instance, but I am talking about where there 
river that divides two ports. One might be sufficient. 
Congress or a committee of Congress can not stop and ¢ 


the detail, considering this question as to hundreds of por't 
subports in the United States. 
Mr. JAMES. Then the gentleman would force the 





that he says would come as a lobby to the House of Rep 
| atives to present their case here as to why their ports « 
| not to be discontinued, to go to the President of the | 
| States and there present to one man the same reasons he | 
deny them the right to present to the 386 men who co! 
this House. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. If we put this in the | 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, I do not think we would 
| any lobby. They would send their officers out and det 
how the revenue could be most economically admin 
| They would determine what ports and what subports sh 
| continued and abolished. 

Mr. JAMES. Is it not also true that even in a por! 
| they do not collect a cent of customs duties, where the! 


‘ 


the gentleman from New York wants to do away with the port 


to 


I 


do not believe if we designated the ports that are to be taken 


Does the gentleman think that the lobby he 


but there are times that come when the legislative branch ca 
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wee or four rivers, that there are duties that have to be paid 
ry and where it would appear the port was useless, when, as a 
atter of fact, it was a port very much needed? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have just told 


the gentleman that, 


my opinion, there might be ports where there was not enough 


venue collected to support the port that ought to be continued, 

t there are many that ought to be abolished. 

Mr. JAMES. But the gentleman was jumping onto Paducah, 

<y., when there are three or four rivers there. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And that demonstrates right there that 

e can not settle this thing in the Halls of Congress. 

\ir. JAMES. I would rather settle it here than have it go 
the President of the United States. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
yNE] thinks that we ought to abolish the port at Paducah, 

d the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAmes] thinks that we 

cht to retain it, although it does not produce enough revenue 
pay expenses, 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
m Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] if he will yield for a moment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think there is a general de 
‘on both sides of this Chamber to pass the pending measure, 

I am going to appeal to the gentleman from Alabama, 

undoubtedly has the parliamentary position and the right 

the floor, but having so much at stake for the agriculturists 

this country, if it might not be best to defer the discussion of 

entirely different measure until some future period, and as 

dily as possible permit the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
\npams| to have a yote upon his bill. [LApplause.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I will say to my friend from Pennsy] 
a that I did not bring this question before the House, but it 
ere. I have made a statement as to my views in the matter. 

| am sure I am heartily in favor of the passage of the pending 
isure, but let me suggest one more word. There are gentle 
here on this side of the House who take an opposite posi 
from the one which I take. As the matter has been dis 

d, I do not think that debate ought to close without giving 

1 the floor, and I intend to yield the floor to them and then 

y can determine what they shall do. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped the courtesy the 
tleman always manifests would be shown in this instance, 

that the discussion of an entirely contrary measure be 
tponed., 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would be glad to do it, except that I 
k it is just to those gentlemen that they should have the 

I will herewith append the following as a part of my 
rKS ¢ 


(H.R 


f 


14606) to provide for the consolidation and reorganization 
customs collection districts, and for other purposes. 


enacted, ete., That the President is hereby authorized to estab 


mvenient districts and to discontinue or consolidate ports and 
therein for the collection of revenue from customs, and for 
pose may subdivide any State or Territory within or appurte 
the United States, or may unite two or more States or 


Terri 
within or appurtenant to the United States, or any part or parts 
into one district, and may, from time to time, alter 


dis 
Provided, That there shall be no more than 


dis 


said 
120 collection 


House Report No. 1297, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bil! 
14606) to provide for the consolidation and reorganization of 
ollection districts, and for other purposes, having considered 
~- rt it back with a recommendation that the bill do pass 


bill Is precisely like H. R. 7114, with the exception that the 
3 “and for the interests of commerce and shipping’ contained in 
Bs (114, lines 4 and 5, are stricken out. 

committee adopt the report on H. R. 7114 as a part of the 


2 t on this bill. 


House Report No. 583, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill 
7114) to provide for the consolidation and reorganization of 
s collection districts, having considered the same, report it back 
\ the following amendment, viz: 


IR 


page 1, line 4, after the word “ districts,” insert the words “ and 
mtinue or consolidate ports and subports therein,” and recom 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

reasons given for the enactment of this measure are well stated 


accompanying memorandum from 


the 
s adopted as a part of this report. 


Treasury Department, 


INTRRNAI 
ct of July 1, establishing 
t. L., 482), authorized the 


nd Territories into convenient 
SO! 


REVENUB 
isé62, 


DISTRICTS. 


COLLECTION 
Internal-Revenue 
; 


the stureau 
President (sec. 2) to divide the 
collection districts and to appoint 
and a collector for each collection district, limiting the nur 
districts In any State to the mumber of Representatives in the 
thth Congress. 
t of June 30, 1864, section 7 (18 Stat. L., 224), authorized 
President to alter the respective collection districts as the public 
'S may require. A proviso in the act of July 12, 1870 (16 Stat 
}), authorized the President to divide the States and Territories, 
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respectively, into convenient collection d 
or unite two or more districts « two ¢ I 
into one district, and to exercise 


his opinion the public 


interests 1 

The act of July 14, 1870, sect 1 l S 
the President to annex to or unite wit! 
ing collection districts whenever in } 
pense of collecting the internal 1 ue ¥ 
of the service 

The act of June 6, 1872, section 43 17 Stat. I 
President to reduce the internal-rev« di 
in number, and for that purpose to ‘ 


or Territories into one distri I ast 
a reduction in the number of dist: Ww 
of December 24, 1872 (17 Stat. I 103 
in the Revised Statutes as sections 141 

The act of August 15, 1876 (10 Stat. L., 152), 
number of internal-revenue district 131 r} act M “ 
(19 Stat. L., 803), reduced the n mut 
The President, in an order of June 
June 30, October 13, and Decemlx » ISS red 
districts to S84, and the reestablishment of tl of N 
Executive order of February 13 
85, which was reduced by Exem ord 
Executive orders of April 30, 1900, July 1, 1 l, and S 
the number of districts was increased to 66 

rhe bill introduced in the Ho f Repre I 
13, 1905, by Mr. Payne (H. R. 7 ! 
lish convenient districts for the 
and for the interests of comme! 
izing the subdivision, 
proviso that the numb 

There are now 12: 
livery not assigned to any dis ‘ : ‘ 
district of New Orleans embraces that ity and S ) n | 
and Cincinnati, St. Louis, and othe ties 


1SS4 ide 








1877 


187Y 
lst) 
188] 
[S&2 
18833 
1as4 
1885 
TAS6 
ISS; 
]RRS 
1S89 
lsvo 
Isvl 


As reporter 
DA reported by the pervisir 
ported by the warrant d 


Increa 


as re 


rhe percentages 0 
ternal Revenue and the supervis 
nue and expenses of collection d 
following 


rres ir’y ui are 


Year 
ended eT 8 
Junes Revenue. “a “ r R 


] os 1 

1850 j (a 19 Ae 2B 
1s60) (a ! , 
1861 ! : i my 

Ls ' { 

1863 $37 , 640,787.95) $108, 685. 10 0.29 

std 109, 741, 18 
1a Aw 41 71 > or I a) 
1806 WN, 225, BLS. 4 
1867 ih, ORT 557. 43 
1308 1] iS », 4 
1860 158, 056, 460). § 
1870 184, 809, 756. 40 7. 253. 430. 81 , oe 
1871 143, 008, 1538 j } 
1872 19), 642, 177. 72) 5, 694, 116. 86 4. 
1878 . 13, 720,314. 14, 5, 340, 280. 00 4. 60 
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Internal and customs revenue, and expenses, etc.—Continued. 


Internal revenue Customs revenue. 















































Year i sememenmnn® 
ended "y ances of c | cxpe aS ‘ol- 
June tevenue.4@ ee! - Revenue. eee a 
foo ee er aor tes 
ret | | Per ct. 
1874 $102, 409, 784. 90-34 I 4. 40 3168, 108, 0.94 4.49 
1875 110, 007, 498. 58 4, 289, 3.89) 157, 167, 722. 35) 7, 80) 4.47 
S76 116, 700, 722.08 3,942. 615 3. 38) 148, 071, 984.61) 6 58. (19) 4.58 
877 118, 630, 407.83) 3 2.99) 130,956, 493.07) 6 57] 4.96 
R78 110.581. 624.74 38 2.96 , 680.20) 5, = 4.47 
IR79 113,561, 610.58 8 3.10 047.70) 5 2 3.96 
TS80) 124, 009, 878.92 3.6 2.95) 186, 522, 064. 60) 6, be 8.23 
88] 135. 264. 885.51 4.3 3.20) 198, 159, 676. 02) 6, 10) 3.22 
L&82 146, 497,595.45 4, 2.80) 220, 410, 730. 25) 6, 26 2.9% 
TRB 144. T20, 868.98 4, 3.06) 214, 706, 496. 98) 6 . 43) 3. 07 
RN4 21, 586,072.51 4,2 3.47) 195,067, 489.76) 6, ey 3. 44 
RAD 112, 498, 725. 54 8B, 8. 42) 181,471,939. 34) 6 . 20) 3.58 
Rsk 116, 805, 996.48 3. 3.06) 192,905, 023. 44) 6, 67 3.38 
887 118, 823, 391, 22 3, 8.22) 217, 286, 893.13) 6 74) 3. 
INXS 124, 296, 871.98 3.6 2.92) 219,091,173. 68! 7, 156 77) 
LR8O 130, 881,513.92 3.7 2.88) 223, 882,741.69) 7,05 00) 
1800 142, 606, 705. 81) 3,7 2.6 584.57) 6. 09 
Rg] 145, 686, 249. 44 4, 2. 2,205. 23) 6 09 
IRa2 153, 971, 073 3, 2.! 2 964.15, 6, 3. 
SOS 161, 027,623.98 4, 2. mM, 016.73) 6, 8 
So 147,111, 232.81) 3,7 2. +530. 62 6, 2. 86 
1805 143, 421, 672.02 3, 7! 2.62) 152, 158,617. 45) 6, 92 
1806 146, 762,864.74 8 2. 6 , 751. 67) 7, ». 40) 
xy 146, 688, 574.29 3,6 , 126. 65) 7, 05} 
1808 170, 900, 641.49 3.7 b 5, 062. 35) 7, 58 
ise 273, 487,161.51 4,3 1. 5§ 28,481.75) 7, ‘: 
1900 M5, 327,926.76 4. 1.51) 233, 164,871. 16) 7, 2. 48) 
901 180, 663.77) 4, 1. 43) 238,585, 455. 99) 7, . 82} 
ny 1880. 127.10 4.5 1.60 254, 444, 708.19) 7, 89} 
' 230, 810,124.17 4 1.95 284, 479,581.81) 8, 19) 
uM 22, 904.119.45 4 1.94 261, 274,564.81) 8, 3. 37} 
" 34,085, 740.85 4,: 1.85 261, 798, 856.91) 9, 44 
wa its issued 
st of collecting the internal revenue embraces the following 
S *s and expenses of collectors, including pay of deputy col- 
rks, ¢ ind including expenses incident to enforcing the 
I ' ns of law taxing oleomargarine ; salaries and expenses of revenue 
rveyors of distilleries, gaugers, storekeepers, and miscellaneous 
s I for internal-revenue stamps, and expenses of detecting 
] i ions of internal-revenue laws. 
i xy collecting the revenue from customs includes all 
irawn from the appropriation made by Congress for that purpose. 
y is expended for salaries, rents, labor in weighing, gauging, 
i imported merchandise, revenue boatmen, repairs, and 
incident to rented buildings, stationery, and the travel 
enses of s ial agents, but does not include expenditures for 
' cutters, fuel, lights, water, furniture, janitors, etc., for buildings 
y e Government, nor expenditures for erecting new buildings, 
are | for from specific appropriations made for those 
i ses of z internal and customs revenue do not include 
x res f i , ete., incident to auditing these accounts in 
Ih nts at Was! on 
N 
, cu er rses exceeded receints for the fiscal 
ea rdir June 19 
Cost of 
Na por Receipts - collect- 
ing $1 
; th « N.¢ $5. 00 .6 2 | $221. 388 
M 5 @ } 2 185. 8&2 
a, Fla 1, 237. 87 3 4 2.932 
Mass 435.50 3, OR 9 8.050 
N.¢ ‘ 2 
a4 607.85 3, 278. 72 4 5.394 
Santiag Brownsville),Tex. 5,594.89 40, 131. 37 31 7.173 
N.d 491.99 1,411.01 > 2. 868 
] 176. 44 | 156.15 i 2 2. 585 
N BO.61 | 7 | 2 4. O86 
47.10 R225 | 1} 8.116 
) 682. 64 3. 34 6 6.597 
42.73 502. AS Rd 11. 761 
s pe Cha s City). Va 5.00 1,001.13 4 200. 225 
s M 57.10 », 42.18 3 42.070 
2 Mas 461.72 2, 762. 71 4 5. GA4 
] s B I h), Me 208. 07 3,584.90 | 5 17.229 
12.00 408. 86 | 1 33. 55 
x s 266.79 583. 50 3 2.187 
al s ers P t). N.J 41.59 1,115.23 2 26.815 
i reka), ( 635. BF 2, 806. 39 1 4.414 
® k. M 95.17 2 | 
re se. Wis 25. 54 2) 14.229 
Lee ha N.J 1 
s M 701. 98 5 6.125 
n (Grand Ha Mich 6, 470. 61 14 1. 440 
Mass 1 
Miss iy 2 
Oregon ( Astoria), Oreg 13, 771. 24 ' 12 1. (1 
Paducah, Ky ) 2 
Pamii Newbert N.C 1, 607.54 { 5 3 813 
Patchogue, N. Y 2 i 
Piymouth, Mass 027. 24 ‘ 2 1. 380 | 
Port Jefferson, N. Y 2 
Portsmouth, N. H 537.21 4.595. 19 6 8. 54 
Rock Island, Il 111.09 741.60 2 6. 676 
Saco. Me 26.71 484.65 2 18. 145 
Sag Harbor, N. Y 12.% 877.22 4 67. 730 
St. Marys, Ga 7.23 606. 81 1 &3. 929 
Salem and Beverly (Salem), Mass 1, 681. 1 5, 868. 66 6 3. 598 
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| but by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 








FEBRUARY 15. 


List of ports at which customs erpenses erceeded receipts, etc.—Cont 





| Num- | Cost 
Name of port. Receipts.| Expenses. /berem- col\: 

| iployed. ing ¢ 
8 _ Ran  pt Tt Res IE B $2, 669.20 | $4,281.02 9 $1 
Southern Oregon (Coos Bay), Oreg-..-! 29. 60 1, 252. 13 2; & 
DORE OY Cis. cn vnicessccnbcecnals 5. 62 702.75 2) 12% 
Teche (Brashear), La .................- 87.48 | 8, 069. 20 3 Bt 
a a ee 513. 65 1 
OU NO daiain cSackacwsscis babebws 2,029.21 | 6,891.75 7 | ’ 
fC Ay Pe ere | 94. 04 624. 50 2 | 6 
NS» eC TR RET GS | 4,598.07 | 6,511.77 5 ] 
Mee EO... 3... oo. cae cae | "726.83 | 3,308.50 Bi 4 
a TE Ee i. cueeaces 1,040. 75 2 | 
Es Mii g eat cdkontion buen cSie meal | 2.50 | 253. 67 1} 10) 

ee es 8 eae 47,242.94 | 156,185.67 |... 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, will 
gentleman from Alabama permit me to say I am heartily 


| favor of the bill to increase the appropriation for agricultu 
| experiment stations, the pending measure. 


The debate u 
the question of the customs districts was not precipitated by 
We 
oppose the abolition of the custom-houses and the bill to 
ganize the customs collection districts are not responsible for 


| injection of that question in the debate on the pending bill 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield: five minutes 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, a 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in view of the inti: 
connection between these two bills, is it proper for this co: 
tee to consider them both at the same time? [Laughter.]| 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is being debated under the 
of general debate. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Which bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill (H. R. 384) to increase tl 
nual appropriation for agricultural experiment stations, et 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
York, chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, was 
particularly happy in his charge that this side of the H 
marched up in a solid phalanx in support of these nonrev: 
yielding ports. A little more than a year ago when our R 
lican friends, who are responsible for this Government, 
doing their best to find some means of economy in civil ex] 
tures in order that they might indulge in military extravag 
I had the honor to point out to them certain avenues fo 
ing. I undertook to show them from the report of the 
tary of the Treasury where a considerable sum of money | 
be saved each year without any detriment to the comme! 
the country. In that connection and at that time I sub 
some observations in regard to the continued appropriat 
the Porto Rican regiment, so called, which is an annex « 
United States Army, that the Secretary of War on two s 
occasions stated to the Committee on Military Affairs 
not be continued, but which was continued by the vote o 
House, and then, Mr. Chairman, I gave, taking it from tle 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, a detailed account of a! 
ports where the revenues were absolutely disproportio: 
the expense of their management. In order that I might 
charged with unfairness, in order that no man might say 
held up to the gaze of the country those ports which we: 
spicuous sinners in this respect located in the North, I bh 
the State of South Carolina. I mentioned Texas, I mi 
North Carolina and Virginia, and all the other ports 
country which, in the judgment of the Secretary of the 
ury, were no longer required for the discharge of the 
business and the routine service of the commerce of this « 
No gentleman need be uneasy about the abolition of thos 
if they are needed for commerce, and I do not believe, s 
the Secretary of the Treasury will consider solely the 9 
of whether the expenses of the ports exceed the revenue 

If, as is undoubtedly true, there are ports where the 
trade requires that an official be maintained, I hav 
enough in this Administration, and in any Administrati: 
the people will ever choose, to believe that they will b« 
tained no matter what the cost of the administration 
Why, it has been pointed out by gentlemen on the flo 
afternoon 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman from Texas for: 
interposition right there, in reenforcement of what he bh: 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will state on yesterday I had a co 
tion over the phone with the First Assistant, Mr. Reyno! 
asked him what would be the policy of the Departme 


parliamentary 





~ 


> 
906. 


CONGRESSIONAL R 


rd to this 





matter, ye said that no paying port would be 
hed and very many nonpaying ports would not be abol 
because they would be ne essary to prevent &! ugglin 
the interest of commerce 
SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from 
sippi for the interruption. It exactly confirms what I 
also told at the Treasury Department, and I do not think 
any gentleman who represents a port of that sort, where 
ontinuance is necessary for the export trade, where its con 


nee is necessary to protect the revenues of the country, 

be uneasy for a moment. I believe that there will be just 

icient an administration after this bill shall have passed 

! telv I believe t Will be pa sed as was the case fi Ww 
enactment of the bill which consolidated the inter 

ve districts of the country, which reduced then as I re 

er, from 187 to 66, and the tremendous cost of collecting 
stoms in comparison with collecting internal revenue 
t least to command the serious attention of every man 


oor of this House who prot sses to be 
mey of the people. 


interested in say 


sts 1.85 per cent to collect the internal revenues of the 
and we all know that the methods of conducting the 
of Government are extravagant as against nearly 4 
nt for the collection of customs. It is altogether dispro 


i ’ 
te 4 


+) 


» the obstacles which are in the way of the colle 


se revenues, and, Mr. Chairman, I believe when the 
had time to think it over it will come to realize th 
Trenance of useless ‘ ffi ! ls at the expense ¢ f The Cove 
ild not outweigh the interests of the taxpayers of tl 
[| Applause. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
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It is a purely business proposition, and I am willing to treat it 
a business proposition. There are gentlemen upon the Re- 
publican side of the Chamber and there are gentlemen upon the 
Democratic side of the Chamber, not only those who are inter- 
ested in ports, Lut those who are not interested in ports, who 
are opposed to this bill upon general principles. 

For myself, Mr. Chairman, I resent the imputation that just 
because I am interested, or the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GARDNER] or some other Member of Congress is interested, 
in some customs port therefore we are opposed to the passage 
of the bill to reorganize and consolidate customs districts. I 
put it upon broader and higher grounds. Many of us have 
customs ports in our districts. Of course that fact somewhat 
influences us, but we base our opposition upon the language of 
the bill itself in the first place; and then, in the second place, 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I insist, with 
all due respect to gentlemen on the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, that this bill is not in the interest of economy; that it is 
not in the interest of the public service. Now, what higher 
grounds could we put our opposition upon. Note the language 
of the bill. I will read it. Many gentlemen have not read it 
perhaps. The bill reads: 

That the President is hereby authorized to establish convenient dis- 
tricts and to discontinue or consolidate ports and subports therein for 
the collection of revenue from customs, and for this purpose may sub- 
divide any State or Territory within or appurtenant to the United 
States, or may unite two or more States or Territories within or 
appurtenant to the United States, or any part or parts thereof, into 
one district, and may from time to time alter said districts: Provided, 
That there shall be no more than 120 collection districts. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some of us contend that is in the direc- 
tion of centralization and placing the power in the hands of 
one man, I care not how good or how great he may be, to dis- 
continue any port in any State. Whether it is a paying port 
or a nonpaying port, he has the power to discontinue any port, 
to consolidate any two ports or make subports, or unite two or 
more States into one district, or subdivide a State. This power 
is too sweeping. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
ask him a question. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Well, 
limited, and I have a very great deal to say 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I gave the gentleman more time than I 
took myself. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I want to know whether you 
think the President of the United States or the Secretary of 
the Treasury would discontinue a paying port that the Govern- 
ment needed to collect the revenue? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, under this 
bill it is apparent to every Member of the House that this is a 
leap in the dark. We can not tell what the President, under 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, might do; 
and we do not want to put this great power in anybody’s hands 


as 


I would like my friend to permit me to 


my time is very 





to do what he pleases with all these ports. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If I may ask the gentleman this question: 


Suppose we accept an amendment to the bill providing that no 
authority is hereby conferred to discontinue or consolidate a 
paying port. Would that make the bill meet the gentleman's 
approbation. 

Mr. THOMAS 
cause 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That amendment will be accepted. 

Mr. TITOMAS of North Carolina. I think the bill ought not 
to pass even with that amendment. I will say to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, for this reason, because some ports may not 
pay for one year, or two years, but for a series of years the 


of North Carolina. I should say not, be- 


receipts and the expenses will more than even up. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Have you got the figures to show 
that? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Yes; I will get to that 
Dp t in a moment 

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I really have not time now. 

Mr. JAMES. All right. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I have the figures here to 
show that, as to one particular port in my own district, the port 
of Beaufort, for a series of years the total receipts were about 


$143,000, and the total expenses about $51,000. I think the re- 
ceipts will largely exceed expenses since the establishment of 
this custom-house. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many ports are like that? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I can not say. I under- 
stand that in the district of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GARDNER] there is a port where for a series of years the 
receipts are greater than the expenses. Now, at my port of 
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Beaufort, N. C., taking that as one example, in one year the rm 
ceipts from duties on imports amounted to over $50,000 on 
eargo of railroad iron brought into that port, I think. In a: 
other year the receipts were over $50,000; in another year oy: 
$20,000. The expenses of the custom-house are $1,400 per a 
num. So these three years alone would pay the expenses of t! 
port for many years. These figures are from a letter from t! 
Secretary of the Treasury. It is true for some years past « 
penses have exceeded receipts. But this is one of the great: 
ports on the South Atlantic coast as a harbor, and foreign shi))s 
may come in any time, and many will with the deepening of t! 
harbor authorized by Congress and construction of the Panay 
Canal. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we say in the second place that this 
reorganization of customs districts is not in the interest o 
economy or of the public service. In the debate which occurre:| 
between the former chairman of the Committee on Appropri 
tions, Mr. HEMENWAy, and myself in the last Congress, here is 
the record of what was said: 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, as I have said, if | 
withdraw the point of order, I have no doubt it will be renewed. ‘| 
whole legislation is evidently a sweeping change in existing law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There is no doubt but that the gentleman's point 
order is well taken if he insists upon it; but I urge the fact that | 
will furnish information by which a great reform can be brought 4! 
and large sums of money saved to the Government. 

Mr. THomas of North Carolina. According to the gentleman's own 


statement in the Recorp a day or two ago, it will save the Governm: 
about $100,000 a year. 


Mr. Hemenway. About a hundred and thirty-five thousand do 
each year. 
Mr. THomas of North Carolina. Well, Mr. Chairman, the statement 


made in the RecorD was that it was about $100,000. 


Now, the gentleman from Alabama [|Mr. UNDERWoopD] mak: 
the statement that it means a saving of half a million or a 
million dollars per year. There is Mr. HEMENWAY’s statement, 
that it will be $135,000. We say there will be no saving. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am merely quoting from what the 
Secretary of the Treasury said; but I want to know if there 
is not some economy in saving $135,000 a year, and if that is 
not worth saving? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Well, yes; if there is a 
saving; but at most places you must have deputy collectors, 
and $135,000 is the maximum saved. According to the report 
of the committee, if you will read the statement of receipts and 
expenses, you will find that the committee took the year the 
Secretary selected, and that shows a saving of about $109,000 
per year. We say that the $109,000 a year, according to the 
report of the committee, or the $135,000 a year, according to Mr. 
HEMENWAY’S statement, is the maximum saving for the year 
selected by the Secretary of the Treasury; but that is not 
fair way to look at this question or estimate a saving of ex- 
pense. Take, for instance, the ports in North Carolina (and 
in the Secretary of the Treasury’s report and committee's re- 
port the showing is made that not one of them pays expenses), 
under this Payne bill one or all of them might be abolished, or 
ove or more made a subport of Norfolk or Charleston. I siy if 
you will take a series of years you will find that the rec 
will exceed the expenses. I have produced the letter of Sec- 
retary Shaw as to the port of Beaufort, N. C., showing th 
receipts exceeded the expenses very largely in some years. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How long have those four port 
in North Carolina been established? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Why, almost since 
foundation of the Government. Wilmington, Newbern, 1d 
Beaufort are very old towns, date back to colonial days. 
go back to the very beginning of the Government, and | 
true as to ports in New England and other ports. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to offset any saving, if there is any 
ing, you propose by this bill to put this great power 
hands of one man, and to inconvenience all the citizens « 
country who are interested in commerce, and to inconve! 
the commerce of the country upon the Atlantic coast, the P 
coast, the Gulf coast, the Mexican and northern borders. 
gentlemen, look at this list of ports, 142 customs districts : 
here in this document from the Bureau of Statistics. \nd 
those ports, paying and nonpaying ports, are all to be p! in 
the power of the President to discontinue or abolish, or « , 
date, just as he sees fit. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend overlooks the fact t 
where there is no revenue collected there is no business ’ 
and where there is no business done how is anybody e 
inconvenienced? What do you want to keep a port for 
there is no business done in it? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I will point out 
gentleman from Alabama that the business done in thes: rts 
is not exclusively the collection of revenue. , 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course I recognize that; | the 


s 


s 
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! 
other is small business; and if it was important the port would 
iot be discontinued. 

Mr. JAMES. Not if you have a good political pull. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I will say to the gentle- 
nan, you may take any one of these ports, and while some 
years there are no receipts, the receipts for other years will be 
very large. And then, as my friend from Massachusetts | Mr. 
GARDNER | suggested—I was coming to that—these customs dis- 
triets are for the convenience of the citizens and the commerce 
of the eountry. There are many agencies of the Government 
vhich do not pay expenses. We insist that these ports will pay 
n the long run; but the duties of collectors of customs are mani- 
old. beside the mere collection of duties upon imports. I have 
llated here from Andrews’s ‘Marmal of the Customs Laws the 
rious duties that have to be discharged by collectors of cus 
ms, not only at the large ports, but the small ports. Here is 
long typewritten list, and I am going to read what these 
rious duties are: 
DUTIES OF COLLECTORS. ~ 
lo take merchandise into custody whenever the entry is imperfect 
want of bills of lading or other cause. 
lo examine invoices and see that no goods subject to duty, except 
100 worth of personal effects, are landed. 
o take possession of merchandise when invoice is not correct. 
certify to the correctness of.the invoices upon entry which is 
ed in any court of the United States. 


act as shipping commissioner in ports where there is no shipping 
iissioner. 
ee that no goods are unloaded until the estimated duties have 
D iid 
see that merchandise is not unloaded at places where the health 
the State do not permit. 
attend to the unloading of foreign importations by day or by night. 
examine carefully all manifests of merchandise. 
lo attend to the unloading of vessels in distress. 
lo protect the rights of shippers where there is a lien for freight. 
lo sell unclaimed merchandise 
ake a record of merchandise subject to duties and examine the 
at port of destination, and appraise the same 
enforce fines, penalties, and forfeitures as to smuggling, etc 
remember the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] said 
year that the customs ports ought not to be abolished be- 
se that would be an invitation to smugglers. 
ny duties in connection with goods imported in bond to be 
i when manufactured without sale in American markets. 
license vessels and receive and file the oaths of masters. 
ord bills of sales and mortgages. 


have charge of transfers of owners of vessels and changes of 


ex 


powers of deputy collectors are very limited. 
, along this same line the collector of customs of the port 
Newbern states in the letter which I hold in my hand that 






: 1 uddition to collecting duty on foreign merchandise we have 
sue licenses and enrollments to 262 vessels. These are re 

F every year and a record kept in this office. All vessels 
to be admeasured and bills of sale and mortgages re 

led, etc.” He says: “The duty on goods imported into this 
t by the British-American Tobacco Company for the fis 

r year ending June 20, 1905, amounted to $33,728.36; but not 

t of this duty collected by reason of the fact that the goods 

P imported in bond to’ be manufactured and exported imm« 

rE ly. We have the same amount of work as would be nec 

: ry if the receipts from duty amounted to $75,000 a year. 


position that the collection of duties on foreign imports is 
: 'y small part of the work of the collector's office is true, so 


, this office is concerned.” 

. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 

FE \ir. THOMAS of North Carolina. Yes. 

4 ir. GAINES of Tennessee. I have listened carefully to all 

. ese legal duties imposed upon the collector which the gen 

Ke i has read, and every one of them, as I remember, pre 
ses that goods are shipped into the district. There are 

i ports where there are no goods shipped in at all. 

F THOMAS of North Carolina. No. At all ports certain 


must be performed, imports or no imports, by collectors, 
; 


nse vessels and recetve and file the oath of masters 
ord the bills of sales and mortgages. 
ave charge of transfers of owners of vessels and changes of 
must make a record of merchandise subject to duties and exam 
Same at port of destination and appraise the same. 
GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman has read four 
and there are about twenty on the page that he has 
ly read, and all the others presuppose the goods come into 
Ps port, 
va IAMES. That makes no difference. 
‘vr. THOMAS of North Carolina. That cuts no figure, as 
end from Kentucky suggests. The duties of collectors at 
ts are many besides collecting duties on imports. 


VOW, 





yong 
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further, 


will be governed by the recommendation of 
Treasury, you will be obliged necessarily 
all, the ports a deputy c 
deputy anyhow to prevent 


duties. 
Now, where is th 


llecto1 


ivi 


deputy in the place of the 
petent deputy collector to disel 
the 


very much less than 


keep up your force; you will have to keep the 
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ment of the navigation laws You have to 
expenses of the ports, except you may p 
difference between the pay of the a t} 
fledged collector of customs. To get i. 
have to pay very neat is much the 
collector of the port. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another co 
collectors of customs not only have 1 rn 
besides the collection of duties on imports, | 
of these ports the most of them have an « 
be taken into consideration. If you are g 
the basis that you are to make subports o1 
where expenses exceed receipts, whik 
port in North Carolina and some in M 
and South Carolina and Florida and ¢ 
and other States, then you would abolish 
collectors of customs look after not only 
merece in regard to the duties on imports, b 
to exports. The city of Wilmington, N. C 
to collect a dollar, had last r ex] 
and a half million dollars, while rt 
receipts exceed the expenses, | 
pean and foreign countries of only $7,0¢ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. ¢ rman, | 
gentleman how many ports t re in No 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carol Fo 
bern, Beaufort, and Elizabeth Cit 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gent 
ing to abolish all the | s tl ) 
ously contend if this power l 
dent he would abolish all of tl 

Mr. THOMAS of North Caroli W 
in the hands of the President I l 
what would be done 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But does tl 
or make the argument I t l 
abolish all the ports? 

Mr. THOMAS of North ¢ VW 
ourse, is the power. But | ! 
that there would be the po f 

ou are going to pro l ¢ l of re 
mere subports of the port N V: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, hey ‘ 
covered the purp . wh ) VW 
there be, if you collect the ‘ es Is 
tending this merely to ‘ { u 
or does tl gentieman t ! 
revenue? 

Mr. THOMAS of North C ‘ 
anybody in office. That m ‘ es b 
a Democrat Adm rg 
we have it some time » the or ad 
officials will be Democrats 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the 

ot vote merely to Keep a ay t 
needed ? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carol O 
the matter on any such | I 
that I am against the Payne ' 
ing my ports and custom-hou () 


| action somewhat, but 
Mr. Chairman, I have shown, or endeayored to show, | and broad and general 
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JAMES. 
and I would ask the gentleman from North Carolina if 
is not true that political influence could be brought to bear 
for the purpose of establishing one port and discontinuing an- 
other port? 


Mr. ‘THOMAS of North Carolina. 


in 


il 


Certainly, that is true. 


Mr. JAMES. Could not political influence further be brought 
to bear to discontinue a port that possibly had some ancient 
Democrats in it and establish a new port and put in new Repub- 


ins? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. So there is, perhaps, politics being played wisely 
on the other side of the House on this question? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Why, I do not know about 
that: but I do know this 
Administration I believe such 
will have a reactionary effect. 
party concerned, if you enact this piece of legislation, and 
abolish or discontinue or consolidate ports all over the country, 
the Atlantic coast, the Gulf coast, and the Pacific coast, the 

t of it will be to raise a howl against the Republican party ; 
and, so far as the Democrats are concerned, we believe that this 


lj 
sit 


a piece of legislation as this bill 


{ 


on 


effe 





bill onght to be defeated—that is, many of us do, with all due 
respect to the gentleman on the Ways and Means Committee 
because we believe it places too much power in the hands of the 


President, is no great economy, if any, and not in the interest 
of commerce. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Yes. 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to 
transgress the gentleman’s good nature or that of any other gen- 
tleman, but we have been discussing a question not before the 


House for some time, and I want to say to him that for two 
years I have tried to obtain consideration for the pending 
measure in the House of Representatives. It has been re- 
ported by two committees, and very generally 
the House. 
and I want to ask him and the other gentlemen who have been 
discussing another question for unanimous consent to close de- 
bate at this time and proceed with the reading of the bill under 
consideration. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I am very 
glad the gentleman has given me the opportunity to say that I 
am as much in favor of the pending bill in regard to the 
igricultural experiment stations as he is, but I am also opposed 
to this bill to abolish the customs ports. We did not start this 
discussion. It was injected by the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Payne], and it is fair to gentlemen on both sides of the 
House, Republicans and Democrats, that what the gentleman 
from New York said shov'd be replied to, and replied to to-day, 
because it ought to into the Recorp. We can not agree, 
therefore, the gentleman’s request. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said about all that I desire to 
say on this subject. I believe this Payne bill a false economy ; 
I do not believe there is any economy in it, and I believe if 
there is any economy in it, that it is putting too great a power 
in the hands of the President. I believe that the effect of it 


just 


fo 


TO 


: sae | 
Mr. Chairman, they are talking about political | 





that, on the part of any party or any | 
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| a vote on this most meritorious proposition. 


| and move a recess instead of an adjournment. 


| morning. 
I believe, so far as the Republican | 





ts going to be to inconvenience the citizens of the country and | 
the commerce of the country more than the value of the little | 
picayune saving which this bill may effect. Exconomize in some | 


other way. 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Here is a suggestion I want to 
make. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. The argument made by the gen- 
tleman from New York is predicated entirely upon the proposi- 
tion that a port ought to be closed because its receipts were not 
as gre as the expenditures. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Entirely. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Now, if we pass the bill based 
up that argument and present those figures to the President 


would not he be justified in closing ports upon precisely the 
same basis? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I think that would be the 
result at many ports where the expenditures were in excess of 
receipts. ‘These ports ought not to be closed. That is exactly 
what gentiemen on both sides of the House are objecting to as 
well as the general principle of the bill. Now I yield to my 
friend from Massachusetts | Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, as the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. PAayNe] pointed out, the House is 
not at the mercy of the Member from Massachusetts on the ques- 
tion of closing this debate. Under the rules, after the time of 
the gentleman from North Carolina has expired, the House is 
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at the mercy for the next hour of the first Member who gets 
his feet and meets the Chairman’s eye, whether he wears a i 
carnation or not. [Applause.] Now, Mr. Chairman, the gent 
man from New York, who demanded the regular order: a lit 
while ago, has no one but himself to blame if the discussi 
does not suit him. I have, I confess, a great feeling of sy: 
pathy for the gentleman from Wisconsin, who wishes to get 
[Applause.] B 
if the gentleman from New York is willing to take the con: 
quence of his own action, he will permit this debate to run 
This will ena 
the parliamentary situation under which the bill of the gent 
man from Wisconsin came up to continue in the morning, 
will give a chance to be heard to those of us who are in opp 
tion to the measure which by indirection we voted on t 
The gentleman from New York is correct in sayi 
that the House is not at my mercy. If we choose to pro! 
this fight, he will get on his feet immediately when the hour | 
expired, he will be recognized, and he will move that the con 
tee rise. When the committee has risen he will move thai 
debate be closed, and then he will move that we come back into 
Committee of the Whole to complete this agricultural bill. | 
may cut off our debate, but not a whole phalanx of genile) 


| from New York can deprive forty Members of this House 


their constitutional right to have roll calls on the motion to 
limit debate and the motion to come back again into Committ: 
of the Whole. [Applause.] 

Now, I do not mean to threaten the gentleman with obstru 
tion of that kind, but I wish him to understand that if 
choose to obstruct the passage of the bill brought up by 
gentleman from Wisconsin, its enactment could be postponed for 
two hours by the cooperation of forty Members. I do not | 
pose to do so, but I am going to ask the gentleman from No 
Carolina to yield to the gentleman of my name from New Je! 
if he is still in the House, and if not, I am willing to reserve 


| remarks on the merits of this bill for another occasion. 
supported by | 
It is becoming very late, almost time to adjourn, | 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I will be glad to do th 
Mr. Chairman, but I promised to yield to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
man from North Carolina. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Two and a half minut: 


[Mr. BLACKBURN 
dix. } 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 


balance of my time to the gentleman from New Jerse; 
GARDNER]. 


x 


or 
= 


I yield first to the 


addressed the committee. See A) 


af 
\fr 


[Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey addressed the committe: 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask that ger 
debate be closed and the bill be read under the five-minut: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
unanimous consent that debate be now closed. Is there « 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be, and hereby is, annually : 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
to be paid as hereinafter provided, to each State and Territory, { 
more complete endowment and maintenance of agricultura! 
ment stations now established or which may hereafter be est: 
in accordan:e with the act of Congress approved March 2, 185i 
sum of $5,000 in addition to the sum named in said act for t 
ending June 30, 1906, and an annual increase of the amount 
appropriation thereafter for five years by an additional sum of * ) 


| over the preceding year, and the annual amount to be paid the: 





to each State and Territory shall be $15,000, to be applied o to 
paying the necessary expenses of conducting original reseat , 
experiments bearing directly on the agricultural industry of the 
States, having due regard to the varying conditions and need 
respective States or Territories. 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I offer the f 
ing amendment. I simply offer this amendment for the p 
of perfecting the section, making the language short and «! 
its purpose. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 1 by striking out the word “ fifteen,” In lin n 

page 2, and insert the word “ thirty.” 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentle 
this does not increase the appropriation by thirty th: nd, 
er 


making it forty-five thousand. If the gentleman will turn 
to page 1 he will find that the appropriation is made in ac 
to the other appropriation, and that would increase the : 
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priation to $45,000 instead of $30,000, as contemplated by the 
ventleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. The purpose of the amendment 
is to state in the bill itself exactly what is intended to be paid. 
Under the original act they received $15,000, and this increase 
s $15,000, and on the completion of this period they will get 
S30,000, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the sums hereby appropriated to the States and Terri 
ories for the further endowment and ayers of agricultural experi 
ent stations shall be annually paid in equal quarterly payments on ihe 
ist day of January, Apri, July, and October of each year by the Secre 
y of the Treasury, upon the warrant of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
of the Treasury of the United States, to the treasurer or other 
cer duly appointed by the governing boards of said ee sta 
ons to receive the same, and such officers shall be required to Teport 
» the Secretary of Agriculture on or before the Ist day of September 
f each year a detailed statement of the amount so received and of its 
yuursement on schedules prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
» grants of money authorized by this act are made subject to legis 
tive assent of the several States and Territories to the purpose of 
iid grants: Provided, That payments of such installments of the ap 
priation herein made as shall become due to any State or Territory 
fore the adjournment of the regular session of legislature meeting 
<t after the passage of this act shall be made upon the assent of the 
rnor thereof, duly certified by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Wisconsin a question. Is this bill simply a reenactment of 
the Hatch Act in every respect except the additional amount 
which is granted to experimental stations? 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. It is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sree. 4. That on or before the 1st day of July in each year after the 
sage of this act the Secretary of Agriculture shall ascertain and cer- 
to the Secretary of the Treasury as to each State and Territory 
ther it is complying with the provisions of this act and is entitled 
eceive its share of the annual appropriation for agricultural experi- 
ent stations under this act and the amount which thereupon each is 
itled, respectively, to receive. If the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
hhold a certificate from any State or Territory of its appropriation, 
facts and reasons therefor shall be reported to the President and the 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


: sutt involved shall be kept separate in the Treasury until the close 
be the next Congress in onan that the State or Territory may, if it 
a so desire, appeal to Congress from the determination of the Secre 
a of Agriculture. If the next Congress shall not direct such sum to 
FB said, it shall be covered into the Treasury; and the Secretary of 


culture is hereby charged with the proper administration of this 


x, Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask unanimous 
: consent of the committee to extend the remarks I made this 


rnoon in the Recorp, as I want to place some figures in the 


a = 
ee 
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Record to accompany what I said. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
Zz us consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
e tion? 
Es \ir. ADAMS of Wisconsin. If it is proper, Mr. Chairman, I 
ce unanimous consent that all gentlemen who spoke may have 
2 opportunity to extend their remarks in the ReEcorp. 
a rhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that the leave asked 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin is not proper at this time. 
‘gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous consent to extend 
: remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a 
ise.| The Chair hears none. 
e Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
committee may return to section 3 of the bill for the pur- | 
a e of offering an amendment. 
be Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I object to that, Mr. Chairman; | 
cE very late. 
x Mr. GARRETT. I should like to state the amendment to the 
y tleman from Wisconsin, if he will withhold his objection. 
% ‘ir. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I withhold the objection. 
4 Mr. GARRETT. Section 3 of the bill reads: 


: at if any portion of the moneys received by the designated officer 
ee ny State or Territory for the further and more complete endowment, 
rt, and maintenance of agricultural experiment stations 


FS ( as pro- 
af in this act shall by any action or contingency be diminished or 
A ‘ow, IT want to move to amend, in line 9, on page 2, by strik- | 
: < but the words “by any action or contingency ” and insert 
‘5 


for the words “through any fault of such officer.” 
bs is to me that such an amendment would be well. 

4 \lr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I want to state for the informa- 
i ‘ion of the committee that this is the language of the original 


Ee and it has worked satisfactorily for seventeen years. I do 
( think any good would result from the amendment the gen- 


an says he would offer. 
Mr. GARRETT. 
the original act, 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee rise and report the bill with the amendment to 


‘ 
Ul 


It | 


I was not aware that it was the language | 
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the House, with 


the recommendation that the amendment be 
agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose: and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Streriine, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 2345 
and had instructed him to report the same b th an amend 
ment with the recommendation that the amendment be agreed 
to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ApaAms of Wisconsin, a motion to recons 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the tabl 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same 

H. R. 1057. An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
I>. Ferguson; 

H. R. 1201. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Maxwell; 

H. R. 4708. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


T. Wiley; 
H. R. 5597. 
Williamson : 


H. R. 7302. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 
G. Head; and . 
H. R. 11324. An act granting an increase of pension to S h 


E. MacGowan. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER MONDAY. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. 


TO 


Ilo 


ise 


Division! 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 173, noes 39 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 13 minutes p. m.) 1 iH 
adjourned until Monday, February 19 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV,-the following execut 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transn 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Com 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for an 
copyist in the Bureau of Immigration—to the Committee \] 
propriations, and ordered to be printed 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, t 
mitting, with a favorable recommendation, draft of pi 


legislation to enable the Bureau of Fisheries to co 
change of fish eggs with foreign govern: 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transn V ‘ 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Bayou Teche 
Louisiana—to the Committee Rivers and Harbors, and 
dered to be printed, with accompanying illustrat 


nents 


ordered to be 


on 


ons, 


A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, t 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the Fr 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Huldah, Jol H. R s 


or Robert Strong, master 
dered to be printed. 


to the Committee on Clain 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BI 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and reso 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, «de 
to the Clerk, and referred to the 
named, as follows: 


LLS AND 


lutions of e fo 


several Calendars 


Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and M ) 
which was referred the bills of the House (II. R. 4 A 
8104, 6014, and 8465, reported in lieu thereof the bill (Il. R 
14968) to amend the internal-revenue law oO as to pre 
publicity of its records, accompanied by a report (No 4 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of t 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bills of the House H. R. 449, 3013, 3086, 3087, and 18294, re- 
ported in lieu thereof the bill (H. R. 14972) for the relief of 
tobacco growers, accompanied by a report (No. 1340) ; which said 


bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. BIRDSALL, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 


and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
395) concerning foreign-built dredges, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1341); which said 
bill i report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
3814) for the relief of acting (volunteer) officers of the United 
States Navy in the civil war, reported the same with amendment, 
ac panied by a report (No. 1342); which said bill and report 
we referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Railways and Ca- 


nals, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14896) 
to incorporate the Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal, to de- 
fine the powers thereof, and to facilitate interstate commerce, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by ¢. re- 
port (No. 1848); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8761) 
t end section 1 of the act approved March 38, 1905, providing 
for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Ari- 
zona, and for other purposes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1344); which said bill and 
re} were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

he state of the Union. 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
to v h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9979) to 
ai e the acquisition of land or buildings for the United 
States embassies and legations in foreign capitals, reported the 

without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1345) ; 
wl said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11501) 
to amend an act to provide for circuit and district courts of the 
United States at Albany, Ga., reported the same without amend- 
m iccompanied by a report (No. 1346); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H.. R. 398) to amend section 4400 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to inspection of steam vessels, reported the same with- 
out endment, accompanied by a report (No. 1347); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

| KLEPPER, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 97) 
authorizing assignment of pay of teachers and other employees 
oO Bureau of Education in Alaska, reported the same with- 
out endment, accompanied by a report (No. 1348); which 
said joint resolution and report were referred the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 

U1 e2 Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
tl iz t were severally reported from committees, 
deliv i to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
\\ H 1 t > i llow Ss: 

j PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
I to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4s ; ting a pension to William Mayer, reported the same 
v du unpanied by a report (No. 1300); which 
> landr rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 

I he | he House (H. R. 1440) to increase the pen- 

M lda BE. Lawton, reported the same with amendment, 

‘ ed by I ‘t (No. 1301) ; which said bill and report 
we referred to the Private Calendar. 

tie also, f the same committee, to which was referred 
the | of e House H. R. 1977) granting a pension to Emma 
Cc. Andersen, report the same th amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1302) ; which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar 


Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pension, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2705) granting an 

of pension to H. W. Perkins, reported the same wi 
accompanied by a report (No. 1303): which said 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


increase 


bill and report 


h amendment, | 


eee CE CCE CLEC LL LLL LLL LOR 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4219) granting an increase of pension 
to John C. Keener, reported the same with amendment, acco 
panied by a report (No. 1304) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5724) granting an increase of pension 
to William O. Gillespie, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1805); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5727) granting an increase of pension 
to William T. Harris, reported the same with amendment, 
companied by a report (No. 1306); which said bill and re; 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
billef the House (H. R. 7984) granting a pension to Henry 
Hill, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
port (No. 1807); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on P 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8218) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary C. Spangler, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1308) : 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9190) granting a pensio: 
to Ida Carty, reported the same with amendment, accompanic 
by a report (No. 1309) ; which said bill and report were refer: 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9216) 
granting an increase of pension to Catherine R. Mitchell, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1310); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9705) granting a pension 
to George W. Robinson, reported the same with amendment, 
companied by a report (No. 1311); which said bill and repor 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which wag 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10920) granting a pension 
to May Edna Cammeron, reported the same with amendment 
accompanied by a report (No. 1312) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


rt 


I> 
iv. 


1 
1 
1 


t 


Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11335) granting a pension 
to Thomas J. Chandler, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1313) ; which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12584) 
granting an increase of pension to William R. Guion, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
1314) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Privat 


| Calendar. 


| 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred th 
bill of the House (H. R. 13005) granting an increase of pension 
to Robert R. Wilson, reported the same with amendment, : 
panied by a report (No. 1315) ; which said bill and repor' 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Commit on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (Hl. R. 
13035) granting an increase of pension to Maggie D. RK re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1316) ; which said bill and report were referred to the ! te 
Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to wh as 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13038) granting n- 
crease of pension to Rebecca Ramsey, reported the san th 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1317); whici said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whi 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13018) granting 
crease of pension to Orren R. Smith, reported the sa 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1318); whi d 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was ref e 
bill of the House (H. R. 13082) granting an increase of n 
to Herbert Williams, reported the same with amendment 
panied by a report (No. 1319) ; which said bill and rep ere 


referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was refe! 


| bill of the House (H. R. 13083) granting an increase of peusiol 
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companied by 320) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13138) 
vyanting am increase of pension to Eada Lowry, reported the 
sume with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1821); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13151) granting a pension to Christo 
pher C. Harlan, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1322); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


to 
a report (No. 


Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13230) 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Webb, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 13523); 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1 
to Gatsy Mattucks, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1824); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 13310) granting an increase of pension 


\oOo 
at) 


1) granting an increase of pension | 


sg? 
YH29 
Borbee, reported the same with amendment, | He also, from the same committee, to ( 
| bill of the Senate (S. 1744) granting 
| Joseph B. Papy, reported the same without 
| panied by a report (No. 1337); which d bill ( 
referred to the Private Calendar 
He also, from the same committee, to 
| bill of the Senate (S. 1731) granting an 
| William O. Colson, reported the same h 
| companied by a report (No. 1338) > ww 
| were referred to the Private Calendar 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse r 
| to the Clerk and laid on the table, as fo 
granting an in-| Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Milit 
was referred the House jofut resolution (H. J. | i 
which | leave of absence to Maj. Cassius EB. Gi 
adversely, accompanied by report (No 
joint resolution and report were ordered laid 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and 
rials of the following titles were introduced and seve1 A 
ferred as follows: 
By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 14967) for 


to James McKee, reported the same without amendment, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 1325); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13311) granting an increase of pension 
to John Wilkinson, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1326); which said bill and report were 

eferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13505) 

i granting an increase of pension to Martha 


E. Chambers, re- 
e ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1327); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 
a Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen 
es s, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13712) 
ES granting an increase of pension to Caroline D. Scudder, reported 


sume with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1528) ; 





Ir. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13891) granting an increase 
' pension to Hugh G. Wilson, reported the same with amend 


V h said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 


iS ut, accompanied by a report (No. 1829) ; which said bill and 
ye rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
i Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13976) 
a granting an increase of pension to John R. Stallcup, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1330) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
H Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
erred the bill of the House (H. R. 14425) granting an increase 
’ pension to Robert Henderson Griffin, reported the same with 
_ endment, accompanied by a report (No. 1831); which said 
. and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ui lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
cS of the House (H. R. 14426) granting an increase of pension 
a iomas §. Menefee, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
o panied by a report (No. 13832); which said bill and report 
= referred to the Private Calendar 
z LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
es h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4029) granting an 
rs ease of pension to Martha G. Archer, reported the same with 
w 


mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1335); which 


11 and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the Senate (S. 3537) granting an increase of pension to 
my W. Presley, reported the same without amendment, 
mpanied by a report (No. 1334) ; which said bill and report 
‘ referred to the Private Calend r. 
ilso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 





1” ¢ 





= of the Senate (S. 3291) granting an increase of pension to 
7 1utthew D. Raker, jr., reported the same without amendment, 


>> 
de 


upanied by’a report (No. 1385); which said bill and report 
» referred to the Private Calendar. 
lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the Senate (S. 2377) granting an increase of pension to 
ra VY. Leathers, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
panied by a report (No.‘1336); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Suffolk County, Long Island, New York—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 





By Mr. TRIMBLE: A resolution (H. Res. 272) for the in- 
vestigation of the tobacco trust—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A resolution (H. Res. 273) authorizing 


the appointment of W. R. Householder as a special messenger— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. WEBBER: A memorial of the general assembly of 
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the State of Ohio, relative to national aid for public highways— | 


to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 14979) giving the Court 
of Claims jurisdiction to adjudicate two claims for Indian 


depredations of the estate of Blas Lucero, late of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex.—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14980) granting 
Matthew H. Bellamy—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14981) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 14982) granting an increase 
of pension to Isauc N. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


S1o01 


By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 14983) grant- | 


ing an inerease of pension to R. T. D. Zimmerman—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


Also, a bil (HI. R. 14984) to increase the pension of widows | 


of dece:sed soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. | 
By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 14985) granting | 


an increase of pension to Mary Gramberg—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 14986) granting a pension 
to Alice B. Stowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14987) to correct the military record of 
Martin Cummings—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BURGESS: 
of pension to James B. Cox—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 14989) granting 
an increase of pension to Arcatie E. Thompson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14990) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucius D. Whaley—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14991) granting an increase of pension to 
A. H. Bash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By r. CALDER: A bill 


an increase of pension to | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15006) to correct the military records of 
the United States Army as to muster-in service of John A. Brim- 
mer—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 15007) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Hares—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLERBE: A bill (H. R. 15008) for the relief of the 
heirs of Lucy Breeden, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 15009) granting a pension to 


| Efner C. Brand—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 15010) granting a pension to 


Hansford G. Gilkeson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of | | ‘ : : 
| Of pension to John Eldridge, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid 





A bill (H. R. 14988) granting an increase | 


| H. R. Cook- 


By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 15011) granting an increase 


Pensions. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 15012) granting an in 


| crease of pension to Oliver Curry—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 15018) for the relief of F. M. 
Rhineheardt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15014) granting a pension to Edward Smith 


| Tennent—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15015) to eorrect the military record of 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 15016) granting an increas: 
of pension to J. M. Dick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 15017) granting an increase of pension t 
Joseph Strope—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15018) 
providing for the issuance of an honorable discharge to Eugene 
M. Rush, alias James M. Dunn, late of Company D, One hu 
dred and first Regiment, New York Infantry Volunteers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEIFER: A bill (H. R. 15019) granting a pension to 
Fannie F. Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15020) granting a pension to Martha M. 


| Harrier—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a 
Alfred K. 
Also, a 


bill (HI. R. 15021) granting an increase of pension to 
Rouzer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 15022) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Stroup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15023) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Hays—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15024) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Keyser—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15025) granting an increase of pension to 
John V. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15026) to remove the charge of desertion 


| from the military record of William Thomas—to the Committe 


(1. R. 14992) for the relief of Wil- | 


on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. KELIHER: A bill (H. R. 15027) to remove the c! 


| of desertion against Cornelius O’Callaghan—to the Committee on 


liam H. Pink—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 14993) granting an 
increase of pension to Riley M. Smiley—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 


Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 15028) granting an increase of 
pension to Anthony Emes—to the Committee on Invalid len 
sions. 

By Mr. KNOPF: A bill (H. R. 15029) granting an increase of 
pension to Sabine Van Curen—to the Committee on Invalid l’en- 


| sions. 


3y Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 15030) granting to the city of 
Hot Springs, Ark., land for street purposes—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 15031) for the relief of Stewart J. 
Donnelly, late lieutenant and captain, Thirteenth Regiment 
New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers—to the Committe: 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 15032) grant- 
ing a pension to Milton Diehl—to the Committee on Iny:lid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15038) granting an increase of pens to 
Isaac M. Martz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 15034) for the relief cot 
S. C. Gober—to the Committee’ on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15035) 


grant 


| increase of pension to John E. W. Glidden—to the Com 


Also, a bill (H. R. 14994) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel C. Joslyn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 14995) granting an increase | 
of pension to James H. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 14996) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 14997) for the relief of | 
Capt. E. St. John Greble and other officers and enlisted men of | 
the | | States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

1s) r. CHAPMAN: A bill (HH. R. 14998) for the relief of 
John Shuffelbarger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Als bill (H. R. 14999) granting a pension to Martha L. 
I the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\] ill (H. R. 15000) granting an increase of pension to 
J. F. Patterson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 15001) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Scott to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 15002) granting 
an increase of pension to George E. Wood—to the Committee } 
on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15008) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to James Gray—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 15004) granting an increase 
of pension to W. J. McAtee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


sions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. 
tary record of William Sibel 
Affairs. 


R. 15005) to correct the mili- 
to the Committee on Military 


| 
i 


on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R. 15086) granting a | 
to Margaret F. Hogan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 15087): granting 
crease of pension to Oliver M. Allen—to the Committee « 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 15038) granting an in se 
of pension to Edward F, Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 








ed 


Beas a kk 








1906. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 15039) granting an increase of pension to 
A. EF. Salisbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 15040) granting an increase 


| pany, for control of freight 


of pension to Joseph T. Abram—to the Committee on Invalid | 


Pensions. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 15041) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adam Leonard—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 15042) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel H. Maxwell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15043) granting a pension to Annie 
Dinan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL A bill (H. R. 15044) for the relief of the 

tate of John T, Henderson, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

iso, a bill (H. R. 15045) for the relief of the estate of H. 
West, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 15046) granting an increase 

pensien to Isaac Mordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Ry Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 15047) to pension the survivors 
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Also, petition of the Coulson Poultry and Stock Food Com 
rates by the Interstate 


Commerce 


Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of Margaret A. Howland et al., for a forest re 
serve in the White Mountains—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Allenport Council, No. 367, 


Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natura 


tion. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Stat rederat 
Women, for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committ 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Federatior 


| Women, for Appalachian forest reserves—to the Comn 


the company of Indian scouts known as the Forsythe Scouts-— | 


the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 15048) granting an in- | 


se of pension to Jacob H. Rogers—to the Committee on In- | 


d Pensions. 
y Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15049) granting ‘a 
pension to Elizabeth M. Hardacre—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 15050) granting an increase of pension t 
im H. Near—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 15051) granting an increase of pension to 
ries A. Garlick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 15052) granting an increase of pension to 
onzo Wertz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By ‘Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 15053) granting a pension to 
es Waldrup—to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 15054) granting a pension to Thomas BE. 
Shepherd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 15055) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Stines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Iso, a bill (H. R. 15056) granting an increase of pension to 
Ramsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill CH, R. 15057) granting an increase of pension to 


) 


ALSO, 


J s Pain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 15058) granting an increase of pension to 
] h Rector—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 15059) granting an in- 


se of pension to Alfred W. Morley—to the Committee on 
i\lid Pensions. 
Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15060) granting 
rease of pension to Margaret A. McPheeters—to the Com- 
e on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 15061) granting an increase 
ision to Ethan Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


by Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15062) granting an 
se of pension to Thomas Sparrow—to the Committee on 
I ms, 
by Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 15063 
nsion to Henry W. Brown—to the Committee on 


SIONS. 


granting 
Invalid 
by Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 15064) granting an increase 
pension to Jacob Wagenknecht—to the Committee on Invalid 


ma 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
in the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
thereupon referred as follows: 
ll (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Charles H. Bunge— 
ittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
nittee on Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 9444) granting a pension to Arthur W. Martin— 
inittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
umittee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


| eration of Women, 


|} ment 


Under elause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- | 


pers wera laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

sy the SPEAKER: Petition of Emanuel Adams et al., for an 
Appropriation to pay depositors in the Freedman’s Savings and 
rust Company—to the Committee on Claims. 


Agriculture. 
Also, petition of the 
Women, against repeal of 
Agriculture. 
By Mr. ADAMS of 


Pennsylvania State Federatior 
the Norris law—to the Committ 


Pennsylvania: 


Board of Trade, for repeal of revenue tax on d I i 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, against l 
of national bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the Jud 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, relat 
traffic between the United States and Europe—to the ¢ 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: Petition of the Katonah Times, 1 N 
Rochelle Paragraph, and the Michigan Patron, against the t 


on linotype machines—te the Committee 


York: Petition ¢ the L 


By Mr. BENNET of New 
the Second Baptist Church, relative to the rights of 
people in the-United States—to the Committee on t Ce 


Also, paper to accompany bill for reli 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of B. B. Pt in, for 1 
revenue tax on denaturized al 101—to the ¢ { 
and Means. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the M State G1 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol » t ( 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Pet ym of the San Antonio H 
Society, against extension of time relative to live-stock sh 


ment—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Co! 
By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: 
relief of Arcate*E. Thompson—to the Co1 
Pensions. 
By Mr. CHAPMAN: Petition of George T. Edwards, 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the C 
on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Mercury, 


chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Mrs. C. 8. B 
son and Mrs. O. G. Franks, against comme! l 
Niagara Falls—to the Comm bi 


sy Mr. DALZELL: Petition of 
for establi 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Cl tian Temperance | 


East End, Pittsburg, against exter g i 
of cattle by railway—to the Comn ( 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pi rg 
McCumber-Sperry bill—to the Com tee « Ny 

Also, petition of L. B. Nebb Lod ,s 


tailway Trainmen, for employers’ liability bill—to the ¢ 
tee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. DAVIDSON: Peti 


tions of the Chilton Timbs. the R 


link, the Press, the Omro Herald, and the Wisconsin Ch 1 
Advocate, against the tariff on linotype machine to t ( . 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Wisconsil airy ’'s A 
making the Dairy Division a dist t bi ( 


to the Committee on Agri 


Also, petition of the Wisconsin 
against the Grosvenor bill to reduce tl 
to the Committee on Agricultu 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin | \ 
ing the President's position 


on Interstate and Foreign C 
Also, petition of the Wiscons rymel \ 


ing bill H. R. 345—to the Comm | . 
By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of Granges > 7 i 


\ 
I , ‘ 
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1095, of Pennsylvania, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of General W. 8. Hancock Camp, No. 44, against 
bill H. R. 8131—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Renevo Record, against the tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DENBY: Petition of the Horseshoers’ Journal, the 
Detroit Law Journal, and D, N. Harper, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. FINLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry 
Langley—-to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the New York State 


Grange, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the legislature of New York, for improve- 
ment of the merchant marine of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


Also, petition of the legislature of New York, for bills S. 





30 


and H. R. 5281—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 
By Mr. FLACK: Petition of Parishville (N. Y.) Grange, No. 


928, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of the National Fed- 
eration of Civie Rights, relative to the rights of colored peo- 


ple—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of Local Union No. 477, of 
Boise, Idaho, Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, for re- 


peal of reyenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Stephen D. Huntley, for repeal 
of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Andrew J. Baker— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of the Item, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Union No. 799, Brotherhood of Painters, Dec- 
orators, and Paper Hangers, for repeal of revenue tax on de- 
naturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin State board of agriculture, for 
revision of the tariff schedules on certain lines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways 2nd Means. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the Amherst 
(Moss.) Mountain Club, in favor of establishing forest reserves 
in the White Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petitions of the Messenger, the Charlotte 
Ga the Register, Martin’s Magazine, the Times, Register, 
and Sentinel, the Virginia Law Register, the Times, 
Organizer, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Old Hickory Council, No. 168, Junior Order 
United American Mechanies; Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen 
of Roanoke; 
Junior Order United American Mechanies, favoring restriction 
of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

hy Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Oliver Curry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: 
Pomological Society, Michigan, to regulate private car lines by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of New 
Britain, Conn., favoring the McCumber-Sperry bill—to the Com- 
mitiee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

\lso, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First 
Baptist Church, against liquor selling in public buildings—to the 
Committees on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


iy 


ette, 


By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the Brotherhood of 
Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, for repeal of revenue | 
tax on denaturized alecohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


Ry Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of citizens of Alexandria, Tenn., 
for repeal of the tariff on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petition for a public build- 
ing, by the Burlington (N. C.) Chamber of Commerce—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of the Preachers’ Assistant, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KNOPF: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sa- 
bine Van Curen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


and the | 


citizens of Virginia, and Halifax Council, No. 41, | 


Petition of the Saugatuck and Ganges | 
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By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: Petition of the Internationa! 
United Brotherhood of Leather Workers, Branch No. 182, 
of Areadia, Ind., against the proposed legislation reducing duties 
on manufactured articles—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Hamilton County (Ind.) Farmers’ Insti- 
tute, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Citizens’ Na- 
tional Bank, of Attica, Ind., against establishment of posta! 
Savings bank—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. LAW: Petition of Local Union No. 95, of the Inter- 
national United Brotherhood of Leather Workers on Hors 
Goods, located in New York City, against bills H. R. 9975, 
9974, and 9975—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Josephine D. 
MecNary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of 314 citizens of Mount 
Hermon, Mass., and other places, relative to the situation in the 
Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Petition of Lynn Grange, 
favoring the Calderhead bill (H. R. 7T079)—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

* Also, petition of leading Connecticut newspapers, urging en- 
actment of bill H. R. 11027—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Joint resolution of the legislature of New 
York, against compulsory employment of State pilots—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, joint resolution of the legislature of New York, relative 
to improvement in the merchant marine of the United States 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Petition of citizens of Lockland, 
Ohio, favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver bill, ete.—to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the University of Cincinnati, against a tariff 
on art works—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Friesburg Grange, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of the State Federation of Women 
of Pennsylvania, against destruction of Niagara Falls—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Chicago Medical Society, for 
a pure-food law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of citizens of North Dakota, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Dr. 
Oliver M. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the National Business Leacue, 
favoring reorganization of the consular service—to the Con 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Nebraska Academy of Science, for ex- 
tension of experiment stations—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, petition of the Nebraska Academy of Science, for the 
Mesa Verde National Park—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, petition of the Free Press, against the tariff on lino! 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Joseph Sprinyal et al., against 
bill H. R. TO067—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., against Dill 
H. R. 7067—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of New York, for re; 
of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee 
Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry C. Carr—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany Dill for relic! of 
Annie Dinan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





eal 


on 


By Mr. RIVES: Petition of many citizens of New York and 
vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum dis- 
aster—to the Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Paper to accompany bill for relic! of 
John T. Henderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the legislature of New Yor\, [or 
bill H. R. 5281—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 


Fisheries. > 
By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Bloomsburg Council, No. 14 





1906. 


Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immi- 
eyation—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petition of the Democrat, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
\leans. 
By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Henry W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 


repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alecohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Express Printing Company, the Courier | to be printed. 
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t 


Printing Company, and the New Philadelphian Tribune. against | 


the tariff on linctype machines—to the Committee on Ways and | 


Means. 

Also, petitions of F. E. Bose and 19 others, W. H. Baker and 
172 others, and J Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, by 
Belnap, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the Rug- 
gles Street Baptist Church, against bill H. R. 7043—to the Com- 
mittee on Aleoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Alcock Manufacturing Com- 
pany, relative to fraudulent trade-marks—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of Goldsboro 
Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of J. O. Morrison, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the Free Press and Times and Augustus Ed- 
wards, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
inittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Butterfield— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petitions of Margaret Schanfele and 
“6 others, William J. Young and 46 others, and Clinton Grange, 
No. 750, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Joint resolution of the New York 
legislature, for improvement of the merchant marine—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

\lso, joint resolution of the New York legislature, against 
compulsory employment of pilots by the State—to the Com- 

ttee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

by Mr. WEBBER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
John F. Moulton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. WEEKS: Petition of citizens of Needham, Mass., for 

‘stigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Com- 
iittee on Foreign Affairs. 
by Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Petition of Sophie Bibb Chap- 
', United Daughters of the Confederacy, of Montgomery, Ala., 

a military park at Petersburg, Va.—to the Committee on 
lilitary Affairs. 





SENATE. 
Monpay, February 19, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

"he Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
gs of Thursday last, when, on request of Mr. WARREN, and by 
iinimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

SALE OF FUEL IN THE ARMY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
lion from the Secretary of War, transmitting the draft of a 
‘1 to regulate the sale of fuel to commissioned officers on the 


Fred E. | 


| the draft of a clause, submitted in the form of a proviso, 


fee pe 
& 

2 535) 
BUREAU OF FISHERIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting 
to be 
inserted in the act making appropriations for the maintenance 
of the Bureau of Fisheries for the next fiscal year 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to donate 


, authorizing 


to foreizn gov- 


| ernments living fish and other water animals and their eggs 
By Mr. SMYSER: Petition of the Wooster Brush Works, for | 


ete., when in his opinion the efficiency of the Bureau of Fish 
eries will be increased thereby; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Fisheries, and order 


l 


<a 


DISPOSITION OF 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the 
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of Dy 
partment letter of the 16th instant, together with 
addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, rela- 


USELESS PAPERS. 


Senate a communi 


inciosures 


| tive to the disposition of useless papers as provided for by the 


act of February 16, 1889, together with the draft of a proposed 
bill which is designed to take the place of the present | ; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Select Joint Committee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in 


| the Executive Departments, and ordered to be printed. 


| master, John H. Riggs or Robert Strong; 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Huldah, 
which, with the a 


| companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 
FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


|v. The 


| assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 


tive list of the United States Army; which, with the accom- | 


hying paper, was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
urs, and ordered to be printed. 
ANCHORAGE OF VESSELS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- | 


ation from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting 

the draft of a bill relating to the movements and anchorage of 
vessels in Hampton Roads, the harbors of Norfolk and Newport 
News, and adjacent waters in the State of Virginia; which, 
With the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a 
cation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of the Trustees of the Lebanon Union Church, of 
Lincolnia, Fairfax County, Va., v. The United States; whi 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
the Trustees of Round Hill Church, of King George County, Va., 
United States; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of t 
Vestry of the Zion Protestant Episcopal Church, of Fairfax, Va., 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printé 

He also laid before the Senate a com! 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of the 


communi- 


nunication from the 






Trustees of the Old School Presbyterian Church at Helena, A1 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
He also laid before the Senate a communication from tl! 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the use of 
the Trustees of the Baptist Church of Crab Orchard, Ky. The 
United States: which, with the accompanying paper, w 


g paper, ; 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also Inid before the Senate communication fr 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
the Trustees of the Wilderness Baptist Church, of Spottsy! 
nia County, Va., v. The United States; which, with the accon 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the communic: 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitt { 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the caus: 
the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of M 
shall, Va., v. The United States; which, with the ac 


Senate a 


paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims d 1 to 
be printed. 
lle also laid before the Senate a communication from tl 


assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the 


court in the cause ol 
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the Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Middletown, Mr. WARREN. I present a large number of letters, 578 
Va., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, | in number, from certain railroad employees in the State of 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be | Wyoming, protesting against the enactment of legislation pro- 
printed. posed by the Bsch-Townsend bill, as, in the opinion of the 

Hie also laid before the Senate a communication from the | writers, the result would be a reduction of the wages of rail- 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified | road employees. I move that the memorials be referred to tl: 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of | Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


the Board of Deacons of the First Baptist Church of Memphis, The motion was agreed to. 
Tenn., v. The United States; which, with the accompanying Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of McIntosh Brot! 
paper. was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to | ers, of Dover, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation 
be printed. relating to postal regulations for second-class mail matter: 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 





A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1007) to repeal section 4136 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the admission to registry of repaired foreign wrecks. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New York 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the : 


- ; | City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to regul 
, mz R aon , ; 9646. Revised Statutes of | the employment of child labor in the District of Colun 
1 act amen section 3644 tevised Statutes hi nv : ian. .@ 
..4. An act to amend section 0626, Revised stat | which were referred to the Committee on the District « 
the United States, as amended by act of February 16, 1885; 


ras - : oe ; .. | Columbia. 
li. R. 7. An act to provide a seal for United States commis- 


| He also presented a petition of the Marine Engineers’ Be: 

| ficial Association, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enacti 
of legislation relating to the complement of crews of vessels; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ve | He also presented the petition of J. R. Turnbull, of Hobart, 
ers 5 ind a, a kp : e aba ; Okla., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
H.R. 345, An act to provide for an increased annual appro- | coie of intoxicating liquors in that Territory when admitted 

DP n for agricultural experiment stations and regulating the | ¢) statehood; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
expenditure thereof. | He also presented a petition of the Gaddis & Perry Company, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | of Kingman, Ariz., and the petition of J. H. Sullivan, of King- 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the | ™@2, Ariz., praying for the admission of the Territories of Ari- 


House had signed the following enrolled bills. and they were | 202a and New Mexico into the Union as one State; which were 
' ordered to lie on the table. 


1} } . > : . 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: | 
: S * . . . ‘RD hr “Acn « stitiar o 7 witin ce J {enar. 
Hi. R. 1057. An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell | . Mr-. CRANE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gh 
D. Ferguson: field, Mass., and a petition of sundry citizens of Newton Ce 
H.R. 1201, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | Mass., praying for an investigation of existing conditions in 
hen 1} Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Committce 
= . . . . ysave ‘ ajc > ati = 
Hi. R. 4708. An act granting an increase of pension to William | Foreign Relations. a ‘ cate 
T. Wiley: | Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Local Council No. 68, 
a i. : i * i 5 ore “lar Tri Aries whe ieee PgNty V3 tay y T 
li. R. 5597. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar Junior Ordet United Am« — Me chanics, of Jereey > _ am 
Williamson : and a petition of Local Council No. 185, Junior Order United 
a . . - ‘ aries xehe tea fe de “2 y “ovine " 4 E 
H.R. 7302. An act granting an increase of pension to James | American Mechanics, of Paterson, N. J., praying for the enact 
G. Head: and | ment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred 
li. R. 11824. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah | to the Committee on Immigration. ie 
E. MacGowan. | He also presented a petition of the Morris County Society 
rye > Ira vaA ; Yea . » J ‘ als y > Jersey. | 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. for the Prevention of Cruelty te Anim uls, of New Jersey , 
ing for the enactment of legislation relative to the int e 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry busi- | transportation of live steck; which was referred to the (| 
n firms of the United States, praying for the adoption of an | mittee on Interstate Commerce. 
nmendment to the interstate-commerce law, providing for the| Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the New Hampshire 
organization of a transportation department of the Government | Audubon Society, of Manchester, N. H., and a petition of the 
for the purpose of settling the transportation problem, and for | Oregon Audubon Society, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the 
the speedy remedying of all traffic abuses; which was referred | enactment of legislation for the protection of animals, birds, 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. | and fish in the forest reserves; which were referred to 
Ile also presented a petition of the American Institute of | Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of G E 
Architects, of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of Mr. BULKELBEY presented a petition of the legislature of 
legislat to remove the duty of works of art; which was re- | Connecticut, praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-food 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. bill: ” which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed 
Ile also presented a petition of Captain Kingsworth Post, No. | in the Recorp, as follows: 
163, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Stare or CONNECTICUT, GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
\ ntine, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to January Session, A. D 
2 1, modify, and simplify the pension laws of the United | House joint resolution (No. 378) concerning pure foods, dru nd 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. medicines. 
Mir, PLATT presented a memorial of Local Union No. 132, | , Resolved by this assembly, That the general assembly of the S t 
Ci International Union of Americ f Brookly | Connecticut, having heretofore enacted laws for the protectior 

rinakers’ Internationa Ll America, © sTOOKIYD, | people against adulterated, misbranded, and deleterious foods, i l 
N. Y., remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on | medicines, realizing the necessity for adequate legislation by ( 
cigars and tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which | to protect the States against interstate commerce which is be 
v rete 1 to the Committee on the Philippines control of the State in such prohibited articles, does hereby mem: 

vais ré ‘ to th ou ai tee on ne MiIpy ine 5. the Representatives and Senators in the Congress of the United s 
Ite » presented a petition of Steuben Division, Order of | from this State to urge the speedy enactment of efficient legis n 
It vay Cond rs, of Hornellsville, N. Y., praying for the | prohibiting interstate commerce in adulterated, misbranded, 
( the so-called “ employers’ liability bill 9 eng al terious foods, drugs, and medicines to the end that the law 
et eer eee pio} re % — and a 50 State relative thereto may be more effective. 
nti-injunction bill;” which was referred to the Commit- Approved May 11, 1905. 
Interstate Commerce. ae 
presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York | srars or Connecticut, Office of the Secretary, ss: 
City, N. Y., and a petition of the East Buffalo Live Stock Asso I, Theodore Bodenwein, secretary of the State of Connecticut, ond 
‘ of East Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the passage of the | keeper of the seal thereof and of the original record of the : 1 
< ‘ ‘H urD lroad-rate bill;” which were referred t resolutions of the general assembly of said State, do hereby cert t 
ca ieee Wade ee tes “iy ; eneried tO | I have compared the annexed copy of the resolution concerni 
the nittee on interstate Commerce foods, drugs, and medicines with the original record of the sa: 
Hie also presented a petition of Erasmus Council, No, 99, | remaining in this office, and have found the said copy to be a 
Junior Order United American Mechanics. of Flatb ro and complete transcript thereof. ae 
yur ee I . Ta F 7 os . _ : » Ol 1 u ush, N. Y., And I further certify that the said original record is a public |! 1 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- | of the said State of Connecticut now remaining in this office. 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and afl y 
He also presented a petition of the State Charities Aid Asso- | 8! of said State, at Hartford, this 13th day of May, 1905. 

. . , . y . : > i 2 7 _ “WWEIN. Secr: 
ciation, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment | [5®4™-] CHeopons Bopenwern, Sec ’ 
of legislation to create a children’s bureau in the Department Mr. BULKELEY presented a petition of the legislature 0! 
of the Interior; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- | Connecticut, praying for the enactment of legislation to : e 
cation and Labor. | uniform laws on the subject of marriage and divorce; a 








1906. 
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is referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to | 


be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
SECRETARY GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
January Session, A. D. 1905. 
Resolution indorsing the recommendations of President Roosevelt con- 
cerning marriage and divorce. 


OFFICE OF THE 


Res ed by this assembly, That this assembly heartily indorses the 
vm of President Rooseveit in his recommendation to Congress in the 
est of securing uniform laws on the subject of marriage and di- 
e, and commend to our Representatives at Washington action in 


of that 
e relation. : 
ssed house of representatives June 28, 1905. 


ice purpose in the safeguarding and sanctity of the 





nate concurs June 29, 1905. 
oF CONNECTICUT, Office of the Secretary, 88: 
!, Theodore Bodenwein, secretary of the State of Connecticut, and 
of the seal thereof and of the original record of the acts and 


tions of the general assembly of said State, do hereby certify that 
| e compared the annexed copy of the resolution indorsing the recom 
dations of President Roosevelt concerning marriage and divorce 


| adelphia, Pa., and the petition of FE. 


| against 


| which were referred to the Committee on 


the original record of the same now remaining in this office, and | 


ound the said copy to be a correct and complete transcript 


i 
¢ 
I 


\nd I further certify that the said original record is a public record | 


e said State of Connecticut now remaining in this office. 
testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
iid State, at Hartford, this 26th day of August, 1905. 


the 


| 


AL. ] THEODORE BODENWEIN, Secretary. 

ir. BULKELEY presented a petition of the common council 
of Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to | 
establish a national forest reserve in the White Mountains of 
N Hampshire; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
est Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Hie also presented a petition of Liberty Bef Council, No. 3, | 
J r Order of United American Mechanics, of New Haven, 
Conn., and a petition of Local Union No. 15, Bridge and Struc- 


Iron Workers, of New Haven, Conn., praying, for the enact- 
ment of legislation to restrict immigration; which were referred 
» Committee on Immigration, 


lle also presented memorials of sundry tobacco growers of 

Kast Hartford; of Local Union No. 42, of Hartford, and of Local 

I n No. 282, of Bridgeport, all of the Cigar Makers’ Inter 

national Union of America, in the State of Connecticut, remon 

s ng against any reduction of the duty on cigars and to- 

; bacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which were re- 
; d to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the Commercial Club, 


Grand Island, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation 
ding for the holding of a United States court at that city; 

\ h was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
‘also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Omaha, 





N .. praying for the enactment of legislation to investigate the 
trial conditions of women in the United States; which was 

‘od to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
lie also presented a petition of Hoof and Horn Lodge, No. 604, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Omaha, Nebr., and a pe- 


"o 


mts 


n of Local Lodge No. 1 Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called 
iployers’ liability bill” and also the “ anti-injunction bill; ” 
1 were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
also presented petitions of Local Division No. 35, Order 
ilroad Conductors, of North Platte; of Overland Lodge, 
123, Trotherheod of Locomotive Firemen, of Omaha: of 
llills Lodge, No. 190, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 
Chadron, and of Local Division No. 98, Brotherhood of Loco- 
e Engineers, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the 
e of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; which were 
| to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
also presented a petition of the Academy of Science of the 
Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
ithe Mesa Verde National Park in Colorado; which was 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro 
f Game. 
so presented a petition of the Live Stock Exchange of 
Omaha, Nebr., and a petition of the Stockgrowers’ As- 
n of Allinnce, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legis 
providing for the leasing of untaken grazing lands in 
n Nebraska; which were referred to the Committee on 
Lands, 
iilso presented a petition of Local Division No. 98, Brother- 
of Locomotive Engineers, of the State of Nebraska, pray 
for the passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill; ” 


of 
} 
| 


( 
} 
i 


4 ch was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
le also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (8. 

) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. Fox; which 

‘re referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ue aiso presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 869) grant- 


ile 


2035 


ing an increase of pension to Blatzar 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompa 
4112) granting an increase of pension to H. M. 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KNOX presented the petition of Matilda 
M. Wistar, of 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation pr 
statehood for the Indian Territory; which were orde 
on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
W. C. L. Dickson, Williamsport, all in tl 
vania, praying for an investigation of the ch: 
Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator 


Mowan; which was re 
hy tne 


Swiga 


2? Stute 
rges 
from the 
Pri ilk ves 
tions. 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 35 





Railroad Trainmen, of Emporium; Lodge No. 528 vl 
| of Locomotive Firemen, of Galeton; Lodge No. 159, otherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Latrobe; Lodge No. 225, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Pittsburg; Lodge No. 174, Brother 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Altoona; Lodge No. 655, Broth 
erhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Pottstown; Lodge No. 142 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Meadville; West Phila 
delphia Division, No. 162, Order of Railway Conductors, of 
Philadelphia, and Lodge No. 338, Brotherhood of Railroad Train 
men, of Renovo, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for t! 
passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; which we 

referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Car! 
Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicat 
ing liquors in all Government buildings, grounds, and shi 
which were referred to the Committee on Pub) Buildings l 


Grounds. 
He also presented petitions of the Second National Bank of 


Brownsville; the Farmers’ National Bank, of Butler: Hat 

burg National Bank, of Harrisburg: First National Ban f 
Braddock ; the First National Bank of New Bethlehem ; Citizens’ 
National Bank of Johnstown, of Johnstown: First Na il 
Bank of Johnstown; the German National Bank of Allegh 

of Allegheny; Diamond National Bank, of Pittsburg; the First 
National Bank of Allegheny; First National Bank of Clarion; 
the Farmers’ National Bank, of Beaver Falls; Central National! 
sank, of Wilkinsburg; First National Bank of Marysvi 

the Citizens’ National Bank of Connellsville, of Connellsville; 
the Union National Bank of Huntingdon, of Huntingdon; the 


Standard Sanitary Manufacturing Company, of Pittsburg, and of 
Thomas Walker, of Braddock, all in the State of 


praying for the enactinent of legislation providing that 


Pennsylva 


banks be 


. 
allowed to loan 10 per cent of their capital and surplus; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance 

He also presented memorials of the Farmers’ Na nal Ba 
of West Chester, of West Chester; the Belleville Nat il Banl 
of Belleville: the Farmers’ National Bank, of Montro Ne 
Castle Savings and Trust Company, of New Castle; the Roy 
ford Trust Company, of Royersford; Second National I 
Pittsburg. of Pittsburg; Union National I f Joh 
and the First National Bank of Marysvill lin the S 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ¢ ‘tm 
tion establishing a postal savings-bank syste : h were 1 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ro 

He also presented memorials of the National Board of 7 
of Philadelphia, Pa.; the Philadelphia Credit Mer \ 
tion. of Philadelphia, Pa., and the Trades Lé ie of P 
phia, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against tl f 
the present bankruptcy law; which were rv d to ( 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Co f 
Pittsburg: Paintersville Council, No. 211, Junior Order | ted 
American Mechanics, of Paintersville; Washington ¢ 
1. Junior Order United American Mechanics, of G 
Yough Council, No. 132, Junior Order | 1 A \ 
chanics, of Broadford, and of S. K. Jennings, of 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
lation to restrict immigration; which were 1 t ( 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Loc Di No Oo 
of Railway Conductors, of Pittsto Lox« I> 
Order of Railway Conductors, of McKee Rocl d 
Lodge No. 511, Brotherhood of Railroad T1 ime of 
delphia, all in the State of Pennsylvan 
passage of the so-called “ «unti-injun which \ 

| referred to the Committee on the Judi ry 
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1] nlso presented petitions of 23 school children of Phila- 

1; of Anna E. King, of Germantown, and of Rey. J. C. | 
Strubel, of Buffalo, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent the impending de- 
truction of Niagara Fails on the American side by the diver- 
sion of the waters for manufacturing purposes; which were 


referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 


tection of Game, 


Ile also presented petitions of Rev. John H. Prugh, of the 
Grace Reformed Church, of Pittsburg; of Elizabeth W. Gar- 
rett, of Philadelphia: of Everett Stewart, of Moylan; of Rev. 
George H. Bickley, of the Arch Street Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Philadelphia; of S. W. Ashhurst, of Philadelphia; 


of sundry members of the First Baptist Church of Washington ; 


of Reade W. Bailey, of Pittsburg; of Rev. 8. B. McCormick, of 
Pittsburg; of Conrad Klein, of Erie; of M. Anderson, of Alle- | 
gheny; of J. B. Jackson, of Pittsburg, and John C. Nissley, of 
Hiarrisburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that an 
investigation be made into the conditions existing in the Kongo 
‘ree State; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations 

lle also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Home- 


wood and Pittsburg and of the congregation of the First Meth- 
odist Church of Allegheny, all in the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
trating against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


mon 


lle also presented memorials of Gettysburg Camp, No. 112, 
Sons of Veterans, U. 8S. A., of Gettysburg; Colonel Ellsworth 
(amp, No, & Sons of Veterans, U. 8S. A., of Middletown; S&S, | 
Hepburn Pollock Camp, No. 121, Sons of Veterans, U. S. A., of 
Milton; Captain C. B. Brockway Camp, No. 270, Sons of Vet 
erans, U. S. A. of Bloomsburg; General J. F. Reynolds Camp, | 
No. 4, Sons of Veterans, U. 8S. A., of Philadelphia; Winfield 
Scott Camp, No, 114, Sons of Veterans, U. 8S. A., of Philadel 
1! ; Fort Steadman Camp, No. 52, Sens of Veterans, U. 8, A., 
of Newmanstown ; Theodore Hooker Camp, No, 236, Sons of Vet- 
eruns, U. S. A., of Frankford; Colonel James Crothers Camp, 
No. S89, Sons of Veterans, U. S. A., of Tyrone; Colonel M. &, 
Quay Camp, No, 59, Sons of Veterans, U. S. A., of Murrysville; 


General D. B. Birney Camp, No. 18, Sons of Veterans, U. 8. A.,, | 
of Vhiladelphia; Corporal Weaver Camp, No. 295, Sons of Vet 
erans, U. S. A., of Hellertown; Captain D. K. Duff Camp, No. 
», Sons of Veterans, U. 8S. A., of Dayton; General Welsh Camp, 
No. GS, Sons of Veterans, U. S. A., of Coihumbia ; General Thomas 
I. Stewart Camp, No. 72, Sons of Veterans, U. 8S. A., of Shamo 
n; S. GQ Potts Camp, No. 12, Sons of Veterans, U. 8S. A., of 
\ltoona; HH. F. Beardsley Camp, No. 168, Sons of Veterans, 
| Ss. A., of Montrose, and Anna M. Ross Camp, No. 1, Sons of 
Veterans, U, 8S. A., of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsy!l- 
van remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro 
e wearing of the uniform of the Army, Navy, Marine 
s, or Revenue Service; which were referred to the Commit 
\l ry A 
ble ilso | ‘sented petitions of sundry Methodist Episcopal 
‘ of 1 ladelphia, of the Presbyterian Ministers’ Asso- 
of Philadelphia, and of Philip Reed, Harrisburg, all in 
s of be vVivania, praying for the passage of the so 
pure-food bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
I’ for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale 
¢ liquors in the Indian Territory when admitted 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
sented memorials of Bernard Fischer, of Philadel 
L. W. Walker, of Pittsburg; The Wm. H. Holmes Com 
\ cP burg; The Ph, Hamburger Company, of Pittsburg, | 
Max K i & Sons, of Pittsburg, all in the State of Penn- | 
t istrating against the adoption of the clause in the 
e- food” bill requiring the formula to be printed on 
t ed uor; which were ordered to He 
i tition of the Chamber of ( unperce of 
] \ the enactment of legislation provid 
reo! u of the consular service; which was 
\N my 1 of the Federated Trades Coun 
‘ ) i? N. J and a mx { f General U. 8, 
‘ t N Ss, Ju r Order of | ted American Me 
‘ i \ ! Dray r for the enactment of leg 
x mn \ were rr rred to the 
‘ ; ‘ j 
} oOo] e 1 of \ ns of Plain 
f . WN } \ } the «¢ t i it ition providing 
separate statehood for the Indian ‘Territory; which was ordered 
to he on the table. 
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| He also presented a petition of Vineland Grange, No. 11, } 
trons of Husbandry, of Vineland, N. J., praying for the pass: 
of the so-called “ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

| He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Plainfield, 
| N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
| against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Ut; 
| Which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and bk 
| tions. 
| 
| 


He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 230, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Millville, N. J., roe- 
monstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars and to- 
bacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

| He also presented a petition of the Jersey Central Division, 
| No. 807, Order of Railway Conductors, of Somerville, N. J., 
| praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 
bill; ”’ which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

Mr. GAMBLE presented the petition of C. M. Caborn, of [ps- 
wich, S. Dak., praying for the removal of the duty on denatur- 
ized alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Implement Deal- 


ers’ Association of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of 
railway rate legislation as recommended by the President in 


his last annual message; which was referred to the Committee 
|} on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. BE. G. Underwood and 
sundry other citizens of Tyndall, S. Dak., praying for an in- 
vestigation of the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the Dill 
(S. 8598) granting an increase of pension to Charles D. Brown; 
| which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr, PATTERSON presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Eaton, Greeley, and Windsor, all in the State of Colorado, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called “ Philippine 





tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Connecticut, praying for the investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections, 

He also presented a petition of the Current Events Club, of 
Rethel, Conn., praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure- 
food bill;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented the petition of F. L. Arnold and sundry 
other citizens of Norwich, Conn., and a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Redding and Weston, Conn., praying for an investigation 
of the existing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Le also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Britain, 
Conn. praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government building nid 


grounds; which was referred to the Committee on Public Bulld- 
ings and Grounds, 


He also presented a petition of Lyme Grange, No. 147, I’a- 


trons of Husbandry, of Lyme, Conn., praying for the passage of 
the bill (IL. R. 7079) to permit the industrial uses of alcohol 
and to enlarge the domestic market for foreign products ; \ W 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of Goldsboro Council, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Goldsboro, \. 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immig: nh} 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PENROSBE presented a petition of Renovo Lod 
338, Brotherhood of Rallroad Trainmen, of Renovo, Pa 
ing for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ lability 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Co: 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of e, 


No. 


” 


praying for the enactment of legislation for the establi> it 
of neutral pathways for merehant ships on the high 35 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of 
praving for the remeval of the duty on aleoho! used in thx ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

\ir, LIFYBURN presented sundry papers to accomp the 
bill (S, S082) for the ascertainment, survey, marking, 2 I 
manent establishment of the boundary line between tli 8 
of ldeaho and the State of Washington; which were | l 


to the Committee on Public Landa. 
Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Woman's C! nt 
| Temperance Union of Iola, Kans., praying for an inves! a 


1906. 
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of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a 
Senator from the State of Utah: which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 396, Broth 


erhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill,” and 
also the anti-injunction bill; which was referred to 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of 


of Argentine, Kans., praying 


the Com 


the Seattle Branch of the 
Sailors’ Union of the Pacific of Washington, of the Marine 
Cooks and Stewards’ Association of the Pacific of San Pedro, 
Cal. and of the Marine Cooks and Stewards’ Association of 


the Pacifie of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of 
legislation relating to the complement of crews of vessels; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
ryler, Minn., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Lake Ben 


ton, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
*narcels-post bill;” which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Ollices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a petition of the Montana 


Horticultural Society, praying that increased appropriations be 


made for the support of agricultural experiment stations; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
He also presented a memorial of the ¢ 


Club, of 
the 


tallatin Valley 


Rozeman, Mont., remonstrating against a revision of tar 


iff as affecting sugar imported from the Philippine Islands or 
other untries; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines, 

He also presented a petition of sundry stock growers and 


‘ss men of Meagher County, Mont., praying for the enact 
ment of legislation providing for the opening up of foreign 
markets, especially those of Germany and France, for American 
in, live stock, dressed 


{ meats, ete.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of thé Atlantic State 
Packers and the Western Packers’ Canned Goods Association 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Resolution. 

The Atlantic States Packers and the Westepn Packers Canned Goods’ 
\ tion, assembled as a joint convention at Atlantic City, N. dJ., on 
t i4th day of February, 1006, after having heard with great inte 

ddress by Prof, H. W. Wiley, of the United States Department of 
A ilture, resolve that 
Whereas the fruit and vegetable packers of the United States 3 
0 that there is probably no other form of food product sold 
v is so pure and free from adulteration as canned fruits and vege 
t and, 

W eas it Is for the Interest of both the canners and the consumer 
to iny and all adulteration done away with; and, 

Whereas vexation and damage result from a multiplicity of partial, 

ite, and conflicting State regulations: 

l hereby petition the Congress of the United States to forthwith 

a pure-food law as the best judgment of the Congress shall 
e, which law shall at the same time be stringent and capable 
! enforcement. 
Gro. G. BAILey, 
President Atlantic States Packers’ Association, 
A. C. FRASER, 
President Western Packers Canned Goods’ Association. 
Henry P. CANNON, 
Secretary Atlantic States Packers’ Association 
InA S. WHITMBER 
Secretary Western Packers Canned Goods’ Association, 

Mr. SMOOT presented sundry affidavits of R. C. Allen, of 
Washington County, Utah, in support of bill granting him an 
of pension; which were referred to the Committee on 

Mr. PERKINS presented the petition of Mortimer Levering, 


president of the Lafayette Humane Society 
ig for the enactment of legislation relating to the operation 

present twenty-eight hour interstate transportation of 
ck; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 


neree, 


of the United States 


} ‘ 


SENATOR FROM UTAH. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to submit to the 
, te a petition signed by several thousand representative 

nen of the State of California, expressing their wishes co! 

rning the exclusion of Hon. Reep Smoor from the United 
States Senate, 

lhey also request me, in presenting the petition, to accompany) 
it with a few remarks defining my position in relation to th 
demand, Therefore permit me te say: 

Che right to petition Congress on any subject is one guar 


eed by the Constitution, and will ever be held sacred, ahd | 
Go not think any member of this body would consider that any | 


circumstances whatever would justify him in r 
la respectful appeal made by any body of 
| The signers of the petition which I | 
religious, cultured, and most publ l Ly f the S 
of California. They are to ‘ ‘ { 


publie affairs which their action in tl 


I think it would tend to tl ‘ 
earnest, intelligent, and conscient \ 
study carefully great quest S and 
benefit of their unselfish opi s 
There can be no doubt t whel 
express their wishes in th or in 
actuated by the best and most pure 
do command our sincere respect. 
But in petitioning this body 
ferred to, a fact is sometimes lost sight « 
toward it in the relation hich we 
questions which come before us 
In this we occupy the p n of |} 
sworh duty it is to hear 
weigh it carefully, to admit f 
relevant and of undoubted I 
solely on the merits of the \\ 
all fully realize the respo1 lity unde 
question that is to be dete ned, as I ‘ : 
whether a member is a good cit 5 me; 
character and all the attributes which 
respect 
These sterling qualities of citizenship should, I 
manded of all who aspire to the great | 
body confers. W hat may be his private 5 


ters should have no weight in making uy 
ing him. 

The same section of t 
right 


ing 


he ‘ 
of petition to Congress also 
any law 
hibiting the 
a Huxley 
of 


we 


respectin fail establishment 
free exerel 
disqualified 
his attitude t 
might 
his great qual 


‘Ause 
much 
edge 
to him that profound re 


so W 


regret that attitude, we 
es OF ining and eart, i 1 W 


pect w 
ith the numberless shades of religious 
among mankind. Were we to take no n 
ous beliefs, we should, in my opinion, 1 e ol 
» period when 
all the wars which have devastated the 
versed the spirit of Ch unity in efforts 
tain forms of religious beliect 

Our noble system of 


re PIOUS ¢ erences ive 


vovernmen 
which is the more secure beca 
reedom of e t 
Republic, and I am sure no action can be 1 
the slightest 
ibility to a seat in either House of Co 
religious belief 
be barred both by 

In of 
Llouse, it seems 
be as L have stated 
ich; 


ance of 


Opinion 
of the 


abridge in 


mscience is on 


} Ye 
ae I" 


on and objections on 
the sp 


opposition to the s 


rit and letter of the ¢ 
cnse 
tO me that 

whether or not I 
characte! honest na 
his duty as an A 

church 
with his 


ible 


rat Yn 


vath to or other organ 


conflict fealty to the ¢ 

country. 

I have offered 
position may be understood by t! i 

pia, for whom I ha ] 


hi also the honor in 


these thought 

my 
: eee . 
ve 

I move that the petition be 

and Elections 

The motion wa greed to 

Mr. PATTERSON Mr. President, I 

veral thou we women f ¢ 


part 1 I 


7 


and of tl 


with reference to > 


the Senate of the United 
I was uested 
I desire Mr 


questions connect with ft 


ret 


to lV, 


the cons 
yroceed @ } 
'H-PRESIDEN' 


Pri ‘ md | 


eoverned by 
whom the 
The Vit 


the Committee on 
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URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill CH. R. 
12320) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and 


for prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full | 


and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3, 
1, 5, 7, 8, 20, 24, 25, 31, 35, 36, 37, and 61. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 2, 9, 10, 11, 18, 14, 15, 16, 22, 28, 26, 28, 30, 
32, 34, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 
5G, 57, 5S, 584, 59, and GO; and agree to the same. 

That the Hlouse recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add after the word “ years,” at the end 
of said amendment, the following: “ but if her death shall occur 
during this period this provision shall terminate ;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 
amendment follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “Provided, That the office of 
captain of engineers in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 


53, 54, 55, 


as 


States is hereby abolished from the date of the death of the 
late incumbent thereof, and that on and after the passage of 








this act the President may select and appoint, by and with the | 


ndvice and consent of the Senate, a Chief Engineer of said 
Service, who has served not less than three years in that grade, 
aus Engineer in Chief of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for a period 
of four years, and no longer unless reappointed or sooner retired 
by reason of age or disability: And provided further, That the 
Kngineer in Chief thus appointed shall thereafter receive the 
rank, pay, and allowances, while holding said appointment, that 


are now or may hereafter be prescribed for a captain of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, but nothing herein shall operate to 
increase the number of chief engineers now in the Revenue 


Cutter Service: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 15 of the bill, in line 20, after 


the word “herein,” insert the words “and hereinafter: ” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 


simendment as follows: After the word “ cents.” at the end of 


said amendment, insert the following to be paid from the 
appropriations herein made for the isthmian canal:” and the 
Senate agree to the same 

That the Tlouse recede from its disagreement to the amend 


ment of the Senate numbered 
nimendment 


19, and agree to the same with an 
follows: 


lJ. 
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as After the word “ cents,” at the end of 
said amendment, insert the following: “, to be paid from the 
appropriations herein made for the isthmian canal;” and the 
Senate agree to the sume 
That the Hlouse recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ent of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an 
mendment as follows: Strike out from the matter inserted by 
aid Senate amendment the word “ presenting" and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ transmitting; ” and the Senate agree to 
the san 
Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an 
Lmendment follows: After the word “ grounds,” in line 7 of 
f amendment, insert the following: “under the supervision 
of the « mission on the Senate office building created by the 
sundry civil act approved April 28, 1904; " and the Senate agree | 
t the 
Chat t louse recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment o © Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an 
imendment as follows: In line 38 of said amendment, after the 
word “ cent nsert the following: “ Frem the appropriations 
for the Support al the Flandreau Indian Selhoo!l for the tisenl 
year 1: ind the Senate agree to the same 
That ihe Tlouse recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said 
amendment insert the following 


“For the employment of three hundred additional clerks with | 


compensation at the rate of six hundred dollars per annum in 
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post-offices of the first and second classes during the fiscal year 
1906, sixty thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and 
inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 

“Additional, to meet the demands for more meat inspection 
and for microscopic inspection of pork, sixty-three thousand do! 
lars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend 





| ment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In line 12 of said amendment strike 
out the name “ Peter Riley ” and insert in lieu thereof the name 
“ Peter Reily;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
EuGENE HALe, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Luctus N. LITTaveEr, 
JAMES A. TAWNEY, 
L. F. LIvinaston, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon : 

A bill CH. R. 12614) to change the name of a portion of 'T 
street to California street; 

A bill (S. 4046) to incorporate The Edes Home; and 

A bill (S. 4802) to amend the provision in an act approved 
March 3, 1899, imposing a charge for tuition on nonresident 
pupils in the public schools of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2628) for the 
extension of Euclid street, in Meridian Hill, D. C., reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4808) making it a misde 
meanor in the District of Columbia to abandon or willfully 
neglect to provide for the support and maintenance, by any pei 
son, of his wife or of his or her minor children in destituic 
or necessitous circumstances, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon, 

Ile also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was \* 
ferred the bill (S. 4159) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary P. Johannes, reported it with an amendment, and sub 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally withou 
minendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill CH. R. 4685) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Rich; 

A bill (HT. R. 4962) granting an increase of pension to Willis 
J. Sturgis; 

A bill (H. R. 4741) granting an increase of pension to Steplicn 

Dickerson ; and 
A bill (AIL R. 8918) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Hull, alias Spencer J. Hull. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pension 0 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2142) granting an increase of 
pension to Adella D. Irwin, reported it with amendments d 
submitted a report thereon, 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom were referre: 
following bills, reported them severally without amendmen! 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (HL. R, 10269) granting an inerease of pension to \! 


drew Ricketts; 

A bill (HI. R. 12027) granting an increase of pension to N in 
C, Bradley ; 

A bill CHL R. 8216) granting an inerease of pension to I’! p 
Cline, alias Francis Klein; 

A bill CHL. R. 9234) granting an increase of pension to W ! 
A. MeDonald: and 

A bill (HL. R. 10175) granting an increase of pension to 
thew A. Knight, 


Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to \ a 
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were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon, and | 
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e bills were postponed indefinitely : 

\ bill (S. 1470) for the relief of the Chickasaw Nation or 
be of Indians; 

\ bill (S. 1468) for the relief of the Cherokee tribe or nation 
Indians: 

\ bill (S. 1469) for the relief of the Choctaw tribe or nation | 
Indians ; 

\ bill (S. 1471) for the relief of the Creek tribe or nation of 

Indians; and 
\ bill (S. 1893) to provide for the final disposition of the 


irs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian 


other purposes. 


Territory, and 


Mr. LA FOLLETTR, from the Committee on Pensions, to 

\ n was referred the bill (S. 4286) granting an increase of 

ision to Thomas J. Davis, reported it with amendments, and 
mitted a report thereon. 

lle also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 

(S. 3751) granting an increase of pension to Daniel D. Nash, 

orted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Lie also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
ving bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
submitted reports thereon : 


\ bill (HL. R. 1979) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
I. Hill: 

\ bill (H. R. 9795) granting an increase of pension to Emory 
Edward Pateh; 

\ bill (H. R. 1978) granting an increase of pension to Harry 
( Thorne; 

\ bill CH. R. 1975) granting an increase of pension to William 
llouse: and 

\ bill (HL R. 2954) granting an increase of pension to Chaun 
( L. Dean. 

M BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
«iment, and submitted reports thereon: 


\ bill CS. 861) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
oO" nor ; 
\ bill GS. 162) granting an increase of pension to David D. 
( 
\ bill (S. 2393) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
{ 
\ bill (S. 8242) granting an inerease of pension to Daniel 
Woolley; and 
\ bill (S. 555) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
I 
Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
\ referred the following bills, referred them severally with 
‘ ndment, and submitted reports thereon: 
\ bill CS. 859) granting an increase of pension to Richard T. 
] and 
3 \ ll (S. 165) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
: 
) BURKETT, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
l to whom was referred the bill (S. 4876) to quitclaim all 
i erest of the United States of America in and to a certain 
| f land lying in the District of Columbia and State of Mary 
heirs of John C. Rives, deceased, reported it without 
dinent, and submitted a report thereon. 
SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
‘od the following bills, reported them each with an amend 
and submitted reports thereon : 
\ bill (S. 1251) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
and 
\ | (S. 1246) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
CRANE, from the Select Committee on Industrial Expo 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4412) to enable the 
nent to take official part in the international exposition 
held in Milan, Italy, during the year 1906, reported it with 
mendment, 
McCUMBER (for Mr. Carmack), from the Committee on 
ns, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
!l (H. R. 4957) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
. Igrass; 
\ 1 (H. R. 3966) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
. DIL CAL R. 2108) granting a pension to Mattie Settlemire: 
\ DI CH. R. 2116) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


\ bill (AH. R 


. . 2114) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
. Bibb; 
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& 
A bill (H. R. 8989) grantin ri ‘ Ss 
A. Chauncey ; 
A bill (HL. R. 2156) granting an : 
KE. Ware; 
A bill (H. R. 1889) grantin 1 i \"\ 
M. Shultz: and 
A bill CH. R. 1902) grantin n I 
Ford. 
Mr. McCUMBRER, from the ( ee « 
was referred the ll (S. 4881) } 
to John T. MeGarraugh, re ted Ww 
submitted a report thereon 
lie also, fro the s e ! e, to wl 
the following bills, reported them se\ 
nd subm lt : 
A bill (S. 4280) granting pension \ ( 
A bill (S. 446) g ting is \ { 
Du ine > 
A bill (S. 3472) gran ¢g an ! Se « I S 
man; and > 
A bill (S. 4006) era , ‘ 
Parrish 
Mr. McCtUMBER., fre t ( | 
were referred the following | re 
imendment, and submit 1 re ts the , 
A bill (S. 2216) g ‘ l \ 
Magee; 
A bill (S. 3640) granting a ners oO 
Brenton ; 
A bill (S. 2473) granting an increase of | to « 
Noggle: and 
A bill (S. 2182) granting an crease 
Buffington. 
Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pens s, to 
referred the following bills, reported tl! 1 severally 
amendment, and submitted reports tl 
A bill CH. R. 1585) granting an ‘ G 
N. Dutcher ; 
A bill (H. R. 1485) granting an i ‘ yf » Ss 
J. Williams; 
A bill (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension to J 
phine Bf. Quentin; 
A bill (H. R. 1484) granting an increase of pension to J ! 
Lovell ; 
A bill (H. R. 6085) granting an increase of | J ) 
©, Rardin; 
A bill (H. R. 5692) granting an increase pe nto H 
G. Gardner ; 
A bill (H. R. 138536) granting an increas f to | 
Cline: 
A bill (H. R. 2478) granting an increas x nto A M. 
Foote: 
A bill (H. R. 2595) granting an increase of pension to Pt 
D. Sutton: 
A bill CH. R. 3502) granting a pension to M oO 
A bill (H. R. 3500) granting an increase of | > W 
M. Martin. 
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on I 
were referred the following bills, reported 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereor 
A bill (S. 187) granting an increase of p to J | 
Kane ; 
A bill (H. R. 3475) granting an increase 
S. Fiteh ; 
A bill (S. 1889) granting an increase of pension to A 
Thompson ; 
A bill (S. 17) granting an increase of pens » La ee 
A bill S. 1011) granting an incre ‘ | 
Woodsum ; 
A bill (S. 4096) granting an incre ‘ No \ 
Lombard: and 
A bill (S. 784) granting an increas e ¥ ; 
Cooley. 
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Con 
were referred the following I! Ss, i 1 ‘ 
amendment, and submitted reports 1 ‘ 
A bill (S. 1418) granting a " { | 
Cross ; 
A bill (S. 3086) grant n ) 
Thorn; 
A bill (S. 2344) granting an incre 
Andrews ; 
A bill (S. 716) granting an incr i 


H. 


Hanson; 
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A bill (S. 886) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Fay ’ 

A bill (S. 3575) granting an increase of pension to Sargent R. | 
hinerson ; 

A bill (S. 4097) granting an increase of pension to Julius T. 
Williamson; and 

A bill (S. 712) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie M. 
McLaughlan. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 


A bill (S. 3043) granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Hall; 

A bill (S. 842) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Eggleston ; and 

\ bill (S. 1665) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
estes. 


Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 191) to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph and telephone line in the district of 
Alaska, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3224) granting a pension to Nancy A. Tee- 
ters, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


lie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (S. 8187) granting a pension to John Harper, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 


the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (CH. R. 11520) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Cook: 

A bill (H. R. 11561) granting an increase of pension to 
Egbert P. Shetter ; 

A bill (H. R. 10297) granting an increase of pension to 


Nicholas Hercherberger ; 


A bill (11. R. 3483) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
P, Williams; 

\ bill (H. R. 3552) granting an increase of pension to David 
F. MeDonald:;: 

A bill (H. R. 3544) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
M. Grier; and 

A bill (H. R. 81938) granting an increase of pension to James 
R. Tédd. 


Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 45537) granting an increase of pension to 
Barney MecGirl, reported it without amendment, and submitte: 
a report the hh. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. S588) granting an increase of pension to James Lebo, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ile also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (TI. R. 13808) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Arkansas River at Pine Bluff, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


‘ir. GAMBLE, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2243) to acquire certain 
ground for a Government reservation, submitted an adverse 
report thereon ; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
iy | 1} ; } 


{ LLL te 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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| was referred the bill 





wis referred the bill (S. 38515) granting an increase of pension 
to Henry V. Hamenstaedt, reported it with an amendment. and 
submitted report thereon. 

Lle¢ so, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon : 

\ bill (HI. R. 3975) granting an increase of pension to Isaac | 
P. Knight; 

\ bill (H. R, 2306) granting an increase of pension to James 
W. St 

A bill (Hl. R. 2897) granting an increase of pension to Rufus 
G. Childre ; 

A bill (H. R. 2949) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Adamson; 

A bill (H. R. 5909) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Bynon: 

A bill (H. R. 6400) granting a pension to Harry W. Omo: 

A bill (H. R. 6399) granting an increase of pension to David 
Hanna; 

A bill (1. R. 6398) granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Henry; 
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A bill (H. R. 2307) granting an increase of pension to Jose;)}; 
Jones Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 9530) granting a pension to Catherine B. Cas. 

Mr. BULKELEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4479) granting an honors 
discharge to James Knight, reported it without amendment, anq 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred {he 
bill (S. 1565) to remove the charge of desertion from the 1 
tary record of James A. Knight, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
(S. 2296) restoring to the publie domain 
certain lands in the State of Minnesota, reported it with amend 
menis, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally w 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 2950) granting an increase of pension to Josep! FB. 
Stines ; 

A bill (H. R. 12640) granting an increase of pension to Augu 
tus Walker: 

A bill (Hl. R. 4192) granting an inerease of pension to John 
C. Cavanaugh, alias John Carpenter ; 

A bill (CH. R. 6408) granting an increase of pension to Is 
Queman ; 

A bill (H. R. 3679) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
M. Hunter; and 

A bill (H. R. 2849) granting an increase of pension to J: 


il- 


th 


Harrison. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2844) to prohibit gambling in 
the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Indian 


Territory, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1695) legalizing the removal of the county seat of 
Washita County, Okla., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4485) granting an increase of 
pension to Walter S. Eldridge; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4486) granting a _ pensi to 
Hiram K. Choate; which was read twice by its title, and, h 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Petsious. 


Mr. FULTON intreduced a bill (S. 4487) granting to the State 
of Oregon certain lands, to be used by it for the purpose of 
taining and operating thereon a fish hatchery; which was 1 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on I 
Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4488) granting an incresse of 
pension to J. F. Amis; which was read twice by its tit! nd 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4489) to establish a 
weather bureau observatory at Sheridan, Wyo.; which w d 


or rea 
~ 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on A 
and Forestry. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4490) granting a on 
to Josiah Gill; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4491) granting a mn 


to Hattie G. Carter; which was read twice by its title, : re 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4492) granting 
crease of pension to George W. Fletcher; which was read 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4493) to renew and exte! er- 
tain letters patent; which was read twice by its title, 1 th 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on |’ ts. 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 4494) suthorizing 1! 
retary of the Treasury to adjust and settle the account 0 
M. Wilbur, deceased, with the United States, and to pa 
legal representatives or the heirs of the said James M. 
such sum of money as they may be justly and equit: 
titled to; which was read twice by its title, and referre 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 4495) to correct t! val 


record of Archie Montgomery; which was read twice ts 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 4496) granting an ise 
of pension to Alphonso Brooks; which was read twic ts 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Coll 


mittee on Pensions. 





1906. 





He also introduced a bill (S. 4497) granting an increase of 
ension to Augustus McDowell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4498) for the removal of the 
harge of desertion from the military record of George Abbott, 
alias Andrew C. Adams; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
nm Military Affairs. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 4499) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Michael Buzzard; which 
ras read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
eferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 

ittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4500) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Rusk ; 


A bill (S 


. 4501) granting an increase of pension to Horatio S. 
Brewer; and 
A bill (S. 4502) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


lLlowes, 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4503) to amend the 
ternal-revenue laws so as to provide for publicity of its ree- 
which was read twice by its title, asd, with the accom- 
iving paper, referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Ile also introduced a bill (S. 4504) concerning foreign-built 
cdges; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 


iving paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
lle also introduced a bill (S. 4505) to amend chapter 15 of 
» Code of Law for the District of Columbia, relating to con- 
nnation of land for public use; which was read twice by its 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
ttee on the District of Columbia. 
Ife also introduced a bill (S. 4506) to provide for the better 
istration of births in the District of Columbia} and for other 
which was read twice by its title, and, with 
inpanying paper, referred to the Committee on the District 
Columbia. 
Ile also introduced a bill ( 4507) granting an increase of 
on to Joseph Chandler, j which was read twice by its 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
FORAKER introduced the following bills; which were 
rally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


ill . 
mn Pensions: 


es; 


Ss. 


bill (S. 4508) granting an increase of pension to A. U. 
and 
\ bill (S. 4509) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
] iS 


SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 4510) granting an increase 
nsion to Rufus C. Allen; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

GAMBLE introduced the following bills: which were 
rally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit 
n Pensions: 


\ bill (S. 4511) granting an increase of pension to William 
clin; and 

\ bill (S. 4512) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus E. 
ey 


.. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 4513) to authorize the Mo- 
Railway and Dock Company to construet and maintain 
ces across Dog River and Fowl River in Mobile County, 
of Alabama; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

| to the Committee on Commerce. 

WARNER introduced the following bilis; which were 
rally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
n Claims: 
bill (S. 45%) for the relief of J. C. Irwin & Co. and Charles 

ry & Co.: and 
bill (S. 4515) for the relief of Charles H. Sloan. 

WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
rally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 

Pensions : 

ll (S. 4516) granting a pension to Reuben Vermillion; 

ill (S. 4517) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 


ree 


| (S. 4518) granting an increase of pension to Van Buren 
bill (S. 4519) granting an increase of pension to John 


\ bill (S. 4520) granting an increase of pension to Albert L. 
Way: 


\ bill (S. 4521) granting an increase of pension to Josiah U. 
ater: 


A bill (S. 4522) granting a pension to Lois D. Moon; 
XL——166 
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|} an increase of pension to Benson H. Bowman; which was read 
| twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 


A bill (S. 4523) granting an increase of pension to W. C. M. 
Bishop ; 

A bill (S. 4524) granting an increase of pension to George J. 
Batzell ; 

A bill (S. 4525) granting an increase of pension to David 
Oglevie ; 

A bill (S. 4526) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hammond ; 

A bill (S. 4527) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Walker ; 

A bill (S. 4528) granting an increase of pension to Mary E 
Walley ; 

A bill (S. 4529) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Voris; 

A bill (S. 4530) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Tilman ; 

A bill ( granting an increase of pension to L. M. 


S. 4531) 
Stephenson ; 

A bill (S. 
Hyatt ; 


4532) granting an increase of pension to William N. 


A bill (S. 4533) granting a pension to Robert D. Walkinshaw ; 
A bill (S. 4534) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Van 
Peet ; 


A bill (S. 4535) granting an increase of pension to Orson A. 
Warren; and 

A bill (S. 4536) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 
Vaughan. 

Mr. MARTIN introduved a bill (S. 4537) for the relief of the 
heirs of James Bowles, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4538) for the relief of the estate 


of William P. Nuchols, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the C« 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4539) to provide for acquirement 


by condemnation of lands at Cape Henry, Va., for the purpose 
of fortifications and coast defense; which was read twic 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Coast De 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4540) for the re f 
of George W. Landram and H. M. Henson, only surviving heirs 


of Hubbard Landram and Hugh Henson, decease 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re, 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a 


“l 


bill (S. 4541) gra 


to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4542) granting an 
increase of pension to Aaron Daniels; which was read 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 4545) alowing settlers 
with permanent improvements on town sites to buy the lots 
which said improvements are located at an appraised pric 
cash: which was read twice by its title, and referred to ‘ 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions 

A bill (S. 4544) granting an increase of pension to ¢ rles I 
Noggle; and 

A bill (S. 4545) granting an increase of pension to ¢ es ] 

| Weeks. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (S. 4546) for 1 
of M. G. McGeehan; which was read twice by) s titl d 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 

Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (S. 4547) for the relief of 

| Washington Bowie; which was read twice by its title, and 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on I 

| sions: 

A bill (S. 4548) granting a pension to Hannah El 
Wilmer, widow of Edwin Wilmer, and to the orphan childre 
of said soldier; and 

A bill (S. 4549) extending the provisions, limit 
benefits of an act entitled “An act granting pensions 

| vivors of the Indians wars of 1852 to 1842, inclusive 
the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturb l 
the Seminole war.” approved July 27, 1892. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced a bill (S. 4550) g g 
increase of pension to Henry Moody; which was r 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, ret Q 


Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 4551) granting an increase | 
of pension to John F. White; which was read twice by its title, | 
ind, h the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pe is ns, 

Mr. LONG introduced the following bills: which were sever- | 

lly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 4552) for the relief of William Fletcher; and 


\ bill (S. 4553) for the relief of Israel Blagg (with accom- 
panying papers) . 
Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4554) for the relief 


Abram Gravelstein; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4555) granting a deed of 
quitclaim and release to John W. Sweeney of certain land in 
the town of Westerly, R. T.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CKANE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4556) 
Jandro; and 

A bill (S. 4557) granting an increase 
McCrillis. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 4558) to provide for 
macadamizing Fort Crook military boulevard, from Fort Crook, 


granting an increase of pension to William 


of pension to John R. 


Nebr., to the south city limits of South Omaha, Nebr., and ap- 
propriating money therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions: 

\ bill (S. 4559) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Wagner; and 

A bill (S. 4560) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Lewis (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BURROWS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

\ bill (S. 4561) granting a pension to Emma K. Smiley; and 

\ bill (S. 4562) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Mr. BAILEY introduced a bill (S. 4564) establishing a 
United States court and recording district at Duncan, Ind. T., 
and conforming other districts therewith; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju 
1 \ 

Ile also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4565) for the 
relief of the heirs at law of George H. Giddings, deceased; 
wl 1 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commnit- 
tee on Claims 

CONTRIBUTIONS BY CORPORATIONS IN POLITICAL CAMPAIGNS. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 4563) to prohibit cor- 
por ons from making money contributions in connection with 
political elections; which was read twice by its title. 

‘ir. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I should like to have permis- 
~ to make a brief explanation of the bill. 


rhe VICE 


4 _ ri 


‘RESIDENT. Without 
uth Carolina will proceed. 
CIILLUMA 


objection, the Senator 
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Elections, that I think I am in a position to give him or | 
committee some information which will warrant an investi 
tion, and at such a time as will suit the convenience of the eo) 
mittee I shall be glad to appear before it and present sone 
facts. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, the matter to which the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] refers has ly 
a subject of consideration with the Committee on Priviles: 
and Elections. In view of what the Senator states, howe, 
I will say to him that whenever he shall desire to make 
statement to the committee I shall be very glad to comply wit) 
his request and call the committee together and hear why»t 
statement he may have to make in support of the resolution 
for an inquiry. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will take pleasure, if I am well, to 
pear before the committee and let the committee know on 
what I base this bill and also upon what I shall base a request 
that the Senate authorize an investigation of this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. GAMBLE submitted an amendment proposing to appro 
priate $6,320 for payment to fifteen Sioux Indians of the Line 
Ridge Agency, Seuth Dakota, for property taken from them in 
IS76 by the United States military authorities, ete., intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted an amendment directing the ( 
missioner of Indian Affairs to prepare a schedule of the 
proved lands in the Lemhi Reservation, of Idaho, ceded by the 
agreement of May 14, 1880, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment proposing to 
propriate $50,000 for increasing the facilities for the rep 
of seacoast armament, field artillery, and general stores at the 
Benecia Arsenal, Benecia, Cal., intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted’ an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the peop! 
of Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the peo- 
ple of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

Mr. STONE submitted an amendment intended to be | 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1548) te amend an act entitled ‘ 
act to prevent the importation of impure and unwholesome te 
approved March 2, 1897; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 


REPORT ON EDUCATION IN PORTO RICO, 


5 


the 


ap- 


ir 


An 


On motion of Mr. Foraker, it was 

Ordered, That there be printed, in addition to the usual number, 40 
copies of Senate Document No. 60, Fifty-ninth Congress, first 
sion, being the report of the commissioner of education of Porto i 
for the year 1904-5, for the use of the commissioner of edu 
said island. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTER ON PACIFIC ISLANDS AND PORTO RICO. 


Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto I 
and is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time t 
as may be necessary, to report such testimony as may be taken 
committee or its subcommittees in connection with bills pending 


| it, and to have the same printed for its use, such stenograplec: 


paid from the contingent fund of the Senate, 
IMPORTATION OF IMPURE AND UNWHOLESOME TEA. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, during the consideration the 
other day of the bill (S. 1548) to amend an act entitled “An ac! 
to prevent the importation of impure and unwholesome 
approved March 2, 1897, the senior Senator from [ow 


Mr. 


| ALLISON] and the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Sr 


Mia N. It will be recalled that in the early days 
of the s ion I introduced a couple of resolutions, one of which 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, making inquiry in regard 
to ce n contributions by national banks, and the other was 
1" red to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
the Secretary of the Treasury answered in a letter which 
} 1 published as a Senate document, and as I expected. 
| condition disclosed was that as far as was known at the 
I) iry Department nothing of that sort had taken place. 
r resolution is resting quietly with the Committee 
‘ P eges and Elections, with an understanding between 
m s chairman that should at any time any facts come } 
to e he will call his committee together and give 
me an oF tunity to rw why this legislation should be had. 
| wish to say in regard to the bill I have just introduced that 
it is an exact copy of a bill introduced five years ago by the 
then Senator from New Hampshire, Mr. Chandler; that it was 
reported favorably by the unanimous vote of the committee, 
placed on the Calendar, and died there, the Senator from New 


Hampshire going out of the Senate shortly afterwards. 

There have everal similar bills introduced at this ses- 
sion—some in the other House and a couple in this body, I 
believe. I have not taken the trouble to examine them, but I 
know by their titles that they refer to the same subject-matter. 

I want to say now to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Bur- 
rows], who is chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 


suggested that the provisions of the bill were not sutli 
guard against the fraudulent use or misuse of tes 
might be imported under it. I have prepared an amend 
the bill, which I now offer and ask that it may be printed ind 
lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri will lie on the t. id 
be printed. 
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POSTAGE ON PERIODICAL PUBLICATIONS. 
Mr. STONE. I offer a resolution which I ask may be read 
and lie on the table, subject to my call. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas it appears from an official communication by the Postmaster- 
General to the Senate, in response to a resolution of the Senate of date 
December 15, 1905, and also from other official communications of the 
Vost-Office Department, that certain periodical publications published 
by alumni associations of colleges and universities are not entitled, 

nder the construction given the postal laws by the Post-Office Depart 
ment, to the privileges of the mails as matter of the second class; and 

Whereas it has been charged in the public press that certain period 

al publications published by regularly incorporated institutions of 
earning are denied admission to the mails as second-class matter, under 

e construction of the postal laws by the Post-Office Department, 


ntrary to the law itself; and 
Whereas it appears from said communications of the Postmaster 
General that, notwithstanding the construction thus placed upon the 


ostal laws, numerous periodicals of the class held by the Department 


t to be admissible to the mails as second-class matter have in 
fact been admitted as second-class matter, and for years have, with 
full knowledge on the part of the officials of the VPost-Office Le 


irtment, enjoyed uninterruptedly the privileges of the mails as 

ond-class matter, while at the same time similar publications have 
een denied the like privilege, thus discriminating in favor of particular 
periodicals as against other periodicals of like character; and 
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cluding five foreign engineers, fa‘ 
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ing Engineers and five members of 
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I concur in this recommendat 
It will be noticed that the 
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canal of the Old World is the 
the great traffic canal of the New World is the 
a lock canal! Although the latter, the Soo, is 
ing the winter months, it carries 
the Suez Canal. In my judgment, the ver 
majority of the Board of ting Engir 
failure to pay proper heed to the lessous 
and operation of the Soo Canal it 


istive « 








foreign e 





annuatiy ft 
(‘onsu 


must 


Commission points out, that there is no quest 


Whereas notwithstanding protests and remonstrances have been made | 


the Post-Office Department by the publishers of excluded periodicals 
1inst the injustice of such discriminations, the Post-Office Department 
icials continue the discriminations and favoritism complained of as 
‘esaid : Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and 
‘by is, instructed to make inquiry to ascertain and determine 
‘ther, in the opinion of said committee, the construction placed upon 
sting law by the Post-Office Department is a correct construction 
ereof, and, second, to ascertain in what cases and to what extent dis 
ninations and preferences have been authorized or 
wing favored periodicals admission to the mails as second-class mat 
ter, while denying the like privileges to other publications of the same 
rracter 
Resolved, That said Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and 
eby is, authorized and empowered to send for persons and papers, and 
ipel the attendance of witnesses; and said committee is hereby di 
ted to report to the Senate at as early a day as practicable by bill 
otherwise. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
and be printed. 


TESTS OF FUELS AND STRUCTURAL MATERIALS. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask an order for the printing of 10,000 

pies of Document No. 214. The 5,000 additional copies here- 

fore authorized have been exhausted, there being quite a de 
iand for the document. For that reason I ask for an order 
it 10,000 extra copies of the document may be printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON, What is the document? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ~It is the report on fuel 

terial tests made at St. Louis. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would inquire of the 
senator from Indiana whether the expense for printing the 
xtra copies of the document referred to will exceed the sum of 
em CMY? 

Mr 


Lie 


and structural 


HEMENWAY. It will not. It consists of only 14 pages 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana 
for the adoption of the order, which will be read. 

he Secretary read the order, as follows: 

Ordered, That 


asks 


10,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 214, 

ninth Congress, first session, “ Fuels and structural materials,” 

rinted for the use of the Senate. 
Mr. KEAN. May I ask the Senator from Indiana whether 
ere Was not an order made the other day for the printing of 
| additional number of copies of that document? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; for the printing of 5,000 copies, but, 
| have just stated, that number has been exhausted, there be- 
ig quite a demand for the document. 
Mr. KEAN. That document seems to have quite a circulation. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I will state to the Senator that there is 
' effort being made to circulate it, but the requests come from 
| over the country for this document. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
sideration of the order submitted by the Senator from Indi 

\? The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to 
© order. 

‘The order was agreed to. 

THE PANAMA CANAL, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
essage from the President of the United States; which was 
ead, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
‘ittee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed : 
/0 the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I submit herewith the letter of the Secretary of War, transmitting 
report of the Board of Consulting Engineers on the Panama Canal 


nd the report of the Isthmian Canal Commission thereon, together 
With a letter written to the chairman of the Isthmian Canal Com 
ission by Chief Engineer Stevens. Both the Board of Consulting 
igineers and the Canal Commission divide in their report. The 


I 


‘jority of the Board of Consulting Engineers, eight in number, in- 


permitted in | 


The resolution will lie on the table | 
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provide a 


PURE-FOOD BILL. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senate bill SS, the title of 
fore the Senate. 

The Secrerary. A bil 
ture, transportation of 
poisonous or deleterious foods, 
and for regulating traffic therein, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I sl 


Mr 
the 


President, 
Senate to tl ‘ 

1 } 
iLSAK 


The 


whit 


Senator 


‘h will be 


iS. SS) 


adulte 


drugs, 1 


sale, or 


to present primarily the questions involved 


there have been several 


the time for its final determination being 


to me that, in the interest of avoiding 
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ated 
medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and 
for other purposes, and I do not know that the record is plain 
in that regard. Therefore I ask that the bill may be formally 
taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill named by 
him. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Now, Mr. President, I will resume. 

it is my purpose this morning to take up for brief considera- 
of the amendments that have been suggested, in order 


or 


tion some 


that any Senator who has proposed an amendment or who de- 
sires to propose one may, if he so choose, have it taken up for 
consideration at this time in order that the consideration of 
amendments may not be crowded into the last hours of the 
consideration of this measure. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If it will not interrupt the Senator—and I 
presume it will not, for I understand he desires to know what 
amen nts are to be offered to the bill—I will say that I have 
been requested by a great many of my constituents to offer an 
amendment which I will send to the desk in order that it may 
be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I rise merely to make an in- 
quiry. Is not the amendment that I offered to the bill on page | 


S$ now the pending amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it 

Mr. LODGE. I do not want to interfere with the reading of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendmeprt be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer the amendment so that the Senator 
in charge of the bill may be advised of it. I think the Senator 
is familiar with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Ohio will be stated. 
The SecreTary. On page 10 of the bill, line 8, before the word 
ingredient,” it is proposed to strike out the word “ added,” and 
after the word “ substances,” in line 13, to strike out the follow- 
ing words: 


is. 


misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, | 
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together with other amendments, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PENROSE. In view of my duties elsewhere in the build 
ing, I do not want to stay in the Chamber all afternoon while 
other matters, in which I may not be so greatly interested, pe: 
haps, are being discussed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that no 
amendment can properly come up for a vote until Wednesday, 
after the routine morning business. 

Mr. PENROSE. I want to know when the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio is to be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am now proposing to take it up. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. In the matter of the unanimous-consent acre 
ment, I do not think under this form of agreement, where 10 
specific hour is named, voting on amendments can be held to | 
confined to the hour fixed for taking a vote on the bill, because 
there is no hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that it 
would be out of order to vote upon the amendments prior to 
the close of the routine morning business on Wednesday. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand the Chair to construe the 
unanimous-consent agreement as meaning that we are to vote 
upon the bill immediately after the routine morning business 
on Wednesday? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 





Yes. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Before adjournment. 
Mr. LODGE. We are to vote upon it before adjournment 


on that day, as I understand. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The language, it seems to the 
Chair, is clear. It is provided that the bill shall “be taken 


up for consideration on Wednesday, February 21, 1906, after 


| the routine morning business, and [the Senate shall] proceed 


to vote upon it and all amendments now pending or hereafter 
offered.” 

Mr. LODGE. I see the language as the Chair quotes it, but 
certainly the understanding was that that day was to be de- 
voted to the bill, to the discussion of the bill and amendments, 
and that we were to vote upon it before adjournment. As it 
is worded, the strict letter of the agreement would require 
that we begin to yote immediately after the routine morning 
business. 

Mr. ALLISON. And not debate it. 

Mr. LODGE. I thinkethe understanding was that we should 
vote before adjournment; and when the agreements are 
vote before adjournment, I think the voting on the amend- 
ments occurs all through the day or at any time before thie 
final vote. I do not think we are confined as to voting on t 
amendments unless an hour is fixed for taking a vote on the 


7 
LO 


he 


| bill. 


Mr. TT1EYBURN. I would suggest that the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement provides that the bill shall be taken up for con- 


| sideration on Wednesday, February 21, 1906, after the routine 


And su h _ is not plainly stated on the package in which such 
iqu Ss offered for sal 

And insert 

And the label on the package in which such liquor is offered for sale 
does not contain the words “ blended” or “ rectified” or “ vatted.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
pri! l 

Mr. KEAN. Perhaps the Senator from Idaho will aceept 
the amendment now. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I understand the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts suggests that his amendment is the first one to be | 
considered. 

Mr. LODGE. I moved the amendment, and I suppose it is 
pending in the regular course. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the amendment pending be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The first amendment was offered by the 
Senator from Illinois a few days prior thereto. 

Mr. LODGE. He did not move it. 

Mr. HIEYBURN. I think not. 

Mr. President, perhaps it is not the regular order of present- | 
ing matters of this kind, but inasmuch as there are a number 


of amend 


tion 


ents, it has oceurred to me that I would call atten- 
of them briefly this morning, so that we might get a 
general idea of the standing of the bill, and then we can pro- 
ceed to a consideration of the amendments perhaps in a more 
orderly way. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Idaho when he expects to take up for consideration the amend- 
ment just offered by the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. For- 
AKER]? I have a very large number of constituents in Penn- 


to all 


sylvania who are violently opposed to the provisions of the 
bill as the Senator from Idaho has reported it, and I desire to 
support and to be present in the Chamber when the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio is reached. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 


It was my purpose at this time to take up, 








morning business. It shall be taken up for consideration at 
that time and the Senate shall proceed to vote upon it—that 
at the end of the consideration of the measure. That certain!) 
was the intention, and I think it is the general understand 

Mr. ALLISON. If that be true, then the first amend 
may be debated during most of the day. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; precisely. 

Mr. ALLISON. And there would be no opportunity to (is- 
cuss, briefly or otherwise, by way of explanation, any of tlic 
amendments. I think it would be wise now to modify the un) 
imous-consent agreement, without impairing its main ol)ject, 
which is to yote on Wednesday, by providing in some way tor 
the discussion of these amendments, so that we may all under- 


is 


stand them. As that can not be done in a single day deyotcd 
to that purpose, it seems to me that to-morrow we should take 
up these amendments and have an understanding as to tlie 
length of the debate on each amendment and provide for 4 


brief debate upon each amendment. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yic! 
to the Senator from Tllinois? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 





Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to ask if the construction of the 
unanimous-consent agreement would not be that after the mor 
ing hour the bill is to be taken up, and we are to procee: 10 
discuss the amendments and vote on them, and there is no /!!- 
tation as to when the final vote shall be taken? Will not ‘vat 
continue until there is full debate on each amendment, and tien 


the vote will come on the bill itself—— 


1906. 





Mr. HEYBURN. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
the week? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that the agreement 
provides that the bill shall be taken up for consideration. 
course it must be taken up or it would not be considered. ) 
we proceed to vote. 


Not beyond the day. 
Whether it takes all of Wednesday or all of 


Then 


Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. That means that there is to be no debate. 


When we proceed to vote upon the amendments and the bill, we 
are not to proceed to debate it—that is the necessary conclu- 
on—but we are to proceed to vote on it. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Idaho yield to me for a 
noment? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The construction put upon an order like that 
has always been that the amendments, without discussion on 
them, wait until we commence to vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE. Hence there would be no opportunity after we 
‘commence to yote to debate the amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. Therefore I think there 
should be a modification of the unanimous-consent agreement— 
not to impair its main purpose, which is to vote on the bill on 
that day—by which we would dispose of the time to-day, to- 
morrow, and Wednesday so that there will be opportunity for 
brief debate upon the effect of the amendments proposed. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


(Of | 





2045 


ment. As it is the time is not limited, but I do not p } F 
to take a great deal, because I am under a phys Ld | 

and I may not take five minutes. Put I want to have th 

tunity to speak to-day because of the unan i nt 

ment to vote on Wednesday. That was offered on the 18th. I 
| did not object to the unanimous-consent proposition, nor did 
| anybody else, because no one wants to delay the final disposi 

tion of the bill. There should be some more led ex 

tion at least of the substitute I have offered n | a 


Mr. HEYBURN. It was in view of the condition of the 
unnnimous-consent agreement that I gave the notice before | 


.\djournment on Thursday that after the routine business of 
the morning hour to-day I would ask the Senate to consider 
the amendments. I think it was the purpose—I know it was 
intention at the time I asked for the unanimous-consent 
agreement—that the morning hour might be devoted, for the 
ne days intervening between the time I asked for the unani- 
mous-consent agreement and the date fixed, to the considera- 
tion of this bill and amendments, up to the time fixed for tak- 
ing a vote, which was on the 21st. 
I may say that at that time I had an understanding that the 
atehood bill would be the unfinished business, but that that 
would leave the morning hour, after the routine morning busi- 
free for the consideration of this measure. It is because 
of the necessity of giving more thorough consideration to this 
ill and to the amendments than could possibly be given to 


ST 


ess 


hem on the day fixed for voting that I have called it up this | 


rning, and I shall eall it up to-morrow morning and the 
xt and ask that the time be devoted to the consideration of 
these amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Idaho, in charge of the 
bill, has moved to take up the bill, and it is now under consid- 
eration? 

ir. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose some Senator takes the floor and 
discusses the bill till 2 o’clock to-day, and to-morrow another 

nator takes the floor and discusses the bill till 2 o’clock, then 
this unanimous consent is ended, so far as debate is concerned. 

N I ask unanimous consent, with the permission of the 
Senator, that on to-morrow and Wednesday the regular order of 
business shall be informally laid aside, without losing its place, 
and that there shall be a ten-minute debate upon any and every 

mendment offered by any Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendments to be disposed of in turn. 

Mr. ALLISON. They might be disposed of then or disposed 
tater, but that the debate shall be a ten-minute debate on to- 
iorrow and Wednesday. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator very well knows that it is very 
difficult to debate an amendment and then pass to another with- 
out action on the first amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I shall be very glad to have the 
Senate pass upon each amendment after it is debated. 

Mr. LODGE. 
Was substantially to vote before the adjournment on Wednesday, 

s the Senator from Idaho intended it, is that the amendments 
can be taken up and disposed of one by one in turn, just as we 
cispose of amendments to a tariff bill. 

Mr. MONEY. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
1en he proposes to do this? 

Mr. LODGE. I think it would be wise to agree to the modi- 
ication suggested by the Senator from Iowa, and devote to- 
lnorrow and the next day to this question. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to make a suggestion. 

Mr. MONEY. With the leave of the Senator from 


‘Ow, 


oO 


wl 


| 


Idaho I 


should like to say a word. 
I wish to take the floor on this bill at 2 o’clock to-day to 
explain the substitute I have offered in the way of an amend- 


under an agreement that debate shall be lim 
For that reason—— 
We can 


Mr. SCOTT. not hear what the Senato1 iM 
sissippi is saying. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that this b 
be considered under the ten-minute rule, after the S 
from Mississippi shall have had the opportunity of exp! 
the substitute, and that the regular order be informal lnid 
aside, if the Senator from Indiana will agree to it, until 
final disposition of the bill on Wednesday. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator intend by tl I | 
observations on this bill from the time the Senator fro Miss 
sippi finishes shall be confined to ten minutes? 

Mr. ALLISON. On amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER. What about the bill itself? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think Senators ought to have an opportu 


nity to discuss the bill, and if ten minutes is not lon 
explain the different provisions in the bill, I suppose 
time will be given by unanimous consent, 
Mr. SPOONER. It never has customary, in fixing a 
time for a vote, to limit general debate to t 
Mr. ALLISON. 


fr enou 


additional 


been 





I am not speaking of general deb | 
debate on the amendments. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Before the suggestion of a modificat 

the unanimous-consent agreement is taken up for conside1 

I should like to inquire whether there is anything in J 
tice or the rules of this body which would prevent it f1 
taking up and disposing of amendments, notwithstanding the 
fact that a day has been fixed for the final yote? The bill 
is now before the Senate regularly, as any other bill would be 
and we now have time to consider amendments and to vote 
upon them by unanimous consent after the arguments 

been concluded. We may vote upon these amendments l 
time, as I understand the rule, without waiting for the arrival 
of the day fixed to take a final yote, because the 1 s 
regularly before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Chair rules that und 
| the unanimous-consent rreement voting begins on Wednes 
| day; but, of course, that can be modified by unanimous « sent 

So, if we want to take up the amendments and vote on them 

to-day, after a little debate, it can be done. I do not wish to 

| interfere with the plans of the Senator from Idaho. All I 

desire is that we shall have some intelligent, short debat 

these amendments—some of them, I am sure, are of gre 

portance—before we are called upon to yote finally « \ ! 

nesday, which, I think, under the agreement, we are 1 

to do after the routine morning business a 

Mr. HEYBURN. Without disturbing the exist l 

consent agreement as to the final vote being t non t 21st < 
I think the suggestion of the Senator from lowa that cd 

on the amendments be limited to ten minutes is ; d 

because I think the amendments are of ‘haracte1 


I think the advantage of this agreement, which | 


they could readily be disposed of with such consideration. | 
perfectly willing that a unanimous-consen 


tered now, without disturbing the unanimous-consent 
| the final vote, fixing the hour on the 21st, say 5 O'% 
ing the time up to 5 o’clock for the consideration of 
| and the amendments. That would be agreeable to 1 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Wisconsin, und S 
arrangement, would not have an opportunity, with her S 
| tors, for general debate on the bill; and I wish t 
as it should be guarded. Therefore I ask unanimous 
that the consideration of the bill be continued to-day, to-m 
and on Wednesday, until disposed of, under the 
rule. 
Mr. HEYBURN, Mr. BURROWS, and others. Fix 
Mr. ALLISON. I shall be glad to fix the hor 
Mr. HEYBURN. Or before adjournment 
Mr. BURROWS. No; 5 o'clock 
Mr. NELSON. I suggest to the Senat low: t ! 
add to that request that the unfinished bu 
laid aside for that purpose. 
Mr. ALLISON. I wish to includ 
agreement the condition that the unfinished ness shall 
be disturbed, except for this purpose, and 1 ts 1 cont 


to be the unfinished business. 
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ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the re- | 
quest for unanimous consent. 
Mir. MONEY. 1 desire to make an inquiry. I do not under- | 


stand clearly whether the Senator from lowa intended that the 


tensaninute debate should begin to-day or whether the general 
debate will proceed to-day and the ten-minute debate on Wednes- 
day, the day fixed by the unanimous-consent agreement for 
the consideration and disposition of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. My purpose was that the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi should have an opportunity unlimited to explain his 
substitute, and then that 
day and to-morrow and on Wednesday until the final vote is 
to be taken at 5 o’elock. 

Mr. MONEY. That does not anticipate that there will be a 
vote upon any amendment until Wednesday ? 


Mr. ALLISON. I should prefer to have the amendments 
voted on as they are considered under the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. MONEY. There is an objection to that request in this 
respect: When the request for unanimous consent was made, it 
was for a vote on Wednesday. That was consented to, because | 
nobody wanted to delay the bill. It may be, while I do not 
know that it is the case, that some Senators are absent who 
would like to be here when amendments are voted upon. It is a | 
sort of foreclosure of them, depriving them of their right to | 
vote, because they have no right to expect a vote until the time 


the ten-minute rule should follow to- | 
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Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. HEYBURN. I believe I have the floor. I have not 
yielded the floor. I will yield to the Senator from Colorado, 
however. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, all I wanted to say is, that 
seems to me if any Senator wants to debate this bill he has 
to-day and to-morrow to do it, and he ought to have the righ 
to do it on those two days without any limitation. I do not wa: 
to debate it at all. I understand the Senator from Iowa pr 


poses to limit the right of debate to-day and to-morrow. | 
there any necessity for doing that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that there is. 

Mr. TELLER. Then do not do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will suggest, then, that to-morrow and 


| Wednesday be set apart for ten-minute debate, and that at 


o'clock, instead of 5, we begin to vote upon the amendments and 


| the bill. 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to make a suggestion | 
the Senator from Iowa, and that is that a particular hour |x 
not designated. The effect when a particular hour is des 


| nated for a vote is simply that the debate is participated in b) 


agreed upon by the whole Senate 

Mr. ALLISON Then I will again modify my suggestion, | 
which is that the bill shall be considered to-day under the gen- 
eral rule of debate l t to-morrow and Wednesday the ten 
minute rule for debate shall apply, and that amendments be 
voted on as they are reached. That gives every Senator notice 
that there will be no vote to-day. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 


mous consent 

Mr. MONEY Mr. President, I do not think I could give my 
consent to an arrangement which includes beginning to vote on 
the amendments prior to the time fixed in the unanimous-con 
sent agreement. There may be Senators who are absent with 
the understanding that the voting will begin on Wednes lay ; 
and I ean t see that we are going to gain any particular time 
by adi e the suggestion. There is certainly time enough to 
vote on Wednesday. That was the unanimous-consent acree- 
ment. IT want to say that I think the unanimous-consent agree 
ment would not have been made except with the idea of voting 
on Wedne lay 

Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MONEY Certa 

Mr. ALLISON If there is no change in the agreement, on 
Wednesda) mmediately after the routine business, all voting 
must take place, and no debate 

Mr. MONEY Yes 

Mr. ALLISON So as the agreement stands now, the debate 
can only be had to-day and to-morrow. If Senators do not want 
to hay ny ten-minute debate either to-d iy or to-morrow, the 
amendments will be voted on without debate. 

M MONEY As I understand the request for unanimous 
‘ t s that all amendments pending or that might be 
oft would be voted upon on Wednesday, under the five 
n ‘ for debate 

Mr. HHEYBURN Che ten-minute rule. 

) [ONES No. Your original proposition was for five 

ed e, was it not? 

\! \ TSON rhat is not embodied in the agreement. 

Mr. HEYBURN It is not a part of it. 

M LODGE. Under the original agreement, as it stands 
pri the Cal . you would have to vote immediately 
at ‘ ng business on Wednesday without de- 
} e Senator f lowa by his proposition extends the 
debate f one day, practically 

M ALLISON It extends if 

Mr. MONEY. It does not make a particle of difference to me “ 

M BACON (to Mr. Money). Speak louder. We ean not 
he \\ vou SAX 

Mr. MONEY As I said, it does not make a particle of dif 
ference to e when the voting begins: but I want to protect 
those who are absent. Of course, there is a general desire that 
the vote shall take place on the amendments as they are de 
bated IT am ready to begin at any time. I am only speaking 
in behalf of those who otherwise would not have consented to 


the unanimous-consent agreement 

Mr. ALLISON i will restate my proposition, which is that 
after the Senator from Mississippi shall have concluded his re- 
marks, during to-day, to-morrow, and Wednesday we proceed 
to debate the amendments to the bill under the ten-minute 
rule, and take a vote on the bill by 5 o'clock on Wednesday, 


' 


handful of Senators. Other Senators do not hear that debat: 
and come in at the designated hour and vote on the questi 
without having heard what has been said pro or con. On t 
contrary, if we simply say we will vote that day, then, of cours: 
no specific hour is fixed, and there is some chance that Senat 
will hear something of the debate. I am sure that has bee 
our experience in the past. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Before the request for unanimous cons« 
is put, I should like to suggest to the Senator from Lowa, i 
much as there are pending a substitute for the entire bill, p 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi, and other amendme 
which go very largely to the substance of the bill, those hay 
the bill in charge would not want to be limited to ten minutes 
meeting the arguments of Senators who favor the substitut: 
It was my purpose in addressing the Senate this mornii 
anticipate somewhat the argument in favor of the substiti 
and the amendments. 

I understand the Senator from Mississippi desires to take t 
fioor at 2 o'clock, and it might be that after the remarks of | 
Senator from Mississippi, he would be in a better position to 
take up any question of changing the unanimous-consent ag 
ment, which, of course, stands in the absence of any change. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my suggestion. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will then proceed to explain somewhat t! 
objections to the substitute. 

Mr. PILES. If the Senator from Idaho will permit nx 
wish to submit a proposed amendment to the pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 9, line 20, after the word “ 
insert the following: 


Sect 


In case of evaporated milk, or so-called evaporated cream, if 
same shall contain 25 per cent solids, of which solids 28 pet 
butter fat. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
printed and lie on the table. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the substitute offered by 

Senator from Mississippi, to which he will address his ren 

2 o'clock, 1 understand it, eliminates the manufac! 

m the consideration of this measure and provides, in 
tance, that the goods shall not be introduced into the ju 
tion of a State other than that in which it manufacti 
thus making the introduction the only offense under the |! 

At the last session of Congress the principal objection, an ! 
inv judgment, the strongest objection, which was urged ag t 
the measure was that its provisions were not directed sj). 
ally enough against the manufacturer of the goods of the « 
acter prohibited or intended to be prohibited by the act. 

The substitute offered by the Senator from Mississi})i a 


he 
t 


The proposed amendment w 


‘ 
‘ 


ir 


as 


is 


very radical departure from the plan of legislation pres: 1 
by the bill reported by the committee. It provides that it lI 
be unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation to ship, 3 
port, or deliver for shipment or transportation from one 

to another, ete., making that the prime offense. 

I merely make these suggestions that the Senator from \! 
sissippi in supporting his substitute may be advised as e 
manner in which it presents itself to the minds of the com: 
or to my mind, 

Then, again, in section 14 of the substitute. offered by tle 
Senator from Mississippi, in the definition of drugs it is pr l 
that 

The term “drug” as used in this act shall mean all drugs d: 
cines, and preparations Intended for medicinal purposes and re ! 
in the United States Pharmacop@ia or the National Formulary 4s “3 


| or medicines for internal or external use. 
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And that is the limit of the prohibition. That, of course, | yet perform the s ea 
es not include patent medicines or the many nostrums that § trade 
» sold as drugs. I at first looked at these y 
So the substitute offered by the Senator from Mississippi ex- | tically repeated the w s 
ts, first, the manufacturers out of its provision, and, second, paragrap! nd I was f 
patent-medicine men, two of the principal sources of evil at | a closer inspection ans 
‘h this legislation is directed. tion the court would 1 e 1 
Chere are other objections to the substitute offered by the Sen- I suspected them, the 
from Mississippi that will be referred to after he has pre- | amendment 
nted his views in support of it. Now, I desire to pl Se 
Now, as to the amendment offered this morning by the Senator mendment sible 
Ohio {[Mr. Foraker]. It is the one referred to by the | harm to this bill. So much for that 
or from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose]. It is supported by | words of lin tion. If w 
is known or may be denominated as the “ liquor interests.” provision of the bill If I 
s an attempt to take out of the bill which your committee has The bill provides as 
rted every element of protection against the very evil, so Mr. FORAKER. Mr. Pres 
as that trade is concerned, to which the bill is directed. It The VICE-PRESIDENT DD the & 
yposed, in line 8, on page 10, to strike out the word “ added.” to the Senator from O 
t represents a controversy between what is known as the Mr. HEYBURN. I as S 
strict whisky men” and the blenders or rectifiers. The para Che bill provides as fol g 
h reads: Firs t is ble 
ase of liquors, an article shall be deemed adulterated if it nt ¢ Ss of ‘ 
ny dded ingredient of a poisonous or delete ious « ter a 
he word “ added.” after very mature consideration by youl rt iS, those ¢ d S 
ttee, was adopted because of the fact that there is to be t | s d g 
1 in nature’s products, as she produces them, poisonous sub 
es, to be determined by analysis. Nature has so co ’ W t objection « t ‘ s 
that they are not a danger or an evil—that is, so long as sage unless the ) e of 
e left in the chemical connection in which nature hs o1 ga nh ave gz the 
: ed them; but when they are extracted by the artificial pro Now I yield to the S« 
: of chemistry they become a poison. You can extract Mr. FORAKER. M1 
from grain or its products, and when it is extracted it is s I understood hi 
dly poison; but if you leave that poison as nature embodied endment I offered is 
the original substance it is not a dangerous poison ew s e ] - 
agency of poison at all. ‘ : , I 
. 1 order to avoid the threat that those who prodnes Su] ‘ i 
tly legitimate article from a natural product might |! ed 
- ible because the product cont ed nature’s } s 5 
bs wight sufficient to provide gainst the dd f , S 
bstance that was in itself a poison, and thus e1 has g = 
E s of existing co tions in nature’s product ry ~ S 
son the word dded is in the bill. Fusel « : M H URN 
; If you extract it, it becomes a single active ag of en I g 
on, but allow it to 1 in the combinatic ; 
B s placed it, and, wh t is nominally a pois t is g 
ess one, or comparative / , 
i the amendment proposed the next paragraph, co 
B ‘ 1, it has been sent ¢ ess To every ine er ol 
4 vy. 1 have hundreds of ti tl ave been rec i, « 
Ee t the instigation of some ‘ } center of ‘ 
Bs ‘ inating from what is known as the “distillers” « 
a 9 } } ss 
i ‘ the cou which proposes to strike <« 
he wi ~ nd such fact is not plainly stated « I 
F igre i which su | r is offered for sale.” - 
: The fact that “it is blended or rectified or < 
admixture of different grades of the same liq 
rk you or ¢ s, or is mixed with, other su 
These are the words they want to modify, m 1 ; 
out. They were too wily for that. 
i HOPKINS. Where is that in the bill? 
‘ HEYBURN. In lines 12 and 13, on page 10. They wer eet t 
= vy to propose to strike those words out; but der th : 
- of shrewd counsel as to the interpret ion the ‘ i M ro \ I 
ace upon certain words of limitation they have sug Ss 
ye that the words “and the label of the p ice w 
Ae is offered for sale does not co the } e 
Bs or ‘ rectified’ or ‘ vatted. Those are the 
3 that they desire substituted, so that under the ‘ 
i rule of interpretation of the words and rases g Ss 
ad to limit the scope and intent of the entire S S 
So that unless liquor comes within one of those 1 : 
will not come under the purview or within the s 
f any part of the parag They become w : Y 
7 ‘ e! 7 ‘4 
wyer knows and must see the effect of the obje I t = 
d be very easy for these re rs or blenders or con Tere : 
begus liquors to invent a new me for their process it I 
re all reference to it off of the bottle. and if they were I t ~ 
e court upon the charge of \ ng this law they | « s fro < 
say, “We have not vio the W these are n I business 
goods. thes« re not re omnis, these are not vatt ‘ I 
‘ S these are goods under sowe « precess that was ut L kr i 
oned or forbidden by the provisions of the statute.” That | was s to mx 
they are after. They want to leave the field open to have writte t re 
iselves, so they may change the name of the process and | whom I do know I 
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make any reference to them here this morning, as men of hon- 
orable and good standing in every way in the community where 
they live and where they do business. I do not think they are 
men who would engage in an effort to get into a bill in a sly 
way something that would give them an unjust 
something that Senators would not understand, something that 
would be an imposition in the results which would flow from it 
upen those who would be interested in this legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 having ar- 
rived, 
which 


2 o'clock 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. <A bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the people of 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and 
State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; and to enable the people of 
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I will ask the junior Senator 
from Ohio if under the agreement he will consent 


right to the hour and allow me to take the floor on the measure 
that has just been under consideration. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, with the understanding that the 
unfinished business shall be temporarily laid aside I will be 
very glad to yield to the Senator from Mississippi, it being 
understood that the unfinished business shall be resumed at the 
conclusion of his speech. 

Mr. MONEY. I thank the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 


yield to the Senator from Ohio? 


advantage, | 


the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, | 


to waive his | 





Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I will occupy 
only a very few minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly; just as much time as .you wish. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will oceupy only a very few minutes in | 
answering the remarks made by the Senator from Idaho, in 


charge of the bill, and then I will yield the floor. I will be very 
much obliged to the Senator if he will allow me to conclude my 


remarks at this time. I have some other engagements that will 
take me out of the Chamber. 

I was speaking of the character of men who have written to 
me. L was saying that they are not men who would undertake 


to do anything in a sly and impreper way. I can not vouch for 
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In the labeling of a barrel or a package containing blended whisky, 
we do not consider it objectionable to use the words “ blended” or 
‘*‘vatted,”’ but it would be directly against the interest of our blended 
business to be compelled to brand or print the formula of such a blend 
on each package, as it would be publishing to our competitors the exa: 
contents of such a blended article upon which we have used many year 
knowledge and experience in successfully introducing such an article to 
the trade. You will no doubt agree with us that anything whic! 
would compel us or any other firm in the liquor business to publis 
the secret knowledge of our different formulas would be unfair. 

In this tonnection we wish to say that we are heartily in favor 0; 
the provisions which prohibit the sale of any liquors adulterated, 
which contain any ingredient of a poisonous or deleterious charact: 
and we shall always be ready to assist the Department in prohibitin 
the sale of such liquors. 

Thanking you in advance for your careful consideration 
communication, we remain, 

Respectfully, yours, 





of 


Oo 


THe Star DISTILLERY COMPANY. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBRER. Right there it might be well to ask the 
Senator the question, What portion of the Heyburn bill re 
quires that the formula for blended whisky should be pu) 
lished? 

Mr. FORAKER. I was about to come to that. I will speak 
of it right away, if the Senator will allow me to do so. 

Mr. McCUMBER. My understanding I may say of the bill is 
that there is not a single thing that requires it, but on the con 
trary the bill is so drawn that it prevents any attempt to compe! 
a disclosure unless there are impure ingredients put into the 
liquors themselves in addition. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, that may be true, but it is 
not clearly the proper construction of the language that has been 
employed. I spoke to the Senator having the bill in charge 
about this matter a few days ago. I asked him to interpret 
the language that had been employed, for I understood it was 
claimed that there was a provision in the bill which would app!) 
to these goods that exempted the sellers of them from putting 
on their label the formula which the writer of this letter called 
my attention to particularly. My attention, when I made 
quiry about it, was called to the following language at the top 


| of page 10, preceding the amendment: 


| prietary ” 


those whom I do not know, but I want to read the character of 
letters I have been receiving, and I read only from those of 
whom I have a personal knowledge and for whom I can vouch 
as being honorable men who would not act except in an honora- | 
ble, legitimate, and straightforward way. Addressing me, this 
writer, Hl. F. Corbin & Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio, says: 
H. F. Cornin & Co., WHISKIES DISTILLERS, 
}25 Bast P | Strect, Cincinnati, Ohio, February 9, 1906. 

Hion. J. I FORAKI Washington, D. C 

DAI I You will be receiving inclosures similar to the one we 

a \ i 

Wh is this amendment 
n is idea embodies the sentiment and desire of every upright whole- 
s wi vy and liquor merchant in the United States, as evidenced by 

t ; of the National Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association and 
1 i independ State organizations, our own Ohio Wine | 
= \ ‘iation among the numbe1 
ction on the part of the liquor trade to a pure-food 
omething which the better element of the trade has 
urs ut while that is a fact it does not seem just to 
nfair, unreasonable, and uncommercial requirement as 
e original bill. 
‘ racefully quiesced to every requirement except 
unfairness, it certainly seems that this in- 
i mitted, and we trust you will use your best 
d gainst it for the welfare of those who are 
e their faith, reliance, and confidence in you. 
H. F. Corpin & Co, 
I Mr. President, that does not read like it was written 
who was wanting to perpetrate an imposition on the 
etting in a sly and improper way something into a | 
t! id not be there It impressed me as coming from 
le man just by the character of the letter: but aside 
from that IL knew it was from that character of a man. 

Llere another letter from the Star Distillery Company, of | 
Cinch if Ohie, on of the most reputable of the business | 
houses of that character in our city. They say: 

fue STarn DISTILLERY COMPANY, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, February 10, 1906, 
Hon. J. B. Foraker, Washington, D. ¢ 

Dean Str: We desire to address you in regard to the provisions of 
the pending Heyburn pure-food bill. We inclose herewith a copy of 
page 10 of said bill, showing what words we would like to have left 
out, for if these words should be in the final bill, it would act detri 


to the interests of our business. 


mentally 





Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed as 


requiring or compelling proprietors or manufacturers of proprietary 
goods which contain no unwholesome added ingredients to disclose their 


formulas of production, except in so far as the provisions of this : 
may require to secure freedom from adulteration or imitation. 

That was the language to which I was pointed as exempti 
the dealers in blended whiskies from putting on the label wo 
showing what the formula for the blend was. 

But when I made inquiry as to the exact meaning of “* pro- 
goods (and 1 made inquiry of quite a number ol 
brother Senators) I was told by every one of them that that had 
relation solely to patent medicines. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 


yor 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘The Senator will remember that I called 


his attention, upon his making inquiry of me, to line 13 on 
page 10, which prescribes what shall be stated on the la 
and that being the requirement and the only requirement, 2nd 
being one made to specifically apply to the label, the law would 
so construe it that no other thing than that prescribed would be 
required to be upon the label. 

Mr. FORAKER. So the Senator did call my attention to 
or I called his attention to it, I am not sure which did it 
We both saw it. I had read the bill repeatedly; I was no! 
norant of the language there, but I was in doubt as to wha 
language meant, and I wanted to get from the Senator who 
charge of the bill and who had employed this language a tru 


Des 


t, 


construction of it, that I might know whether there was ‘ly 
basis for the alarm which these constituents are manife g 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly; but if the Senator will Ww 
me I would like to get through. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 1 will promise to detain the Senator [ut 4 
moment. Inasmuch as I yielded to the Senator before | re “d 
this point, which I will proceed to take up, I would like to «al! 
the Senator's attention to the language to which I have just 
referred. It says: 

If it is blended 

Referring to the liquor— 
or rectified, or consists of admixture of different grades of the e 
liquor, or contains or is mixed with other substances, and such ! is 
not plainly stated 

The word “fact” relating to the enumerated conditions iat 
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are specified in the former part of the paragraph; and the word | deleterious character before it is required to be published to 
“facet” would never be construed to go beyond them. It would | the world as an adulterated mixture? It seems to me that 
be sufficient to state that fact in the language of the statute | every kind of ingredient that is deleterious or poisonous ought 
itself under any rule of construction. | to be stricken out. 

Mr. FORAKER. I agree with the Senator’s proposition, The Senator speaks of fusel oil. I do not know much about 
generally stated; but when you come to construe that lan-| it. I only have heard that it is a dangerous oil, and it may 
cuage and apply it to a particular case, then the trouble be- | be that the Senator’s explanation is suflicient. I did not realize, 
vins. If they blended whisky, there is no question but that the | however, that there was the kind of difficulty to be met with 
printing of the word “ blended” would meet the requirements | which he suggested; but it does not seem to me that the explana 
of the statute. If it be vatted goods, using that word tion he gives is such that the word “ added” should be left in 

Mr. HEYBURN. Vatted goods are not there. | the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know; not there. Or if it would be recti- | Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to state to the Senator that 
fied goods, the use of the word “ rectified” would be sufficient. | on Saturday a representative of a number of the 
But now the Senator introduces into the bill other language. | hinations of importers in the United States came over from 
It is, after passing by blended or rectified goods, “or consists | New York to confer with me in regard to the amendments to 
of an admixture of different grades of the same liquor, or con- | which the Senator from Ohio is directing his attention. and 
tains or is mixed with other substances.” Now, that fact must | after explaining them as I have explained them here to-day, 





largest com 


be stated also, But how would the Senator state it? | this representative of these importers told me that my explana- 
Mr. HEYBURN. In the words of the statute. tion was entirely satisfactory and that he was prepared to say 
Mr. FORAKER. Put all this on? | for those whom he represented that they would no longer pre 
Mr. HEYBURN. There are only five or six words. the amendments. Their objection was simply because they did 
Mr. FORAKER. We will say ~ mixed goods.” Would that not understand the legal import of those words. As to the 
iswer the requirement of the statute? word “added,” he admitted, from his personal knowledge of 


Che gentlemen who write me say they are afraid the con- | the manufacture of liquors, that it was wisely inserted in the 
steuction of that language would be such as to require them | bill, because the liquors in their natural condition already con 
to put their formula on the label, and they do not want to put | tain poisons that might be extracted from them, but which un- 
their formula on, extracted did no harm. 

if the bill intends nothing more than to require them to Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President. I have not heard from the 
siy “mixed goods” or “blended goods” or “rectified goods” | gentleman whom the Senator converted to indifference as to 
or “ vyatted goods,” there is no objection to it; but I submit the | this amendment, if not actual hostility to it, much less of |! 


LS 
Senator owes it to an important trade, addressing us as they | desire to have the amendment withdrawn. So I must be ex 
do—I mean the trades who are interested in this proposition cused for having offered it, for I have heard only one request 
ddressing us unanimously from all over the country, to make | from my constituents, and that is that this kind of amendment 
his bill plain. should be offered to this bill and should be put into this bill 


If one of these gentlemen were to ask me for a construction, | if we could sicceed in doing so, and the request is founded, 
I would not have any trouble about the blended goods; I would | it seems to me, on just grounds. 


tt have any trouble about rectified goods; I would not have I do not know that there is much more that IT want to sav. 
any trouble about vatted goods. I do not know exactly what | If the word “ added” serves any good purpose there, I do not 
vatted goods mean. object to its remaining; but gentlemen who are entirely f 
Mr. HEYBURN. I did not use the term, because it does not | with this business do not think that it does: and to the g 
mean anything. layman it would seem that any kind of an ingredient ought to 
Mr. SPOONER. What does it mean? | be stricken out, whether it might be added or not, that was 
Mr. FORAKER. I do not know what it means. If some | poisonous or deleterious in the alcohol in its natural state be- 
one will bring me a dictionary, I will find out. I would be) fore it was rectified, blended, or vatted. 
obliged to some Senator if he will look at it while I proceed. I will now tell the Senator what “ vatted”’ means, as I have 
When I come to this last clause I find where I would have | been informed by the dictionary. 
trouble. If the Senator were appealed to by orfe desiring to | I read the definition of the word “ vatted: ” 


} cre) . ship ‘ » ne > { é ix “oo fT s . aia 
bel goods which had bee n made up of an admixture of coods, Vatted.—Stored or treated in a vat. Vatting.——The process of 
hat would he advise him to put on the label as a suflicient | patted. 
compliance with the statute? | Vat.—1. A large vessel, tub, or cistern, especially for holdit 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will reply to the Senator. I would ad- | for treating something in liquid during a manufacturi 
| j ste i » langu: me I sts by is pack brewing or in tanning; usually named from the opera 
se him to state in the anguage of the statute that this pack- | 9, heating vat, dipping vat, draining vat. 2. A 
age contains an admixture of liquor or other substances. used especially in The Netherlands. 3. Metal nile 

. -r 7 . . » +s ‘ shie ae “eo » “hy iber connecter wi < nir 
Mr. FORAKER. That the Senator thinks would be sufficient? — to — a A chamber connected with a calcini 
Vy , ’ . * “ } P Trying ore, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to give the Senator the reason | *° @) 
for the incorporation of that language. Upon the analysis of a| I think I have read enough. . | 
rge number of samples they were found to contain sometimes Mr. HEYBURN. I will say to the as gyn aah Pigg ig rei 
s low as 5 and 10 per cent of liquor, and the balance was made up | I asked this man what vatted meant, 21 d he sa d, Being 
various substances of anything other than liquor. Now, it | put into a vat for the purpose of doctoring. Phat avas his d 








s intended to cover that class of cases. nition, and I think it a very good one. 
Mr. FORAKER. I have no objection to the Senator having Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that this word “ vatted 
the label all he wants to have there, if he will omit the for- | is at all essential to what he seeks in this bill? ; 
ila, which is, of course, a trade secret. I do not understand Mr. HEYBURN. The bill does not use the term. That was 
the gentlemen who are writing me have any objection to | in an amendment which has been offered 
: having there all that he thinks ought to be there, as he has| Mr. HALE. It seems to me that should be stricken out. I 


explained himself; but what they want is that the bill | do not know what force enews: ie: 18M. . Want deen the Ser 
| tell them what ought to go there. They have no objection | from Ohio say about it? 


putting on that their goods are blended, or that their goods Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Maine will allow me 
rectified, or that their goods are mixed goods; but there | will answer it as I understand it. The bill, as draw provide 

zht to be some general term, like the term “ blended,” that | in the section that is to be amended, according to this pr 

uld satisfy the law, and they should not be required by an | tion, that if the liquor “is blended or rectified, or consists of 
ertain statement that might be so construed to require them | admixture of different grades of the same liquor, or contains, o1 
expose on the label the formula by which they mix their | is mixed with other substances,” that such fact shall be t 
ls. That is all that I think they want. on the package in which such liquor is offered for sale; 1 

Now, I wish to speak of this particular amendment, as the | fact shall be stated on the label—that is to say, if it be bl 
iutor did, answering first as to the word “ added,” which the | it must say “ blended;” if it be rectified, it must say “ 

iecndment provides shall be stricken out in line 8. I listened | There is no trouble down to that point 

the Senator’s explanation of it with much interest and appre- | Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

tion. I thought when the amendment came to me and I| Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me only a1 

id it and saw the word “added” stricken out that that was | I wish to answer the Senator from Main The troub! 

very proper amendment. Now, listen to what the language | in construing the language which follows at the 

that is to be thus amended: tified.”” That relates to an admixture; the word 

In the case of liquors, an article shall be deewed adulterated if it | is employed in the amendment I have offered ¢ . 

contain any added ingredient of a poisonous or deleterious character. | it is an admixture. If the liquor be blended, the , 


Why should it be an “added” ingredient of a poisonous or | have on it “ blended;” if rectified, the 











appear; and if vatted, that must appear. If, as the Senator 
suggests, the word “ vatted ” means “ being doctored,” it would 
notify everybody to steer ciear of vatted goods. 

Mr. HALE. I will say the impression made upon the ordinary 
mind is that that word is entirely unnecessary in the Senator's 
amendment. He does not need that. 

Mr. FORAKER. What word would the Senator suggest, I ask 
him? 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me that word is not at all essential. 

Mr. FORAKER. The only reason I think it to be essential 

that I have learned from letters that have been written to 
me that the men engaged in this business are of the opin 
ion that the language employed would require them to print 


on their labels the formula by which they manufacture their 


goods; and that is all they want to escape. 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator refer to the word “ added?” 
Mr. FORAKER. No; “ vatted,” not “ added;” I have passed 
that: but in reference to the blended or rectified goods the bill 


says that the fact must be put upon the label. 
must stated if the goods consist “of an admixture of 
different grades of the same liquor,” ete. They claim that that 
would be done, I suppose, by a vatted process; they want the 


also be 


word “ vatted” to indicate that the goods had been treated in 
that way 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will say, if the Senator will indulge me, 
that the word “ vatted” is so broad that it means that they 
may put the liquor in a vat and do anything to it. They would 


know liquor had been vatted for some unholy purpose. Let me 
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derstand they want this amendment. “ Blended” would tndi- 
cate such goods as they are dealing in. “ Rectified,” the same. 
But “vatted goods” would indicate, if the Senator be right 

and I do not know anything about it—the kind of goods the 
are not manufacturing, and that term “ vatted ” would prote 

them and the public from that sort of injury. But the reason 
they wanted the word “ vatted,” as I understand from their let 
ters—I do not know anything else about it and have not talked 


| with any of them on the subject—is that they do not want to be 


| and he said that was not required. 


required, if that be the meaning of the statute, to print thei 
formula on the label.\ I asked the Senator what was required 
If that be not required, 


| occurred to me it might be made plain by inserting anotl« 


It says the fact 


eall the attention of the Senator to an instance which actually | 
occurred, as I understand 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will permit me to encroach | 


upon his time 
to an instance of very recent date. I would say that I take this 
a New York paper, a dispatch that is undoubtedly authen- 
c, because I called the attention of the gentleman who was 
vere on Saturday to it, and he said it was undoubtedly true: 


rom 


' 
7 
i 
4 
{ 
} 
i 








but a moment further, I wish to call his attention | 


word, and I was about to call his attention to that, leaving o1 
what they have suggested : 

That nothing in this act shall be construed as requiring 6r compelli 
proprietors or manufacturers of proprietary medicines or goods, etc. 

The Senator from Idaho interrupted me to say that ft! 
provision against requiring the formulas to be printed applic 
to this class of goods that these people write to me abo 
The only question is whether or not the words “ proprietary 
goods” will be construed to mean only patent medicines, 
whether they will be construed to mean any kind of goods for 
which a man has acquired the right to use a label. If that 
word should go in, there would be no trouble. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 9, just before that, the Senato 
will observe that— 


= & 


In the case of mixtures or compounds, which may be now, or f 
time to time hereafter, known as articles of food sold under their « 
distinctive names. 


All of those blended goods have their own distinctive names. 

Mr. FORAKER. My correspondents are perfectly satisfied, 
as I understand from all these letters, to put on the labels 
any general words short of the formula that will indicate the 
character of their goods. They do not object to that. If the 
Senator can think of some word that will suit better than 
“vatted,” there would not be any objection, I am sure. Any 
one word would give as much information as to the character 


| of the admixture as the words employed by the Senator in 


| the 


bill—and he has had it before him—would give. The 


| would be perfectly satisfied to put on the label that the mix- 


ture is of a different grade or the same grade. That is t 
language of the statute. That would not give anybody 


formation as to the formula. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I was absent from the Cham- 
ber for a few moments, and I do not know exactly what point 
in the bill is*being discussed, but I have heard some mention 
made here of adulterated liquors in vats and tanks, and al! that 
sort of thing. I should like to bave the Senator tell me just 


| what is proposed to be done here. 


of | 


WOOD ALCOHOL FOUND IN COMMUNION WINE—NEW YORK HEALTH COM- | 
M SIONEBR FINDS IT A CONCOCTION OF POISON, ANILINE DYE, AND 
‘ Me 
New York, February 14, 1906. 
Hi th ¢ issioner Darlington will begin at once ordering arrests 
i ration of food and drinks sold in New York One of the 
Ww e roucht against concern from which a sample was 
t ‘ munion wine, which upon analysis proved to be a combi- 
I wood ohol, aniline dye, and a poor quality of cider. 
M e arrests will be of sellers of adulterated sirups such as 
i er 
general forms of adulteration,” says Dr. Darling- 
many of which have been found to be nothing 
‘ As to the communion wine in which wood 
I derst i that it was purchased in the regular 
\ I { l was sold as a superior article. 
i , a8 test cases, one in each of the prin- 
d drinks In the case t! adulteration | 
wait il t law is amended 1! the legislature, a bill 
cn eady i ouuced.”’ 
M FORAKER Mr. President, what the Senator has read 
ls g v we are discussing, nor does it 
A YBURN. I was going to suggest, if I may, that that 
: ‘ind of a decoction or concoction that is made in vats; | 
I luet to which the provision of this bill that is | 
st <en out, or so limited as to be ineffective, | 
FORAKER. Then the word “ vatted” would be notice 


g s and the selling of them in 


the market as the Sena- 


t ! I will go as far as he will go in order to correct 
Ss] mposition as that on the public. But that is not the 
t at issue at all. The men who are engaged in blending 
g goods are not all making decoctions of that 
se who in that business in a legitimate way 
ected against such a thing as that. 
| Bl N rose 
r. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to proceed I 
\ oe f he is going to interrupt me every time I 
= I sl ver be able to get through. 
i] N I he Senator will indulge me 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
I Ler 1 Oo cle ines to vield. 
Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not decline to yield. I only re- 
! the Senator to allow me to conclude the sentence. 


quested 
Mr. HEY! 


m tha 
me Lit 


SURN. I was only going to say that if the gentle- 
Senator is speaking for—pursuant to these letters, I 
are not interested in men who are doing this, I do not 


Iresure> 


I 
know why they should put this amendment to the Senate to pro- | 
? 


tect men who are doing this kind of business, 
Mr. FORAKER. I was about to tell the Senator why I un- 


as much opposed to the preparation of | 


Mr. FORAKER. I am at a great loss to know how to make a 
satisfactory answer to the Senator, because this is a 
which I have taken up from a sense of duty to my constitu 
and those appealing to me for what they think would be 
fair treatment in this bill. I have exhibited a great m: 
ters here—I have received hundreds of them—asking me to 
an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. At what point? 

Mr. FORAKER. To change the language employed o1 
10 so as to strike out the word “ added,” in line 8, there! 
hibiting any ingredient of a poisonous or deleterious cha 
instead of prohibiting the “added” ingredient. The & 
who has the bill in charge has explained why the word “a : 


| was employed, and he may be right about it. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Possibly I can explain to the Senator t 
is meant. I have studied this whisky question a little. I used 
to be head barkeeper, as they called me in South Carolina. \ l 
the dispensary was inaugurated there, and I know a good l 
about it. 

The added ingredient would be some adulterant for the pur- 
pose of coloring or to give it some flavor. There might a 
more dangerous ingredient that would be in the spirits a 
come from the still, and that is fusel oil, the most des of 
poisons. The mean liquor—what is known as the “meanest of 
mean liquor ”"—is due to the fusel ofl that is in the crud 


hol instead of deodorized alcohol from which fusel « has 
been extracted. That would not be added, because it come a 
the corn. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not think that ought to be used a 
beverage under any circumstantes, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Neither do I. 

Mr. FORAKER. I would so amend the bill, if whisky 8 
natural state has a poisonous ingredient in it that is dan 5 


to life and health, as to prohibit the sale of it. I wi he 
Senator, out of the abundant knowledge that he has of (4/5 
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de, would frame an amendment prohibiting the sale of liquor | think it best to have two laws applying to sat 


tla .- 2 : . 7 |} ment would be under different departments and off 
t has ¢ > - Such ¢ i I , jc} ' . 
has iny fusel oil in it, uch an amendme nt would not | "| wish to thank eter Galina aay attention to the 
inybody any harm and might do a great deal of good. | gave me the opportunity to explain them 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will explain further what little I know ! I am heartily in favor, as are all reputable wh 


food bill be passed, but we want it just to oursely 
public. 

I feel that if a proper food bill is passed by ¢ 
different States a guide to go by, hence the import 


ut it. The bulk of the whisky sold in the United States has, 
the basis of its manufacture, spirits—that is, alcohol car- 

ed to the highest point of distillation, which is 95 per cent of = 8 sae | 

} ‘ ¢ P 1° 6fAT , rs .Y ’ carry i ‘ » Shar eing thoroughly looked into efore passec 

lcohol and 5 pet cent of water. If you carry it any highe y; i tiet tes Gee ies eommmetion & teara that Mr. Wile 
ignites. ‘There are two kinds of alcohol. One has fusel | the name “whisky” apply only to goods at 100 


oil in it, which comes with the grain and gives the flavor; the | other reason than to form temperate habits t 





other has the fusel oil taken out and is known as “ deodorized aml an SEE the evade 2 200 ~¢ oat ane ‘aie ee 
hol,” and is the basis of every fine blended whisky in the | in my opinion. i think for the health of the consu 
VW rid. proof the better. 
[ . y Se : 14 Mr. Hough is well versed on these matters, and 
\ . 4 ‘ » , . ‘ ‘ 
r. HALE, What is fusel oil? f s too much I would like you to give him an interview at 
\Iir. TILLMAN. Fusel oil is that chemical property which | and I have informed Mr. Hough of my request to you 
sts mainly in the hull of the grain and in the peeling of the | Again thanking you, I am, yours, very truly, 
iit. It gives flavor, and it is a deadly poison. Therefore, | 
y liquors, fresh from the still, are very dangerous to health | Mr. FORAKER. In view of the discussion we 
(| very injurious. You have to wait and age them for a year | the conference I have just now had with the S« 
two or three or five years before the fusel oil that is left in | of the bill and other Senators, while the lette: 
juor changes to ether of one kind or another and gives the | I move to amend on page 10, in line 3, of the bill, 
nutty flavor of which connoisseurs are so fond. I am not an | “ proprietary,” by striking out the word “ goods 
©) t in the taste of whisky, but I know a little about how it | the words “ foods, drugs, or liquors;” so that it 
ade. I never could tell whether whisky was good or bad or | Provided further, That nothing in this act sha 
fferent by the taste. The on!y guaranty I can offer as to | requiring or compelling proprietors or manufactur 
itv is to have the man who wants pure whisky get it from foods, drugs, o1 liquors: which contain no 1 nwl 
a _ nt bonded -arehouse before ¢ a “ectifiers . | dients to disclose their formulas of production, e 
roverhnmen Onder ware 1OUSE efore any rectifiers or | provisions of this act may require to secure freedot 
ders have tampered with it. | or imitation. 
Mr. FORAKER. Further answering » Senator's sti anny : 
. FORAKI R Further answering the — ers am aulen, Mr. MONEY. I understood that there would 
the other part of the amendment I offered relates to lines 13 day on any of the amendments 
$ . . . | ‘ ‘ ‘ i i Ss. 
i4, to strike out the words “and such fact is not plainly Mr FORAKER No 
ed he pdekage i hich such li - is offered f sale ”’ —— ee ae 
d on the package in w hich such liquor is offered for sal Mr. MONEY. Does the Senator want 
to insert what follows in quotations. The Senator perhaps | ment now? 
¢ he as . “| f . j ‘ Ave ! ra eel . : 
. a . eee ae ei oe = mere: : 7 Mr. FORAKER. I offer the amendment now 
1 ILLMAN. Let us go back to line &, if the Senator will | on when it is reached, if there be any object 
ible ; Mr. MONEY. Very well. 
PORAKER. I have got through with that. Mr. FORAKER. Then I will let the other 
Mr MILEMAN, have not got through with it, however. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendm« 
Vir, FORAKER. The Senator can discuss it with the Senator | fron, Ohio will be stated. 
} » hi : shharca . 
: - a the bill in ch 7 ‘ , a The SecrRETARY. On page 10, line 
’ PMILLMAN, No; i want to discuss it with the Senator prietary,” it is proposed to strike out the word 
Ohio, whose constituents are pleading with him to try and | jpcert “ foods. drugs. or liquors;” so as to read 
I ect them. 
: pre “ot IDrOCDw . . . Provider ther, That othing 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio | 07 ee Tene eee ictars 
to the Senator from South Carolina? foods. drugs, or liquors which contain 1 
FORAKER. I will see how much the Senator wants to | ents to disclose their formulas of production 
bout it. I was about to conclude my remarks on that De tmitatt of this act may require to secure freed 
E after I had secured the reading at the desk of a letter ia : F 
e a Cleveland manufacturer. Mr. FORAKER. Let the amendment be prin 


; TILLMAN. The Senator can put the letter in at any | the table until it is voted on. 
F { P The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without object 


FORAKER. I do not know this gentleman, but he wrote | the order of the Senate. 


very intelligent letter. He presents the argument much Mr. MONEY and Mr. TILLMAN addressed tl 
than I ean. I do not know much about the matter. I The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator fr 
the Secretary to read the letter. It will give better infor- | [Mr. Money] is recognized. ; 
1 than I ean give. Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Missis 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, | me for a moment, I hope, as I “ butted in,” as 
retary will read as requested. [ desire to explain my position a little re ¢ 
« Secretary read the letter, as follows: The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen 
sippi yield .to the Senator from South Carolina? 
CLEVELAND, Onto, February 3, 1906. Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 
B. Foraker, Washington, D. C. Mr. FORAKER. I want to say that I was a 


SENATOR: I again address you in reply to your esteemed favor | pec¢ause I was speaking in the time of the S« 
ments sent me under date January 20. : : 
ted in my previous letter, | knew nothing about the amend- | 5!PP!- y : } 
but I have since investigated the matter, and I learn they were Mr. TILLMAN. I will get through as soon 
aoe by Mr. Warwick M. Hough, of St. kam, . wae &, 88 | take some time a little later on. I will addr 
doubt know, the attorney for the National ‘holesale Liquor : 7 ‘ a. i wand * aAda 
Association of America, for reasons as follows: i as I want to make now t _ the word added, 
dment 1 was suggested in the interests of the health of the | the correspondents of the Senator from Oh 
onsumers, who ought to be protected against too large a pel I will explain that so far as my invest 
’ of fusel oll in their whisky. The amount of fusel oil which | 


ait 


; Ss si) on — mmnohiv int he atter ‘ 
ed in any straight distillate depends entirely upon the care | ttl i to so very thoroughly into the matte t , 
» distiller exercises in watching the fermentation and then in | pure whisky 1s very rare. Most people do not 
5 the distillation when the vapor temperature rises above the | pagson that it has, as is stated in the letter jus 
: point of ethyl alcohol: and when any straight distillate con ' : ; Whisky ght to be distincu 
large percentage of fusel oil it always represents the efforts of aleohol in it, ‘ SKY ougn t e GISUNSI 
ee ller to get the largest possible yield from a bushel of grain. classes. There is whisky that comes from the 
(his reason also the word “ added,” in line 8, is asked to be tampered with at all, except to add d stilled 
: ecause, although the fusel oil has not been added, still it is 7 > ] by reduct 
Pe i in the whisky. necessary percentage of alcohol by reduc 
P. ving the word “ added" the whisky consumer is not protected | is manufactured or rectified. All blended 
Bis t the fusel oil I believe you will See the point ee ' at 4 — aa awa , 
; . skies, as IL said a moment ago, have, as 
egard to amendment 2, it seems perfectly plain that the words whiskie “» . » deodoriaed rie 
fact,” line 13, relate to the word “ substances,” same line, under | that is, alcohol, either deodorized or not. 


statement of ingredients or formula could be required, and for | cohol is the purest form of alcohol in the \ 


end dee ten ee ee ee ae poison in it at all; but it has no flavor, and 


and all of line 14 be erased; and as a safeguard, and to make ah , a il ees 'S ie edie 
ly plain that all that is required is to have the mixture labeled | drink it. You may reduce it Be tae mocesear) 
hic ate blended or rectified goods, we ask the amendment be added. | addition of distilled water and it is a pure, « 
third amendment, to strike out lines 15, 16, 17, 18, is asked. be- | giogr water. It has no color at all: it has m 
the object intended to be covered by that provision is already cleat wate ks ‘ ie! os oe all: at 
red by section 3449, Revised Statutes, United States, and do not | burns you and intoxicates; that Is all; ana 
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to drink, at least those 


I have seen have never been willing to 


drink, for that purpose alone. 

The added ingredient referred to in the bill I take to mean 
coloring matter, which is put in the water-white alcohol to 
sive it color and also to give it smoothness, or make it a 
little less biting on the throat. 

Mr. HALE. What is put in it? 

Mr. TILLMAN, Well, they use burnt caramel, various dye- 


tuffs, and one thing and another to give color to it. They also 


use what is known as “beading oil.” I do not know exactly | 

what it is. It is a chemical. I got a sample of it and carried | 

it home to South Carolina for our chemist to try to investigate. 
Mr. HALE. Is it pernicious? 


Mr. TILLMAN, It is poisonous, of course. Beading oil is added 


to the alcohol to make the bubbles come. If you take pure al- 
cohol and pour it out from one glass into another it simply 
drops down to the level without a solitary bubble on it; but if 
you take pure whisky and pour it out, there is always a nice 


bead there. The fellow who wants to get rich selling cheap al- 
cohol for fine whisky will put this beading oil in the poorest 
form of aleohol, and he will put burnt caramel in it, and will 
make gin, rum, brandy, or whisky, and sell it in the market. 
Pure alcohol, as I said, is the basis of fine blended whisky, 
and the other things added to this alcohol are the old pure 
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whiskies that have never been carried above 60 per cent in 
their distillation, and water added. They are put in Govern- 
ment warehouses as whisky and left there in charge of the 
Government to age. 

Of course men take it out and carry it to their own stores or 
cellars and warehouses, but so long as the stuff stays in the 
wood it will change very little, and no chemical reactions will | 
change the contents of the barrel. But as soon as you put it in | 
glass and seal it and the atmosphere is excluded, there is said to 


be no change whatever, and whisky that is bottled before it 
has aged in wood is considered by those who are experts never 


to get any better, whereas if it is left in the barrel it improves 


up to six or seven years, and then they say there is doubt 
whether it gets any better or not. There is very little of it 


that old, unless you find some man who buys it and lays it 


vay with the idea of tickling the imagination of some one by 
saying, “ It is thirty or forty or fifty years of age,’ and so on. 

here is another strange peculiarity about whisky. You may 
put it in a barrel and seal it hermetically, It will go there, 
say, at 100 proof, which is the full Government standard 


that is, one-half alcohol and one-half water—the difference being 
that whisky is regarded as proof when it is one-half or 50 per 


cent, and alcohol is only pure when it is 95 per cent—that is, 
full strength 

You take a fine alcohol and pour it into a vat and add some 
two-stamp whisky, as it is known, or straight whisky, that has 
come out of the Government warehouse and been aged by 
natural process, with its aroma and flavor increasing every 
vear. As I say, you add a certain percentage of this two-stamp 


whisky to your pure alcohol, and by adding some coloring matter 





and some sugar in the way of burnt caramel, you get what are 
known as the finé blended whiskies of commerce, selling for five 
or six dollars a gall But they all haye at the bottom the de- 
odorized alcohol, which is worth $1.27 gallon, I believe. ‘To 
tuke out the word “added” would simply destroy the oppor- 
tunity of punishing the adulterator for adding coloring matter 
and sweetening matter and bead oil to the product in order to 
banal le | customers 

I do Ci to trespass longer on the time of the Senator 
from M : 

Mr. MONEY There is plenty of time. 

Mr. HEMENWAY Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Missis 

pi y » the Senator from Indiana? 

\M MONEY For what purpose’ 

\l lik ‘NWAY I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield 

af ' MENWAY lL submit an amendment to the pending | 
] wil i | > have printed and lie on the table 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 

na i the table 

M MONEY Mr. President, there is no doubt that there is 
a general demand everywhere for some reform in the manufac 
ture and preparation of food, drinks, drugs, ete. There is no 
doubt that a great many frauds are practiced which not only 
enrich very hastily the people who are guilty of such prac 
tices, but rob the people of health and strength And therefore, 
T assume, there is not a Senator here who does not sincerely 
desire that there should be a pure-food bill of some sort. The 
trouble mainly has been, however, that pure-food bills have 


been brought in to serve some special purpose rather than to 








| prohibit the 
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effect any general reform, and it is also true that some of t! 
ablest. Senators in this body have been unable to accept 
pure-food bills which have been offered, because they authorize! 
the General Government in some measure to infringe upon t! 
police powers of the several States. 

This is a consideration which I know has operated in my o\ 
mind frequently, because these bills formerly went to the Co 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, of which I have the ho: 
to be a member, and I know, also, that others were troubled 
it exceedingly and could not reconcile themselves to the pass: 
of measures which would seem to encroach or give room for a 
sort of encroachment upon the police powers of the States. 

The police power of the State or of any municipality, of any 
organized or unorganized society, is one of those inherent and 
inalienable powers that is necessary for the preservation of 
society itself. Therefore, it is very wise, indeed, that Senators 
should be careful in considering propositions that may tend in 
any manner to give a color to any pretension on the part of the 
Federal Government to encroach upon the powers of the States, 

I have never before, in a long legislative experience, had the 
courtesy extended to me of a gentleman offering to launch 
into the discussion—in other words, be a sort of curtain raiser 
to my speech; and I must thank the Senator from Idaho | Mr. 
Heysurn] for his kind and thoughtful consideration in taking 
the floor for the purpose of making a few anticipatory remarks 
in order that I might be fairly put into the discussion. 

I also, I suppose, should thank the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. McCumber], who said the other day that he did not 
impute any improper motive to me in offering this bill provid- 
ing for pure drugs, drinks, and food. I had that read to 
I did not see in what kind of connection that voluntary in 
dorsement of honesty could have been introduced. I do w 
suppose the Senator intended to impute any improper motiy: 
to me about this matter, because he could not do it in justice to 
himself. 

But I will say, in order to return the courtesy, that I do 
not believe the Senator from North Dakota, who introduced 1 
similar bill in a previous Congress, or the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Heypurn], who introduced the bill in the present ( 
prepared, I believe, by somebody in the Department of 
Agriculture—had any improper motive whatever, nor do | 
impugn their motives in any way. 

Mr. HEYBURN.,. I should not like the Senator to be under 
the impression that this bill was prepared by the Departiment 


i 


y 


\ 


rf 


gress 


of Agriculture. Neither the Department of Agriculture nor 
any official connected with it ever saw it until after it was 
introduced in this body, nor was it ever submitted to them 

Mr. MONEY. Very likely. I accept, of course, the Senator's 
statement; but as a general thing the Departments do prepare 
these bills; and I must say that if this bill has gone through 
that Department, it would have been a little better than . 
as prepared by the Senator from Idaho. 

The substitute which I introduced here is one that was pre- 


pared by the secretary of the National Food Manufacturers’ 
Association. It was prepared with great care, and wis sub- 
mitted to a very eminent lawyer, a distinguished ex-Sen 
as to its constitutional character. I then went over it 
regard particularly to that part of it, and took particular care 
that there should not be a solitary line anywhere or any 
that could be construed as an encroachment upon the | 
powers of the several States; and those who do themscly 
the justice, before the vote, to examine this amendment | 
way of a substitute, will see that this is true. 

The bill has been indorsed by nearly all of the trad 
commercial papers of the United States, and has met wii! 
approval and indorsement of almost the entire food and drug 
industry of the United States, so far as they have read th: e 
and expressed any opinion. 

The association that has adopted and indorsed the si 
composed of about 300 food manufacturers, among them 
some of the leading and best known firms in the United 
The codfish industry of the Atlantic coast as well as tl) 
fish industry of the Pacifie coast want this bill; Californi 
ners and preservers and dried-fruit packers want this bil 1e 
leading manufacturers of catsups, jellies, jams, and pr 
sweet pickles, and every other food product in which a pi 
tive must, as a necessity, be used want this bill. The 
aeceptable to and is asked for by the reputable and honest I- 
facturers of foods and drugs, who want a food law th i 
adulteration of foods. The association 
the bill represents about 22 of the leading food industri: ( 
the members of the association are seattered from M: t 
California. 

I will say that most of these have expressed their © =) 
proval of the Heyburn bill, so called, and the various ¢: 


nd 


ihe 
ie 


wR 


ind 
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| 
associations, which met last week at Atlantic City, declined | imperil the comfort, the health, and the lives of millions of 
io indorse a resolution favoring the Heyburn bill. ple who can not protect themselves 
I will state further that the National Live Stock Association I had a man, a small grocer in a very ll town Mis 
ssed a resolution at their late meeting, only two weeks ago, | sippi, approach me, who told me that he had r . circu 
1 which they condemn the Heyburn bill and ask in the interest | from a concern—in the State of Ili -—: a 1 not mis 
their industry that something else shall be passed instead. | taken—that proposed to sell him terra all oO} hite ent 
will ask the Secretary to read their resolution, as they are | ground into an impalpable powder, not to 
important association, involving a great deal of money and | appearance from flour, and notified him th h 
large number of people, and as they are producers of the raw | $6 a ton, for the purpose of adulter 
iterial, it ean not be said that they have conspired against | he could not afford to do without it, because ry 
the health and comfort of the consumers of the United States. were using it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re There are a lot of men, whet { ‘ ‘ 
cuested. the stockholders, who are wholesa : I 
The Secretary read as follows: very staff of life unto the helpless and we 
R lution adopted by American National Live Stock Association at its _ the mouths of those who rb ; ib he 1 
nnual meeting held in Denver, Colo., January 30, 31, and February | and infirm, the young and the rei, » need iris ‘ 
1, 1906. more than they do medicine, to tl { ‘ 
While fully in sympathy with the passage of a national pure-food od a little longer on dirt—white dirt 
Be ne er ea Neccl industiyn it is om beliet that certain | _ ‘That is a matter which the States hav 
} now pending in Congress, known as “ House bill 4527" and “ Sen with generally, and what we want her il] 
1 88,” are indefinite ae and va : a sae eee ae will protect tke limited districts and the , 
ay hn wet one a Sateen’ te left t> abe Bareau of Chem people who are directly under the jur i f N 
practically delegating legislative powers to that Bureau; and Government, and at the e tin to l 
has these bills have not ween, nor ean ey be, diac eee. able in its requirements, so effici ; . 
O That tt > reese Wettaeet See Stock en te an adulterators of foods and drugs ul medic : 
convention assembled at Denver, February 1, 1906, is opposed to | not only stop the practice, so far as we « » it 
ize of these laws in their present form, and we therefore direct interstate commerce. but also so just a } . 
{ xecutive committee of this association to carefully investigat: the themselves will modify theirs. so as to bh : - 
sions of said bills and to make protest against any part thereof a ; ; : , 
h is injurious to the live stock and meat producing interests of this uniformity prevail throughout the United State 


ry 
Mr. McCUMBER. 
ling of the entire paper. 


Is that from the beef trust? 


\ir. MONEY. It is from the National Live Stock Association. 
Mr. McCUMBER., Is that a part of the beef trust? 
\T 


MONEY. I do not know whether it is or hot. 
he raise horses and cattle and some other things. 
irt of the beef trust. I do not know. 
WARREN rose. 
MONEY. The Senator from Wyoming is competent 
s] : on this subject, and I yield to him. 

Mr. WARREN. If the communication is from 
Live Stock Association, and I assume it is— 


The mem 
They may 
to 


the National 


Mr. MONEY. It is. 

Mir. WARREN. They are diametrically the opposite of the 
beef trust. In other words, if there are any victims of thé bee! 
1 t, they are the victims. 


\fy 
Mil 


MONEY. 


I so understood, but I preferred that a gentle 
who 


a distinguished member of the association, and a 

t horse and cattle raiser, should answer the question, as. he 
could do it with much better authority and more knowledge. 

One objection which the Senator from Idaho presented to 

n the outset of his remarks was that I did not include the 
word “ manufacturer ” in this bill. The bill reads this way: 

at it shall unlawful for any person, firm, or corporation to 


transport, or deliver for shipment or transportation, from any 
e or Territory, the District of Columbia, etc. 


is 


be 


' 
it 


follows the language of the Senator’s bill. If that does 
I include the manufacturer, then there is nothing compre 
ve enough in the English language to do so. Who is it 
that delivers and ships but the manufacturer? But as all 
t ’ bills can relate only to what are called by the court 
; inal packages "—whole packages—in order to bring it 
\ n the power of Congress to regulate commerce between the 
states, every person who offers it for shipment, or delivers it 
shipment or transportation to another, comes within the in 


tion of this provision. If that does not include the manu 
turer, then the words do not mean anything at all, and they 
co hot mean anybody. 
he substitute preserves somewhat, I think, the right of the 
le who are engaged in honest manufacturing, and I do not 
© anybody ever will stand up for a minute and support 
nanufacturer using an adulterant, much less a poison. 
Senator says only the chemical combination creates po! 
that nature never provided any poison. That is so « 
at variance with all the information I have on the sub 
(and I am quite familiar with a great number of the most 
Vv poisons that nature has provided without the aid of man 
chemistry) that I do not see how the statement could have 
i made. If the Senator meant it to apply simply to food, 


YY 
tirely 


1] 


‘hat is another question, because no man ever selected as a food 
pr duct of nature that was a poison. 
‘here are a great many men in this country engaged in adul 
tl (ing food and drink and drugs who ought to be, whether 


re is a law for it or not, hanged by the neck. They are the 


people who, for the sake of a few dirty dollars, are willing to 





I regret to state that I did not listen to the 


There another thing that I t Te l 
and that is the fact, without mentioning i 
certain official, who may die to-morroy d his place b 
by another man—the present occupant of 
great ability and fine character, to whom I |! 
but something of admiration—is made t 
manufacturing interests of the U1 1 St f 
products, drinks, and drug re ¢ l I ] ! 
who are appointed by the Secretary of Ag I 
ealled agricultural chemists They may | ] 
ists, but I do not know whether any of the re | 
chemists. 

They hold their meetings in cities ¢« eni for trad 
anybody, I understand, can appear before them and 1 
defense he pleases of his preparation, but the have no re 
of their meetings; they have 1 ste pher: not! 
preserved. They pay more or less attentior L do 1 | 
how much—to these statements 1 le before then | the 
proceed with their work. This otficial—not 1 r } now 
hereafter—under the Heyburn bill, h he po ) 
brand of “fraud” or “adulterated” to be imp | 
sort of pare kage of food or drink or medicir and tl 
diately paralyzes that trade. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the tor f M 

yield to the Senator from North Dakot 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply want to y that whil Si 
tor’s statement is correct, it based up ] 
forming of the bill. That prov LW nded t 
after conviction in the courts, and nt f 
chairman of the committee to modify it col 

Mr. HEYBURN The amendment has alread leer ! 

Mr. MONEY. I am glad to know - and | to 
almost any change would be an improvement 

Mr. HEYBURN. “After final judgmé 

Mr. MONEY. Let us see what tha \ { 
judgment ” of whom? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of the courts. 

Mr. MONEY. Of the courts Do I und d Sy 
to say that he has cepted an amend! bil 
courts can first inquire into these pr 

Mr. HEYBURN. Section 4 of the bill « tly 
to which the Senator is addressing h re ’ ned 
that the Bureau of Chemistry shall ascet 
them to the Department of Agriculture Ihe det 
thing except facts. The Secretary of Ag cde 
nothing. He reports the facts to tl Ur is d 
attorney for the district in which the off 
United States attorney then is authorized to met 
the United States court under the prov I 
law. Until the court renders its final jud 
not be given as to the stamp of fraud uw 

Mr. MONEY. That is exactly what is ! 
stitute, except that the Secretary of Co 4 
the power to do it instead of the Sect of A I 
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am very glad the introduction of my substitute has had some 
effect in that direction, for it is almost the language of my sub- 
stitute, except it is not the Secretary of Agriculture, but the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor who is to have charge of 
this matter under my substitute, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to suggest to the Senator that 
this bill, of course, provides also for a hearing of the parties. 
When it is found that the goods which have been obtained from 
them are subject to the provisions of this bill or are adulterated 
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or impure, they are given notice, and they are afforded an 
opportunity to be heard, and that constitutes the findings of 
fact That hearing supplies the facts which are found and 
reported as a basis for action, and unless they are found—— 

Mr. MONEY I am very glad to know there has been that 
much improvement, 

Mr. HEYBURN, That is not a change in the bill. Section | 
i of the bill as originally reported contains that provision. 
The only proposed change is the insertion of the words that 


were originally intended to be in the bill and through some mis- | 


tuke in transcribing were dropped out—*“ after final judgment.” | 

Mr. KEAN. What line is that? 

Mr. MONEY. Bills of this character, as I remarked a while 
ago, have been going to the Committee on Agriculture. Since 
this new Department was organized they have gone to the 
Committee on Manufactures, operating in connection with 
that Department. There is no necessity that I can see why 


this bill should go to the Committee on Manufactures unless the 
whole subject is transferred to thet Department. I know that 
the way this matter has been conducted heretofore has been 
that the chemist of the Agriculture Department, in conjunction 
with those appointed by the Secretary to assist him, have never 


made, as far as I could ever learn, any quantitative analysis 
of foods, drinks, or medicines or anything else. They have 
made a qualitative analysis, and under that a great many evils 
have been done and great losses have been incurred by manu 


facturers who were perfectly honest in the preparation of their 
food products. 

lor instance, in undertaking to analyze a 
chemist naturally to find whether 


. . 
cesires 


there 


food product, the | 
is anything | 


whatever of a trace of certain articles usually used in the prepa- | 


ration of food products and in their preservation 
nh their preparation in their preservation 

salievlic acid, sulphurous acid—not sulphurie acid 
number of others which have been used simply 


boracie 
and a large 
in the quantity 


ais 


necessary to preserve, but not in a quantity generally that would 
injure anybody Whenever it is used in that quantity it be 
comes the province of the chemist to determine it, but no such 
attempt has been made up to this time by the Chemist of the 


Agriculture Department, so far as I have learned—that is, by 


quantitative analysis to find out what was the proportion of the 


preserving article to the whole product. 

For instance, you can not, so I am informed, put up meat, 
especially sausages and articles of that kind, without a small 
trace of boracic acid; and my substitute fixes the quantity 
beyond which they can not go without incurring the penalties 
of the law, which are fine and imprisonment. It permits thein 
to use a very small percentage of preservative to the whole 
product, a percentage of which can do no harm to anybody 
taken in the quantity that is used for the preservation. 

Now, a case in point happened where a carload of sausages 
went to Pennsylvania from Chicago. An analysis was made, 
nd it was found that there was a trace of boracie acid. The 
leonnsvivania authorities said, *“Boracic ac id is a poison.” 
Therefore it was stamped “ poison,” and that carload was sent 
! to the shipper at his expense, Profiting by that expe 

enee, a rival in business sent a ecarload of sausages not pre 

ved by boracic acid or anything else and it was rejected 
t contained ptomaine poison, Ptomaine, you know, is 
alkaloid-—it is a cadavarie alkaloid. It is a product of the 
decomposition of meat and also in one sense of particles of the 
re of the human frame. So the one carload was con 
a wd for containing boracie acid (and if a man had eaten 
the whole carload of sausage the boracie acid would not have 
hurt him) and the other ecarload was rejected because the man 
ufacturer could not preserve his meat without subjecting him to 
the penalty of the Pennsylvania law and his: meat was con 
demued becausk it contained ptomaine Here is the injury 
inflicted, with no attempt, however, to determine how much 
could be taken with impunity or with safety. 

My bill proposes to limit the amount. I say “my bill: " 1 
introduced it at the request of these gentlemen. Here is a 
proportion, a percentage, that can be used of certain preserva 


tives, and the best chemists in the world say 
injurious : 
rhere is also a method by which it can be decided whether ¢ 


that they are not 


vr 


not so much | 
acid, | 
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not the manufacturer or producer or deliverer of these goo; 
has done anything which would be deleterious to the geney.| 
health. In the first place, the officers of the law will take th) 

samples, which he is authorized to purchase. In that matter |; 
follows the laws of pretty nearly every State in the Union, .s 
well as those of Great Britain. Massachusetts and other Sta(«; 
have such a law. Three samples shall be taken, one of whi |) 
shall be analyzed by the chemist, not an agricultural chen) 

but a hygienic chemist, the chemist in the division of cl: 

istry of the hygienic laboratory of the Public Health and \| 

rine-Hospital Service, whose business it is to analyze thine, 
concerning health and life, and not an agricultural chen 
merely, nor an analytical chemist merely. Before any action 
ean be taken against a man the analysis must be shown }h 
He is permitted then by his own chemist to make an analysis, 
and then he can go to the court and appeal, and there he has his 
hearing; and the third package is there for analysis, if it is 
deemed necessary by the court, the reports being submitte 
from the two other chemists—the Government chemist and the 
chemist of the manufacturer or the preparer of these foocls, 
So there is no danger of a man’s business being broken up |x 
fore he has had a hearing, as there was under the original }i/), 
which I am glad to see has been amended in that particular. 

It is not necessary to go into any general statement about ile 
desirability of something being done. The only thing is to do 
it so as to protect the rights of everybody. Heretofore there |) 
been an indifference manifested as to proprietary drugs, wedi 
cines, food products, ete. 

The Senator from Idaho objected that there was nothing 
here that mentioned patent medicines. I use this langue, 


iS 


“ Drugs, medicines, ete., according to the standard of the Na» 
tional Pharmacopeia and the United States Formulary.” They 
are the authorities to fix standards in this country. [I do not 


know of any other, and I do not presume anybody else kiovws 
of any other. The standards are to be so fixed. We must go 
to them to learn exactly what is pure and what is impure 
You can not expect the proprietor of a medicine that is propri 
tary—that means an exclusive use and monopoly, a patent, ot: 
to put on a label, tag, or anything else that is going to disclose 
the secret of the composition, in which he is secured by the 
patent laws. Those laws do not simply grant a monopoly, but, 
to use the language of the Constitution, they are to secure 
right of his invention. It is the granting of a monopols 
secure the right which already inheres in the discovery, 1 
vention, or whatever it is, that he may have invented, cis 
ered, or compounded, and is not in any strict sense a mono) 
but the exclusive right is secured for the purpose of encoui 
invention. 

There is another thing in the bill that I have offered as 4 
substitute. Whenever there is a well-known article of food 


the 


to 


i” 


| which has been used we admit it as a lawful component part of 
a preparation under its trade-mark or name. I have in mind 
right now Lea & Perrin’s Worcestershire sauce, which lias a 
| world-wide use and reputation, and has had for a hundred 


| 





years or more. That, under some ruling of your commission, 
whatever it may be in future, has been rejected, because {1 
ingredients were not printed in their preportion upon the labels, 
or something of that sort. Some of the States require thes: 
be printed; some do not. Some require that in the prepur 
tion of jelly the word “jelly” must be used; others do tot. 


oO 


So what is good in one State is bad in another. A 
facturer sending his goods from one State to another willoul 
knowing what States they are going to or what sort of 4 Ihe! 


is to be put on, finds that what is perfectly acceptable to one 
Stute will be objectionable to the next State. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr, President-——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississi)p! 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly, 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator was speaking about hav! a 
formula for the use of boracie acid in the preseryat! of 
meats. IT understand his bill provides for a certain perc se. 


Mr. MONEY. Yes; no formula, but simply a percentas 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to hear from the Senator on 
that point, as to how that is superior to the bill under consi'°r 
tion, As I understand the pending bill, it does not prohil): ‘he 
use of boracic acid in the preservation of meats, but le: il 
for the court to determine on complaint as to whether 4 er 
quantity than is healthful to be used is used or nof. 

Mr. MONEY. That, as I understand, is the amen 
which has been offered, It was not in the original bill, I 
have been addressing myself to that. 


Mr. McCUMBBR. 1 do not understand the Senator 


original bill simply provides that a persen may use als Be 
Ile may use strychnine, if he wants, as a preservative; | 
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courts must determine whether or not the quantity that is used 
3; injurious to health; nothing more and nothing less. That 
has been in the bill which I reported time and again, and it has 
ot been changed. It is in the bill pending to-day. 

Mr. HOPKINS. With that explanation I should like to hear 
from the Senator from Mississippi on the point as to whether 
he formula provided by him is better than the bill as pre 
ented by the committee. 

Mr. MONEY. There is no formula provided. It is simply a 
per centum, That would be determined by the best chemists 
who have been engaged in the chemical work of these great 

anufactories. 

Mr. MeCUMBER. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not better not to have that in the bill 

all, beeause under the present bill, as I understand from the 
reading of it, and as explained by the Senator from North 
Dakota, that amount of boracie acid can be used without sub 
jecting the user of it to the penalties provided in the bill? 

Mr. MONEY. Well, the advantage of mine is that the manu 

urer knows exactly what 
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to put in and is not subject to | 


ny inquiry by the courts. 
Mr. HOPKINS. But the trouble with that, to my mind, is | 
that if it should be found that a fraction over that amount is 
ed, then the person becomes liable to the fines and penalties 


the bill. 


Mr. MONBY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It might be that upon chemical analysis | 
the proportion that was used might not be deleterious to 
health, and under the present bill it would not subject the 
user to the penalties of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, if the Senator will pardon me—— 

: Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 
Mir. SPOONER. Will we not have different standards ap 


d in different parts of the country 


ir. MONEY. Of course. 

Mr. SPOONBR. Whenever the Federal courts happen to 
become involved in a trial of the question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to ask the Senator if we have ex 
perienced chemists who will be called upon on trial to de 
t tine it, and they say that it is not deleterious to health, is 
that any objeetion? 

ir. MONEY. I will answer the Senator by saying these 

es may be tried in any number of courts and testimony may 
| ven by any number of chemists. According to my opinion, 


inufacturer has his chemical analysis and the Depart 
in have the analysis of the Division of Hygienic Chem 
here, the Bureau of Quarantine and Publie Health, and 
the court can have an analysis if necessary. tut here 
indard fixed, and the manufacturer knows that if he goes 
da limit he has made himself liable to investigation and 
he branding of his goods in a way which will destroy his 
He does not have to wait until he goes before a court 
arrest charged with a penal offense and subject to fine 
imprisonment; but when he is preparing his goods he 
ws that if he puts in more than one-tenth per cent of one or 

‘ ialf per cent of another, and so on, that very fact has car 
ried him beyond the true line and he is subjeet to these penal 


is 


| ae 


Mr. McCUMBRR. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
| to the Senator from North Dakota? 
MONEY. Certainly. 
\ir. McCUMBBER. Then, as I understand the Senator, 
ll have Congress fix the standard. The committee thought 
t not to allow even the Secretary of Agriculture or his 
of chemists to fix the standard. 
MONRBY. I think myself it is better that they should not 
Mr. McCUMBER. They did not think it safe for any man or 
of men to fix a standard, and therefore they have eliminated 
‘rovision that would indieate that any person might fix a 
lard, Under the bill as it is now reported there is no 
lard except the standard the court and jury shall deter 
Suppose the court and jury should determine that twice 
imount of boracie acid would not be injurious, ought the 


m then to be convicted for using it, even though it was 
ter than the amount that is stated in the Senator's amend- 
ent? I do not believe there is a Senator here who knows 
t should be a standard, but we can all agree that the courts 
ill determine with a jury what is injurious to health when 


ed in large quantities. 
Right here, if the Senator will allow me, I would refer to the 


tement made by the Senator from Wisconsin. We do not 


he | 


Mr. MONEY. You would be wise if you 1 


Mr. McCUMBER., In every State w Ba 1 prol 
law or in every county where it may not be Libited 
whole State, the question submitted 1 e court 
jury whether or not the particular ingred t wl s 
was tnoxicating or whether it was not 2) 
might find a different standard Chat true ‘ 
matter under the criminal law where it ced 
by the statute itself. It would be impos 
me, who know nothing about these chemicals, t 
it would be even worse than giving it to the S« \ 


culture, 


Mr. MONEY. Of course I listen with p! 
the deliberate judgment of the Senator, but | 
yet how a jury is any more competent to nuch 
acid or sulphuric acid or any other acid i 
tion for the publie use than Congre 
means of getting information. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will answer the S 

Mr. MONEY. One moment. At last the 
upon the chemist; the court must 


depend up e che 
the provision makes three chemists testify 

the goods, whatever it may be. By cher 
been definitely ascertained that the amounts n ei in the si 


stitute bill, or they would never have been 1 f n it 


|} not injurious to health, but preservative of the food tl \\ 
offered to the public. 
It is a fact that it is the qualitative analysis t 
governed the practice of the Department up to s dat \\ 
know that in one of the States, and I believe Pay I 
taken in the State of the Senator who is the 
bill, the commissioner there declared that canned 
| California had a trace of boracic acid and he conde 
The firm that packed the goods declared that they never | 
boracic acid in it, and his reply was that | did 
whether they had put it or whether God Almighty hav 

it had beracie acid in it, and boraciec acid w: 

did not want it. and therefore he conde ied t ‘ 

As a matter of fact t is pretty we \ | 
everybody that when you get away beyond the M 
in what is called the “ alkali country,” and to the I 
all the Pruit, notably apples, have a lat tr 
and in the preparation of apples, in the 

| jellies or anything of that sort, one may 

of boracie acid. There was a lot o oods itely } “ 
| free, with not enough boracie acid to hurt anyt 

nature itself had placed there and, accordir te | 

from Idaho, nature never put anythin 1 the 

yet they were condemned. 

Now. it is intended to avoid these thin ad to ¢ 
manufacturer plainly to see his dut not to 1 te the ! 
at the same time to put in a sufficient g ntity of 
demned substances, as they ought to be, to preserve 

Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask the Senator a q 
there? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainl) 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator’s opentir 
his bill would not interfere with the p 

Mr. MONEY. I say that yet 

Mr. McCUMBER. He said it wa 1] 
purpose. Now, as a matter of fact, unk 
struction is entirely wanting, that is ex 
what the Senator’s argument leads to. | e the 
State chemist of the State of North D N h DD 
may have a law that no goods t rch 
be sold in that State. Now. the S« itor’s | 
that law, and provides that if it has not to 
1 per cent it may be sold in that State ‘ ‘ 
law is directly in opposition ul | 


spose to say what percentage of alcohol there shall be in | 
for instance, to determine its intoxicating qualities, and 
et in every State—— 


the State itself. 


here is searcely a State in the Union t |} 
positive law against the use of any one of 
that are mentioned here It is clear to mi it 
the Senator’s bill is to override those State lay \ 
the use of those articles and to allow them to ) 

I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact tha 
are nearly seven pages out of the whole number of 
amendment directed simply to the matter h you 
samples, and it so guards the use of the ples that 
on earth could ever get into court with one of fl 
You apply a new rule for the courts in the 
tion of the matter. 

The Senator finds fault with any standard " 
fix. The jury will have the chemist before the rhe 
will be before the court. The chemist w exa ‘ Lome 
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ticular articles. The chemist can be cross-examined before 
court, which he can not be before a Department. 
every possible safeguard around the man who is accused, and 


he must be convicted by evidence that will establish his guilt 


a 


beyond a reasonable doubt. Now, I can not imagine how he 
could be more safely guarded than by a provision of that 
character. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the Senator floated off on the 


tide of his own talk and got away from his original proposition | 


entirely, which was that according to his interpretation of the 
Constitution this infringes upon the State law, and then he 
adduced the instances. It is perfectly clear to my mind that it 
does not, just as clear as obviously the contrary is clear to the 
very clear mind, I will say, of the Senator from North Dakota. 
This applies only to shippers in original packages. The tag or 
label or brand is plain; it is easily discerned ; it is fixed to each 
one of them; and under the interstate-commerce law and under 
the of the Supreme Court of the United States that 
original unbroken package, perfectly within the control of Con- 
gress and the National Government, can go anywhere where the 
Constitution prevails. When it gets into the State, if it is con- 
trary to the State law, then when that package is broken the 
State authorities seize upon the contents of that original package 
broken, and then they punish the men who infringe the State 
law. If they can follow the tag back to the shipper or the de- 
liverer of the original package and show that he has violated 
the national law, for instance, taking either one of these bills, 
then it goes to the court and he is punished. 

I want to say to the Senator, what he seems to have over- 
looked, that here comes in the chemist, whose business it is to 
consider questions affecting life and health—the chemist of the 
division of hygiene in this bureau of public health. He is the 
officer to whom it comes first. Then a package goes to the man- 
ufacturer and he can employ his chemist. Both these analyses 
can be produced before the jury; and in addition a third pack- 
age, according to my bill, reserved for the court chemist— 
anyone who may be selected by the court—so the three can be 
compared, and the jury will have the benefit of all that. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mir. HEYBURN. I wish to suggest to the Senator that a 
rious objection to the fourth provision, on page 13 of his bill, 
that it fixes a standard that is not in accord with the stand- 
rd in most of the States. Most of the States would not permit 
e sale of articles containing the percentages mentioned in 


decision 


is 


ie 


2 


that fourth paragraph. It would result in the Government per- 
itting a manufacturer to ship into the State goods that would 


contraband under the State law. That is not fair to the 
It is the object of the pending bill to aid the States in 
the enforcement of pure-food laws. 
in its provisions to conform always to the limitations of the 


state 


State law If you were to undertake to ship into our State 
goods containing the percentages named in that fourth para- 


yh, they would be contraband when they arrived in the State 

i the packages were broken. 
onal legislation to do that kind of thing, does it not? 
Mr. MONEY. The Senator did not do me the honor to listen 
what I had to say in the beginning or he has easily forgotten. 
id that one of the principal objects was to make so reason- 

bill that the State would conform to it as near as possible, 


nd we would I 


Ls 


So it throws | 


It should be elastic enough | 


Now, it defeats the purpose of | 


ave a uniform system of pure-food laws through- | 
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the United States, the States getting together around the 

al legislation as a sort of nucleus, or being supplemental | 

for convenience of local administration and having the 

I t of local administration. There is not anybody here or 
elsey who would stand up more stoutly and more persist- 
v for the right of every State to regulate its police matters 

I That is my disposition. I am antagonizing all the time 
every effort to centralize this Government and endeavoring to re- 
tain witl the several States all that power which was reserved 
to them in the ninth and tenth amendments of the Constitution. | 

Mr. HEYBURN. But I would suggest to the Senator that | 
nearly all the States have pure-food laws. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand that. The Senator must not in- 
fer that I am entirely ignorant. This is no kindergarten, but 
the United States Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. My suggestions were based upon that con- 


dition of facts; I am not attempting to criticise the Senator or 
to impeach his knowledge. 


Mr. MONEY. As I remarked before, the Senator’s State, 
under his own State law, rejected apples coming from Cali- 
fornia, because they had boracic acid and because boracic 


acid is poison, and the law says anything poisonous shall be 








FEBRUARY 19. 


stamped “poison.” The reply to the sworn statement th» 
there was nothing in it whatever was that he did not car 
whether the manufacturer or God Almighty put boracie aci:| 
in it, it could not go there. The object is to correct just suc} 
legislation as that, not by the power of Congress, because \ 
have none, but by the persuasive power of national legislatioy, 
in protecting the public health and at the same time giving 

opportunity to the manufacturer of those products to elimina. 
anything hurtful and harmful, and to punish those who w 

fully transgress, so far as the Federal arm can reach thei) 
and haul them to court and, with the proper processes, confront 
ing them with witnesses and having the three chemists 
examine into the preparation and determine its character. 

Now, then, the original package must be labeled or branded 
or tagged so that it can be traced. It must be legible and dis 
cernible when it comes into the State, then it is broken and tle 
State law comes in, as it*should. Both Senators know very 
well that all the time original packages are being sent into 
States that have absolute prohibition of the sale. What about 
your liquor law and original packages going into a prohibition 
State? Can you stop them from going in? Yet with the per- 
fect right in your police power, regulating health and morals, 
you can say, “ You shall not distribute and sell, because then 
you come under the provision of our law.” 

Now, I respect the sentiments of the prohibition States, 
though I want to say I do not think a general prohibition |; 
ever effects its object. We have in my State what I consider 4 
great deal better, and that is the local-option law, enabling ea) 
county to determine for itself what it will sell and drink and 
use. And I want to say that out of seventy-six counties in the 
State only nine of them sell any kind of spirits. All the others 
are called “dry” counties. In all my experience as a voter | 
have never yet voted a “ wet” ticket. I have never signed in 
my life a license or a petition for a license for a grocery or a 
saloon, and I have set the example of being a temperance tian. 
I am not temperate, though, because I have determined to 
temperate and have sworn somewhere to be temperate and \ 
a blue ribbon, but because I simply have enough contro! of 
myself without any such assistance as is associated with rip 
bons and buttons to keep myself from being a brute. In the 
first place, I do not care anything about any of those tl 
never having learned the use, and if I had I have enough 
dence in my own self-control and resolution to know tli [ 
could quit any habit I might have contracted. As far as tlint 
is concerned, I do not know that I have a habit in the world, 
good or bad. I act every day just as I please, and I gencr 
please to do that which I think is right, and I take the cv 
quences. I have never charged the devil yet with any of 
sins. I have not done anything because he has tempted te, 
but because I wanted to do it myself. 

Now, the agency for the application of this law is, T think, 
properly in the Department of Commerce and Labor. It comes 
distinctively under that Department. The only thing we are 
concerned with particularly is the transportation question. \Ve 
are doing all that we are doing to-day in any proposition tliat 
has been made here by way of bill, substitute, or ameni: 
because we have the power under that clause of the Cons(tit 
tion which enables us to regulate commerce with foreign coun- 
tries, among the States, and with the séveral Indian f: 
That is the narrow ground on which we stand. Here is 1 


ve 


e- 


partment specially organized to take care of commerce snd 
transportation and manufactures. That is the proper 1) 

ment to put in force these laws, whatever they may be. e 
consider them and pass them. The Secretary of Agricul! is 


a man whom I have known for thirty years, a very hon 
industrious, and indefatigable worker. He is the best 
tary I have ever known there, I think, and there is no « 
but what he would want to do his duty. 

But the Secretary can be deceived as well as anybod e 
He has the particular line of work which is the duty en ng 
all of his attention. I can not understand why the Depart: 
of Agriculture, devoted to the product, the raw stuff, and 


ing else, should be invested with the authority and powe! 
minister laws which relate to the transportation of m 
tures. 1 do not see the harmony of the thing. It is in 
ous. It does not belong to that Department, and why sh { 
| be insisted on that the Secretary of Agriculture shall dis 
those duties? 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me to interru n 
right there? 
Mr. MONEY. Certainly. ; 
Mr. HOPKINS. Take the subject of meats. Under a 
1 OL 


that exist at the present time meats are inspected by a¢ 
that Department. 


Mr. MONEY. I know that. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Would it not be more in harmony to have The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississi 
hese chemical inspections proceed also from the same Depart- | yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
ment? All of our food products that go abroad must have the Mr. MONEY. Yes; I will hear the gentleman. 
tump of the Agricultural Department, Mr. McCUMBER. I thought the Senator d—I did not un 
Mr. MONEY. I understand that that is true as to the raw | derstand him thoroughly—that he saw not! m the md 
product; but we are dealing now with articles in transporta- | ment which he introduced here that would interfere with the 
‘ion, not with the raw product. The bill does not propose to | rights of the States. Am I correct about that’ 
ver the raising of cattle. It has no reference whatever, if | Mr. MONEY. Yes; that is what L said 
ie Senator will pardon me, to the meat product, but to meat on Mr. McCUMBER. May I eall the Senator’s attention right 
the ear, and that is where we get in—on the transportation of | here to page 3 and read a little portion of it? 
the meat product from one place to another. Mr. MONEY. Yes; read it. 
Che States themselves have legislated very well to a certain Mr. McCUMBER. Commencing with line 6 on page 3, I find 
extent on this subject. I have a list of such States here, and I | the following: 
have the State laws also. I had them copied, and I could read And no person, firm, or corporation shall be convicted under the p 
them if I had the eyesight, which I have not, but I shall ask | Visions of this act for having received in any State or Territ 
ae ee o _, | District of Columbia, or insular possessions, from any ther S 
msent to put them into the Recorp that they may be there | Territory, the District of Columbia, insular ion. of from & : 
r the Information of Senators who have not taken the trouble | eign country, and delivered in original unbrol ag 
, look into this matter for themselves. I call attention to that portion 
Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator to ask permission to | original unbroken packages, for pay or otherwise, ny art e f 1 
nsert them alt. or drugs adulterated or misbranded within the m« i 
Mr. MONEY. I shall ask to put into the Recorp such matter al ae branded, or tagged in man! - 
- consider of value toward the explanation of this subject. That provides that they shall all be tagged, showing tl lame 
rhe Secretary of Agriculture, as I have said, is a very useful f the manefacturer . 
and eflicient administrative officer. I believe he will always do = . _ aaa . ; . ' 
his level best; and yet we see his inability as we should see the Se time of so receiving and delivering said article 
ibility of any other Secretary to cover his whole Department. Phen follows : 
lle has a vast one. He has eight or ten laboratories ; he bas a | sq Yay State or Tertltcey the platelet of Coksmbin, Se insular pose 
‘at corps of scientific men who are working for the wages of | sion, from any other State or Territory, the District of Colum 
day laborers, and less, simply in the cause of science—gradu- | sular possession, or from a foreign country, any article of food 
ates of scientific institutions—some of them working for as low pot ye agg gag ig eg al en > 
as $40 a month, men who have graduated from American and | name and address, before delivering the same, for pay ot wi n 
so from European universities, speaking half a dozen Ian- | the original unbroken package, 
guages, and yet working for from $40 to $50 a month in the It seems to me that the real meaning of that section is that 
cause of science. In spite of the spirit of commercialism to-day | as to the person receiving, even if the State provides, as it Vv 
and the great desire of people to accumulate, there are quite a | provide, against the sale of adulterated or misbranded ar 5 
number of people who pursue an intellectual pursuit, not for | in original packages if they are a fraud—and adulteration dl 
n, but simply for the satisfaction which it gives them to} misbranding is a fraud—or if they are poisonous, and therefore 
make diseoveries for the use of mankind, not commercial, it may strike the goods in the orig l unbroken 
rhat sentiment is prevalent around the German universities, | packages, with those two exceptions. 
where any man who has studied to become a lecturer on a cer- Under the provisions of this amendment, if the retailer will 
tain topic or a certain science or a certain subject and who has | put the wholesaler’s name on the article he shall not be pun 
become famiKar with it, works for a very small salary, which | ished, no matter what the State laws may be. I can get no 
would be contemptible in this country, devoting his entire other construction out of that section; and if I am in error, 
iellectual research and knowledge to the elucidation of that | the Senator I know, of course, will be pleased to correct me 
question of science, philosophy, or whatever it may be. If one Mr. MONEY. Yes; 1 think the Senator is in error. He 
that number should leave that circle to engage in any busi- | started out with one idea and got onto another. He started out 
s and devote his great talents to mere money making he} with the idea that I was infringing upon the rights of the 
would ineur the sneers of his former companions. We have | States and then he undertook to show that it was an infringe 
also such people over here, but notwithstanding this the Secre- ment upon the rights of the Government. 
1 las great difficulty. His duties are every day extended as| Mr. McCUMBER. No; the State may punish while the art 
\ increase and diversify our agricultural industries, par- | cle is in the original package; but this amendment provid 
ticularly in stock raising. | that the State shall not punish—that no punishment shall be 
| have the honor of being a member of the Committee on | had—if the article is in original unbroken packages, though 
\griculture and Forestry, to which these bills uniformly came | be a fraud and though it be absolutely poisonous. I do not 
| the last two Congresses, and I know something of what | understand the construction of the interstate-comme! law 
\griculture Department does. I know something of the | as to original packages to mean that you can ship anything e 
\tirements and duties in that Department, and I know we | but what is known as a “ commercial article ; ” and that not a 
always overloading it. The Department of Commerce and | commercial article which is a fraud, such as aduite g or 
Labor was established for the purpose of unloading several of | misbranding or which is not commercial by reason of pu 
other Departments of the Government. We take a bureau | trescence or other reasons. The State can reach them there in 
one Department and a bureau from another and a divi- | the original unbroken packages; but no matter how great the 
from another, and we are getting under the Department | fraud, under this amendment the State can not touch the article 
Commerce and Labor those things which legitimately belong | while in the original package. 
that Department, and here is one of the things which, as | Mr. MONEY. The State can not touch the article in the 
h as any other thing, belongs there, because it is a matter | original package, it is true, but it can touch it whe r that 
transportation alone, which brings it within Federal control | package is broken; and it can not be used by the citizens until 
gives us jurisdiction because it is the product of labor, | the package is broken. ‘That is where the State steps in, when 
ufacturing labor generally. ‘ Manufacturing labor” I say | it comes to its sale and distribution. Now, I have to say to 
E general terms. The word “ manufacture,” of course, as | the Senator, while this matter is up, that I have endeavored 
lly construed, means made by hand, but it has now come | in my amendment to protect the retail dealer in the Stat 
ean made by machinery. At any rate, this is a business | who has been the object of a great many objurgations in con 
t legitimately comes under the consideration of that Depart- | nection with the sale of adulterated foods, by leaving hi: ut 
and is ineluded in these bills and these amendments. It | entirely, because we know that the small dealer can 1 ‘ 
‘possible for me to think that the Department of Agricul-| amine all the food in the packages that come to hi HH 
‘can conduct this business as satisfactorily as can the Depart- | orders by the half dozen or five dozen or gross, or what i 
of Commerce and Labor for the*reason I have just stated. | may be, and he can not stop to inquire into everythir 
| the amendment that I had the honor to produce here every | is sent him. Therefore I intended to make the orig 
- v'ovision is made to guard the rights of the States, which are | pounder or preparer of that food responsible ent y, | 
: to be infringed and can not be under the amendment. I | it is impossible to hold the retailer responsible w he | 
d a gentleman to indicate to me where this interferes with | not the ability to correct any of these frauds. 
te rights. A distinguisbed lawyer and an ex-Senator went Mr. McCUMBER. The point I wanted to make @ith tl 
ff vver It very carefully as to the constitutional question before | Senator was that his amendment did advance Federal |! 0 
’ as tlooked it myself, and he was satisfied that it did not. the police power of the State and nullify the police power to 
ir. McCCUMBER. Mr. President that extent. 
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Mr. MONEY. Well, that is a different thing 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the point I desired to make. The 
Senator said his amendment did not interfere with the State 
police power. 

Mr. MONEY. I want to say to the Senator that there are 
very learned judges of the Supreme Court who differ upon the 
sume state of facts, upon the same law, upon the same argu- 
ments, and the same Constitution. So it is not at all strange 
that two men with antagonistic views on this floor should differ 
a particle upon a proposition. The Senator holds to his view 
and I hold to mine. I think that is satisfactory to me at any 
rate. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I am able to continue this 
debate, because I am suffering with a very severe physical dis- 
ability. My old enemy, a neuralgic headache, has possession of 
me as usual, and [I shall for the present conclude by asking 
unanimous consent to incorporate in the Recorp, as an appendix 
to my remarks, certain provisions taken from the food laws of 
Great Britain, and acts of the British Parliament and of seyv- 
eral States in regard to a number of matters that come up in 
the consideration of my substitute. There are also a number of 





other things here that I should Tike to have printed. I will 
ask to have them all printed in the Rrecorp. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 


ld to the Senator from Texas? 


Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it has not been prac- 
tieable for me to give the subject of this bill and the substi- 
tute the attention I should like. I should be glad, if it would 
not ine ce the Senator from Mississippi, if in brief 
words he would explain the difference between the bill and the | 


substitute which he has offered on the relative jurisdiction 
of the State and the Federal authorities. In other words, if 
either the bill itself or the substitute of the Senator from 


Mississippi provides for the regulation of merely manufactur- 
ing establishments within a State, irrespective of transporta- 

m from one State to another or between the States and Ter- 
of the country, I should like to know that, because, as 
I understand, there is no authority on the part of the Federal 
to regulate manufactures in that sense. So far as 
the purpose of my present statement is concerned, it is only 


when those manufactures are being shipped within the mean- 


ritories 


(,overnment 


‘ of the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution that 
the Federal authorities or the Congress of the United States 
ive any authority to regulate or control them. As I stated, 


ing much epportunity to look into these matters with 





( to that question, if it would not inconvenience the 

Ser r fr Mississippi, I should be glad if he would explain the 
difference in that respect between the bill itself and his substitute. 
Mr. MONEY. I am very sorry that I am not able to go into 

it any further. But I will say to the Senator that the substi- 
tute which I have offered provides only that the Government of 
the | States shall interfere in the matter of transporta- 


tion ; and if any shipper or consignor or deliverer of goods shall 
se goods in the vehicles of transportation from another 
al hat under the Federal law, but he must tag or 

and o7 el them so plainly that you can trace them back to 
the shipper or manufacturer, who will then be liable to the 
i f f rr imprisonment if the articles that he has trans- 
red, or shipped, or transported in original pack- 
ing that is fraudulent or deleterious to the 


rf tes 


anvth 


o> ti ii} 
After the package has been received the State 
tes in its breakage and distribution. 


to say, Mr. President, that what the Senator said 
nt for the infringement of State laws is ineor- 
said that under this act it can not be done. The 
n proceed. This bill provides that the dealer can 
under the provisions of this act, if the goods 
I with the name of the manufacturer. 
mish just as they could, and as they have a right to 
do. ter w tever legislation we enact. 
I gret, Mr. Presi , that I can not proceed any further; 
it berty to have the matter I have referred to 
nserted as an appendix to my remarks. I may later get into 
le} r the ten-minute rule. 


tagged 


der + 


a : 
- a A «6m GLU | 


‘ CE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Mississippi will be printed in the 
REcORP as an appendix to his remarks. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

PEFENDANT ENTITLED TO PARTICULARS OF OFFENSE CHARGED. 
{English sale of food and drugs act, 1899; Law Reports 62 and 63 
Vict. ; Statutes 36-37, 1899.} 

Page 200, section 19, paragraph 2: In any prosecutions under the 


sale of food and drugs act the summons shall state particulars of the 
olel 


se or offenses alleged, and also the name of the prosecutor, and 
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shall not be made returnable in less time than fourteen days from th 
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day on which it is served; and there must be served therewith a copy 


of any analyst’s certificate obtained on behalf of the prosecutor. 
PROSECUTIONS STARTED WITHIN REASONABLE TIMB. 


[English sale of food and drugs act, 1899; Statutes 36-37, 1899; Law 


Reports 62 and 63 Vict.] 
Fage 200, section 19: 


When any article of food or drugs has be 


purchased from any person for test purposes, any prosecution under t 

sale of food and drugs acts in respect to the sale thereof, notwithstan 
ing anything contained in section 20 of the sale of food and drugs scr, 
1875, shall not be instituted after the expiration of twenty-eight days 


from the time of the purchase. 
USY OF PRESERVATIVES. 


[English sale of food and drugs act, 1899; 
Vict.; Statutes 36-37, 1899.] 


‘Page 196, paragraph 7: Provided, That an article of food shal! : 
be deemed to be adulterated by reason only of any preservative or co! 


Law Reports 62 and 63 


ing matter of such a nature and in such quantity as not to render ' 


article injurious to health. 


Michigan.—-The food law of Michigan permits the use of benzoat: 
soda or other harmless preservative when the fact of its presence 


stated on the label. 

Kentucky.—-The food law of Kentucky permits the use of pres 

tives when the fact of their presence in the food is stated on the | 
DIVIDING SAMPLES. 

Delaware.—Food law requires that samples taken be divided into 
equal parts, and one part offered to person in whese possession a: 
was found, with written notice of time, place, and date, when and \y 
said sample was taken, and that it was taken to be analyzed. 


Massachusetts.—Food law requires that before sample is analyze 
portion thereof shall be reserved and sealed by the analyst, and « 


complaint against any person such reserve portion shall, upon ap) 
tion, be delivered to the defendant or his attorney. 


[English sale of food and drugs act, 1875; Law Reports, 38 and : 


Vict.; Statutes 10, 1875.] 


> 


Page 578, section 14: The person purchasing any article with the 
intention of submitting the same to analysis shall, after the pur 
shall have been completed, forthwith notify the seller or his agent sell- 
ing the article of his intention to have the same analyzed by the | e 
analyst, and shall offer to divide the article into three parts to be then 
and there separated, and each part to be marked and sealed, or f: “d 
up in such manner as its nature will permit, and shall, if requi to 
do so, proceed accordingly, and shall deliver one of the parts to the 
seller or his agent. He shall afterwards retain one of said parts for 
future comparison, and submit the third part, if he deems it right to 


have the article analyzed, to the analyst. 


[English sale of food and drugs act, 1899; Law Reports, 62 and 63 


Vict. ; Statutes 36-37, 1899.] 
» 


- 


Page 196, section 


(a): The officer procuring the sample shall di 


vide the same into four parts, and shall deal with three of such parts 
act, 


in the manner directed by section 14 of the sale of food and dru 


1875, as amended by this act, and shall send the fourth part to 


+} 
ne 


board. 

Page 199, section 10: In the case of samples of milk taken in the 
course of delivery, or of margarin or margarin cheese forwarded by 
a public conveyance, the person taking the sample shall forward by 


registered parcel or otherwise a portion of the sample, marked 


and 








sealed or fastened up, to the consignor, if his name and address appear 


on the can or package containing the article sampled. 
IMPORTED GOODS. 


Page 195, paragraph 4: Where the commissioners of customs t: 
sample of any consignment in pursuance of such directions they 
divide it into not less than three parts and send one part | 


importer and one part to the principal chemist of the Government 


laboratories and retain one part. 


Where chemists unite agencies the particular properties of eac! 


which apart are well understood, but the combination results in 

ducing something not previously known which has a new or su 

use, it is an invention, to which, as a trade secret, a proprietary; 

attaches. (Eastman Co. v. Reichenbach, 20 N. ¥. Supp., 110.) 
COMPENSATION FOR SAMPLES. 


Colorado.—Requires that compensation be given. 
Connecticu?.—Requires that market price be tendered. 
Florida.—Requires tender of price of quantity required for a: 
Idaho.—Requires tender of value of sample. 
Kensas.—Requires. tender of value of sample. 
Kentucky.—Requires tender of market price of sample. 
Massachasetie.— Reguires tender of value of sample. 
Michigan.—Value of sumple must be paid. 

North Carolina.—Requires tender and payment of full sellin 
of sample. 

Oh i -Requires tender of value of sample. 

The Heyburn bill is a measure intended to regulate the retail : 
foods and drugs in the Territories, Distriet of Columbia, and 
possessions, and, in addition, to regulate interstate and fore); 
merce in foods and drugs. 

It ineludes food used by man or by domestic animals. 

The Heyburn bill is not a direct and complete law. It is not 
that contains all of itself within itself. It depends for its eff 
operation upon rules and regulations that may be made by 
given discretionary and arbitrary powers, and these rules and 
tions are not incorporated in the law so that they ean be und 
and the effect of the law determined. 

Under section 3 of the Heyburn bill power ts given to the 
of the Treasury, the Seeretary of Agriculture, and the Sec 
Commerce and Labor to “ make uniferm rules and regulation 
collection and examination of specimens of foods, drugs, medic!' 
liquors, ete.,”” and this power is not defined in any way. Tt « 
specify what right the party has from whom the samples al 
taken; his interest in the matter is mot considered. The © 
regulations these officials may make may be extremely fair: 
the other hand, it is just as possible that they may be ex 
drastic, unreasonable, and unfair. No one can determine w 
effect. of this section will be until after the bill has been passed 
effect and the rules and regulations have been made. 

Section 4 of the Heyburn bill gives the Bureau of Chemistr) 
Department of Agriculture the right to analyze samples of f 
drugs and medicines and liquors for the purpose of dete! 
whether they are adulterated or misbranded, and it goes on 








1906. 


RY — 


say 


ns are 


that if it shall appear from such examination that 
adulterated or misbranded or contain any added 
tances or ingredients the Secretary of Agriculture shall 


such speci- 
deleterious 
give notice 





itself 


scribes 


Tr 
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that 
that 


will 
any 


protect 


person 


retail dealers 
who can 


or any 


» the parties from whom the samples were taken, and also give public | and the guarantor liable. But it is not mand 
tice of the fact that such article is adulterated or misbranded. ‘The | sary for the retailer or person seeking prote 
t of this is that the Bureau of Chemistry of the Department of | or see that he gets one. The bill does not dir 
iculture has the right to determine what this law means and | tion, and the bill of the National Food Manufa 
her an article is adulterated or not adulterated under it, and | to do this in so far as possible. 
ether a substance is injurious to health or not. The courts of the | The Hepburn bill in the House is almost a 
d » not taken into consideration in this matter at all, but the | burn Dill, but contains another objectionabl 
‘ ‘ribes, in effect, that the Secretary of Agriculture, on the find provides, in section 7, that the Secretary of Ag 





and interpretation of the Bureau of Chemistry, shall proceed at 
e to publicly condemn the goods and warn “all other persons, asso 
tion of persons, or corporations” in whose possession like articles | 
y be found or known to be that such article is adulterated or mis 
inded under this act. 
Wherein does a man have “his day in court” under this section? 
right has the Bureau of Chemistry of the Department of Agricul- 
to interpret the laws of the land to any extent, and cause citizens 
punished on that interpretation by public condemnation of their 
ds by the Secretary of Agriculture? Why is a man not entitled to 
ial before a court and jury before his goods are publicly condemned | 
all people warned that his goods do not comply with the national | 
Should he not be given an opportunity to defend his name and | 
reputation of his goods? This section nullifies the rights of the 
ividual citizen and would permit an unwarranted usurpation of | 
- on the part of the Bureau of Chemistry, and ignores the province | 
the courts of the country, whose high and noble duty it is to inter 
the laws of the land and give all citizens fair and impartial hear 
before they are injured, even in the slightest degree. Such arbi 
and uncontrolled power as this section seeks to confer upon the | 
eau of Chemistry of the Department of Agriculture and the Secre- | 
of Agriculture should not be tolerated in any country that boasts | 
freedom and equality before the law. If any official is to be given | 
* to take steps that will injure any citizen, without going into the | 
ilar channels of justice to do it, then let that official be compelled to | 
a bond or some other assurance that if he makes a mistake and | 
res any citizen that citizen can have some redress, so that the offi 
can not screen himself behind his official position. The proper 
to enforce any law is to submit the facts, or the evidence obtained, 
court of justice, and let that court determine, from those facts and 
n that evidence, whether or not the law has been violated. The 
‘au of Chemistry and the Secretary of Agriculture should be com- 
| to follow this course and no other. 
e Heyburn bill also seeks to create a dangerous condition for the 
facturers of drugs when it attempts to regulate “any substance 
ded to be used for the cure, mitigation, or prevention of disease,” 
ilso states that a drug shall be deemed to be misbranded if it con 
any statement false or misleading in any particular, and does not 
ny way determine what is meant by the term “ false or misleading 
ny particular.” This again leaves it in the hands of the Bureau 
Chemistry to determine what is ‘ false or misleading.”” Under 
w no man would dare to tell the qualifications of his drug, or that | 
edicine or preparation was good for the cure, mitigation, or pre- | 
nn of a disease, unless he first went to the Bureau of Chemistry | 
consulted them and asked them if his medicine was, in their esti 
n, good for the cure of that disease. They would not have to | 
it under this bill, because they have a far more effective way of | 
E ing the article off the market by giving publicity to what they dete: 
: ind decide about the article. Such power should not be placed 
. ny man's hands. 
tion 4 also seeks to give parties accused a 
ils enforcing the law, under rules established by those officials; 
bi t the food manufacturers do not ask such hearings. ‘They want a 
they can understand and abide by, and they are just as willing 
ke their chances in the courts as any other class of people. 
‘he Heyburn bill is also indefinite in paragraph 4 of the definitions 
idulterated food, when it says that an article of food shall be deemed | 
e adulterated if it contains any added ingredient which may render | 
article injurious to human health. Who is going to determine 
t is an injurious ingredient? Under this bill a manufacturer can 
tell what he can use or what he can not use, and it is entirely 
1 the power of the Bureau of Chemistry, under section 4, to deter 
‘whether such article * * * contains any poisonous or other 
tance deleterious to the health of human beings or domestic ani 
* * * and public notice of the facts (determined by them) | 
» given by publication *°  * * to all other persons,” etc. Who 
erstand the meaning of this section, and where is the ir 
d man who will say that it is right to give the Bureau of Che! 
the power to determine such a question and to give the Secretary | 
\griculture the right, on the finding of the Bureau of Chemistry, to 
a man’s business out of existence by publicly classing his goods 
B il on the findings of fact and their own interpretation of the law? 
v iin, the Heyburn bill is indefinite and dangerous when it says that 
etary preparations which do not contain any poisonous or delete 
ingredients shall not be deemed to be adulterated if they are 
to indicate that they are mixtures, compounds, combinations, 
tions, or blends, and says, further: 
ovided, That the same shall be labeled, branded, or tagged, so as | 
& »w that they are of such character. ind provided further, That | 
é in this act shall be construed as requiring or compelling pro- | 
or manufacturers of proprietary goods which contain no un 
some added ingredients to disclose their formulas of production, 
in so far as the provisions of this act may be required to secure 








‘ \ 


such 


hearing before the 














from adulteration or imitation.” | 

‘ho is going to determine just how far a man may be compelled to | 

his formula in order “to secure freedom from adulteration or | 
ion?” Is this law definite on this point? Can any man under 


Do the owners of proprietary preparations of the United 
know what the effect of this law will be on their articles? 

food manufacturers of the United States are in favor of a proper 
food law, but they want a food law that they can understand, 
ey are unalterably opposed to placing the regulation of their 

r within the arbitrary power of any official. They are willing 
a mit to laws passed by their Congressmen and Senators after they 
‘ had an opportunity to have their Congressmen and Senators un 
i their side of the case, but they are not willing that those Con- | 
en and Senators should delegate their lawmaking power to the 
‘an of Chemistry or to the Secretary of Agriculture or to anyone 
, - or that those Congressmen or Senators should create a law that 
its effect, not upon the interpretation of the courts | 
but upon the interpretation of the individual officials. 
Heyburn bill does not prescribe any specific regulation within 








depend for 
® land, 


rhe 





ards of food products for the guidance of offi 


for the information of the courts and deter 
unwholesomeness of preservatives and othe 
This means that we would have to wait for tl} 
standards before we could tell the effect of t 
facturers of the country are decidedly opposed 
of Agriculture or any other official the arbitrar 


th 


h 


food supply of the country, and they insist 
standards and in the determination 
and a vote, either directly or through 


in Congress. 


or su 


THE PROPOSED BILL 
Title.—The bill seeks to regulate 
tions, condiments, and drugs. 
Section 1.—This section seeks to 
commerce in misbranded or adulte 
commerce among the States and Territories 
insular possessions, and between this coun 
It makes it unlawful to deliver for shipment 
or drugs as articles of interstate or fore); 
unlawful to receive adulterated foods or dr 
commerce and deliver them in original 


commerce 








ted foods 





i 


EXPLAINED BY 


i 


unbroketr 


bear the name and address of the original s 
unlawful to introduce adulterated food into t 
This section prescribes the penalty for a viol 
Section 2.—This section is intended to furt! 
bill is drawn. It contains a regulation that 
the person shipping any article of food as an 


merce shall be attached to eve 
interstate commerce. Notiee 
quired to be attached to the package 
for transportation. This means 


ry 


article of fo« 


in the f 
that if the 





catsup shipped in a box, the name shall on 

and not to each bottle contained in the box 
dozen boxes of catsup shipped in a crate, th 
tached to the crate. And if the article is sl 
itself, without being boxed, such as a quarter 
shall be attached to the article itself. By tl 
shipper can always be known by a glance at 


of shipping adulterated or misbranded article 








his door. And no matter who handies ft! 
merce, the shipper only is respon 

law. He is responsible, howeve t 
original unbroken packages and e 
This regulation protects innocent ind 
on the man who should bear it This sectior 
offense to receive adulterated or nded 


are not labeled as required; but 
adulterated or not, if they are n 
assume the responsibility and lab 
them as articles of inte 
the articles out of comn 
borders of a State, in which case 
of that State. ‘This requirement 
article of commerce; and when 

tion, and the articles cease to 
no longer exists, because the article is then 

the State in which it chances to be Artick 
tries are only required to comply with the 

to which they are shipped; but if goods ar 
cordance with the directions of a foreign pur 
ply with any law, as the foreign purchaser is 
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he would 
only ttac 
the 


artic 

















particularly thi 


goods ba 


wants and entitled to have the ds | ired 
want to use them himself; and even if he w 
country, the laws of that country sl! ld 
cessfully—at any rate he is entitled to re 

and is willing to pay ; 

Nectit Places the enforcement of ft 
Commerce and Labor, and pi “il the v 
enforced. It only gives the } f « 
to ike rules and regulations née iry t 
work of enforcing the prov ns of the law 
power to make rule affecting citizens’ proj 
effect of law, but not incor] ted in al 
contemplated r thi i d 
shall » granted to anyo! i 

Section 4 This sect a 
be i i It re ju 1 \ 
his is are taken for exam 
divided into three equal pa ‘ 
inal: that the owner receive on¢ ‘ 
part, and that one part be held t 
terested person in certain « ; vi n 
receives a sample of it he can defend 
taken away from him by some ' 
of until he is confronted in court with 
possession of the inspector, and which evid 
equitable method of taking s: les i 4 
law. and of some of ou Sta xl lay ad 
as a means of promoting ; Lice rl 
to show what the samp! yntained a 
ernment, and if there be a se s dis} 

viderice go to the jury nd let them decid 
arrive at a better judgment, he can ord 
in serve analyzed and the ! s 
throw additional light on the ie. It 
while the judge may let t! ro ti 
first two parts of the sample, if 1 ird 
submit the evidence on the wh« tl 
analysis be in favor of the G: nment 
is not discretionary with t! dge t 
bas been made. This s¢ ym also re 


establish a prope 
the wholesaler, jobber, or manufacturer, o1 


their duly el 
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\ ; days after the imple is taken on which the case may be 
‘ «l it does not say that the cases shall be tried within that 
t started This gives notice to defendant that he will have 
1 i rial, and he can look up the record of the goods and the whole 
1 on, and the facts would still be fresh, both with the Govern 
I t and with the defendant Under some of the State food laws | 
‘ rought on samples a year and sometimes a year and a half | 
{ { uples are taken, and when the defendant has lost all track 
of them Such cases work great injustice, This section also prohibits 
ny ‘ yn until all the requirements of this bill have been com 
Dp i wif that is, until the defendant has been duly notified, giyen a 
! t « the sample taken, et« and due regard has been had for the 
‘ r safeguard f justice in the bi 
tion his section places the chemical work under this bill in 
t Division of Chemistry of Hygienic Laboratory of the Public- 
il 1 and Marine-Ilospital Service. This laboratory is especially 
fi f the line of work required to be done by it under this bill. But 
ul this section there is nothing for this Department to do but to 
the samples and give a certificate of the results to the Secretary 
eof Comm ere vd Labor, 
Ne rt Chis section requires that when violations are discovered 
the wer ‘ hall be at once taken to punish the offenders. 

District attorneys are required to carry on prosecutions 
ul Is bill A feature of this section is that when a prosecution 
i er i the defendant shall have the right to receive from the 
‘ tiorney a copy of the analysis of the article upon which pro- 

have been commenced. ‘This is only fair. The defendant is 

tled to know the particulars of the offense with which he is charged 

{ nas the charge is made. This has long been recognized as 
fundar tal principle of pleading; that Is, that the plaintif!’ must 
te his « s© of action specifically so that the defendant may know 

\ what offense he is charged. Under the English food law a copy 
j required to be served with the summons. Therefore | 

t a new or strange feature 

This section makes it the duty of every person handling 

i es of interstate commerce to sell a sample of the same 

to e | officers of the Government. This also includes jobbers, 
! é or any person entitled to the possession or control of 

the i 

This section Is Intended tosprevent an abuse of power by 

K forcing this bill, such as has been done by many of the State 

i commissioners In the first place, the section gives the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor the right to publish bulletins of his work 
done under this bill, the same as other bulletins of his Department; 
that i he may state the amount of work he has done, the number 
of ples found to be pure the number found to be adulterated; 
n ‘ f cases started; bis method of enforcing this law, and other 
ene nd , information; but it prohibits him from advertising 
ul da « some manufacture which happen to be picked up by 
‘ s and found to be pure, The results of analyses may be men- 

{ but no dealer should be given free advertising at the expense 
Government to the disadvantage of other dealers whose goods 

di, but which the Inspectors do not happen to pick up. 

l he lient feature of this section is that the name of a dealer, 

( e name of a brand, shall not be published in connection with 
‘ ted or misbranded articles until he has had a trial and been 
convicted and the case has been finally adjudicaced if ap- 

pe 1 If it were not for this restriction the names of dealers could 
} hed in connection with goods alleged to be Illegal on the mere 
f a chemist, when afterwards the dealer might be able to 

‘ in court that his goods were not adulterated or misbranded 
i { chemist was wrong in his finding Some of the State 

i co loners do not hesitate to publish in their annual reports 

f foods as adulterated and illegal, and to give the names of 
t} T rers of the same and newspapers and journals all over 
{ try do not hesitate to point out these brands and these manu 
nd warn consumers against them, where the only foundation 

i thie attack on a firm's ods and a firm’s name is the 

e State food chemist Many times the cases are never 

t t, the evidence being so slight and uncertain that the 

‘ does 1 care to understake to prove what he has alleged 
{ e \ name should be protected, and it is not right 
i { 1 be a ed on the mere technical finding of a chemist. 
ways an issue of fact as to whether a man’s goods are adul- 

te ed ! 1 every citizen of this country is entitled to have 
fact directly affecting him and injuring him decided by a 

of t i, and no chemist has the right to take the place of a 

i h ma It a man ts charged with murder there 

i ‘ i A ‘rer until he bas been convicted of the 
‘ ! [ d of murder,” or “ the supposed murderer,” 
‘ , xing of the crime on him usually awalts the verdict of 
{ Rut the f d laws, if a chemist asserts he finds arti 
d ‘ ility of a trial is waived without consulting 

. t he is procla ed lity and his goods declared adul. 
; ln a protects a citizen against such action until he 

the \ ‘ a trial under the law of the land and has 

in 1 the term “food” Its defined, and includes 

; i nts, anc lao Incl S substances like 

‘ W technically might not be classed as 
r what shall be considered adulterated 
‘ s p ruphs speak for themselves 
here ( has been taken to make 
t f ‘ ration, 
nil, y %, provides that an article 
. ! rate if it cont iny substance 
: 1 y or ad nt oor aly be used 
ny & ance which renders 
{ { ! eans t while large amounts 
‘ ‘ th i enerally used tn food, 
yet of that e 1 be used In food, or 
Ww di \ ! nf ! 1 it is vantage s to use that 
' in { t d the general use t substance in that 
i tw tl © food not be deemed to be 
i terated ‘rely } mn s that a nee 
provise | e if 1« \ what lt not be deemed to he 
' ' ted articles, is nd requires careful considera 
t 
‘he first exception relates to articles which are different from any 
1 nized class of articles of food For instance, vanilla extract is a 
re n d article of food an has a definite cl icter; but there are 
housands of artificial vanilla favors on the market that are not recog 
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nized articles of food, because they have no definite character. Tho, 
are made in many different ways and from different substances, and 
about the only thing in common among them is that they have a vanilla 
flavor. So with lemon extract; it has its imitations, having no qual 
of lemon extract except the flavor. So with maple sirup and ma) 
other food substances which are imitated. This section aims to hay 
all such substances labeled, so as to distinguish them from every re 
nized class of articles of food, and also to have them labeled so th 
they must be sold on their own merit. Care is taken to protect valual 
preparations by specifying that it shall be a sufficient compliance wit 
this law, if they are labeled with their own distinctive names, instead 
of disclosing the ingredients on the label to show their character, 
required in some States. The purchaser then must use his judem 
as to whether he wants to buy it or not. When the law protects { 
buyer from injury to health and from a fraud, then he has been si! 
ciently protected and warned, and it is ridiculous to attempt to draft 
law which will relieve him from using his own discretion and maki: 
his own bargains as he sees fit. This seetion also encourages manuf: 
turers to discover and manufacture articles of real merit, because when 
all such articles stand on their own merit the better articles have t 
advantage. sut under the system in vogue in some of the States, wl 

a dealer is compelled to publish the ingredients of a proprietary arti: 
on the label, there is no encouragement to discover and use a valuable 
article, because in order to sell it the manufacturer must disclose { 
ingredients of the article to the public and other people immediately 
steal his discovery and make use of it. . 

The second exception deals with the use of colors in food. 

The third exception undertakes to deal with one of the most imp: 
tant questions met with in connection with food laws—that is, th: 
of preservatives in food. ‘That the use of preservatives in food is a 
necessity is demonstrated every day by actual facts, and the question 
would soon be settled in favor of their legitimate use if the scient 
who endeavor to prove that they should not be used would only exert 
one-half of the energy thus spent in ascertaining the great injury 
which Is being done every day to the human race on account of a fai 
ure to use them in food and giving such information to the pi 
Even without any investigation on the subject there is scarcely a day 
that passes In which the newspapers of the country do not contain 
account of deaths from ptomaine poisoning in food, and other food 
poisoning, which could have been wholly prevented by the use of 
servatives. That people die from eating food not properly preserved 
from the ravages of bacteria is a fact demonstrated every day of I 
lives, and if every death thus resulting were recorded the record wou!d 
be astounding. On the other hand, there is not one case on record of 
the death of any human being from the judicious use of chemical 
other preservatives. In view of actual facts open to any carefu 
server every day, the law should require that a preservative be sed 
rather than prohibit its use, especially so when the use of a pres: 
tive is a commercial necessity. 

The fourth paragraph fixes the amount that may be permissible of 
each commonly used preservative. The amount is intended to be suili 
cient to preserve the food and no more. 

This section draws a very distinct line between food adulteration and 
food preservation; and it attempts only to regulate the use of 
servatives, 

In order to meet the objection that some preservatives do not ge 
erally reveal their presence, like vinegar, salt, etc., the proviso at 
end of this section requires that the name of any substance used in 
food as an added substance, whether as a preservative or otherwise, 
shall be stated on the label, In order to give the public due notice of 
its presence. 

A man has as much right to use a preservative in food, when he 
states the fact of its presence, as he has to use salt, if that pre 
tive as used is not any more injurious to health than is galt. To t: 
to regulate otherwise is to discriminate between substances on the same 
plane, If the use of salt, or the use of vinegar In certain quantitic 
not injurious, then the use of other substances no more Injuric: 
used than salt or vinegar must be permitted under regulations to 
prevent fraud only. 

it is needless to add that preservatives are never used as an aduiter 
tion It is an additional expense to put them Into food, and th 
used In so small quantities that they do not serve any purpose but that 








of preserving the food; and as that Is a legitimate purpose it ld 
be recognized and regulated, but not prevented. 
The full necessity for this regulation may not be apparent to those 


who are not familiar with food laws and supreme court decisio: n 
them. The term “injurious to health” is a very broad one, 
interpretation is usually left to the whim of the official enforc! 
law. We have at least one supreme court decision (?a.) on thi 

and it is important that we notice it. That decision Interpr 
phrase to mean that any substance which is Injurions to health 
quantity can not be used at all. Under that decision it is with! 
power of any food commissioner to prohibit the use of almost a: 
stance used as ordinary articles of food, Under it vinegar can pb 
used, for acetic acid will surely injure if taken even In moderate 4 
ties: wine can not be sold, for anyone knows that alcohol wil! 
health if taken In excessive quantities; and so with the acid of |: 
and almost every other substance used every day in food. But | 
these substances will injure health tf taken judiciously, Th: 
while these words “injurious to health” sound very well and 

have a simple meaning, yet unless they are qualified they open tli 
for untold trouble and uncertainty. 

Under existing food Jawa a manufacturer can not tell what 
use and what he can not use; and no food law is perfect that d 
settle, to some extent at least, this important question. 

Nection 12.— This section relates to the misbranding of food 
section is very broad and is tntended to prohibit every possible a! 
at fraud or deception, The labeling requirements of this section 
to the labels on the articles themselves or on their container 
various paragraphs speak for themeelves and need no explanatio 
Suffice It to say that they contain some features not tncorp: 
other food laws and are more stringent than other food-law | 
ments 

Section 18.—This. section prevents the possibility of any * 
standards for food being anor and given the effect of law In p 
tions under this bill, It is not proper that the standards 
person or set of persons should be consulted to the exclusion of 
just as good or better under any law. With drugs it Is so 


} 


| different, as the standard for them relates to their strengt! y; 


whereas the standards for food relate to the Ingredients, met!) 
preparation, ete., and these are go varied that it Is_a far more ‘ 
matter to adjust than it ts to fix a standard for drugs. Thi 

recognizes the principle that if any standards for food are to bé 
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effect they should be duly considered by the representatives of the 
» and incor] ed into a law. It is necessary to take the pre 
nm which is taken in this section in order not to have this law 
trued, as s e of our State supreme courts have already given 
f effect to private standards not mentions in any law (State 
‘ ings, Mich.). This bill practically « Jishes standards for all 
‘ les by specifying what are below standard; and it leaves the que 
tion of whether an article is a standard article or not to be proved 
y other matter of fact is proved in law, by the best evidence ob 
e, and all of the best evidence obtainable, if it is desired to offer 
nd it recogni the fact that a jury of intelligent American citi 
re capable of determining, under the proper evidence, whether 
an article of food is a standard article or not, or whether it has bee 
pi red In a standard and proper way or not. 
‘his proviso also protects food that contains natural preservatives, 
and which is now sometimes prosecuted under the State food law 
tion 1) This section defines what is meant by the term “ drug 
i makes the United States Pharmacop@ia and the National lor 
! iry the standards for all drugs recognized in those books as drugs 


















































or medicines it will be observed, however, that this only applies to 
that are intended to be used as medicines. Drugs that are in 
| for commercial purposes only are not affected by the provi 
of this bill 
tion 15 This section enumerates the cases In which a dru hall 
] ! d to be adulterated. his section Iso only applies to drugs 
ire Intended to be used as medicines. The first two paragraphs ex 
I n themselves, 
e proviso at the end of the section is relative to proprietary prepa 
I s. In this proviso the bill again recognizes the principle that 
1 goods are sold on thelr own merit no fraud can well be practiced 
this provision all articles that have distinctive names of their 
and are thus distinguished from all other articles, are not af 
1 by the provisions of this section, and are permitted to go before 
iblic on thelr own merit. 
tion 16.——This section aims to prevent fraud and deception tn the 
l ling of drugs and medicines as far as possible. One difference 
l een this section and the sections of other food laws defining mis 
l led drugs is that this section contains nothing regarding claims 
I in behalf of medicines telling of their merits, ete From the 
iture of medicines, and considering the purposes for which t V 
f nded to be used, it is difficult to make any other reasonabl 
n It is quite Impossible to restrict the statements which 
be made regarding such articles as proprietary preparations or 
icines, because a medicine may be an excellent cure for a certain 
e under certain conditions and accomplish all that is claimed 
t, but under other conditions it might have no effect whatever, 
h no fault of the medicine. It does not follow that a statement 
effect that a certain medicine will cure a certain disease is false 
the medicine falls to cure the disease in all cases and under al! 
ions. Therefore, to incorporate into a national food law a pri 
1 the violation of which could never be proved with any degre 
tainty would be very unwise and open the way for endless and 
litigation 
mt exempts common carriers as such from the provisions 
‘ ill. 
r CONCLUSION 
\ t deal more might well be said in explanation of what a props 
f \ hould contain, as the subject is a very broad one, and the 
it is duly considered the more apparent its magnitude and im 
; » become and a great deal more might be said in explana n 
‘ : which will undoubtedly occur to a eful reader of this b 
ES hard to cover such a field in one law; | taken all in all, it is 
i i that in this bill the most important features of such legislation 
been taken up and given careful consideration, favoring no in 
or substances, and diseriminatt against none; but reguiating 
rinciples that will promote justice to all. 
ERS OF THE NATIONAL FOOD MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION 
National Starch Company, The Rookery, Chicago; Glaser, 
d I & Co., Randolph and Green streets, Chicago; Sterling Supply Com 
F Ch go; Lleberling Baking owaer Company, Havana, Lil; Sem 
Chemical Company, 382 Michigan avenue, Chi »; German O11 and 
; ‘ cal Company, 416 Bowen avenue, Chicago; bh. K. Pond Packing 
pt ‘ ny, 69 Twenty-fourth place, Chicago; Squire Dingee Company, ¢ 
BS William Cordes, 272 North Curtis street, Chicago; Eagle Sausage 
f \ i169 North Ashland avenue, Chicago; David Berg & Co isl 
F y-seventh street, Chicago; John J, Wolf, 798 West Lake street; 
in Brothers Company, 99 East North avenue, Chicago; Huss 
Preserve Company, 75 West Kinzie street, Chicago; Fred A, Ek 
- West Chicago avenue, Chicago; Stafford Richardson Company, 
5 ‘ avenue and Wood street, Chicago: Layton Pure Food ¢ npany, 
, Louis, lll.; J. C. Grant Chemical Company, East St. Lo Ill. ; 
B ph Catsup and Pickle Company, Bast St. Louis, Il ; & 
1) South Jefferson street, Chicago; Wolf, Saver & Hell ton 
| Peoria streets, Chica : Sherer-Glillett Company, 1705 
t, Chicago; W. D. Stein, 2597 Archer avenue, Chica ( 
1725 Wabash avenue, Chicago rhe Liquid Carbonic Company, Chi 
M. Hi. Shaw Company, Chicago; William H. Bunge Company, 
o; Western Cider and Vinegar Company, Chicago; Barrett 4 
t, Chicago: S. T., Mather, care of T. Thorkildsen & Co... Un } 
yards, Chicago; Warner Sugar Refining Company, Waukegan, IL! 
e O. Reed Company, Wellington and Clybourn avenues, Chicas 
York bk. Pritchard, 331 Spring street, New York City I Ss 
I im Company, New York City; Charles It r & ( ny, S4 
4 l n Lane, New York City: Pacific Coast rax Company, New 
4 ty; Woerner Preserving and Packing Com N. ¥ 





Ams, New York City; Frank C tex, 66 West Broa vay, New 
City; FEF. X. Kuchler & Son, 248 Park avenue, Bro I N. ¥ 
S e reserving Company, Buffalo, N. Y McMonagle & M 





\ N. Y.; The Birkett Mills, 


Penn Yan, 








ipany, New York City Smyrna Fruit Compan 
W. H. Montayne & Company, Barclay and Greenwic! tt 
York City; The Heyden Chemical Works, 135 William street, N« 
k City; American Condiments Company, 178 Fulton street, New 
« City; Columbla Egg and Provision Company, 74 Wall st , New 
P ' « City; W. Zinsser & Company, New York City: A. C. Soper & 
‘ ‘ any, New York City; Harrison & Company. New York City 
\. Nlipstein & Company, New York City; Fritzsche Brothers \ 


York 


; ‘ Berlin Aniline Works, New York City; Alart & McGuire, New 
: York City; C. K. Sherwood Company, New York City; EB. R. Durkee 
ci “ompany, New York City; BE. C. Rich Company, New York City; Cran 


‘ & Godley, New York City 


7 ; : Thurston & Baaidich, New York City 


Lucas & Company, New York City; Seeman Brothers, New 
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to h enmdment 
The Senator 1 le s fem 
form of a compl >. ‘ 
u in opening the « e the o 
. ite What I d ed to y 1 7 
now, knowing the a ! nee 
tor hat IL think he ! on 
the true motive of tl a 
la ired to »> at tl i | 5 
at this time. I think tft e i el t 
i upon with refer e to t mot i 
with reference to t motive of the 
Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator | 
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McCUMBER, Cert 
MONEY. 


Of j | 


right 


Mr. 


Mr 
[r. 








2662 


for his good opinion of my character, but I do not feel compli- 
mented at all by his estimate of my intellect. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will let the Senator be the judge of that 
when he reads over, and reads carefully, his own amendment. 

Mr. MONEY. That is another subject. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Who compose the National Association of 
Pure Food Manufacturers? Does the Senator from Mississippi 
know’? Neither he nor any Senator on this floor knows of 
whom it is composed. It is composed of manufacturers of cer- 
tain kinds of food products; but who are they? What is the 
name of a single manufacturer that constitutes this body of 
pure-food manufacturers? Can the Senator from Mississippi 
give me the name of one? It is not given to the world, and the 
world knows nothing to-day about the personnel of that national 
pure-food congress, or whatever you may call it. 

It is true that the National Association of Manufacturers have 
heretofore again and again resolved in favor of what is sub- 
stantially the Hepburn bill. Now comes this other National 
Association of Pure-Food Manufacturers, and they say that 
they are in favor of a pure-food bill, although they wish some- 
thing entirely different from that which the Senate has had 
before it for some time past. 

‘The Senator from Mississippi says that his substitute has been 
carefully constructed; that it has been carefully provided for 
in all its details. Mr. President, that is absolutely true. It 
has been carefully prepared for the object for which it has been 
given to the world. What is that object? First, to prevent, if 
possible, the enactment of any pure-food law; and, second, if 
that is impossible, to secure the enactment of a food law which 
will enable those manufacturers to enter the States out of which 
they would be kicked to-day. It is an attempt, on their part, 
to get into the State, notwithstanding the particular laws of 
that State. 

There was an association meeting in Atlantic City, N. J., from 
the 12th until the 14th of this month. That association con- 
sisted of the Western Canned Goods Association and the Atlantic 
States Packing Association. They formed the two associa- 
tions that met at Atlantic City on the 12th to the 14th of Feb- 


ruary. The packers of canned vegetables and fruits of all the 
States east of the Rocky Mountains and north of the Gulf 
States, with the exception of the Pacific coast States, were 


represented in this body, and while they were not members of 
this association, California and Oregon had representatives at 
this meeting. They are the manufacturers of canned goods. 
Mr. O. L. Deming, of Chicago, is president of the National 
Association of Pure Food Manufacturers, which, as I say, is 
opposed entirely to the Hepburn bill, and is in favor of over- 
riding all State laws. He desired to be heard before this asso- 
ciation at Atlantic City, N. J. Here is the statement that is 
given to me by the president of that association, who presided 
during this meeting. During those deliberations they passed a 
resolution in favor of these pure-food laws. Mr. Deming, of 
Cliicago, wished to be heard, as I stated, on the floor of the con- 


vention in the interest of what is known as the “ Lannan bill,” | 


which is the same as the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. This is what Mr. Fraser, president of the Western 
Canned Goods Association, says: 

I, as presiding cfficer, stated to him that 
names of the members of his association, and if they were reputable 


manufacturers or packers of canned vegetables or fruits, that notwith- | 


standing the fact that he was not a member of either of the associa- 
ms comprising the convention, he could speak in the interests of these 
putable food manufacturers or canners. He stated to me that he 

yuuld not divulge the names of their membership. He did mention the 
I ie of one manufacturer, but would not mention the others. I stated 
to him that as he would not divulge their names he could not 
speak. He refused absolutely to do so, and consequently was not given 


a hearing 


in 


so long 


It is proper for me at this stage to state who the president of | 


this association was. 
I, in comn 


ext ively 


He says of himself: 


on with all canners in the State of Wisconsin, pack almost 
green peas in hermetically sealed cans. We use in our 
ing no other ingredients than sugar, salt, and water, in addition to 
the vegetables themselves. We sterilize our goods and cans by the use 
t costs the company that I represent from $5,000 to $10,000 
for the sugar In placing our goods on the market in other 
States they come into competition with peas packed where saccharine 
has been used Saccharine is a coal-tar product entirely, 
and in comy ison with the price of sugar is very much cheaper. For 
instance, where the cost of sugar in our season's output is $10,000, in 
round numbers, it would cost the packer in other States where saccha- 
rine about $750. At the annual joint convention of the two 
associations above referred to resolutions were unanimously adopted in- 
dorsing pure-food legislation, this being done after a thorough discus- 
sion of the matter with Doctor Wiley. A rising vote was called for. 
and every man in the room got on his feet. Upon the noes being called 
for every one remained in his seat, so that it was a unanimous vote. 
While no particular bill is mentioned in these resolutions, they were 
meant to apply to the measures now before Congress. 


Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator permit me 





use, 


as sweetener. 


; 1 
is usea 


to interrupt him 


right there, as I must leave the Chamber? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Always, with pleasure. 

Mr. MONEY. The Senator says that he does not know the 
name of a single one of the people composing this association, 
and he ventures to say that I do not and that nobody else does, 
and then he proceeds to read this statement. Here [exhibiting] 
is the list of membership. I never heard before that there was 
any secrecy about it; I never heard before that any man had 
ever made an effort to get the names of the members of this 
association and had failed to get them. Here they are by the 
page, and I will ask the Secretary to read them, if the Senator 
will permit me in his time, and the Senator will see who thie 
men are composing this association. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know how long the list is, but if 
the Senator has the names, they can be printed probably. 

Mr. MONEY. There is plenty of time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Would it not do to have them printed in the 
REcOoRD? 

Mr. MONEY. I suppose it would do some people just as well, 
but I have permitted my time to be absorbed since I have been 
on the floor by other Senators. I made no objection to that 
because I want all the light possible. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have no objection to the Senator taking 
all the time he wants. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, yes; the Senator has made a positive 
statement here that I did not know the name of a solitary man 
composing the association; that he did not know one, and that 
nobody else did. Now, it is time to hit the nail when it is in. 
Let us hit it right now. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me ask the Senator how many pages 
he has there? 

Mr. MONEY. Well, there are a good many. The members 
of the association are all put down there by name, their nuin- 
bers are given, their streets, their cities, and their States. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will not take the time now, 
the list of names can be printed in the Recorp. It would take 
about half an hour to read them, according to his statement. 
| I do not wish to keep the Senate waiting half an hour. But 

if the names are printed in the Recorp we can all get at them in 
| the morning. That would do just as well. 

Mr. MONEY. I find there is no economy of my time and a 
great deal of economy of the time of the Senator from Noritl 
Dakota. Of course, if he does not permit me to have tl 
|names read, I shall have to ask that they be printed in the 
| RECORD. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will object at this time. 

Mr. MONEY. I think on the spot is a pretty good time t 
have the names read, but I am willing to have them printed, i! 
the Senator objects to their being read. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will simply object at this time. If tlie 
Senator wishes to put them in after I have gotten through, «| 
right. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask that the list of the members of the Na- 
tional Food Manufacturers’ Association be printed in the Rec- 
ORD as an appendix to my speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, 


the 





if he would give me the | 


list referred to by the Senator from Mississippi will be printed 
as requested. 

Mr. MONEY. I should have preferred to have it read now i! 
| it had suited the Senator from North Dakota. 


[The list of names referred to will be found in the appendix 
| to Mr. Money’s remarks on another page of to-day’s Recor». | 


| Mr. McCUMBER. I will say that I should be very glad to get 
the names of those manufacturers, and I wish I could get oul 
also what they are manufacturing, before we get through with 
this debate. 

Mr. President, I want to take up the substitute itself, and 
while I will not take up all of the sections, I will call atten 
tion to just a few of them. I stated some days ago that ths 
would no more prohibit the introduction of fraudulent 


and 
spurious goods in any State than a sieve would hold water, and 


I say that to-day, and I will attempt to establish it by the in- 
strument itself. Every section will assist me in proving Ut 
simple proposition. Let us take section 2: 


That every person, firm, or corporation who shall ship or trans rt, 
or deliver for shipment or transportation, from any State or Ter ’ 
the Disrtict of Columbia, or insular possession, to any other St: I 
Territory, the District of Columbia, or insular possession, for pay or 
wise, any article of food or drugs, shall securely attach, in a consp: iS 
place, to every such article of food or drugs, in the form in whic! is 
thus shipped or transported, or delivered for shipment or transport 
tion as aforesaid (whether such form be as one individual article, | z 
age, crate, or bundle of packages), a durable label, brand, or tag, | 
which shall be printed or written in the English language, go as to 
| easily discernible, the correct name and address, in some State or Terr 
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tory, the District of Columbia, or insular possession, of the person, 
firm, or corporation shipping or transporting the same or delivering the 
same for shipment or transportation. 

You will see that all the section provides fer is that the ship- 
per shall label his goods; that if they will label where the goods 
come from, they are not compelled to do anything else with 
reference to them; and the section requires that there he 
securely attached in a conspicuous place durable label, 
brand, or tag, upon which shall be printed or written in the 
iinglish language, so as to be easily discernible, the correct name 


i 
< 


and address, in some State or Territory, the District of Colum- | 


or insular possession, of the person, firm, or corporation 
shipping or transporting the same or delivering the same for 
shipment or transportation.” The retailer, after he has broken 
the bundle, may destroy this entirely, and may sell all of the 
goods or articles in smaller packages without even that showing. 

Then it provides: 

\nd no person, firm, or corporation shall be convicted under the pro- 
visions of this act for having received in any State or Territory, the 
listrict of Columbia, or insular possession, from any other State or 
‘Yerritory, the District of Columbia, insular possession, or from a for- 
eign country, and delivered in original unbroken packages, for pay or 
therwise, any article of food or drugs adulterated or misbranded 
within the meaning of this act, if said article is labeled, branded, or 

ed, in manner and form as required aforesaid, at the time of so 
eiving and delivering said articles. 
In other words, all that it is necessary for the manufacturer 
of the spurious article to do is to brand his goods, showing the 
manufacturer of them, and then they may be sold in original 
unbroken packages in any State in the Union. After they have 
been so sold and have become scattered so that they can become 
a part of the mass of the property of the State, then if you can 
root them out you can do so. But he is careful to see that they 


bia, 


shall be sold before they can possibly be reached, and with noth- | 


ing but his bare name upon them. 
It goes further, following right along: 
Provided, That any person, firm, or corporation who shall receive in 
State or Territory, the District of Columbia, or insular possession, 
m any other State or Territory, the District of Columbia, insular 


possession, or from a foreign country, any article of food or drugs not 
labeled, branded, or tagged in the manner and form as required herein 
ll label, brand, or tag said article with their correct name and 
address before delivering the same, for pay or otherwise, in the orig- 
i unbroken package. 
In other words, if the seller of the articles, knowing them to 
be spurious, shall simply put upon them the brand of the manu- 


facturer he may sell them in the State, notwithstanding the 
State has laws absolutely prohibiting their sale in that State. 
it looks to me as though the attempt and desire of this measure 
was to enable the manufacturer of questionable products to 
ship his goods into a State, whose laws would prohibit the in- 


troduction or the sale of those articles in that State, and to pre- 
vent any punishment whatever, if they are in original, un- 
broken packages bearing the name of the manufacturer. 

[ come now to section 3: 

That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall organize in the 


vartment of Commerce and Labor a bureau to be known as the Bu 
1 of Foods and Drugs; and it shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
mmeree and Labor to enforce the provisions of this act through the 
1 Bureau of Foods and Drugs. 
lilow is any bureau to enforce the provisions of a criminal 
statute? How is the bureau to determine what evidence the 
court shall receive and what it shall not receive in a criminal 
c What has the bureau to do with the prosecution or the 
nforcement of the law in any way other than the mere fact of 
uring samples and analyzing them? 
The measure that has been introduced here and which has 
‘ support of the Committee on Manufactures simply provides 
it the Secretary of Agriculture shall assist in ascertaining 
it misbranded or fraudulent goods are shipped from one 
te to another, and if he finds that there are such goods being 
hipped, he does not enforce the provisions of the law. He gets 
the goods in any way he has a mind to and analyzes them, and if 
finds that they do not conform to the requirements of the 


4} 


he 


w, the manufacturer may be notified, and he can show, if he 
es fit, that the specimens examined were not manufactured 


him, or had been tampered with since, or that the analysis | 


an incorrect one, or anything else in defense that he can es- 
blish. Then, if the Secretary of Agriculture is not satisfied, 
may still report the matter to the district attorney of the 


proper district, and say, “If you feel that you can convict this 


in beyond a reasonable doubt of the commission of a crime, 
you may preceed to prosecute the case.” 
hands of the district attorney. 
could object to having all those safeguards thrown around. 

This section of the substitute provides for a Bureau of Foods 
and Drugs in the office of the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor. ‘Tell me why it should be taken away from the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing, so 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


It is left finally in the 
Certainly no manufacturer 


far as I am concerned, if it is necessary, to change from ‘the 
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set of men fixing a standard of food until we know more th 
we do to-day, by chemical analysis or otherwise, with respe 
to the value of foods and the real effect of any food upon the 
system. There are too many stomachs to be affected by 

| particular kind of food for us to safely say what this ind 
or that individual may have, or what ll be “l 

commerce and what shall be included 

to me that it is proper for the Secreta 

tend to the analyses of these foods. 
Now, I come to section 4, which provide 


| 
| Bureau of Analysis of the Department of Agriculture to tl 
| other Bureau, but as yet I have not heard a solitary r 
| why it should be so changed. We already have a law that tl 
| Secretary of Agriculture shall examine the nport » th 
|} country, and if he finds they are fraudule | 1, tl 
they are adulterated or misbranded as to t! e@ Y t] 
| were manufactured, he may exclude them 
Has anyone heard any complaint about tl 
| this law? The only complaint that could t 
| has been enforced, and justly and rightly ed. J e wil 
| have suffered from the enforcement of it ( 
suffered unjustly, and they are the ones who would take 
| this duty from the Department of Agricultur 
Again, the Agricultural Department to-day has the e 
| of all articles that pertain to food products. The Secrs 
| Agriculture has his Bureau of Chemistry for that pur 
| We have had a provision in every appropriation bill, I 
| Since I have been here appropriating a certain sum of mone 
for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture to determine 
|} are proper standards of food products. Has anyone he 
| that power having been abused in the slightest degree? Has 
not been beneficial to the country? He determines what i 
| best character of flour, that it shall contain so much of sta 
so much of gluten, and so much of other ingredients. There 
| nothing in the provision that makes it standard. 
| I for one, Mr. President, stand firmly against any man 
| 
j 
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sha cclu 
in 
ry 


ex 
commerce. 


Agri 


ultu 


ol 


! officer, or « 
and Labor to 
taking thereof 


er p 


ure 


Any inspector, agent, 
tary of Commerce 
the time of the 
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That is, of samples— 


firm. 


| notify the person or 


4 
} 


t 
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I wish Senators would listen 
one nrust go through in order to 
in the courts; and impliedly 
Congress to allow the courts to receive 
a sample that is obtained in the manner wh 
pages of literature to determine. They 
then analyzed under the provisions of section 

Then notice is to be given, and before you can 
an article at a store for the purpose of exal 
send for the manufacturer and he or his 
while you are purchasing that article. Then 
into two or three or four parts, and the 
there. Then the manufacturer's agent an 
body else analyzes the other part, and 
to analyze another part, and when it 
the court must these ex parte 
proceed practically with the trial of the a 

How does the bill we have recommended ~m 
retary of Agriculture can t 
city, in any State, and he can | 
from a certain manufacturer in 500 di 
He can have them analyzed. He can 
facturer that out of the 500 analyses he 
adulterated or misbranded. All those 
or any number of cans, in the court and 
introduced, and the court would take testimo1 
would in any other case. But under the pr 
use we determine what evidence be 
evidence shall not be received. We make 
sion of evidence and then determine th 
We say that the ex parte analysis in the 
prima facie evidence of 
another person shall also be prima facie 
those two disagree, before you can 
must get a third person to analyze 
ean. You can not go and get a dozen o 
different places and analyze them 

That is not the worst of it. sefore J 
matter you provide another thing: 


a mo } tape 


get 
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Provided, That at any time. after p 
menced under any of the provisions of this 
court the defendant shall have the right to 
attorney a copy of the results of any exami 
will be offered in evidence against said defend 


Tn 
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In other words, before the defendant goes upon the stand in 
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servatives nothwithstanding the fact that Michigan, Kentucky, 


any way he will be entitled to have not only what evidence will Illinois, Missouri, North Dakota, South Dakota, and a doze 


be 


used against him, not only what witnesses will testify 
against him, but he must have the result of that testimony, so 


that he may be able to meet it in a criminal case in a trial in 
oue of the district courts of the United States. Is not that an 
unheard-of provision? 


Now, again, Mr. President: 











Sec. 9. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may publish from 
time to time, in like manner as other publications of his Department, 
bulletins of the work done in enforcing this act, and such other in- 
formation arding the same as he may deem proper, to be distributed 
as public documents in like manner as other publications of his Depart- 
ment: Provided, That the name of any brand, or the name of any 
manufacturer, person, firm, or corporation, shall not be published in 
connection with examinations or analyses, or results of examinations or 
nunalyses, of articles of food or drugs found to comply with the pro- 
visions of this act ind provided further, That the examinations or 
analyse or results of examinations or analyses, of articles of food or | 
drugs found to be adulterated or misbranded within the meaning of 
this act Il not be published, nor the names of any person, firm, or 
corporation, in connection therewith, until the person, firm, or corpora- 
tion so violating the provisions of this act has been regularly con- 


victed 

We would have no objection to the second proposition, but 
why should you prohibit the publication of the fact that goods 
pure; that goods which have been submitted to the Secre- 
tary of Commerce and Labor the analysis shows are pure; that 
the result of that analysis shall be held in abeyance and the 
public shall never know anything, except the fact that the prod- 
ucts have been questioned, and no one who is producing an abso- 
lutely pure article shall have the right to say, “ This article has 
the Secretary of Agriculture has found that it 
is unquestionably pure.” But he can not have that matter pub- 
lished. The object of it is this: So that we can get good goods, 
which would naturally interfere with and compete against poor 
goods, exactly on the same. level with the poor or adulterated 
zoods. In other words, that the fact of purity being established, 
which would enable them to compete against the poorer articles, 


are 


been questioned ; 


shall not be made public and the public shall not have any 
knowledge of it. It can have no other meaning. It can have 
no other or further result. 


here are a great many of these provisions. I will call atten- 








other States I might mention, absolutely prohibit by their laws 
the use of several of these ingredients in food products, claimin 

that it is not necessary, but that it is done for the purpose « 

deceiving and that in most instances they are poisons. Non 
of us here knows how much of one of these preservatives es 

be safely used. But they can even avoid this by a provisio: 
found on the very next page. It says: 

Provided further, That in stating the name of any added substan 
it shall be in compliance herewith if the trade name only of any pr: 
prietary preparation which has been added to food is plainly stat 
on the label of such article, if said trade name of said proprieta 
preparation, together with the formula of said preparation, has be 
placed on file with the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. 

In other words, they can use any amount of boracic aci 
They can use any amount of salicylic acid. They can use «a! 
other poisonous dyes or coal-tar dyes provided they will give it 
proprietary name; and then the substitute provides that aft. 
the proprietary name is given, the Secretary of Commerce +) 
Labor shall under no circumstances divulge the secret const 
uents of the proprietary article. It might be wholly salicy 
acid or boracie acid, but the public shall get no knowleds 
whatever of its contents. 

The whole object of this substitute carries out what 
stated in the committee by a number of these people who | 
believe constitute this new association. They presented to thie 
Committee on Manufactures this proposition. They said: “ ( 
tain coal-tar dyes and certain other ingredients used for pr 


Ss 


| servatives in our opinion are not harmful, but the people of the 


| States believe they are harmful. 


We say that glucose is b 
and more wholesome than honey or sirup, but the people hay 
prejudice against glucose as a substitute for honey or for si: 
and, therefore, as their prejudice is unfounded, we have a per! 
right to deceive them. In other words, the people have no r 
to allow their simple prejudices to prevail against our f 
and if we put in salicylic acid, and we know that that acid, 
the amount we use, is not injurious to health, then the peo 
of the State have no right, acting upon their prejudice, to | \ 
what we put in our preserves.” That is being carried out to pei 
fection in the substitute. Again I call attention to section | 

That this act shall not be construed by any specific standards 
food not incorporated herein. 

If it is not to be measured by any standard of foods I do 1 
know how on earth you are going to measure it. It seems to 
a mere negative clause intended to destroy the effect of 
good to the people or of any danger there might be in the sub 
stitute to this particular class of manufacturers. 


I come again to section 14: 
That the term “drug,” as used in this act, shall mean all 


medicines, and preparations intended for medical purposes and 
nized in the United States Pharmacopela or the National Forn 
as drugs or medicines for internal or external use 
There they stop. In other words, it would not touch any 

the patent medicines. It would not affect any of the fr 
It is perhaps true that 95 per cent of the drugs sold i: 
United States consist of patent medicines or proprietary 
cines. It is perhaps also true that 95 per cent of the | 
medicines are frauds, and thus they would leave thi 
stitute as applying simply to about 5 per cent of the a 


4 


that are sold in the drug stores under prescription. 


I call attention to section 17: 
That for the purposes of this act an article of drugs shall be d l 


| to be misbranded : 


* 2B * * * * 


Second. If it, or any package, bottle, or receptacle contai: 


| shall, by label, brand, or tag, or otherwise, be deceptive as to its 


| ures, and they are perfectly satisfied that Congress sia 


| pint or anything of the kind. 


' would not do it. 


t now to a definition in section 11, I think itis. It is under 
t lefinition of “ adulteration: ” 
If it contains any substance or ingredient, whether added or 
wise, which, in any quantity in which it might reasonably or ad 
sed in food or drink, will injure alth, or contains 
lient which, by chemical combination or other- 
wis renders suc article of food unwholesome or injurious to the 
) ? I 
I wish the Senator from Mississippi would explain what he | 
s by “advantageously used.” If it can be advantageously 
used food or drug, then any of these ingredients may be 
used wi r this section I do not understand the meaning of it, 
1 Ido t know whether or not anyone else can explain it. 
Ag: CO encing on line 25, page 12: 
Ss A of fi i shall not be deemed adulterated or un- 
n é é \ 1 only of being artificially colored with harmless 
if it is plainly stated on the label that said article is 
Wl s the necessity, then, if coloring is harmless, to state 
t label that the product is colored? What is the use of 
s It adds nothing. There is nothing now in the law 
t the use of any coloring matter which is not harmful. 
4 
4 f food shall n« be deemed adulterated or un- 
y of the addition of a harmless preservative, or 
n of any bstance for legitimate purposes. 
uate purpose? In other words, it shall not 
erated if the preservative is harmless, and it 
1 adulterated, though it is harmful, if it is 
se of preservation. 
Mr. 11 t, is just exactly what the manufacturers 
boracie acid, salicylic acid, and a hundred 
2 lients to preserve and to color, wish to pre 
v do not want to have the State itself 
food article, provided they themselves | 
t e has the legitimate purpose of preserva- 
e might be added for the legitimate | 
purpose is to make it appear more attractive to | 
Tin ey 
Again I « to another portion of section 4: 
Fourtl! That the f ving preservatives shall not 1 permissible 
in greater quanti t the following amou! Boric acid, one 
If 1 per cent, or its equivalent in borax; sulphurous acid, one 
twel th of 1 t, or its equivalent in sodium sulphites; sal 
cylic acid, one of 1 per cent, or its equivalent in sodium gal 
icylate ; benzoic i yne-fifth of 1 per cent, or its equivalent in sodium 
benzoate; saltpeter, one-fourth of 1 per cent 
The substitute allows the use of every one of those pre- 





measure, 

That is pretty important. They have determined in thi 
measure, which the Senator says has not in the slightest « ( 
imposed upon him, that if a receptacle which purports 
tain a quart contains only nine-tenths of a quart it sh 
deemed misbranded, and the same is true of the goods. 
seem to desire to concentrate the energies and the thou: of 
the Senate and of Congress upon a matter of weights ar S 


or 


vide that if any article of food or drug or liquor does 1 
tain the weight or quantity that is stated on the bottle 
be deemed misbranded and adulterated, 

There is not, perhaps, a single manufactured article, d v 
otherwise, that does say it contains one quart or it conta! 
So if they were even att 
to reach that part of what might be co@hsidered an abuse 
Everyone knows, outside of those of u 
live in the prohibition States, that every champagne bot! 
a false bottom which runs pretty near up to its neck, + 
it does not hold more than about a pint, while it appears mn 
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he outside to be a quart bottle. There is nothing which re- | there was some mistake about it. I had no facts at m) 


iires the manufacturer of this champagne to say that the | mand, but I was not aware of the fact that that sauce had 
ttle contains one quart, but if he does put that on it and it | excluded from our State. 
es not contain a quart, then he shall be guilty of misbranding | Since then I have ascertained the facts in the case, and 1] 


nd of adulterating. sire to have the Secretary read first an article from the Min 
Mr. President, I have gone very hastily over the provisions | apolis Tribune and, second, two letters from the 











1 iu Ss 
the substitute bill, not as thoroughly as I should like, but I | of this sauce explaining the whole thing 
ll submit to any Senater who will read it carefully what I The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, e § 
tated in the beginning. It is proposed by those manufacturers | will read as requested. 
hose goods are under the ban of the food laws of the severzl| The Secretary read as follows: 
tes. It seeks to prevent any pure-food law. If it can not | phi tae kee ane om 
vent that, it seeks then to have Congress pass a law which tie: diated oe ites aa rare nae ae 4 
| nullify the effect of the laws of the several States so far | active now in dis. sguniae eletcad twa and am 
it is possible. | fight that is on at Washington for national | “il 
in reading a little from the National Druggist, which is a | Symple of the Fee, Meaere> shesee te te 
razine published in the interests.of the drug trade and °s- | National Ceaser i> dktacn: ther tatamenetn dal 1 food 
ally in the interest, as I would judge, of the manufacturers | sioner viciously for enforcing the law against a larg d 
proprietary and patent medicines, there is a heading, “ How ee ee Cee oe cy ¢ acid oe oe 
lefeat pure-food legisiation.” ‘Then it proceeds to state | misstated in the pamphlet. The prodact was not hare 
fact of this organization, which is the National Associa- | sota, and no man was injured in his busin i ' 
n of Pure Food Manufacturers. It raises them as the stand- ow. ee ao ta eae le was illegal in st 
rd bearers of the attempt to prevent pure-food legislation. | aciq as a ieuteation "Shes wanmete aera 
it gives them some wholesome advice. It says the oniy | found that the product could be made to keep wit 
to deal with this question is to go right at the throat of | 2d they are now making it in strict conformity \ 





rascals who are trying to perpetuate a pure-food law upon | gna arene mes Of Bure ae DIED coe net Sad hott 
States, and not to do it in any such underhand way as this | law barring salicylic acid from food products is based o1 
onal association seems to wish to carry out its project. its continued | use is injurious to the health Without cor 
Now, Mr. President, I want only to say in closing that the fos a So eaten eee ee eee og gle mage 
which has been introduced by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. | take doses of salicylic acid with this partic 
URN] is practically the same one that we have introduced a e oe injured manufacture! 8 ee 
the past three or four years. It has for its object only epee eens Se ate ine 
nlementing the laws of the several States in their attempt | plain, and there is no excuse for breaking i 
vent the importation of misbranded and impure articles | Shows, there is a good deal of humbug in the « 
: . : uy . of . tinned food produc ts will not keep without pre 
od. It makes no standard of foods by anyone. It simply | joy keep in a natural state, the pu ° 
res what shall be deemed misbranded, what shall be re- | but the fact is. that with careful ar 





: 








led as adulterated, and no one can object to those defin: pearly Seer renee vat up will remain unchanged 
! Then it further declares that neither misbranded nor | ., es a ee ee tte aon Daa 
iterated goods shall be transported from one State to an-| (Minneapolis ‘Tribune, January 13, 1906.) 


I 
@l,. 


he remedy is not by a pure-food commissioner saying upon 





we 

own opinion that this food contains boracic acid and it wae i 

| not be sold in the State of North Dakota or in the State of | E. 

onsin, but the Secretary of Agriculture can say to the per Commiss I uf 
manufacturing it, “ We do not believe that your food |_ _ Deak Str: Since our consulting cl st, Dr. Francis W 
ict comes within the definitions prescribed in the law: | {)) roe - Se eo a . 
inay have your hearing.” They have their hearing. Then cid, and we subsequently sent 


; not compelled to report anything, but if he thinks they have | !esa!, we are pleased to tell you that 





made out a defense or if they refuse to change the character | ~ a - said re tm -  aRanene: 1 
E he ingredients, then he may say to the district attorney of | from our new makings. This is absolutely 
; proper district, “Go ahead and prosecute your case if in, % = aD ee are now issuing, not o . 
r judgment it is proper.” You will remember that Gy your sua 
t only that, Mr. President, but I can go into a store here | on the wrapper and direction label of h bh 
iy canned goods, and if I find what is said to be potted | cid: so, in order to avoid confusion, we have } 
1 is composed of pig’s jaw and calf’s neck I can go to the ee Sao a i 
itiug attorney myself and present that case and ask him ; We meaers you that, hould i 
vestigate it. ket it will be oid stock, and 


absolutely free from 


tesy and leniency shown to $s. and 





we enact a criminal law we ought to make it so that any 


m can make his complaint, whether it is the Secretary of | now existing will alway 
uture, whether it is the food commissioner of any State, or eae inet eens ind lega 2 
‘else who thinks that he has a grievance and ask that the pre ate it. and we need hardly 
hall be enforced. To do that we do not want to have ten | monthly bulletin would be of 
een pages of red tape and conditions under which we can ve ee eee Beane ; 
sample, and then only to be used in certain cases, and a a me ik 
to be used six weeks, I think, after it has been procured ' 
red-tape business, Mr. President, what you have to do after 
t hold of your sample, will take a longer time to go | powaren kK. srarer. Eso.. 
ch than the statute of limitations as is provided in the bill, ( ner, Dairy and I Depart t j 
after the lapse of sixty days, I think it is, the evidence Dear Str: We are in r 
| not be used at all. stant, regarding an editorial y 
y, Mr. President, with all due deference to the views of | , Bp aaa 4 “ a Pg ts 1 
nator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] I think these cases | This article only came to 
ld be prosecuted the same as any other case in a criminal t , e are mr wa 


if we find that a defendant willfully and maliciously | | 
es upon the public and a jury of twelve men with all the We can only express o ts, t! 


nee that either the prosecution or the defense can bring | you have a ded : 
them ascertain that he is willfully disobeying the law, ae ae ae ~ it 
he is to be convicted; and nothing more and nothing less |~ Thanking you for giving t port 
t to be in a law of this character. tion in the matter, we remai 
NELSON. Mr. President, during the early part of the ROGER, Tovy Ceaces 
r te on this bill the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gar-| Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I 
E :] took occasion to refer to an article from the American | very brief observation co! ! 
izgist, L believe it is called, the trade paper, about the action | Minnesota sent to the des I 
the Minnesota Pure Food Commission in excluding Lea & | from the Minnesota newspapel! 
n’s Worcestershire sauce from that State. I told the | mies of pure-food legislation ar 


tor at the time he quoted from the paper that I thought | I am placed in that category. 
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to judge when this debate is through and when the vote is 
taken whether I am an enemy of pure-food legislation or not. 


Again, Mr. President, it will be observed that this commis- 
sioner of Minnesota, finding salicylic acid in Lea & Perrin’s 


sauce (he does not say whether it was in poisonous quantities 
or not) in his discretion permitted it to be sold in the State for 
certain length of time after which it was to be barred—that 


is, under his administration of the pure-feod laws of Minne- 
sota the people of that State could poison themselves by using 
this sauce for two or three months, and they must cease to do 
so after that time had expired. I think that simple suggestion 
shows the absurdity of the entire proceeding. 

| think I may take occasion before the debate closes to show 
that while salicylic acid and boracic acid are perhaps poison- 
ous in the concrete sense, yet they can be used in minute quan- 
tities, as salicylic acid has been used in minute quantities in 
this particular preparation, without any harm whatever to the 


} 


That is all I care to say about the matter at present. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I am surprised at the state- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. He intimates in 
his statement that the dairy and food authorities having that 
matter in charge concluded to let the people of the State use 
for a brief time. That is a very unfair statement. The 


system. 


oOrmTon 


icts were that they had a lot of goods manufactured containing 
certain preservatives which our State authorities said were 
not proper, and not to treat them harshly, in order that they 
might manufacture the product in a different way, they did 


not change 


That the Senator criticises 
while, in the first instance, he called atten- 


the rule immediately. 





and finds fault with, 
t to the arbitrary conduct of the dairy and food commission 
of M esota in excluding the sauce, when, as a matter of fact, 
they never absolutely excluded it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I now renew the suggestion 
I made at an earlier hour to-day respecting the arrangement 
concerning the debate on the pending bill. I ask that it be 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa offers the 
following, which will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


In lieu of the unanimous-consent agreement of Februsry 138, 1906: 











It is agreed by unanimous consent that on to-morrow, Tuesday, Febru- 
ary 20, at 3 o'clock p. m., and on Wednesday, February 21, imme- 
diately upon the conclusion of the routine morning business, the Sen- 
ate will proceed to the consideration of the bill 8. 88 “for prevent- 
ing e manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or mis- 
branded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, 
and f I lating traffic therein, and for other purposes; that de- 
bat« 1 ed under the ten-minute rule; that for this purpose 
t 1 shed business shall be temporarily laid aside on Wednesday ; 
and that at 5 o'clock on said day (Wednesday, February 21, 1906) the 
Senate will beg voting without further debate upon the amendments 
pend or then to be offered, and will vote upon the bill itself before 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
if he did not intend to include the amendments in the portion 
of the unanimous-consent rule he offered, when he proposes 
t) the Senate shall proceed with the consideration of the bill. 
It sl 1 be “the bill and amendments.” It is the amend@- 
ments, I understand, that are to be considered under the ten- 
I I 


Mr. ALLISCN. The bill and amendments. I do not object 


to that, of course. We can not consider the bill without con- 
§ ring the amendments that are offered. 

Mr. HEYBURN. What I want to get at is, Does the Sen- 
tend that only the bill itself shall be proceeded with 
ten-minute rule? 

NM ALLISON. Well, the bill—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator’s suggestion this morning was 

t amendments should be considered. 
ALLISON. I think you would eliminate the ten-minute 
t f you should discuss the bill without considering amend- 
I think it is necessary now that at 3 o’clock to-morrow 


i es be fined to the amendments. 


i. YBURN. That is what I understood this morning. 
LLISON Therefore I provide for general discussion 
‘ ween the conclusion of the morning business and 
Mr. HEYBURN. I wish to make a suggestion. As I under- 
& he proposed agreement, in proceeding under the ten- 
minute rule those having charge of the bill would only be per- 
mitted to speak ten minutes on the bill itself. That is all right 


as to amendments. Ten minutes is quite sufficient time, I think, 
on each amendment, but as to the bill itself, those having charge 
of it would perhaps want to occupy more than ten minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires to occupy more than 
ten minutes he will have no trouble in doing so. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I do net know that those having the bill 
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in charge would want more than ten minutes to reply to any 
attack that might be made upon it, but this is different from tho 
proposition made this morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that I provide for = 
eral debate until 3 o’clock to-morrow and that after 3 o’ck 
the debate shall continue under the ten-minute rule, and t! 
continues during Wednesday. It is in lieu of the former am 
ment, which would have required us to begin voting on Wed: 
day immediately after the conclusion of the morning business. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am in entire sympathy with the propose: 
rule except I want to be protected in haying time enough to an 
swer such attacks as may be made on us. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think between the morning hour | 
morrow and 8 o’clock would be time enough. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But it is difficult to tell what will be done 
after that in the way of attack on the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Nobody can speak more than ten minutes after 
3 o'clock. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I may not be able to speak at all. I should 
like to have the opportunity to meet such an attack as may he 
made upon the bill. I might want to reply to it; that is the 
idea. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest to the Senator to make an adidi- 
tional request that he be given twenty minutes to reply. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator need not be afraid of anything 
unfair. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am not afraid of anything unfair; « 
circumstances might arise. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears none, and it is so 


ordered. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am advised that the copies of the bil! are 
exhausted, and I would ask unanimous consent that, say, 25 
copies be printed. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us have a reprint with the amendments 
agreed to printed in italics. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the amendments offered printed in 
brackets. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have no objection. 

Mr. KEAN. Then we can readily understand what the Dill 
really is or what it is proposed to make it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks that 
250 copies of the bill, with the pending amendments in brackets, 
be printed——— 

Mr. KEAN. With the amendments that have been agreed to 
in italics and the amendments that have been offered in brackets. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. With the amendments offered in 
brackets, and the amendments already agreed to in italics. Is 
there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


yw 


Mr. GALLINGER. I offer certain amendments which I ask 
may be printed and lie on the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be printed 


and lie on the table. 
LIGHT VESSEL OFF NANTUCKET SHOALS, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent to call up thie 
(S. 4016) for establishing a light vessel off Nantucket & Is 
Massachusetts. It will take only a moment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its « 
eration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in line 3, before the word “ thousand,” to insert 
“and thirty ;” so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $130,000, or so much 
as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for | pul 
pose of constructing, equipping, and outfitting complete for : > 


first-class light vessel, with steam fog signal, to take the place o! 
vessel No. 58, which foundered on ember 11, 1905, while |! 


the station off Nantucket shoals, about 40 miles to the « 

and eastward of Nantucket Island, Massachusetts, and the Ligh! !!ous 
Board is authorized to employ temporarily at Washington three ts- 
men, to be paid at current rates, to perpen? the plans for said ves en 
this appropriation is made and to be paid therefrom, such em l 


to cease on or before the date when, the plans for such ves: 
finished, proposals for building it are invited by advertisement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading read 
the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. KEAN, 
on of executive business. 
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i 
I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 1906. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | 


consideration of executive business. 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
id 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
fuesday, February 20, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
recutive nominations received by the Senate February 19, 1906. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

William C. Kennedy, of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Columbus, in the State of Ohio, to succeed Elmer J. 
Miller, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Joseph B. Murdock to be a captain in the Navy 

m the 22d day of January, 1906, 

tired. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

Maj. William P. Duvall, Artillery Corps, to be brigadier-gen- 

eral, vice Reed, to be retired from active service. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


After ten minutes spent | 


vice Capt. Henry N. Manney, | 


2007 


McEldowney. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 

Frank T. Moran to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county 
of Boone and State of Hlinois, in place of Fran rr. Moran 
iIncumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1906. 

William Parker to be postmaster at Rock Falls, in the 
county of Whiteside and State of Illinois, in place of Andrew 
S. Goodell. Incumbent’s commission expired January 1 1M 

George S. Roush to be postmaster at Lena, in the county of 
Stephenson and State of Illinois, in place of George S. Rous! 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906 

Edward C. Watson to be postmaster at Assumption, in the 
county of Christian and State of Illinois, in place of Edward C. 
Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

INDIANA. 
Thomas W. Burt to be postmaster at La Fayette, in the 


county of Tippecanoe and State of Indiana, in place of James 


L. Caldwell. Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906 
IOWA. 
| Eugene C. Haynes to be postmaster at Centerville, in the 
| county of Appanoose and State of Iowa, in place of Eugene ¢ 
Haynes. Incumbent’s commission expires March 5, 1906 
John W. Campbell to be postmaster at Preston, in the county 


| of Jackson and State of Iowa, in place of John W. Campbell. 


Maj. Alexander B. Dyer, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant- ! 


colonel from February 16, 1906, vice Birkhimer, appointed 
brigadier-general. 


Capt. Charles H. Hunter, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
February 16, 1906, vice Dyer, promoted. 

First Lieut. John W. Gulick, Artillery Corps, to be captain 
from February 16, 1906, vice Hunter, promoted. 

ond Lieut. William Tidball, Artillery Corps, to be first 
itenant from February 16, 1906, vice Gulick, promoted. 


s 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 
hn B. Daughtry to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county 


T 


of Geneva and State of Alabama. Oflice became Presidential 

October 1, 1905, 
\ndrew M. Steele to be postmaster at Tuscumbia, in the 
ty of Colbert and State of Alabama, in place of Robert 


Incumbent’s commission expires March 14, 1906. 
hibald C. Walter to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the 
of Bullock and State of Alabama, in place of Henry Har 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 
ARKANSAS, 
1 F. Taylor to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of 
sippi and State of Arkansas, in place of Dayid F. Taylor. 
ibent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 


CALIFORNIA, 
I’, Demsey to be postmaster at Mojave, in the county of 
IX ind State of California, in place of William Collins, re- 


B eph P. Frankhouse to be postmaster at San Fernando, in 
: unty of Los Angeles and State of California, in place of 
und L. Brown, resigned. 
am L. Tripp to be postmaster at Santa Rosa, in the county 
ma and State of California, in place of Allen B. Lemmon. 
inbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 
GE 
rles W. Moxley to be postmaster at Wadley, in the county 
and State of Georgia. Office became Presidential 
y 1, 1906. 
es I. Robinson to be postmaster at Eatonton, in the 
of Putnam and State of Georgia, in place of Charles I. 
n. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906, 
ILLINOIS, 
W. Breen to be postmaster at Manteno, in the county 
nkakee and State of Illinois, in place of James W. Breen. 
nbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905, 
A. Castle to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county 
‘k and State of Illinois, in place of Lewis A. Castle. In 
ent’s commission expires March 5, 1906. 
ink H. Greene to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county of 
licnury and State of Illinois, in place of Frank H. Greene. In 
hent’s commission expired February 13, 1906. 
ed C. Kile to be postmaster at Blue Island, in the county 
Cook and State of Iinois, in place of Fred C. Kile. Incum- 
's commission expired February 10, 1906. 
E ‘iilliam J. MeEldewney to be postmaster at Chicago Heights, 
ue county of Cook and State of Illinois, in place of William 


RGTIA, 


ferson 
es 


vis 


e } 
> I 
1 








Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1906. 

Charles M. Marshall to be postmaster at Moulton, in the 
county of Appanoose and State of Iowa, in place of Charles M. 
Marshall. Incumbent’s commission expires March 5, 1906 

Samuel W. Moorehead to be postmaster at Keokuk, in the 


county of Lee and State of Iowa, in place of Asaph Buck I 
cumbent’s commission expires March 5, 

Millard F. Stookey to be postmaster at Leon, in 
Decatur and State of Iowa, in place of John Led 


LOO 
the « 


gerwood 


cumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 
KANSAS 
Osborn J. Greenleaf to be postmaster at Greensburg 
county of Kiowa and State of Kansas. Office | ne Pres 
dential January 1, 1906. 
KENTUCKY 
John M. Vick to be postmaster at Central ¢ 
of Muhlenberg and State of Kentuc in e Oo j e |} 
Freeman. Incumbent’s commission expired M h 20. 1904 
MARYLAND 
Robert S. McKinney to be postmaster at Taneytow1 
county of Carroll and State of Maryland, in place Stan ‘ 
Reaver. Incumbent’s commission expired J y 20, 1006 
MAS CHUSI 
Robert A. Beckwith to be postinaster at Sout dee 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in ¢ 
Rhobert A. Beckwith. Incumbent’s commission « ed | 
13, 1906, 
John Duff to be postmaster at New Bedford 1 th 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in place John Duff 
cumbent’s commission expired January 2, 1 
Charles L. Fairbanks to be postmaster at Southboro, i: 
county of Worcester and State of Massachuset Of! ‘ 
Presidential January 1, 1906 
Arthur L. Bemis to be postmaster at Carson ¢ 
county of Montcalm and State of Michig \ 
L. Bemis. Incumbent’s commission @xp red | ruary 11 1%) 
Charles F. Brown to be postmaster at Aln ‘ 
Gratiot and State of Michigan, in place of ¢ ‘ KR 
Incumbent’s commission expired Febru 7, 1h 
Michael H. Kern to be postmas t M ) 
county of Menominee and State Mic! ‘ 
Michael H. Kern. Incumbent’s co1 ssion | 
7, 1906, 
Lou B. Winsor to be postmaster at Reed ¢ : ‘ 
Osceola and State of Michigan, in place of Lou B. W | 
cumbent’s commission expired Janua 20, 12M 
Benjamin torgert to be post ste B yery 
county of Todd and State of Minnes« O | 
dential January 1, 1906. 
Minnie M. Holmes to be postmaster at D 
City), in the county of Becker and State of M ‘ 
of Edwin D. Holmes. Incumbent’s commission « 
21, 1906. 
Frank H. Jwergens to be pos te 2 
county of Scott and State of Minnes I 
| Juergens. Incumbent’s commission exp 1 J 
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Olaus O. Sunde to be postmaster at New Richland, in the 
county of Waseca and State of Minnesota. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1906. 

SSISSIPPI | 

Carrie D. Morgan to be postmaster at Baldwyn, in the 


of Lee and 


int) State 
dential January 1, 


1906 


of Mississippi. Office became Presi- | 





C) E. Mortimer to be postmaster at Crystal Springs, in | 
the unty of Copiah and State of Mississippi, in place of 
Clara FE. Mortimer. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 1906. 

Daniel E. Rosser to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the | 
county of Bolivar and State of Mississippi, in place of Daniel | 
Ek. Rosser. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

John T. Wood to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county 
of Lowndes and State of Mississippi, in place of John T. 
Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

MI 

Daniel J. Holman to be postmaster at Keytesville, in the 
county of Chariton and State of Missouri, in place of William C. 
Gaston. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1906. 

William H. Luthy to be postmaster at Parkville, in the county 
of Platte and State of Missouri, in place of William B. Noland. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1906. 

NEBRASKA, 

Charles W. McConaughy to be postmaster at Holdrege, in the 
county of Phelps and State of Nebraska, in place of Charles W. 
MecConaughy. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 
lt 

NEW JERSEY 


stmaster at Tuckerton, in the county 


Jnl es W. Kelley to be | 








of O n and State of New Jersey, in place of James W. Kelley. 
Incu ent’s commission expired February 13, 1906. 

A ny T. Woolley to be postmaster at Long Branch, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in place of 
Anthony T. Woolley. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 7, 1906. 

. NEW YORK. 

George L. Bowers to be postmaster at Vernon, in the county of 


Oneida and State of New York, in place of George L. Bowers. 
mbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 


James H. Jennings to be postmaster at Candor, in the county 





of Tioga and State of New York, in place of James H. Jennings. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

George G. Mason to be postmaster at Webster, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York, in place of George G. Mason. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

Prine Riggs to be postmaster at Sodus, in the county of 
Wayne and State of New York, in place of Prine Riggs. In- 
cumbent’s co! ssion expires February 28, 1906. 

Gorfield Vanderburgh to be postmaster at Florida, in the 
county of Orange and State of New York. Office became Presi 
dential January 1, 1906. 

OREGON, 

\. EF. Blackerby to be postmaster at Silverton, in the county 
of \ on and State of Oregon, in place of Thomas W. Riches. 
lt bent’s com ion expired January 21, 1906. 

I NNSYLVANIA 

WW mi B. MelIlhenny to be postmaster at Gettysburg, in the 
com f Adams and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William 
B 1y. Incumbent’s commission expired February 12, 

I to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of 
\ 1 State of South Dakota. Office became Presi- 
d LO r 1, 1906. 
EE. 

l n W. Burford to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the 
‘ of Wilson and State of Tennessee, in place of Blanton 
i Bu rd Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 

] L. § r to be postmaster at Dyersburg, in the county 
< of ‘Tenn et n pla of John L. Sinclair. 
J I n ex] 1 January i3, 1906. 

TRXAS 

Leonidas M. Barkley to be postmaster at Fort Worth, in the 
county of Tarrant nd State of Texas, in place of Lon M. 
Barkley, nominated January 18, 1906 (confirmed February 1, 
1906), to correct error in name. 1 

Harry C. Butler to be postmaster at Anson, in the county of 
Jones and State of Texas, in place of Harry C. Butler. In- 





ibent’s commission expires March 4, 1906. 
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Charles J. Lewis to be postmaster at Clarendon, in the co 
of Donley and State of Texas, in place of Charles J. Le 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906. 

UTAH. 

Niels C. Poulsen to be postmaster at Richfield, in the c 
of Sevier and State of Utah, in place of Niels C. Poulsen. 
cumbent’s commission expires February 28, 1906. 

VIRGINIA, 

Charles Alexander to be postmaster at Boydton, in the « 
of Mecklenburg and State of Virginia, in place of Charles A 
ander. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 190 

Roger G. Dyson to be postmaster at Belfield, in the com 
Greenesville and State of Virginia. Office became Presic: 


| January 1, 1906. 


D. C. Thomas to be postmaster at Abingdon, in the coun 
Washington and State of Virginia, in place of Rosa Rose. 
cumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

WASHINGTON. 

William A. Buckley to be postmaster at Sprague, in the « 
of Lincoln and State of Washington, in place of Willi \ 
Buckley. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 19 

Millard T. Hartson to be postmaster at Spokane, in the « 
of Spokane and State of Washington, in place of Millard 1T 
Hartson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5, 1906. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

A. BE. McDonald to be postmaster at Chester, in the cou of 
Hancock and State of West Virginia, in place of W. C. Jol 
resigned. 

WISCONSIN. 

S. H. Alban to be postmaster at Rhinelander, in the county of 
Oneida and State of Wisconsin, in place of Frank BR. P: 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 

John F. Cole to be postmaster at Marshfield, in the cou 
Wood and State of Wisconsin, in place of John F. Cole.) Incu 
bent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

Charles F. Henrizi to be postmaster at Menomonee F 
the county of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin. Oflice b 
Presidential January 1, 1906. 

Austin R. Loveland to be postmaster at Oregon, in the « 
of Dane and State of Wisconsin. Office became Presid 
January 1, 1906. 

Arthur A. Porter to be postmaster at Portage, in the coun 
of Columbia and State of Wisconsin, in place of Arthur A 
Porter. Incumbent’s commission expires April 10, 1906. 

Robert C. Pugh to be postmaster at Hayward, in the county 
of Sawyer and State of Wisconsin, in place of Robert C. Pugh 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

Alfred W. Trevitt to be postmaster at Wausau, in the 
of Marathon and State of Wisconsin, in place of Alf 
Trevitt. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Haeecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 1 
1906. 
SURVEYOR OF 


Mahlon M. Garland, of Pennsylvania, to be surveyor of cus 
toms for the port of Pittsburg, in the State of Pennsylyan! 


CUSTOMS. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Frederick O. Murray, of New York, to be collector of « 
for the district of Buffalo Creek, in the State of New Y: 
George W. Gardiner, of Rhode Island, to be collector 


toms for the district of Providence, in the State of Ltho 
Island. 

Howard S. Nyman, of the District of Columbia, to be « 
of customs for the district of Georgetown, in the District ol 


Columbia, 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
George W. Stewart, of California, to be register of 
office at Visalia, Cal. 
Charles F. Shedd, of Nebraska, to be register of 
office at Lincoln, Nebr. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Will M. Gifford, of Nebraska, to be receiver of pu! Mons 
eys at Lincoln, Nebr. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. Clarence M. Stone to be a lieutenant-comm r il 


the Navy from the 28th day of June, 1905. 
Lieut. Douglas BE, Dismukes to be a lieutenant-comun 





Ee 


1906. 


( 


( 


* Kings and State of California. 
2. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Lieut. Col. Sedgwick Pratt, Artillery Corps (detailed in- 

ector-general), to be colonel from February 9, 1906. 

Col. P. Henry Ray, Fourth Infantry, to be placed on the re- 

ed list of the Army with the rank of brigadier-general from 
date upon which he shall be retired from active service. 


POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 
Albert N. Holland to be postmaster at Scottsboro, in the 
uuty of Jackson and State of Alabama. 
ARKANSAS. 
Joseph BE. Dougherty to be postmaster at Russellville, in the 
unty of Pope and State of Arkansas. 
CALIFORNIA, 
Robert J. Nixon to be postmaster at Yreka, in the county of 
kiyou and State of California. 
frank L. Powell to be postmaster at Lemoore, in the county 


COLORADO. 
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Daniel E. Cooper to be postmaster at Lamar, in the county of | 


wers and State of Colorado. 
Wesley H. Ogle to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county 
Hinsdale and State of Colorado. 


CONNECTICUT. 


| of Dunklin and State of Missou 


Bennett C. Atwood to be postmaster at Watertown, in the | 


ty of Litehfield and State of Connecticut. 


Seth Pratt to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county of | 


hfield and State of Connecticut. 


Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 


IDAHO. 
Nd F. Winn to be postmaster at Idaho Falls, in the county of 
cham and State of Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 
William G. Baie to be postmaster at Hinckley, in the county of 
lb and State of Illinois. 
Cornelius T. Beekman to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the 
ty of Menard and State of Illinois. 
\. Constantine to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 
ne and State of Illinois. 
rry D. Hemmens to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county 
ne and State of Tllinois. 
est G. Howell to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county 
» and State of Lllinois. 
INDIANA, 
rley D. Billings to be postmaster at Williamsport, in the 
of Warren and State of Indiana. 
ias W. Burt to be postmaster at Lafayette, in the county 
pecanoe and State of Indiana. 
rles G. Covert to be postmaster at Evansville, in the 
of Vanderburg and State of Indiana. 
1). Houchin to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the county 
e and State of Indiana. 
ul P. Loveland to be postmaster at Peru, in the county of 
and State of Indiana. 
ur U, Masten to be postmaster at Danville, in the county 
ndricks and State of Indiana. 
IOWA, 
ry L. Chesley to be postmaster at Sutherland, in the 
if O’Brien and State of Iowa. 
s P. Hollowell, jr., to be postmaster at Fort Madison, 
unty of Lee and State of lowa. 
KANSAS, 
n M. Garvey to be postmaster at McCune, in the county of 
ford and State of Kansas. 
Palmer to be postmaster at Eskridge, in the county of 
nsee and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
lam C. Harper to be postmaster at Catlettsburg,.in the 
of Boyd and State of Kentucky. 
MAINE. 
orge M. Allen to be postmaster at Cherryfield, in the county 
shington and State of Maine. 
h. Littlefield to be postmaster at Vinal Haven, in ihe 
of Knox and State of Maine. 
oodbury Marson to be postmaster at Booth Bay Harbor, in 
county of Lincoln and State of Maine, 


NEW AMPSHI 
Charles E. Slate to be postmaster at W 
} of Cheshire and State of New Hampshire 
Brice P. Walling to be S I St 
Sussex and State of New Jers 
NEW ¥ 
Michael Gleason to be postmaster at ¢ 
| of Jefferson and State of New York. 
Frank W. James to be postmaster at } 
Ontario and State of New York 
NORTH CAROLINA 
Benjamin G. Bradley to be postmaster 


ECORD 


Frederick 


county of Norfolk and Stat 





Hi. 


Edwin D. Goodell to be 
of Worcester and State of 


George E. Adams to be 


Van Buren and State of Michiga 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay. F bruary 19, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of Thursday, February 15, 1906, was read and 
approved. 

INDUSTRIAL ARTS AND EXPOSITIONS. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions may sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. May- 
NARD] asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Industrial 
Arts and Expositions may sit during the sessions of the House. 


Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Is there anything for that committee to do? 
Mr. MAYNARD. They are having a hearing. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

VESSELS AT 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 3318) to allow the en- 
try and clearance of yessels at San Luis Obispo, Port Harford, 
and Monterey, Cal. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be enacted, etc., That the collector of customs at San 
is hereby authorized to depute an oflicer of the customs from his col- | 
lection district to proceed to San Luis Obispo, Port Harford, or Mon- | 
terey, in his district, for the purpose of receiving at those places the en- 
tries of arriving there in ballast and of clearing them with car- 
goes of petroleum only in the same manner as if they had proceeded to 
San Francisco before entry. The actual necessary expenses of the of 
fi shall be paid by the private persons concerned. 


CERTAIN CALIFORNIA PORTS. 


it Francisco | 


vessels 


With the following amendment: 

In line 8, page 1, after the word “ petroleum,” insert 
products.” Strike out all after entry in line 1, page 2. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NeepHAM, a motion to reconsider the last | 
vote was laid on the table. 


“and its 


and it 


BOUNDARY LINES BETWEEN OKLAHOMA AND NEW MEXICO AND THE 
STATE OF TEXAS. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | 

| 


the present corsideration of the bill (H. R. 443) 
to authorize the President of the United States, in conjunction 
with the State of Texas, to run and mark the boundary lines 
between the Territories of Oklahoma and New Mexico and the 
State of Texas. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following bill, which 


consent tor 











the Clerk will report, 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

W the west boundary of the Panhandle of Texas and the east | 
boundar line of New Mexico is fixed by law on the one hunéred and | 
third meridian and said line is 310 miles long; and 

W he s only 70 miles at the south end and 184 miles at the north | 
end of iid line we surveyed and marked with monuments (in the 

9, by John H. Clark, the commissioner on the part of the | 
States) and 
\\ the 1ainder of said line, 56 miles in length, has never | 
" ked on e ground; and 
\ s it is necessary that said lines be re-marked on the ground, | 
56 miles not marked be established ; and 

\\ 4 1 Clar irvey was made under a joint commission by 
the es and the State of Texas, authorized by act of Congress 

i ved Ji 5, 1858, and said survey has be approved by the United 
States | the legislature of the State of Texas, and conformed to by 

of the State Texas ; and | 
to th and east lines of New Mexico bordering 
1 all that part of the boundary line of the Texas Pan 
! lering on Oklahoma, as run by said Clark, can not now 
} na 
\ ‘ ipproved January 15, 1901, provided for 
i ted River at the int tion of the true one 
I I ale iv and 
\ ! t has on di fixed under said law by 
l) { l t examiner of irveys, and a report 
H ] ument No. 33, Fifty-seventh Congress, 
n N 194, Series F, of the Geological 
S \ \i a ii northwest boundary of Texas: and | 
S x ‘ 1 Kidder monument on the one hun- 
dredtl erid 1 p ‘ marks that boundary, the same having been 
1 r s nuary J 1901, and the fixing of said monu 
i meri quires the resurvyey of said lines between ‘Texas 
und Oklahon 

VV reas that ps of said Clark line not now known and established 

ld be fixed on the ground by monuments erected along said line, and | 
t not ) known should be resurveyed, established, and 
mi ] Therefore, } 

Be it enacted, ete., That the President of the United States be. and | 

he is hereby, authorized and empowered to appoint a commissioner, | 
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who, in conjunction with such commissioner as may be appointed 
and on behalf of the State of Texas for the same purpose, shall | 
and mark the boundary between the Territories of Oklahoma and N 
Mexico and the State of Texas. Beginning at the point where 
one hundredth degree of longitude west from Greenwich crosses I 
River, and running thence north to the point where said one | 
dredth degree of longitude intersects the parallel of 36° 30’, north | 
tude, as determined by John H. Clark, the commissioner on the ) 
of the United States, in the year 1859; thence west along said 
allel, as marked by said Clark, to the point where it intersects 
one hundred and third degree of longitude west from Greenwich. 
determined by said Clark, and thence south with the said one hundred 
and third degree of longitude to the thirty-second parallel of n 
latitude ; and thence west with the thirty-second degree of north 
tude, as determined by said Clark, to the Rio Grande River. 

Sec. 2. That the monument established (under authority of the t 
of Congress approved January 15, 1901) by Arthur D. Kidder, United 
States examiner of surveys, at the point of intersection of the | 
one hundredth meridian with Red River shall be accepted as cor 


and shall be the beginning point of said survey of said line on [tod 
River, and such other corners shall be established and land: 

erected along said boundary lines as may be agreed upon by the 1 
States commissioner, acting by his authority, and the State of Texas 
commissioner, acting under his authority: Provided, That the part of 


the line run and marked by monuments along the thirty-second pa 

of north latitude and that part of the line marked by monuments a 
the one hundred and third degree of longitude. west of Greenwich, + 
same being the east-and-west and north-and-sotith lines between ‘] 
and New Mexico, and run by authority of act of Congress approved 
June 5, 1858, and known as the Clark lines, and that part of the 
along the psrallel of 36° 30’ of north latitude, forming the 
boundary line of the Panhandle of Texas, and which said parts of 
lines have been confirmed by acts of Congress of March 3, 1891, shall 
remain the true boundary lines of Texas and said Territories of © 
homa and New Mexico: Provided further, That it shall be the 

of the commissioners appointed under this act to re-mark said old 


| where they can be found and identified by the original monut 


now found on the ground, or where monuments are now missing, 


| their original position can be shown by competent parol evidenc 


by the topographical maps, or. field notes made by said Clark 


|; monuments so found, or their position so identified, shall det 


the true position and course of the boundary lines as marked by id 
Clark to the full extent of the survey made by him; and whe 
survey was actually originally made on said lines, it shall be the d 
of the said commissioners to run a straight line between the nm 
points determined by the Clark survey, and when said straight 
have been so run, marked, and agreed upon by the commissioners, 
shall thereafter form the true boundary lines. 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may lx 
ry, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any mon 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions 
of this act: Provided, That the person or persons appointed and « 
ployed on the part and behalf of Texas are to be paid by the 
Provided further, That no persons except a superintend 
commissioner shall be appointed or employed in this service by 
United States but such as are required to make the necessary ols 
tions and surveys to ascertain such line and erect suitable mon 
thereon and make return of the same. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
have the object of this bill explained. 





Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to 
the gentleman from New York that in 1859 there was a t 
conunission on the part of the State of Texas and the United 
States appointed to run the boundary line between Texas and 


The President of the United States appointed one 
Mr. Clark met the ‘le 


New Mexico. 
John H. Clark as a commissioner. 


| commissioner, who was William Scurry, and they proceeded to 


run the boundary lines, beginning on the Rio Grande [iver a 
few miles above El Paso and on the thirty-second parallel! o! 


itude. Irom this point the commissioners ran east to the 

east corner of New Mexico. They there established by 
nomical calculations the southeast corner of New Mexico, al 
point that they supposed to be the point of intersection of thie 
thirty-second parallel with the one hundred and third m: 
From this point they run north across the Staked Plains, fo! 


the purpose of running the one hundred and third m 
which is the boundary line between Texas and New 
They proceeded 30 or 40 miles; when, on account of 
being a very dry year, they were unable to pursue tlie 
that direction. They then went back to the Pecos Ri\ 
traveled up the river to a point opposite the northwest ¢ 
Texas, which point is on the one hundred and third 
They there established astronomically the northwest co! 
Texas in the east boundary line of New Mexico. Th ell 
ran south something over 120 miles along the one hund 
third meridian as located astronomically by Clark, wh 
were again stopped on account of the droughty season 
being able to cross the plains on account of the lack of 
that cduntry being uninhabited at that early date. 

The commissioner, John H. Clark, reported his work 
Congress, which report was afterwards approved and 
by act of Congress, The fact is that 59 miles had not | 
or marked. Recently, in 1892, Congress passed an act ra - 
the line as run by John H. Clark, and there was also a! f 
the Texas legislature approving the same line pas 
same year. These acts absolutely and forever fix this 
line as the true line between Texas and New Mexico, 
that now remains to be done by this bill is to re-mark tl line 


ti) 
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| 


is run originally by Clark and to connect the part of the line | The State of Texas never had patented any of this land, but it 

ot run by a straight line and to mark this straight line. sold it on long time at $2 an acre at a very low rate of inter- 

In recent years, since the counties along that line "have been est. Since that time many of these people have obtained pat- 
ettled up and organized, it has been sscertained that the two | ents from the United States. 

ines, if protracted, will not meet, and that the astronomical Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will state to the gentleman from 

lculations were not correct, the line being located a mile or | Iowa that there is no trouble along that line between the citizens 

, 

l 

i 


ore too far west; but this old line thus run and marked by | of Greer County and the citizens of Texas. The 
Clark has been approved by Congress and the State of Texas. | agreed upon this matter and want the line run an 
his bill provides that the line shall remain as approved and | plainly along the one hundredth meridian. There 
run originally and marked by the monuments found now on | short distance between the old line and the n ' | 
ground, and that this 59 miles shall be run by a straight | running north quite a distance from Red River the line 


e between the monuments that ean be found on the ground, | lished by Mr. Kidder as the one hundredth meridian crosses 

id that these lines and monuments so marked shall constitute | supposed line between Texas and Oklahoma; and Mr. K 
true boundary line between Texas and New Mexico. established the line—if I can get the attention of th 
he trouble arose originally on aceount of the conditions of | man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]|—under act of Congress | 

e country in 1858 and 1859, it being a wild country and no} 1891. I believe the gentleman from Iowa also took some 

ter being found on the plains at the point the lines did not in that bill, and when it passed Congress it provided 


Mr. Clark believed that these two lines, if prolonged, | settling the differences between the United § 
ild meet each other; but recently, as I have stated, the | and also definitely located the one hundredth 


eyors on the part of Texas and the United States have | definite location by Mr. Kidder, the United St 
rtained that there is a hiatus there, and that if the lines | the one hundredth meridian. Texas is w 
prolonged they will not meet; hence this must be corrected | work done by the United States under that 
his bill. The legislature of the State of Texas has passed| Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the 
l! for the same purpose. There is a comprehensive report | question. Has he conferred with the Deleg: 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Brrpsaxx] in its favor. | tory of New Mexico, which would also b et 
» is no objection to the bill that I am aware of. The United Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think Mr. Rod 
States sent out Mr. Arthur D. Kidder last year—he is a special | bill thoroughly, but I do not think that M 
examiner of surveys—and he made a full and excellent report | present Delegate, does understand it. 
this boundary question. I have that report here, and also Mr. LACEY. I refer to the present Delegate 
port made by Mr. Brrpsati, from the Judiciary Committee, Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That was last year 
vor of the bill. It was an unanimous report from that | to Mr. Rodey about it, and I have give 
\ittee. ANDREWS, the gentleman representing that 7 ry, i 
r. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question. the bill. It is a very hard bill to understand it I 
. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. suaded that if he has read and fully und s the 
MANN. So far as this bill relates to John H. Clark, it | he would have no objection to it. I hay t 
ns that survey? | the Commissioner of the General Land Office stating 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. have not made any surveys east of the old ¢ 
Mr. MANN. I think that is right. | none will be made east of the old Clar! 
LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? | definitely settled. 
STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. |} Mr. SHEPPARD. M [ asl 
Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from Texas will remember a | affects the boundary line between 
litigation between the United States and Texas, which | Texas? 
resulted in the establishment of Greer County, Okla.? | Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Not | 
- STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. | pending, introduced by Mr. ¢ MAD N d 
Mr. LACEY. Does this bill affect the boundary line along | Settle the boundary line between the ii : 
Greer County touching the State of Texas? é | Texas. The two bills might be combined oe 
STEPHENS of Texas. It does not, only in this way: This bill might property be ai i ‘ = that bi 
Kidder established the one-hundredth meridian and the | 2% to have one bill and one commission for settling bot 
boundary line of Greer County is the one-hundredth | *"*©- 
lian—— « Mr. SHEPPARD. Is there any ques d 
LACEY. How much is there in controversy at the one- | Proper line between the Indian Territory a £3 
redth meridian? . Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand t 
STEPHENS of Texas. Very little, and Texas gains as | OMY two or three places along Red River whet — 
1 as she loses. Originally there was a mistake made as to | ®8¥ controversy about thal age 
cation of the one-hundredth meridian on Red River. another bill. There is no co a 
LACEY. The gentleman will remember—was he in Con- | @ this bil. ae i ' 
at the time the Greer County bill was passed? It was in| . Mr- PAYNE. Mr. oo ee rth ng a taeimaaiaaa alii 
atter part of Cleveland’s Administration. Judge Brown, of | tom New Mexico, I object to | 
sentleman’s district, came here and in collaboration with | — i 
j nd Attorney-General Harmon I was designated to help A message from the Senate Mr. P 
the bill to settle the difficulties of the situation between | clerk, announced that the Senate | 
r County and the State of Texas. There were a large | lowing titles; in which the concurr coin 
‘of settlers along the line, along this boundary which the | sentatives was requested 
eman now speaks of, that had bought lands from the State S. 659. An act granting 
as at $2 an acre. In the Greer County bill a new ar- | Dunn; : 
‘at was made by which the rights of these Texans, pur S. 661. An act for the relief of Levi J. B 
from the State of Texas, were ratified to a certain S. 1305. An act to provide for the purech 
t, and only to a certain extent. They were given the | erection of a public build thie mn = 
they had bought of Texas at $2 an acre; they had | of North Carolina; 
it land in large tracts under certain provisions, and this S. 2801. An act to withhold from sale a port f I 
vas reduced. Now, it occurs to me that perhaps some of | Military Reservation at Sault Ste. Marie, M 
tracts of land that have been adjudicated upon in the S. 729. An act for the relief of George H. W a 
County bill are along the boundary line, and the passage S728. An act to correct the military r d of Ja \\ 
bill would transfer some of these purchasers back into | Houser; 
and give rise to another controversy. I would like to S. 2054. An act authorizing the Secretary of War 
the gentleman whether or not that ought not to be pro- | the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the r of | 
for—that the rights of the settlers who have been holding | One hundred and twenty-second [Illinois 
i under the Greer County act should not be affected in any | and issue him an honorable discharge ; 
by any further change of boundary. I will ask the gen-| 8.2056. An act to correct the milit D> 


if he has investigated that matter to find out whether | ner; 
tights of these individuals will be affected? S. 1304. An act for the construction of ( 


STEPHENS of Texas. I will state to the gentleman proaches to the national cemetery at Salisbu N. 
the State of Texas in that part of the State has never pat-| 8.2703. An act to establish a light 
{any land and that all that land is public land. Cape Hinchinbrook, Hinchinbrook Island, | \ $ 


LACEY. The gentleman misunderstands my question. ! in the district of Alaska ; 
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S. 4095. An act to establish a light and fog-signai station at 
near Isle au Haut Harbor, Maine; 
S. 1864. An act for the relief of James H. Oliver; 
S. 2705. An act to establish a light-house and fog signal on 
Cape Spencer, at the entrance to Cross Sound, in the district of 
Alaska; and 
R. 26. Joint resolution providing for the return of cer- 
tain archives now in possession of the Department of State to 
the State of North Carolina. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 659. An act granting an honorable discharge to William SS. 


or 


\ 


». 


Dunn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 728. An act to correct the military record of James W. 


Houser—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 729. An act for the relief of George H. White—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

8S. 1304. An act for the construction of a driveway and ap- 
proaches to the national cemetery at Salisbury, N. C.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1305. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a publie building thereon at Salisbury, in the State 
of North Carolina—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

S. 1864. An act for the relief of James H. Oliver, a com- 
mander on the retired list of the United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

$. 2054. An act 
the name of Joseph F. Ritcherdson on the rolls of Company C, 
One hundred and twenty-second Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and issue him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

8S. 2056. An act to correct the military record of David Hor- 
ner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

8.2703. An act to establish a light-house and fog signal on 
Cape Hinchinbrook, Hinchinbrook Island, Prince Wiiliam 
Sound, in the district of Alaska—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 
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Mr. CLAYTON. 
lished. 

Mr. PA¥NE. The court was established in the former act? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, w; 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Grices, a motion to reconsider the last yo 
was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its readin 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of {! 
committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
12320) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies ji) 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 

TO PROHIBIT GAMBLING IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 1 
rules and put the bill (H. R. 10858) to prohibit gambling in t! 
Territories on its passage, and ask unanimous consent tha 
second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine, by the directi: 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, moves to suspend the ruk 
and pass the following bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that a second 
| may be considered as ordered. 
| ‘There was no objection. 
| The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. Does the 
| gentleman from Maine [Mr. LitTLeFriELp] move to suspend the 
| rules and pass the bill without the amendments reported or 
| with the amendments reported? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. With the amendments reported by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enectcd, etc., That any person in any of the Territories of the 
| United States who deals, plays, or carries on, opens, or causes to be 


Why, no, sir; the division is already esta} 


[After a pause.] T! 


nh 
Ss 


The Clerk will report the bill as amended. 


S. 2705. An act to establish a light-house and fog signal on | opened, or conducts, either as gene? empiayen. whether for hire or 
tone Snencer. : » Ee “ a ence So ‘ . Aictring | DOt, any game of faro, monte, roulette, lansquenet, rouge et noire, 
. ay Spencer, at the entrance to Cross Sound, in the district | rondo, tan, fan tan, poker, seven and a half, twenty-one, chuck-a k, 
of Alaska—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | or any banking or percentage game, or any other kind of a game played 
merce | with cards, dice, or any device, for money, checks, — or any other 
SS, PSn ac j Pr wnle ¢ oti Jort | Tepresentative of value, is guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be pur 
8.2 O1. An act to w ithhold from sale a portion of Fort | ished by a fine of not more than $5,000 and by imprisonment for not 
Brady Military Reservation, at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.—to the | more than one year, or either. 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect within sixty days after its 
S. 4095. An act to establish a light and fog-signal station at | P#5528e- oe ; 
or near Isle au Haut Harbor, Maine—to the Committee on Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
An act providing for the withdrawal from peblic entry 


S. S87. 


of lands needed for town-site purposes in connection with irri- | 


gation projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and 


for other purposes—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid | 
Lands. 

S.R. 26. Joint resolution providing for the return of- cer- 
tain archives now in possession of the Department of State to | 
the State of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Library. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, ALBANY, GA. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

rhe Clerk read as follows: 

A bi Hi. R. 11501) to amend an act to provide for circuit and dis- 
tr courts of the United States at Albany, Ga. 
cted, etc., That the word “ southwestern,” wherever it ap 
i said act be stricken out, and the word “Albany” be inserted 
-. That the counties of Tift, Turner, and Crisp be assigned to | 
vis f the southern district of Georgia. 
Ss } the county of Colquitt, now in the southwestern division 


n dist 


rict of Georgia, be detached from said southwestern 
d sior nd attached to the Albany division of said district. 
t yuunty of Miller, now in the northern 


= { | 


district of 


iched from said district and attached to the Albany divi 
j the thern district of Georgia. 
The SPEASBUR. Is there objection? 
Mr. PAYNE. Mv. Speaker, was not a bill passed on this sub- 
ject a short time ago? 
Mr. GRIGGS. I will say, in answer to the gentleman from 
New York, that this division of courts was established a year 


go, and this bill merely provides for adding certain other coun- 
ties to the bill and a change of name of the division, because 


the 


Ss 


re happens to be in the southern district of Georgia another 
division of the same name. 

Mr. 
house? 


PAYNE. Does that render necessary any other court- 





Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the geutle- 


man one question—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
| that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
FIELD] has twenty minutes, and the gentleman from Arizona 
| Smiru] has twenty minutes in opposition. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to ask, as I could not 
hear when the bill was read, very clearly, whether it applic 
the District of Columbia as well as the Territories? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; it does not. 

Mr. KEIFER. Why not? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. For this reason: The District of © 
lumbia already has legislation on this subject, and the | 
| tories have legislation which simply authorizes the lic 
of gambling. The District of Columbia has no such lezisla- 


LirtrLe- 


Mr. 





| tion. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will pardon me stil! fu 
ther—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I can not point the gentleman the 


chapter and section, but then there is legislation, as [I wider 
| stand it, prohibiting gambling in the District of Columbia 

Mr. KEIFER. There is also legislation, as I understi 
the Territories, and that is the usual way of regulating tx 
| Territories, is it not? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
| tories—— 
| Mr. KEIFER. I wanted to ask a further question: Wi tle 
it is not unusual to pass such legislation as applicable 
| Territories .directly? I do not deny the power of Congress — 
do it, although it is denied by a great many. Does tlic tle- 
man know of any such legislation? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will say to the distinguished ; 
man from Ohio that I can not now point him to any 


No. The legislation in the rri- 
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‘tion of the statutes which involves exactly a proposition like | gambling, and whatever places of that kind are conducted 

is—that is, which is parallel with it from a legal standpoint. | conducted openly and orderly. The best evidence of that 

e situation is simply this with reference to the Territories: | fact that in the city of Prescott, Ariz., where in one whole blo 

ic Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, instead of having | or one side of one block, there are several saloons in which gai 

vislation prohibiting gambling, now have legislation that | bling is conducted, and there are only two policemen to preserve 

iply licenses gambling. We have here, of course, under the | order, and that, too, in a town of 8,000 inhabitants—one in t! 

organizing those two Territories, supervisory control over | daytime and one at nighttime. Now, if you prohibit it entirely or 

that legislation. The legislation that they enact obtains and | attempt to prohibit it entirely, my judgment is that it will require 


is in full force, subject to our approval. If we do not object, it | four times or ten times that force of policemen to enforce the 
continues to be the law. Indirectly, under the circumstances, | law prohibiting gambling, and then, even, you will fail to 
the Congress is responsible for the existence of the legislation in | plish it. You will have gambling just the same, but not under 
the two Territories that licenses gambling. I do not know that | the control that you have at the present time. 
there is anyone coming from the Territory, or who is inter- Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 
ested therein, that disagrees as to the propriety of this legis- | maining? 
lation on the whole. Now, I would like to answer any further The SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirteen minutes r 
questions the gentleman may have to ask. maining. 
Mr. KEIFER. The question I want to get at is whether we | Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
going to open a new line of legislation for the Territories Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not at present. I want to say frankly 
| intermingle our legislation with the State legislation? | about this that I do not undertake to be personally ady l 
Suppose the Territories legislate on this subject, or have already | about the conditions in these Territories, but I should think it 
legislated on it, is this to override it? | would have something of the same sort of operation that it has 


‘LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. The Territories have al- | elsewhere, and I will take about three minutes on the sul 
ready legislated on this subject by licensing gambling. Now, | in reading from a letter that came entirely uninspired as to thi 


1 , the proposition for us is, Do we, having the supervision of | condition in those Territories and as to the value the ] 
the legislation in the Territories, desire to stand for a legislative | there place on this legislation, and they know more about this 
| sition that licenses gambling houses in New Mexico and | than I do: 
\rizona and other Territories so far as they have such legis- PHOENIX, ARIz., January 22, 19 
lation? | Dear Sir: You will doubtless be somewhat surprised to re 
Mr. KEIFER. I do not know, and the gentleman does not | {etter from me asking aid for the suppression of gambling in Ari 
§ to be able to say, that there has ever been such legislation. yut we need help, and I believe you can help u 


This is to one of my constituents. 


Long ago, in the Florida case, Congress passed a number of bills ; ; s ; a a 
ulling Territorial legislation. But have they undertaken to | ,,@ambling is conducted here in the most veritie wen 
that the legislature should not legislate further on that sub- | in almost every morning’ paper ‘suicides, forgery, f 
and undertake to furnish the laws, as this will, for the Ter- | der—all the result of gambling. Young men fron (d 

» 


wh 









ritories? It makes the legislation of Congress forthe Territory. | Timed, Wives and families left a e. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It does not conflict at all—that is, we | cities, but the opportunity has bee! is to wipe i . of 
legislated upon polygamy in Utah and absolutely prohibited it | Territories by the introduction, by Senator B NHAM, of New Hat 
t the will of the people living in Utah, and we have done SS respectteely pa Sek So a ascii tn ait tien Henett 
everal other Territories in virtually the same way. ‘This is what we want, and I write to ask you 1 
KEIFER. Well, if this legislation be in conflict with the | influence with any Member of Congress whom you ! know to su t 
torial legislation, does not the law that you thus enact take — anon — iein'ael please toatl Dan emennlinte Gakiee smith tn 
the place of the Territorial legislation? greatly appreciated. ; 
. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly; and it ought to. Sincerely, L. W. ¢ 
ir. KEIFER. Then why not say so in the bill? Hon. GeorGe C. WING, Lewiston, Me. 
LITTLEFIELD. The bill simply prohibits it, and that That comes from a man of high character, who has been 
out the license absolutely. ing in that Territory for some considerable time. 
GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a Now, with these suggestions I will reserve the balance 
it? I beg to call the attention of the Hous#—while not | time, and will then answer all the questio that may be pi 
( tting myself to this particular legislation—to the fact | pounded to me as well as I can. 
we have passed a bill prohibiting prize fighting in the Ter- The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes 
especially aimed at Arizona, where they were about | ing, which he reserves. 
one; and, furthermore, we prohibited the circulation Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will yield to the gentleman from M 
spapers advertising prize fighting in the Territories. sisssippi [Mr. CANDLER], who wishes to ask me a questi 
LITTLEFIELD. That was legislation on the part of Mr. CANDLER. What are the penalties prescribed in 

( ess; So that the gentleman from Ohio has called my at- | bill? 

l 1 to a precedent right in line. Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The penalties are a fine of 
TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him | than $5,000 or imprisonment for not more than one year, entirely 
estion? within the discretion of the court 
LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. Mr. CANDLER. Fine and imprisonm 
TAWNEY. Do you think, as a matter of fact, that by Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Or either. The co bi St 
zislation you can prohibit gambling in the Territories; | of $1, or one day’s imprisonment, or either 
ou can not, is it not better to control it, as it is con- Mr. CANDLER. Up to $5,000 fine and how 
| to-day, than to attempt to prohibit it and fail to control? | ment? 

LITTLEFIELD. After the gentlemen who oppose this Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not exceeding one year. Now, I 
suggest whatever they have in connection with it, I | serve the balance of my time 
ve read from the desk correspondence from the Terri- the SPEAKER. The gentleman h 
there are a number of letters on the subject, and part of | which he reserves. 
. the report—in which those people ask for this legislation. Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I do h it 
‘ormation comes entirely unsolicited, both from Arizona | stood that I am here in any sympathy wl! with 
w Mexico, and for that reason I believe that the legisla- | gambling, or gambling of any kind, but I d 
s necessary and important. They can not get it from | the gentleman from Maine, the farthest po he 1 d 
gislatures; they have not been able to get it. I have! States from my home, coming in to | our ; or 
my desk a newspaper received this morning, showing | domestic affairs for us, when, accord 
town undertook to prohibit gambling, and they could | on this floor in the last Congress, in ! own § D 
i so. If this bill is passed, the effect will be to apply | tion State—there are 150 0} salo ! 
| places in Arizona and New Mexico, and put them on a | alone. It is prohibition that does not pro! Ss 
P th the balance of this country in reference to legiSlation | he stretches out his phylacteries now 
. ‘tion with gambling. I do not know that this license | Southwest of the United States, and 
# en anywhere else, Mr. Speaker, there is no real pur i 
if rTAWNEY. I want to say this to the gentleman from | may animate the breast of the gent 


without reference to the merits of the proposition—for I[ | this bill. Congress insists on legislat Ve 


't oppose his bill—that at the present time the effect of the | it has never put its hand on the Ter! ; \ 
uthorizing the licensing of places of this kind has been to | not done it injury. When you want a 1W 
to the people of these Territories absolute control over | Indians, get him from the good old country it M 
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Bay. If you want a man who knows all about the negro, get 

him from the same locality; and if you want another man who 

knows all about the Indians, go away down around the coast 
f Florida, where they have never seen an Indian. 

, in my opinion, this bill is brought here under suspension 


of t rules, which prevents all amendments, for the simple 
purpose of getting votes in favor of joint statehood if the ques- 
shall be submitted to the people of Arizona. The purpose 
s to make it to the interest of the gambling fraternity to flee to 
the joint State with New Mexico, and thus avoid this act of Con- 
g s and take chances with the legislature of the new State. 

Pine tive behind this bill is te lead all this vote and influ- 
ence in favor of the miserable joint State bill in case the For- 
aker amendment passes Congress. Whether the gentleman from 
Maine has that purpose in mind or not I am not here to say, but 
I have no doubt in the world that that purpose is behind this 
} 1 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Congress has legislated for the Territories 
several times. A recent Congress passed a bill legalizing the 
fraudulent Pima County railroad bonds in the Territory of | 
Arizona without consulting the people of that Territory, and in 
that bill they put on my county alone nearly half a million dol- 
lars of indebtedness for a railroad that has not got a line as 
long as from here to the Speaker’s desk. After the Supreme 
Court of the United States had declared those bonds absolutely 
void—void ab initio, and many of them never delivered—after 
the Supreme Court had decided in the case of Lewis v. The 


County of Pima that those bonds were absolutely fraudulent 
and void, Congress legalized them by its act and cost our county 
alone $400,000 at the least for a railroad, as I have said before, 
not as long as from here to the Speaker’s desk and refuses thus 
far to give any redress whatever to Pima County. 

Congress has legislated again and traded to the Government 
the denuded lands belonging to railroad companies in Arizona, 
giving the railroad companies scrip in return, for which they 
can locate better lands where they please. Congress took these 
lands, which had already been ruined, to make this blessed 
10 
been cut, and in order to make the reserve solid and 
homogeneous by uniting the railroad sections and the Govern- 
men ions they gave scrip for the railroad lands and threw 
irly all that county into a forest reserve, the result being to 

l of Coconino alone, on which $175,000 of 


aiready 
Sect 


take from the county 


railroad bonded debt is also standing, the last particle of ground 

) h they could raise the tax to pay that imposition which 
Congress placed on that county. 

with all t! experience before us, the gentleman from 

, hes this hour to say that we shall here prohibit 

z in tl lerritory of Arizona. I want to say to him | 

t no one man on this floor represents 

} : gher in morals, any higher in education, 

g er in everyt < that goes to make a great manhood in 

ry than the people of the Territory of Arizona; and 

d the gentleman from Maine, after he gets a letter 

I good men that denounces gambling in that 

* g to give Congressional relief. The Terri- 

t ss s rambling, but I want them to stop it them- 

I est against this everlasting meddling of Congress 

ifairs of the people of the Territories. Gambling has 

n Tucson and can be stopped in the other cities 

‘ the people will to stop it, and I want it understood 

otest is t against the stopping of gambling, but 

is against the gentleman from Maine acting as the 

Territory of Arizona, when he confesses him- 


ws nothing about the conditions and knows 


ker, this bill ought to be amended, and I shall | 
const that I be permitted to insert in this 
d “ Territories,” in line 3, the words “ under | 
United States; ” so that it will read that 
f » territory under the jurisdiction of the 
Let it apply to the Panama Zone, let 
to the Philippines, let it apply 
Washington City. The “ Terri- | 
4 rid except - 
to the District of Columbia. 
j y amendment would include | 
t that that may be incor- 
1 just to test the bona fides 
Z : n to this bill, except as I | 
g irpose of it. Arizona can take 
g g j I ) her own good time, and 
+ g a . s Tr attent " to a | 
(; ell Wil0 KTOW 
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est reserve in Coconino County, from which the timber had | 


it | 
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‘ 
nothing about the Territories are doing and threatening throuc! 
| Congress more harm to the interests of its people than 
possibly be conceived by them. Note the forest reserve effec 
on Coconino County and the railroad bond bill on Pima County. 
But to return to the purpose of this legislation, let me as 
Why have we heard the threat that Congress is going to 
| the railroads of Arizona? Why do you now theaten that Co: 
gress is going to tax the mines of Arizona, except to use tly 
threats as a club to hold over those people and attempt to d: 
them into an alliance with New Mexico, where they can ha 
the legislature just as easily as you charge the Territorial 


islatures are controlled? That is the whole purpose of 1 
bill. I protest, not against the apparent purpose of this 


but against the source from which it comes—the Congress of 
| the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I have always opposed any action by Congress 
touching the Territories where the local legislature has 
to act. I am still convinced of the wisdom of that position 
whether the act of Congress be well intended or not. It {fs 
wiser and safer to leave all local questions in the hands and 
under the direction and control of the people themse! 
Morality does not come through statutes but through the ex- 
alting influence of an educated public opinion. If Congress 
assumes to pass good laws for the Territories where they e 
local self-government, they will likewise pass bad and 
times ruinous laws. I repeat it is wiser and safer to leay 





| local matters in the hands of the people themselves than | . 
| fer them to a body like this, thousands of miles away from the 
environment, the conflicts and struggles of the parties most 
concerned. I have nothing more to say and yield back my 


time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
the balance of his time. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not think I have anything more 
| to say. I have not asked any of the other gentlemen 
whether they desire to speak. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then all the time the gentleman de- 
sires to occupy has been occupied on that side? 
| Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I think so, as far as I know. It is 
as far as I am concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman relinquishes the ren er 
of his time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
one minutes? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. May I ask the gentleman, does this bill : 
to Alaska, the Philippines, and Porto Rico? 
| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I have different views as to 
constitutional relation of the Philippines and Porto Rico t 
United States from that the gentleman from Ohio has. |! i 
my point of view it does apply to all those Territories. , 
the courts might hold, possibly, that the Philippines and | 
Rico, while they were the property of the United Stat: 
not now a part thereof and have not been made Territori: 

Mr. KEIFER. But the Territories are 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am answering the gentleman. |! | 
not say whether it will apply to those or not, but it will 
to Alaska. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On what theory does the gentleman « 
it applies to Alaska? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Because it is a Territory, and \ 
legislated for it as a Territory. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not so construed. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I say that is my opinion. Thi 
has not so held; the court has not yet held that Ala: 
Territory of the United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In order to remove any doubt, why n 
them specifically? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And in order to remove an) 
that the court has so held, if the gentleman will give t e 


I would like to have the gentleman use 


Then I have, if I am correct, t: 








where the court held Alaska was not a Territory, 
state _ 
Mr. SIBLEY. To resolve the doubt that might be in | l 


as to how the court would construe the language of t 
why not incorporate after the word “Territories” th 3 
“inclyding Porto Rico, the Philippines, and Alaska?” 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, I have no objection to t! 
I want to say this: I want to say just one word in r ) 
the District of Columbia. As to the District of Colum ; 
| territory over which we legislate, there is now specific ’ 
tion prohibiting gambling in the District of Columbia. 
know but what I might agree to an amendment for the | 
| suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Now, w) (he 
I agree to an amendment suggested by my distinguished ‘ ‘end 
In connection W this 


<r 


| from Arizona may be another question. 
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vislation I want to say, Mr. Speaker, thi 


it after this bill was 


ported from the Judiciary I conferred with the distinguished 
lelegate from Arizona from time to time. 


ort on this bill I called his attention to 
we I had received from those Territoric 
mn I left out one or two letters that I 1 
deavored to treat him up to date with 
hen he rises on his feet——— 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
ruption there? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What my frier 
erence that he does not intend. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is it? 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I left out a lett 
| that is the only one I suggested, and 
d you I thought it was too dirty for you 


Before I made a re- | 
the documentary evi- | 
‘ss, and at his sugges- 
iad received. I have | 
perfect courtesy, but | 


Will the gentleman permit an in- | 


1d says may leave an 


er from L. C. Hughes, 
the reason of that I 
to handle; not in its 


pocritical statements, but on account of the man who wrote 
That he was utterly abandoned and unfit to be intruded on 
decency of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The inference 

[ was leaving out letters that contail 
red to have published to the world. ‘1 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman 


Does that impeach my statement? 


from your remarks is 
1ed statements that I 


‘his inference I deny. | 


will possess his soul 


tienee just a minute and not be so disturbed 


\ir. SMITH of Arizona. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Wait a minute ar 


better apprehension of what I am stating. 


I conferred with the distinguished 

I notified him this morning that I 
this morning for action. I have tries 
leman. In addition to that and in res 
¢ he does when he rises on this floor 


as to the circumstances under which I 


ition, 
te for the purpose of discussing the ] 
of Maine. The gentleman did r 
‘that I hear frequently on this floor, 
s to whether or not— 
SMITH of Arizona. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do not 
eman to go on with his diatribe. 
fr. SMITH of Arizona. But I desire 
ntleman. 
LITTLEFIELD. No; do not inte 
ian repeated what is a customary 
ows as little about it as the average 
to make the statement. I do not pr 
when I am met with abuse f 


hces, 


You seem to be disturbed. 


1d the gentleman will 
I said up to 
gentleman from Ari 
was going to call this 
1 to treat him like a 
ponse to that the first 
is to meet me with a 
introduced this 


Now, I do not propose to be swung aside in this 


rrohibitory law in the 
epeat the customary 
and he has no knowl 


Now, my friend—— 
interrupt me. I 


allowed the 
to make peace with 


rrupt me. I say the 
and usual sneer, and 
man does who under 
opose under these cir 
rom a gentleman that 


treated with courtesy and absolute frankness from be 


ng to end, to concede very much to 


what his wishes may 


onnection with this legislation, especially in view of the 
at he stands up and says that this is for the purpose of 


g whom, if you please? Why, 1! 
there in those two Territories are 
us not to have statehood. Now, 


1¢@ says the gamblers 
people who are very 
why? They want to 


ve a condition of legislation that they can control, and 


ie to license gambling—in what? 
the Territories that they now co 
es they exercise charge. Now, w 
ondition. 
tuished Ohio 


gentleman from 


In the States? No; 
ntrol and over whose 
e are responsible for 


It was necessary once before, as stated by the 
[ Mr. 


GROSVENOR] when 


fighters were going into Arizona for the purpose of con 


those fights that are so offensive 
person 
country—to prohibit it by an act of 
my friend, haying treated him fair 
rising here to sneer at me and the 
nection with this question in the int 
the people that want to continue 

1 New Mexico. They want 


lation in those Territories. Now, it 


» to the average civil 


not perhaps in Arizona but in other sections of 


Congress, and now I 
‘ly, having been cour 
attitude I have taken 
erests of whom? 

to gamble in Arizona 


the privilege of controlling 


is up to this House 


now for every man in it to say whether he wants those 


tories, having been now advertised b 


y their Representative 


iis floor, to be allowed to continue to license gambling con- 


to the moral sense of the people, 


not only in forty-five 


tes, but, as I will show if I have the time to have it read 


the desk, the moral sense of the 

© Territories this continuing to licen 

msible for the continuance of that co 
much more time have I? 

the SPEAKER, 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, in 





intelligent people in 
se gambling. We are 
ndition. Mr. Speaker, 


The gentleman has four minutes remaining. | 


that four minutes lI 
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want to send to the desk and have read 
attorney in New Mexico. 

The Cierk read as follows: 
Hon. CHARLES BEB. LITTLEFIELD, 

Washington, D.C 

Dear Srr: In regard to the antigamblin 
troduced in Congress I wish to s that i 
proposed by anyone for this country and 
of this section of the Territory are heartily i 

Though I have talked of it to many pers 
man, who is not engaged in the business o1 
not consider that it will be a godsend to 1 

Open gambling is the greatest imaginable 
is constant, insistent temptation, ia 
to the Mexican It’s simply got the Mexi 

In this little town of less than 1,000 
gambling houses running full blast, doing a 


gambling house for every 200 n, 0 
statement of that fact is enough to show 
for this country 





The people ought to be protected again 
the young fellows When a young fellow ec 
greater proportion of the men who come a1 


off restraint and does things that he would no 


and he just naturally gravitates toward a 






more fine young chaps ruined by gan ng t 
country, and that is saying a whole lot 

rhe only argument I have heard even 
is that it will raise the taxes, because l 
go to support the schools, and if Cong 
schools will have to—at least some of then 
reason that the revenue laws were so constr 
legislatures from passing laws unfavoral 
have certainly come to a sorry state when w 
blers to rob our people of enough to educate 
argument might be advanced with as od 
prostitution 

This is not a letter from a sky | 
objections to a quiet little game, but | 
ness of gambling knocked in the head, be 
for the majority. of men 

I am not writing this expecting it w 
or another, but au en I : 
I believe in telling hin 

Yours respecti i 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD Now, Mr. S&S 
tention to the existing pract nad 
legislation that now obtains there 
questi The gentleman s Ss 1 
undertaken to proh t g blir Pp 
thing. This is a ner that I r } 
know but that this may be fron 
this is the Jerome Morning New | 
intimate to me this morning th 3 
paper. What does it say? “ Judge &S 
ean not prohibit gambling.” That 
eouncil got together and undertook t 
civilization that exists in Al l 
sary to keep it a Territory order to 
exist, if I get the information right 
gentleman who represents Arizo! \ 
gambling licensed seems to be the 
little bit farther 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona If my f 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD I beg the 
do not care to be inter te hy ! 

Mr. SMITH of A If t 
he can make it as d reeable for | 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD Oh, he el 
fied or even frightened! 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona 

The SPEAKER loes the g 
the gentleman from Ariz 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD Mr. Speaker. I 

J. B. Hoovy ! ! 
but it looks as if the end w 

Here is what Mr. Hoov 

We will open all of the ga I gar 
Saturday night 

Now, that is in Arizona The Ne 

rhe News believes, a tt I 1 
for all concerned if bot sid ‘ i 
election, where it can be set dv 
the perfect satisfaction of 
bility, an almost certainty at « 
cerned before even the 2d day of A 

Now, we have the sim] I ed 
Do we want to indorse a proposition f 
terprises? If so, we will vote no V 


it, we will vote yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Sp 
a moment? 

The SPEAKER. The g el 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona Mr. § 
sent for ese minute only. 
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The SPEAKER. The gontiomem from Arizona [Mr. Smirn] 
asks uhanimous consent to address the House for one minute. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I am quite surprised 
at the attitude assumed by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD], in fact, very much surprised at it. I do not want 
to say that in all of these years I have been misconstruing the 
character of the gentleman. In his absolute refusal, in his dis- 


dainful way, to submit to an interruption which I proposed to 


ike as pleasant to him as I eould he has disappeinted my 
estimate of him. I had no idea of insulting him; I had no in- 
tention of doing it, and it seems to me if he was just about as 


careful of other people’s opinions and would direct his conduct 


along the line of more decency to them, he would probably be 
not quite so sensitive of himself. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call 
this presence to witness that when he says that I rushed to the 
defense of the gamblers he makes a misstatement. I have said 
that I wanted to regulate it as much as he does. I repeated 


t the second time to prevent his making that statement, and I 
repeat it the third time. What I protested against was legisla- 
tion from Congress in Territorial affairs, and disclosed the pur- 
nose of this bill in its effect on statehood. jut I arose to ex- | 
lain the de ion of Judge Sloan, which I understood from the 


er account shown me was that he held that the charter of the 
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| was a general impression among Members 





Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I wouid like to inquire 
tleman is opposed to the bill? 

Mr. HARDWICK. No. 

Mr. MANN. I think that some one opposed to the bill 
titled to demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct about that. 
the gentleman — Illinois [Mr. MANN] demand a second ? 

Mr. MANN. I demand a second. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
that the second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


Ly 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cons 


) 


[After a pause.] 1) 
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if the gen. 


Chair hears none. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crr 
PACKER] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 


Illinois [Mr. MANN] also to twenty minutes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the bill now under . 
sideration provides for the amendment of section 7 of the 
creating the permanent Census Office. 
imposed upon the Director of the Census by the original secti 


this bill authorizes five new inquiries, each of which is of gr 


| importance. 


When the bill providing for the permanent .Census Office \ 
before the House for consideration much solicitude was 
pressed by gentlemen respecting the wisdom of the measure. 
was feared that the expense of the Office would be altoget 
out of proportion to the benefits to be derived from it. TT! 


h 


of the House th 


In addition to the duticf 


it 
r 


t 


statistics gathered in connection with the decennial censuses 
were all that the interests of the country required, and the cre- 


ation of a permanent Census Office was looked upon, at best, as 
advocates of the measure ; 


only a doubtful experiment. The 
highly gratified over the result of the permanent Office. 
Office now contains 
hundred skilled and trained clerks, and its forces have bh: 

arranged and its methods so organized that trustworthy 
reliable statistics are gathered upon all important subjects 


5 
e 


a 
il 


a number of expert statisticians and several 


nd 


l 


reports thereof are made with the greatest possible facility 


The country secures the benefit of census investigation 
research before the data becomes obsolete and useless. 


The work of the Census Office has come to be recognized 
| thoroughly trustworthy 


and reliable. 
appreciate more and more the high importance of a trustw: 
center for reliable statistical information. 
sands of inquiries are addressed to the Office every year upon 
the subjects covered by its various investigations and 
many subjects in addition. 

The people of the United States 


| preciate more highly the importance of statistical inforn 


to | 


and its close relation to economic and sociological develop 
The real history of the people is contained in the statisti 





re 


are generally coming to : 


its social and economie life, and their vital bearing upon t1 


progress is no longer a question of doubt. 

The Federal Government and the several States enact |! 
and establish elaborate and expensive machinery for their 
forcement and administration, and it is highly necessary to 
the actual operation of the laws and the effect of their a 
tration upon the country, in order that improvements n 
made in laws and policies with any degree of intel! 
Statistics, however, to be of any value at all must be 
and trustworthy. Misinformation is worse than no inforn 
at all, and reliable statistics can only be gotten by trained 
isticians under a systematic organization. The chief obj 
the permanent Census Office was to establish such an ors: 
tion and to secure the highest possible degree of accurac) 


work. Another reason for its establishment was econo 
the collection of statistics. It was designed to be the 


statistical office of the Government, and under the act 
creation and under the law establishing the Department of 


| merce and Labor, power was given the executive officers « 


| divisions in the various Departments into the 


Government to consolidate the numerous statistical office 
Census Off 


number of divisions and bureaus have been thus conso! 


| and needless duplication of investigation and reports bas 


| under the provisions of the Federal Constitution, chiefly { 


wn Jerome gave no power to the municipality to regulate | 
gambling or prohibit it, or that the ordinance was not passed | 
purs to charter and was therefore void. The statement of 
judge's decisi as quoted by the gentleman from Maine, 
was ssedly made to the press by the defendant in the | 
ise and may be inaccurate. However, I saw in an Arizona 
paper this morning that the judge decided in that case that the | 
city did ! wer to prohibit public gambling, as attempted 
n the or which was passed. But this is aside from the 
nain question. Arizona can stop gambling and should manage 
her own affairs. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules | 
nd passing the pill. 
The question was taken, and (two-thirds voting for the mo- | 
tion) the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
PERMANENT CENSUS OFFICE. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com- 
ee on the Census, I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
SI tute for the bill (H. R. 12064) to amend section 7 of an 
2 ‘entitle dd “An act to provide for a permanent Census Office,” 
pproved March 6, 1902, which I send to the desk. 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass a substitute for the bill indicated. The 
Clerk will report the substitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

t é That section 7 of the act entitled “An act to pro- | 
¥ f Lp Census Office,” approved March 6, 1902, be, and 
t g nded so as to read as follows: 

Ss 7. That he completion and return of the enumeration 
e work > schedules relating to the products of agricul 
mar ring and mechanical establishments provided for 
: 7 t t of March 3, 1899, entitled ‘An act to provide for 
2 Tw subsequent censuses,’ the Director of the Census 
‘ lly to collect statisgics relating to the de- 
an quent claases ; to crime, including judicial 
S ning t », provided that such statistics shall include 
t wing questions, namely: Name, age, sex, 
pa literacy by race, color, nativity, and 
other questions relating to these subjects as the 
$ 5 tion may deem proper; to social statistics of 
dness, valuation, taxation, and expenditures; to 
tation by water, and express business; 
and minerals, and the production and value 
g livisions of placer and vein, and silver mines, 
loyed, the average daily wage, average work- 
ngs in the various branches and aforesaid 
irrying industries; to life, fire, marine, 
; to savings banks and other savings insti- 
nvyestment companies, and similar institu- 
try in cooperation with the Bureau of 
rs to ci llect statistics relating to street 
er, telephone, and telegraph business. 
shall prepare schedules containing such 
~ lg it, be best adapted to elicit the 
s, with such specifications, divi- 
ad as he deem necessary to 
£ nder the pi sions of this section 
s of the nsus Office.’ For the 
i by this section the Director 
sw i ssary, and such spe- 
as einafter provided. And 
iz nd publish the Official 
f é visions of existing law impos- 
t of the Interior are hereby repealed.” 
PEAKER gentieman from Indiana moves to sus- 
pend t = d ss the substitute for the bill, whick sub- 
si just been reported. Is a second demanded? 





a year t 
to the | 
in ten 


avoided, saving hundreds of thousands of dollars 
Government and securing infinitely better results 
Under the old plan a census was taken once ; 
1 
purpose of apportioning Representatives and ine identally ! 
enlightenment of the world respecting the progress of 
tion along certain lines. A temporary Census Office w 
ated by law to do the special work at each decennial 
The Office usually contained a number of thousand cler! 
of necessity crude in its organization and methods, and i 
was inaccurate and unscientifically arranged, so that th« 
yalue of the statistical information obtained was lost for 


t 


' 


of skilled statisticians and for the lack of scientific methous 


id 


as 


The country is coming to 
*t] V 
Thousands and thou- 
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subjects that heretofore have been taken in connection with | 


investigation and compilation. Numerous special investigations 
were required with the general censuses and the work was of 
such an herculean character that the Office was unable to com- 
pile and make reports on many special subjects until the data 
contained in them had become practically valueless. 

Since the Office has become a permanent institution special 


the decennial censuses have been investigated, and reports have | 


been made with most gratifying results respecting quality 
and dispatch. It is the policy of the Office to make investiga- 
tions of all the special subjects possible during the intercensal 
period, so that when the Thirteenth Census is to be taken 
only those general subjects that essentially belong to the 
decennial census will have to be investigated. The effect will 
be to greatly accelerate the work of the Thirteenth Census and 
to decrease its cost. I think it can be said with practical assur 
ance that the expense of taking the Thirteenth Census, with 
an increased population of perhaps 20,000,000, will be as much 
below the cost of taking the Twelfth Census as to entirely offset 
the expense of maintaining the permanent Office during the 
period that the Office would otherwise have been discontinued. 

The expense of making the inquiries and reports provided 
for in the pending bill will be comparatively small. No addi- 
tional appropriation will be required and no additional clerks 
or agents will be necessary. The present clerical and field force 
of the Office will be able to handle all of the additional work 
in posed by the bill. 

The bill provides, among other things, for the collection of 
judicial statistics of crime. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What kind of statistics? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Judicial statistics of crime; the rec- 
ords of courts throughout the country where crimes are pun 
ished. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. State and Federal? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. State and Federal. 

The value of this investigation can not be overestimated. 
The expense of administering the criminal laws of the country 
is enormous, and yet nowhere can reliable information be ob 
tained respecting the results of such administration. There 
is no source in this country where a seeker for information can 
go to ascertain the number of crimes committed, the character 
f the crimes, the number of convictions, the character of pun- 
ishment, the period elapsing after indictment before trial, 
and numerous other matters that are of vital importance to a 
reformation and improvement of the criminal and penal laws 
of the country. There is no other country that makes any pre- 
tensions to a respectable standard of civilization that does not 
secure accurate statistics respecting the subject of crime and its 
punishment. 

We devote much time and thought in this country to the mak- 
ing and enforcement of laws for the protection of life and prop- 
erty and the elevation of the morals of society, and yet we take 
no pains to ascertain with any degree of certainty the effect of 
such laws. We are able to determine the exact number of 
bushels of wheat produced in the country, the quantity con- 
sumed at home, and the number of bushels exported to foreign 
countries; we are provided with information respecting the 
exact number of tons of iron manufactured and of coal mined, 
but we are absolutely unable to know how many crimes have 
been committed, how many punishments have followed, and the 
character of the punishments that may have been imposed. In 
this connection I desire to read to the House a letter I received 
on the 14th instant from Hon. Andrew D. White, formerly presi 
dent of Cornell University, United States ambassador to Ger 
many, and chairman of the American delegation to The Hague 
peace conference. He says: 


r 


{ 


[ have for many years taken a deep interest in questions relating to 
in the United States, have collected much material on the sub 

t, and have, from time to time, addressed various bodies upon it in 
nd other States. In my opinion there is no subject before the 
country at this moment really of such vital interest as this. I spare 
} the reasons for this opinion, but I hold it very tenaciously. Im 
DP int as is the right solution of financial and commercial questions, 
they do not, by any means, cut so deep as does the question of the 

rowth of crime and the right dealing with it in our country. 

, Under these circumstances, I trust you will allow me to urge that the 
hquiry on this subject, for the purpose of the census, be made more 
thorough and practical. At present, strange as it may seem, the best 
uree of information on this subject is not the census of the United 
states, but the statistical number of the Chicago Tribune, published 
cvery year on the 3ist of December. For fifteen years past I have col 


— these statistics and used them, but I feel that, in the best inter 
ests of the country, we ought to bave something more full, more per 
s ct, and more authoritative. We should have not only the records of 
‘ e ¢ 


yuirts as to felonies in which there are convictions, acquittals, or 
Gisagreements of juries, but also, from the sheriffs and other local offi 
cers, the complete records of crimes committed in each county, the 
authors of which remain undetected and unpunished. Only in this way 
can we understand the extent of the evil, and only upon this basis can 


we foem any opinion as to the best methods of meeting this great evil. 


is doubtless known to you, as to so many others, that the number | Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am not prepared 


of unpunished homicides is greater in cour 
civilized nation, save, possib! 
that there is a loosene 
to be found nowhere else amor 
The reasons for this state of thi 
are connected unquestionably \ l 
life, as shown by the statistics « 
by tire and other causes, as com 
countries. To me, as an American < 
indeed, exceedingly painful, to find, d 
sia, Germany, Italy, Fra 
countries precautions are t 
vastly superior to our own, 
erty are concerned, whether fr l ; 
me, then, dear sir, to urge most earnest 














committee be called to tl sub t. in ord 

the census we may have more of that ex kr 
| of crime, which will be the only basis of i 

rious States and by the nation on this most 








I remain, dear sir, most respectfully, $, 
\ 
And a letter from Amos W. Butler, of Ind 
retary of the National Prison Associ n. He 
My attention has been called to the fact 
consideration an amendment to the | 
viding for the question of judici 
would be a very useful one. It will 
and charitable organizations, t 
with the great problems of d 1 
I shall be pleased, if you i ) 
influence to se ‘e t doptio1 this 
Yours, very truly, 
A. \ I 
Nothing in addition to the testimony of tl 
need be said in support of this provis 
winter Congress authorized the Director of 


lect statistics of marriage and divorce thr 


The gathering of this.information will 





of the Census Office to inspect all the r 
eral jurisdiction. This work will 1 
couple of months yet, and an investigat 

of crime can be made by the same specia 
with the marriage and divorce investigat 


no additional expense. 

nother provision contained in tl 
of the Census to collect iti 
and other kinds of insurance. Insu 
quired in the Tenth and Eleventh Censuses 
made at so long a period after the investigati 
of little or no practical value, and in order 





decennial census might not be burdened with 


subjects insurance statistics were omitted. hk 


importance of insurance in the affairs of the 
new phases which various kinds of insurance 
late years, the importance of this investigation 


tioned. The results of recent investizat 


surance companies has demonstrated to the sever 


necessity of making more adequate provisio 
of policy holders. Intelligent action can not 
line securing the best results without gener: 


mation respecting all kinds of insurance throughout 


It would seem to be unnecessary to dw 
importance of this particular subject Ty 
gotten in the main from insurance offic 
where quite elaborate reports from the 
required to be made annually. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the 


question: Would not this bill aut 
duplicate statistics already obtained in the d 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. ‘This bill does not c 
eation, but a compilation, a collecting together 
under proper arrange 
States upon the subject of insurance. Phere 
eation. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. In ¢ rv State 
required. Does not the gentlema 
Bureau will be able to ll 


State reports? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. ! 
Mr. FITZGERALD. No 

lish these State reports as Federal 1 ) 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Notatall. It 


to require the Director of the Censu ) 
proper statistical form all the data 

and by the several States so the country 
source of information upon this subject 


Mr. FITZGERALD. As a matter of f 
reports required by all these State ins 
tically in this country—that is, every com} 
more than one State must file repor 
which it is doing business? 
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man an answer to that question. I understand there is great 
diversity of requirement in regard to this character of reports. 
One of the objects of this bill is to provide a single source of 
information, so that it will not be necessary to apply to the 
forty-five different States for insurance statistics. 

While each State requires reports of all insurance companies 
doing business within their borders they have no statistical in- 
formation upon the general subject of insurance throughout the 
country. One State, of course, may secure reports from the 
other forty-four States and at considerable expense and trouble 
coordinate and compile the various reports into valuable statis- 
tical form, but in order that each State may have the benefit of 
such information it would be required to make a general col- 
lection of statistics from all the other States at its own expense. 
The aggregate expense would be enormous. Instead of having 
forty-five independent statistical censuses of insurance, one by 
each State, this bill requires the Director of the Census to col- 
lect and compile all this information, so that it can be supplied 


to the various States and individuals who may be interested 
in it. The result will be to put the information contained in 
the offices of the various State insurance commissioners into 


systematic, intelligent, and compact form by a central office for 
the benefit of the people of the entire country. 

Another subject of investigation contained in the bill is that 
of savings institutions, including savings banks, loan and in- 
vestment companies, and similar institutions. No statistics of a 
general character are available upon this very important sub- 
ject, and the value of this investigation is readily appreciated 
by its simple statement. The rapid increase of wealth in this 
country has given concern to the minds of many people, and the 
tendency toward the consolidation of wealth in the hands of a 
few is the subject of much solicitude. The accumulation of 
wealth, if it is equitably distributed among all classes of people, 
must be a national blessing, but it is highly important to know 
something about the distribution of the wealth of the country. 
While the result of an investigation of savings institutions will 
not be conclusive upon the subject, it will afford a great deal 
of valuable information respecting the effect of laws and poli- 
cies and their bearing upon the national welfare of the people. 

The bill provides that the Director of the Census shall, in 
cooperation with the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, collect 
and publish statistical information upon the subject of fisheries. 
It is believed that all the necessary data can be precured from 
the Fish Commission. The reports of that Commission are val- 
uable, but they are of a commercial and industrial rather than 
of a scientific and statistical character. Fisheries is one of the 
important industries in this country, and general industrial 
statistics are not complete without including that subject. The 
data ean be secured and the reports published with very little 
expense. The result will be of great benefit to the country in 
general. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana if the net result of this census work has not been 
that it has duplicated a whole lot of statistics of one sort and 
another ? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no; 
has been to obviate duplication. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Has it not been getting up the very 
same statistics that the Agricultural Department has been get- 
ting up? 

Vr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no, indeed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One other question. If there was 
reason for establishing this Bureau of Commerce and Labor, 
oes not the work of this Census Bureau 


the net result of the work 


any 
domain? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It does not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One other question and then I will 


aut. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I desire to answer a question or two | 
as we go along. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The Census Office is a Bureau in the 


Department of 
Department 
work in the Census Office. The purpose is to have one statis- 
tical office containing all the statistical information, as far as it 
is practicable. The Census Office does not duplicate any work 
in the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Were they not both getting up 
cotton statistics at once? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


Commerce and Labor, and the Secretary of that 


No; the Agricultural Department pro- 


cures estimates only, during the crop-growing season and during 
the ginning season, while the Census Office secures the exact 
results after the ginning has been done. 

Did we not refer this whole in- 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


infringe on that 


has consolidated practically all of the statistical | 
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surance matter to the Judiciary Committee, to find out whether 
it was any of our business at all? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not the matter of statistics. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Wait a minute. They have not 
answered yet, have they? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know; I think not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If they make a report that we have 
nothing tc do with insurance, and the House sustains that re 
port, how does it come that we ought to be getting up thes 
insurance statistics? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, Mr. Speaker, if the statistica! 
office of the Government only entered into fields that were 
proper subjects of national legislation, it would have very littl» 
to do. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is all it ought to enter into. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. All the Constitution requires in the 
way of collection of statistics is the decennial enumeration of the 
population for the purpose of apportioning Representatives ani 
the imposition of direct taxes. 

Another provision of the bill requires the Director of the 
Census to collect statistics of electrical industries once in fi, 
years. The law now requires such statistics to .be collected and 
published once in ten years, but in view of the extraordinary 
development of electrical industries, statistics collected at such 
long intervals largely lose their value for purposes of comparison. 
The use of electricity for purposes of heat, light, and power have 
become extraordinary, and has revolutionized many lines of 
industry. In view of the rapid and almost sensational develop 
ment of electrical industries, it is highly important to mak« 
these investigations at least once in five years. The law now 
requires general manufacturing statistics to be collected once in 
five years, and certainly the reasons for the collection of 
electrical statistics once in five years are fully as great as for 
the collection of manufacturing statistics generally that often. 
I quote a letter recently received by the Director of the Census 
from Thomas A. Edison upon the subject: 

[From the laboratory of Thomas A. Edison.] 
ORANGE, N. J., October 13, 1905 

I am in receipt of your letter, with copy of the final report on central 
stations, and thank you for remembering me. I have read the rej: 
with much interest and congratulate you upon the general excellence 
the text and data. It is needless to tell you that I have referred wit’ 
special interest to the chapters dealing with the invention and wni 
versal adoption of the incandescent lamp. Such reports as this 
extremely valuable to all of us, but I think the figures would be even 
more useful if they could be obtained at more frequent intervals. Ten 
years: in an electrical industry is equal to a lifetime in most others, and 
unless the figures are compared oftener than once in ten years they do 
not bear so close a relationship to each other as the specialist and the 
business man could desire. Please do not regard this as a criticism of 
a good piece of work thoroughly done. 

With regards, yours, truly, THOMAS A. EDISON 

The opinion of so great an authority as Mr. Edison upon 
this question is well-nigh conclusive. The Government can 
afford to contribute the relatively small cost of collecting and 
publishing these statistics toward the promotion of electrical 
industries. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I notice here that they 
to gather statistics covering transportation by water, and ex- 
press business. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Let me explain to the gentleman. 
That provision is in the original law, and those statistics have 
already been obtained. I have been undertaking to explain 
the House the few additions which this bill makes to the origi- 
nal law. The transportation question has already been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Whether it be in the present law or not, I 
want to inquire whether all of those statistics ought not now 
to be gathered by the Interstate Commerce Commission uncer 
the enlarged powers given them? . 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The enlarged powers have not yet 
been conferred on that Commission. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Assuming that the legislation 


are 


to 


that has 


| passed the House also passes the Senate. 


Mr, CRUMPACKER. My opinion is that it does not 
vide for the necessary statistical information. The facts 
lected by the Interstate Commerce Commission are purely [or 
purposes of administration, and they are not such as are 1 


sary for comparison in noting the progressive development 0! 
the industry. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does not the gentleman know that licy 
now report statistical information in regard to transport\(on 
by land, and that they will that by water, and is not this a 


duplication? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I beg to be excused from a furiivt 
discussion of that question, because it is not involved iu (\ 
pending bill. I desire to use my time in explaining the lew 
provisions. 
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Mr. SHACKLEFORD rose. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield to the gentleman 
Missouri. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I gather that this information which 
is to be collected is for the next census? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 


from 


involved in the next general census. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the information be available to 
the public as soon as it is gathered, or will we have to wait 
until the next census is taken? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It will be available as soon as it is 
cathered. That is the object in authorizing the statistics to be 
coflected at this time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman answer this ques- 
tion? Why is it this change is made in editing and publishing 
the Official Register with regard to the census? Why not have 
it under the same authority where it is now established? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The law now requires the Secretary of 
the Interior to edit, index, and publish the Official Register 
every two years. It provides that the register shall contain a 
full list of all officers, agents, clerks, and other employees con- 
nected with the legislative, executive, or judicial service of the 
Government, or paid by the United States Treasury, including 
military and naval officers, cadets, and midshipmen, giving the 
salary and compensation and emoluments of each, the State in 
which he was born and the Congressional district and county 


ra] 


“a 


in which he was a resident at the time he was appointed to 
office. The law also requires that the register shall contain a 


list of ships and vessels belonging to the United States with cer- 
tain special information as to each of them and a statement of 
all allowances made during the preceding two years to each 
contractor on contracts for carrying the mails. The compilation 
and publication of the Official Register is essentially statistical 


work and it naturally should belong to the statistical office of | 


Government. The work should be transferred from the 
nterior Department to the Census Bureau for this reason if 
there were no others, but at the request of the Civil Service 
Commission, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, by an ex- 
utive order, requires the Census Office to compile quadren- 
illy and publish in the form of a bulletin full statisties of the 
ssified service of the United States. In compiling this bul- 
letin it is necessary to obtain practically all the information 
that is included in the Official Register, excepting that in rela- 
tion to ships belonging to the United States and allowances to 
ntractors for carrying the mails, 
his bulletin is required by the Civil Service Commission in 
rder that it may note the varying phases of the executive 
civil service. It is important for the Commission and the 
country to know the number of officers in the various branches 
the Federal service, the date of their appointment, the 
ngth of time they have served, the progress they have made 
espect to promotions, their age, sex, the relative number of 
i sex in various classes, and many other things. All this in- 
rmation is peculiarly valuable as bearing upon the efficiency 
the present civil-service system and as suggesting modifica- 
ns and reforms that may improve the service. This is the 
irpose for which the Civil Service Commission requires the 
uisties, 
the compilation and publication of the Official Register is 
sferred to the Census Office the work can be done in con- 
m with the civil-service bulletin now required, and much 
‘cessary duplication of work and expense of publication can 
ived. There is no reason from any standpoint for the con- 
ition of the compilation and publication of the Official 
ster by the Department of the Interior. There are many 
is from an economic and statistical point of view for the 
fer of that work to the Census Office. The Census Oflice 
easily secure the information necessary as to ships and 


« 


T 


4 


. 


7 


} 
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‘ing contracts, required in the publication of the Official 
ster. This information can be gotten by the Census Office 


heaply and as reliably as it is now gotten by the Interior 
irtment. The transfer of this work will save the expense 
the quadrennial bulletin and at the same time will sys- 
itize statistical work and tend toward its consolidation in 
ngle office. The work can be done without the employment 
any additional clerks in the Census Office, and without much, 
ny, expense. 

have now explained to the House the provisions that are 
nded to be incorporated in the original law by the pending 
_ They are all of great importance to the country and the 
‘k can be done and the reports published with an inconse- 
uential expenditure of money. Within a year or two prepara- 
1 must begin for the taking of the thirteenth general census, 
and it is desired to have all of the special investigations made 


} 


. 
WW « 


( 


T 





These are special investigations, and | 
it is desired to get them out of the way so they will not be | 
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and gotten out of the way before that 


‘ d ul is 
far as it is practicable to do so. 

The present force in the Census Offi ought to be it to- 
gether for the purpose of taking the thirt h census. It 
consists of expert statisticians and clerks especially 1 ned 
along the line of statistical work. While it not the purpose 
of this bill simply to provide work for the cl s in the Censu 
Office, as the statistics are of great value and are worth mor 
than they will cost, yet an incidental result will be to keep the 
present force intact and in shape to enter upon the tal x of the 
thirteenth census so that the work may be done with h 
efficiency and greater economy. The Census Office, since i 
been made permanent, has been intelligently and systemati 
organized and efficiently administered. Its work has been of a 
very high grade and it is justly entitled to the commendation of 
all those who have an adequate appreciation of the value of 
trustworthy statistics in social and economic advancement. I! 
trust that the bill will receive the support of the House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the supreme courts 
of the States and United States have uniformily decided that 
insurance is not commerce, State or interstate. ‘his being so, 
the Federal Government is without jurisdiction to compel in 
surance companies to disclose the condition of their busines 
Hence whatever data this Bureau might collect would be such 
as the companies might voluntarily give to the agent of the 
Census Bureau. It would be natural for these companies 
give out only such facts as would make it appear they were 
in a perfectly solvent condition when the very opposite might be 
shown if the whole truth or all the facts were given out l 
made public. Not having the power, under these decisi 
compel the companies to disclose the status of their bus 
is a serious question as to whether or not we should uw 
to empower this Bureau to publish any of the facts, be 
stated, the companies might give out a glowing stat 
would mislead the people—cause them to cont 0 
with these companies, and thus be led into a s f f 
curity and finally cause serious loss to the insured. 

If Congress had the power to compel a full and lete dis 
closure, some benefit might follow, but it sé s to t to 
simply pass this measure, coupled with no power, to comp l 
the facts to be disclosed, is unwise legislat ! eve 
meaning we may be in the passage of this measure. | 
better for us to bear the ills we have than to flee to thos 
know not of? The States can legislate on this subject ar 
pel full and complete disclosures, and I dare say th { 
future the States will take aggressive actio 1 this 
the end that all facts concerning the business of all 
companies will be made known and published, and thus 1 
people will be protected and not misled. 

At an early day in this session the gentleman from Ind 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER], who now proposes this me re 
on the floor of this House that the question of i e b 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee to 1 
whether or not Congress had any power to 
and this, too, because of the uniform decisions of the « t 
insurance is not commerce, and if not « ( 
without power to control insurance. And yet tl 
ports this measure empowering the Census Bure 
and report on insurance. Invest WW B 
insurance companies for facts col ; I S 
pose they refuse to answer questi W hy S 
compel them to answer? Clearly n und the 
but still some report will be made based uy some ' 
up here and there, which may not reach « { 
the question and disclose the actual 
and yet these facts will be printed in 
to the companies, and thus the p d be 1 
does seem to me that this insura! r t ke 
wise, and is calculated to do great h ns l of : W 
certainly should wait until the Judiciary Co 
upon the powers of Congress to not y inves ind 
on insurance, but on its powers to compel 
tions, that the whole truth may be known For t 
shall oppose including this insurance pro n 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if there is i I 
who could convince me that this bill is a r 
pass, it would be my distinguished friend 
CRUMPACKER], whose district adjoins mine at ! t ] 
that he has been led away somewhat by the s 
man of the Committee on the Census and ft! ( ) 
has reached a soft spot in his heart. This 
nated a bill to amend the census laws, and while 
be a bill to gather statistics to be published for the |! 
the people, is in fact a bill to provide work for thos 
the Census Office who otherwise would be fired from thei 
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jobs. The Census Office has completed, practically, the great 
decennial census of 1900. The employees have nothing to do. 
Now, what would occur in an ordinary business? Why, the 
force would be cut down. But, no, Mr. Speaker, not when 
the Government is engaged in the business. The way of the 
Government is not to discharge employees whose services are 
not longer needed, but to find something to keep them busy 
and make an excuse for paying them money. We have heard 
a great deal of talk recently about cutting down the enormous 
amount of printing done by the Government, and the other day 
in the newspapers there was something said about discharging 
somebody from the Printing Office because there would not be 
work enough to do. No, Mr. Speaker; people may be dis- 
charged from the Printing Office because the new Public Printer 
does not like the particular men or women under his employ, 
but no one will ever be discharged from a public office because 
he has nothing to do. That office will promptly come before 
Congress and make some excuse for further action. We have 
the Department of Labor, and every time it runs out of work 
it brings in a resolution in some way before Congress ordering 
it to do something else. We now have the Census Office, and 
every time it runs out of work and there is danger of the em- 
ployees being discharged we will have some kind of a resolution 
or a bill providing for something else to be learned. Now, I 
have no doubt that it will be of great value to the religious 
people of the country to have the statistical branch of the 
Government—the Census Office—gather statistics in reference 
to religious societies, and yet every religious society keeps per- 
fect statistics of its own. It publishes it own statistics; it is 
not needed, and if the statistics are gathered by the Govern- 
ment they may be biased in some way. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly I yield. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Allow me to make a suggestion. Re- 
ligious statistics are already required by existing law. This 
law has nothing to do with it, and I think they have already 
been collected. I undertook to explain the three or four items 
in this bill that are new. Nearly all this bill is already the 
Inw. Religious statistics are required by the law making the 
Census Office a permanent institution. 

Mr. MANN. Very likely. Then they will gather them again. 
Having gathered them once under this bill, they will proceed to 
regather them. It is not sufficient under this bill to gather the 
same statistics every ten years. It is every five years. If 
my friend the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER] re- 
mains the chairman of that committee, as I hope he will if he 
is not promoted to a higher committee or a higher body, and 
the Census Office runs out of work, then they will want to 
gather statistics every two years or every six months. The 
point is not the gathering of statistics, but finding something 
for these employees to base a demand for pay on. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The enactment of this bill into law 
will not in anywise enforce the authority contained in the 
original law. If these statistics are to be collected again, it 
is because of the original law. We passed a law requiring 
certain statistics to be collected every ten years, and that law 
stands. This is a proposition to amend section 7 of that law in 
certain particulars only. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I am frank to say, Mr. Speaker, I am not 
entirely familiar with the statistics that are now gathered. I 


do not think anybody in the country pays much attention to 
the statistics coming from the Census Office except the matter 
of population. But the office is there. I was told early in this 
session of Congress—and I have no doubt other Members were, 


and for awght 1 know it was public property—that the Census 
Oflice either had to discharge a considerable portion of its em- 
ployees or find authority from Congress to do something else. 
There is no legitimate employment in collecting decennial statis- 
tics, no occasion for the gathering of most of the statisties proposed 
here. <A very large share of the gentleman's report is made up 
of communications from a former Member of this House, one 
Samuel J. Barrows, who has been engaged in various ways in 
criminology. I do not know whether the other distinguished 
man in Washington who has haunted the doorsteps of Members 
of the House and haunted the House itself upon the subject of 
criminology is also interested in the passage of this bill. When- 
ever somebody has a fad of some kind and an office of the 
Government wants authority to work, that person ean get his 
fad ordered in the way of a resolution or bill passed through 
the House. For myself I believe that the Census Office has 
done the census work according to the present law—and I will 
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say has done it well, exceeding well—and I can see no reason 
why we should make new work merely for the purpose of kee) 
ing these people employed. 

While I dislike very much to disagree with the gentleman 
from Indiana, whom I have no doubt has better judgment upon 
this subject than I have, still I am not willing at any time to 
vote to have certain work done merely for the purpose of givine 
employment of somebody. We hear all the time about cutting 
down the publications of the Government, but that is all tl, 
Census Office is engaged in, practically, collecting information 
and publishing it. We hear a great deal from the other end o{ 
the Avenue and elsewhere about reducing the printing bills o; 
the Government, and yet every proposition of this kind means 
an enormous increase in the public printing. For what? Not 
for the purpose of gathering statistics, but for the purpose of 
furnishing jobs. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 
How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes. ‘ 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FrrzGERap]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is 
very frankly stated in the report from the committee. It is to 
keep the present force intact until the time comes to take the 
next census. The committee in its report says: 

At the same time your committee deems it proper to frankly inform 
the House that it is necessary to assign some additional work to t 
Census Office during the remaining brief interval preceding the Thi: 
teenth Census if the present trained clerical force of the office is to be 
kept together, substantially intact, to assist in the work of the next 
decennial enumeration, in accordance with one of the purposes which 
—— and justified Congress in establishing a permanent Census 

In other words, if this bill be not passed, there is nothing for 
the Census Office to do. Its work is done, and its employment 
of a large part of its force should cease. In order, however 
not to finish up the work of the Bureau, but to keep this force 
employed, some ingenious gentleman has carefully seanned 3/1 
the subjects which might possibly afford something for tliese 
employees to do and has compiled this bill, which will keep this 
force employed. Not only that, but provision is made for the 
employment of special agents, as provided in the original act. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRuMPACKER] stated that one 
of the purposes was to collect insurance statistics. Whoever is 
familiar with the methods by which the statistics of insurance 
companies are now compiled knows that this is an entirely un- 
necessary work. Every insurance company doing business in 
more than one State files in the different States practically the 
same reports, and it is possible to get from the insurance dep:rt- 
ment of any State in the country information regarding the dif 
ferent insurance companies; but in order that these re) s 
may be publishd as Federal documents—in order, I sup) 
that they may be sent around through the country as frank 
matter—it is suggested now that this Census Bureau obtain from 
the different State insurance departments the information 
lected there and publish them as Federal reports. 

If the Census Bureau is to be of any value, there should be 
an end some time to its work. Its statistics should cover «\ 
nite periods, and it should not be, by the means of such | 
lation as this, indefinitely carried along. It should not 
necessary to seek work for the Bureau, but when its wor 
finished the Bureau should dispense with the services of i! 
officials that are no longer required. There has been for 
time a yery strong effort made to establish under the Fe l 
Government a department or bureau of criminology, an 
haps the provision in this bill authorizing the collection of 
tistics relating to “the defective, dependent, and delii it 
classes, including statistical information appertaining thereto,” 
and to do that every two years, may eventually provide ‘le 
foundation for the establishment of this bureau of criminolocy 
It seems to me that the work already done along the line i 
cated in this bill should suffice until the next session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has three 
utes remaining. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to call the at 
tention of the House to the fact that this is another provision, 
or proposed provision, of law for the purpose of increasing the 
inspection force that the Government is constantly emp! S 
traveling through the country for the purpose of collectin . 
tistics. And I want to call attention to another fact, that 
Department of Commerce and Labor now has an estimate 





sented to Congress for an appropriation of $200,000 to be ed 
in the collection of statistics concerning the employment ©! 
women throughout the United States, duplicating the work 


that the States are doing. 
Now, I do not know where we are going to stop; but ! do 
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i 
think it is time for Congress to commence to consider the ex- 
nt to which we have already gone in the matter of the em- | 
yyment of special agents, inspectors, and collectors of sta- 
tistics merely for the purpose of keeping people employed. 
hat, according to the report of the committee here, is one of 
ie primary objects of this bill. It is for the purpose of keep- | 
¢ a force of trained clerks employed pending the time that it | 
omes hecessary for us to take the regular census of the | 
iited States. The departments are having considerable diffi- 
Ity in continuing clerical force heretofore employed for this 
rticular purpose. I do not think that it is any part of our 
ty to provide specially or to go around hunting work clearly | 
the purpose of keeping people employed until such time as | 
eir services may be needed for the performance of that which | 
law requires to be done, and I hope that the bill will not 
Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I 
ining? 
rhe SPEAKER. Five minutes. 
\ir. CRUMPACKER., I yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
HARDWICK }. 
ir. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words in 
ort of this bill. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
vVNEY] entirely misapprehends the reason this bill is offered. 
s not offered, as suggested by the gentleman from Minnesota 
\ir. Tawney], for the primary purpose of keeping people em- 
ed—not at all, although that may be one of its results. 
\ir. TAWNEY. I will say that that is one of the statements | 
» in your report. 
Mr. HARDWICK. No, sir. I will stand by my statement. 
» is the statement made in the report: 


‘ 


* committee deems it proper to frankly inform the House that it 
essary to assign some additional work to the Census Office during 
rief remaining interval preceding the Thirteenth Census, if the 
trained clerical force of the office is to be kept together, sub- | 
ly intact, to assist in the work of the next decennial enumera 
w, Mr. Speaker, it is false economy for the gentleman from 
esota [Mr. TAwWNgEyY], chairman of one of the great com- 
es of this House, to get up and insist that the great, 
\ized, compact, and well-drilled force in the Census Office | 
to be turned out just as we are about to begin another 
To do so would be “penny wise and pound foolish.” 
Government would lose more money in taking the Thir- 
l Census by adopting his idea and disbanding this force, if 
right about what would be the effect of not passing this | 
than would possibly be covered by any expense involved 
bill. In fact, Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the genitle- | 
m Minnesota [Mr. TAwNery] that if he will investigate 
estion he will find that the Census Bureau is one of the 
branches of the governmental and departmental service 
s not asking for any additional money at all. 
(TAWNEY. They are asking for additional work in 
to keep the clerks employed that they have now in the | 


HARDWICK, If in theory the gentleman is opposed to 
rmanent Census Office, he ought to have expressed that 
ion in his vote and voice on the floor of this House when 
ted for the law making a permanent Census Office four | 
azo 
. Mr. Speaker, let us examine, for just a moment, the pro- 
s of this bill. It proposes to amend the act of 1902, estab- | 
: the permanent Census Office, by giving to the Director of 
ensus authority to collect and publish information upon | 
eat subjects, concerning which either no provision or | 
uate provision is made by existing law. 
tatistics as to life, fire, marine, and casulty insurance 
ject, entirely omitted from inquiries included in the | 
1 Census, is so much before the country at present as to 
the House of its importance by a bare statement of 
position. There is no valid reason for objecting to the 
tion of statistics on this great subject, in all of its branches. 
‘ ground that the Supreme Court has held that insurance 
iterstate commerce and that Congress has, therefore, no | 
ity to regulate it. We collect statistics on many subjects 
vhich the Congress does not even claim jurisdiction under 
lual system of Government. The same answer is the 
us one to the equally illogical objection that the House 
not to collect statistics of this general subject because it 
ted to instruct its Judiciary Committee to investigate the 
question as to what jurisdiction, if any, it has over insur- 
Nor I am impressed with the argument of my friend 
lennessee [Mr. Garnes] that these statistics will be inade- 
and only half truth. In the first place they will be 
“ly a compilation of the State reports, and, while they may 


nl 
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not be perfect, will be vastly better than what we no 
more reliable and more easily obtained by the people 

The second subject upon which these reports 
be collected 
country ; one which supports many people, 


important 


statictical information. 

The third subject of investig 
provision is made for a report ey 
manufactures 
| Considering the marvelous development of electr 
and the equally 
future development, as well as its potent influence upon ¢ 
lization, it seems to me that 
among the people statistical information as to its devel 
and progress. 

The fourth subject is savings banks, and 
nerally interested and entitled to full informat 
about them, as full and accurate a 

The last general subject upon which investigation and repor 
is contemplated is criminal and Tl 
no reports on this most import: 
sus, and such State reports as 
adequate and incomplete. 
investigation 
If we are to make any attempt to prevent, nini 
surely we must have some adequate provision for col 
data from which we must study i ivery i 
and progressive nation on earth except ours has adequat 
visions and a progressive “or 
invaluable statistics, 
portant things that will be ace 
bill will be to supply this deficiency. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill was unanim 
Committee on Census, and all of the il 
a wise measure 
little of the Census Bure: 
importance 


this subje 


marvelous 


we ought 


people are 


s the Government 


nt subject 
we have are usually woefully 
eareful pers 
rh several years. 


the subject extending 


enlightened 


lished by 





believe that and ought 





and seek to unde: 
underestimate et ‘WO! 
| statistical information on all the great public questi 
ness questions may not be absolutely ne I 
| bread is necessary, or clothing is necessai 
progressive, 
formation 
as bread to the hungry, or 
undertakes 
The people of the U f ‘ ‘ 
this statement, they appreciate the splendid work 
Census Bureau, they realize its importance, 
ment, so far from wishing to cripple 





vestigations and inquiries broa 
development 
earnestly hope that this 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

The SPEAKER. 

The question is on suspendins 
amendment 
been read. 

The question was taken; 
ayes appeared to have 
Mr. MANN. 
The House divided ; an 
(two-thirds haying 
suspended, and the bill w 

Mr. CRUMPACKER 
1d my remarks i 
HARDWICK. 
The SPEAKER. 


There was bho objec tion. 


My time he 


I demand a division, 
there were 


PURCHASE 

Mr. COOPER of 
the rules and consider the 
* the Whole. 
SPEAKER. 
suspend the rules and to consi 
in Committee of the Who 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Wisconsin. 


Committee 


> 


the Philippine 


supply to the United State 
it enacted, etc., 
thorized to purchase the c« 


which the War Department nov 
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purchase of said claims the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated out | 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; and the | 
abo im is made immediately available in order that purchase may | 
be made before the said option expires, to wit, before March 1, 1906, | 


Mr. TAWNBRPY. 

The SPEAKER. 
coud, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I 
second be considered as ordered. 


The SPBAKER. 


I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 
The gentleman from Minnesota 


demands a | 


BC 


ask unanimous consent that a 


The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 


nm second be considered as ordered. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.}| The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Wiscon- | 
sin is entitled to twenty minutes under the rule, and the gentle- | 


man from Minnesota is entitled to twenty minutes. 





Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. | 
Spenker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, By unanimous consent can the | 
time for debate be extended? 


The SPEAKER. It can be. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for this debate be extended. 
The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair understands the | 


gentleman’s motion to be to suspend the rules and make it in 
order to consider this bill in this House as in Committee of the | 
Whole at once, Now, the gentleman from Wisconsin desires 
what? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask if the time for debate on 
this bill can be 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understood the gentleman to ask for a sus- 
pension of the rules and passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules and 
make it in order for the House at once to proceed to the con- | 
sideration of the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole | 


extended? 


Ilouse, the same as any other matter of legislation. 

Mr. TAWNEY, Under the rules, that being the motion, is 
deb limited to twenty minutes on a side? Now, understand- 
ing the motion, | withdraw my demand for a second. 


Mr. PAYNID (to Mr. Coorgrr of Wisconsin). There is no ob- 
Mr. TAWNEY. I withdraw my demand 
thought it was on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. MANN L will the gentleman from Wisconsin if he 
will not make the request for a division of the time in the House? | 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am entirely willing to have the 
1 © divided when we come to consider the bill. 


for a second. I 


ask 


the SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman that | 
ithe debate will proceed under the rules of the House, and, of | 
course, alternat 
Mr. MANN, But the gentleman can move the previous ques 
tion any time he likes to, 
The SPBAKBR Yes; within his hour. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, I am willing that the opposition 
to the bill shall control one-half of the time. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Speaker, has a second been de 
n ded on that motion? 
I »SPRAKER Demanded and ordered. 
\I FAWNEY. How much time does the gentleman from 
\\ nsin intend to oecupy in the affirmative? 
Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. About twenty minutes. 
Mr. PAYNI In the Llouse on the bill? 
COOPER of Wisconsin. We ought to have an hour's 
‘ 
M AWNEPY An hour on a side? 
\ COOPER of Wisconsin, I think so. I understand there 
1 to the bill, and I think an hour on a side 
PEAKER,. The Chair will state, for the information 
lou {] under the latest ruling if this motion sheuld | 
ll would come immediately before the House | 
ler the five-minute rule, without general de 
! ‘ re il debate may be had by unanimous consent. | 
M CRUMP AC ER Mr. Speaker, I suppose general de 
] | ved | iInanimous consent 
| AKI l ubtedly 
M PAYNE I ask unanimous consent that this resolution 
be considered as passed, and that we have two hours for gen 
eral debate in the House 
Mr. FITZAGRRALD I object We want to beat that motion 
The SPRAKRBR. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Coorrr] is entitled to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from 
Minnesota [| Mr. Tawnry] to twenty minutes, 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, I reserve my time 
Mr. TAWNEY Mr. Speaker, the demand for a second was 


withdrawn by myself, and I do not know now whether we are | 
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considering the motion to suspend the rules and consider 
bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole or—— 

The SPEAKBPR. A second was ordered by unanimous « 
sent, and the gentleman from Minnesota having 

Mr. TAWNEY. I reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER. Both gentlemen having reserved their ti 
would bring the House to a vote. 

Mr. 'TAWNEY. ‘To a vote on the question of suspending {ho 
rules? 

The SPEAKER. That is all. 

The question was taken on the motion to suspend the r 





and consider the bill in the House as in Committee of | 
Whole House on the state of Union, and the Speaker announeod 
| that in his opinion two-thirds had voted in favor of the motion. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 
The House divided ; and there were—ayes 86, noes 4, 


Accordingly (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the 


were suspended, and the motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House for considers- 
tion in the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to inquire whether it goes im 
ately under the five-minute rule or is open to general debat: 

The SPEAKER. Except by unanimous consent, it co 
before the House for immediate consideration under the 
minute rule. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I ask unanimous consent that there may 
two hours devoted to general debate, one hour to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin and one hour by the gent! 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, it seems that the gentle 
man from Minnesota is not opposed to this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, yes; I am. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are some gentlemen on this side 
of the House who are opposed to the bill, and I object to that 
proposition. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This proposition was before the Committee 
on Appropriations and voted down unanimously, and I am op 


wan 


| posed to the bill just as much as the gentleman is. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I judged from the fact that the gentle 
man took the negative side of the proposition and then did | 
debate it or place it before the House that he was not opposed 
to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
the bill considered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota if he intends to control the time in favor of the nega- 
tive side of the proposition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous 
that there may be two hours’ general debate upon this bill, 
half of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from \\ 


That was simply on the question of getting 


Col { 


| consin [Mr. Coorrr] and one-half of the time by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNrEyY]. 


Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the object of t! 
is the purchase of certain coal claims or mining 

held by Spaniards on lands in the island of Batan, in the Phi! 
pine Archipelago, The Philippine government and the United 
States Government together consume annually about 200,000 
tons of coal in the Philippine Islands. Sixty thousand of t! 
tons are consumed in the city of Manila, in the ice plant and t 
other government purposes. The balance, 140,000 tons, is con 
sumed in coast-guard vessels, transports, small launche 

The two governments now pay about $5 a ton for this ag 

of 200,000 tons, making a total annual expenditure of 


| $1,000,000, 


As originally introduced the bill contained two sections. 
first section appropriated $50,000 for the purchase of 
claims; the second section provided that after the Gover 
had secured these claims, and thus acquired control of the « 
island, it should have the right to lease the coal lands « 
island upon such conditions that the government of the I’ 
pines and the Gevernment of the United States should e: 
the coal it uses in the islands at not more than 10 pe! 
a The outside cost on the boat in the harbor at | n 
would be $2 a ten, and 10 per cent added would be $2.20 l 
maximum, ; 
Secretary Taft testified, as did Lieutenant Wigmore, « 
Corps of Bngineers, representing the Philippine Comm 


eure 


» cost, 


that by purchasing these claims and making a lease on h 


terms the two Governments could save about $400,000, and 
haps more, annually from the money that now has to b 
pended for coal. 
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Secretary Taft in his testimony said—and I think it is im- 
portant, because I understand that certain gentlemen oppose 
this bill on the ground that, as they allege, it is socialistic 
Secretary Taft testified that the Philippine Commission was 

posed to buying these claims and itself working the mines be- 
cause it did not wish to go into the mining business. Secretary 
raft also said that he himself was anxious that the Govern- 

ut of the United States shall not go into the business of min 

So that there never has been any intention on the part of 

ihe government of the Philippine Islands or of the Government of 

the United States or of Secretary Taft to have either of these 

Governments enter into the mining business in the Philippine 
Islands or elsewhere. 

ut in order to make assurance doubly sure the Committee 

on Insular Affairs have stricken out, or propose to strike out, 
second section of the bill, providing for the leasing of these 
so as to leave only the first section—the naked proposi- 
of the purchase of these mining rights from the Spaniards. 

\ir. Speaker, the Secretary of War in his testimony declared 

t] in his judgment there is no question whatever as to the 
lity of these Spanish mining claims. They have been in 
vestigated for three or four years. The documents have all 
looked up, and Secretary Taft says that if there had been 


lands. 


possible way by which these Spaniards could have been 
da wssessed that they would have been dispossessed and the 
Government not asked for this appropriation. 

e Spaniards took up these claims in 1890—about eight 
vi before we went there. They have held them ever since. 


are on the only harbor in the island of Batan, and that 

or is one of the best in the Philippine Archipelago. There 

feet of water within 400 yards of where mines can be 

| on these Spanish claims. But these claims, covering 

res of land, are so cunningly located that they absolutely 

all aecess to that harbor from the other coal lands which 
cen reserved by the Government of the United States. 


island is a great ridge, sloping both ways to the sea. 

e Government of the United States secured this option in | 

19 and then sent Lieutenant Wigmore, of the Corps of Engi 
ne to make an inspection. His report has been printed. | 
I iyear and a half, with diamond drills, he bored thoroughly | 


ne-half ef that island. He testified before the Coimmittee 

on Insular Affairs that from borings on that one half and from 
pection and a few borings made on the other half and from | 
utcroppings on it, in his judgment this island, 10 miles one | 
5 miles the other in area, is practically one bed of coal. | 

\ et the Government of the United States, which has re 
s all back of these 800 acres, is blocked from access to the | 
by these cunningly located Spanish claims, the perfect | 
of which can not be doubted, according to the testi 
f Secretary Taft, based 

the mining expert, now 

rited these claims for three years. 

re this option was given the Spaniards had already mined 
al there, which they sold for $7 or more a ton, but, as is 

their custom, they had not made a careful investigation. Lieu 


on his own investigations and 


Wigmore went down there under the orders of the War | 


I) tment and investigated thoroughly for a year and ten 
Che Government expended $37,000 in making this | 

ition. It satisfied Lieutenant Wigmore, satisfied the 
| ‘ine Commission, satisfied Secretary Taft, that as a pure | 


s proposition the buying of this option would be a good 
int for the United States Government. When it has 
tion, then it will perfectly control this coal bed 10 by 5 
area, Until it has the option it can not control it, be 


! 
i 


people were to open mines on the lands back of these | 


es they would have to build a 3 or 4 mile mountain rail 
lurge expense per mile, construct very expensive 
iz in order to reach the harbor at all. 

STEPHENS of Texas. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman 
\ question? 

SPEAKER pro tempore. 

COOPER of Wisconsin, TI do. 

STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman that the 
ient has expended $37,000 to investigate this coal and 
hn its value, 

COOPER of Wisconsin. 

STEPHENS of Texas, 

i option on the eoal? 

COOPER of Wisconsin. 

STEPHENS of Texas. Has the time expired? 
COOPER of Wisconsin, It expires the first 
the Ist of Mareh, 

STEPHENS of Texas. That is what I was trying to get 
S necessary that the bill should pass in order to take up 


tion? 


or 


Does the gentleman yield? 

says 
Yes, 

Did the Government at that time 
It did, 


of next 


; : ; | 
a judge in the archipelago, who | 


m 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
lose the $37,000 and the advance in price of 
would come because of the report and investigation 


ade, 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


Mr. 


STEPHENS 


made public? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
port, with diagrams complete, by Lieutenant Wig 


or 


bring a great many bidders against the 1 
probability is it would fall into the hands of some cor 
and we would have to pay vastly m« 


Mr. 


STEPHENS 


of Texas. 


of Texas. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. ‘ 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


is well to take up the option. 


Mr. 


COOPER 


sO 


that 


of Wisconsin. 
its coal in Japan and Australia 
have already said $5 a ton, and sometimes more 
we can get these claims, some 
Government 
vance above cost price. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 


it can 


That, | 


SEC] 


bituminous or anthracite? 


Mr. 


COOPER 


of 


Wisconsin. 


the best in the Orient. 


Mr. 


STEPHENS of 


minous? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin 


Pocahontas, 


coal, 


veins? 


and from 


| it 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


is 


Mr. 


S00. fe 


et 


but it 


STEPHENS 


COOPER of 


12 to 2 


STEPHENS 


a blanket vein, 
| be hard to handle? 
of 
sen nud then they have drilled with diamond d 
the 


COOPER 


below 


Texas, 


better tl 


is 
of Texas. 


Wisconsin. 


} feet. 


of Texas. 
a level veir 


Wisconsin. 


sea level. 


arrang 


What 


Yes 
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a level with the sea, but they have found by penetrating through | 
that another distinct vein 300 feet below. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He also says: 





The oal deposits rise to about 500 feet above the sea level, which 
I s that for a certain period of time we can run in at sea level, 
I * to the rise in the veins, so that the coal can be dropped by 
; methods instead of having expensive machinery for hauling 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoopD]. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this bill 
is net to the Government obtaining some way of getting its 
coal in the Philippine Islands. I have read this report, and 
from the report made I believe it is a pretty good class of coal 
th we can mine in those islands, but from the report I find 
that they do not propose to sell to the Government but 300 


land for From the report it shows that a 
great portion of this coal land is now located on Government 
property. It is not on this 300 acres, but it is on property that 
belongs to the Government now, and the only claim that can 


acres of $50,000. 


possibly be made as to why we should pay the high sum of $50,000 
for 300 acres of land, over $166 an acre for this land to these 
Sp irds, is that we can not mine ourselves our coal lands 
belonging to 1 Government unless we pay this hold up of these 
Spanish claims. Now, in the first place, they have not got but 


800 acres. An acre is about 200 feet square, and if the square 
‘ the of that bay it would only 
amount to 60 or 12 miles, which would not possibly 
the ci ference of the bay. You know perfectly well, 
that these claims must be broader than a mere acre 
square, and if they are run back as far in the interior as they 
front on the shore, the entire claims can only cover a mile or 
two of this bay, leaving a vast space for us to establish our 


were laid along shores 
OH) feet, 
COoye ” 


and 


ron 
ACUl 


I do, 


docks and our yards to mine our own coal. It may be possible 
that we can not come down to the exact spot where we want 
to, but from the report of this gentleman I judge that the island 


is pretty well covered by this vein of coal, and if we can not 
operate at the best place that is covered by these Spanish 
claims, certainly for less than $50,000 we can reach a place on 
that bay where we ean load and ship this coal. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Will the gentleman permit me just 
a word there? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The gentleman makes the assertion 
that certainly we can find a space from which we can reach our 
coal? ® 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I will say in reply to that that 
Lieutenant Wigmore stated positively and emphatically, and 
he was there two years on the spot, that it would cost a great 
deal more than $50,000 to reach the coal which the Government 
owns from the shore, and I have just turned to what Secretary 
Taft says. He says 


There are coal claims which have been located and perfected by 
Spaniards according to our mining laws which cover all the mining 


tle 


sible from this shore. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, now, wait. I will ask my friend, 
as I have but five minutes, not to make a speech. 


lands dire acce 


I understand that thoroughly. The outcrop of the particular 
lands is through this Spanish claim, but anybody that knows 
anything about mining lands—the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] does—knows that you do not have to reach an out- 


crop of coal at one particular point. If there is an outcrop on 


the bay there are surely outcrops in the interior, but if the drift 
comes out on the face of the bluff back in behind the bluff you 
can sink a shaft and reach the vein. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The engineers report that this is the 
nly available 


‘ access to this coal, and the probability is, it is 
f to assume, it would not have been taken possession of and 
held all these years unless it did occupy that position. 

r. UNDERWOOD. I have no doubt it is the most avail- 
able place by v h to approach this coal. I do not deny that. | 
I have looked at the map, and find it is a large harbor, and that | 
this island covers a large space of territory—I think about 450 | 
Square miles. These 200 acres can not—I know, because I have | 
looked at the map—cover the face of the harbor. There are | 


bound to be other approaches; possibly not so good. But I 
say on the very face of this proposition it shows that somebody 
is trying to hold the United States Government up. The coal 
does not belong to them. It belongs to the Government now. 
It is merely an approach, and if we want to get our coal out 
and can not get it in any other way, I say we should condemn a 
right of way to that harbor at a reasonable price and not have 
the Government of the United States held up to pay this enor- 
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mous price for the mere privilege of landing its own « 





the shore. ee 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Now, the information | : 
the committee is to the effect that if we do not close this o))j, 
and have to operate the coal mines that are behind tho | 2 
that are controlled by the Spaniards, our right of way aya the 
expense of constructing a road to our coal lands wil] . nid 
the price of this option. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But can not my friend see th thie 
option is worth nothing to anybody but the United States? The 
United States owns the coal to-day. Who is going to pyy an 
option to enter a coal field that they can not take away from 


the United States? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWwoop] has expired. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Why can not the minos be 
operated by any private corporation? ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Because the land belongs to 
ernment. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
own land? 
oar UNDERWOOD. An option to get in and mine ji Wn 
and. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I yield five np 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMsrep]. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am in a general way opposed to Govern. 
ment ownership of coal land, and particularly of Government op. 
eration of coal mines, but this is rather a condition than a theory 
that confronts us. The Government already owns a very large 
and valuable body of coal land in the island of Batan. The ap. 
proach, the land between that harbor and the coal owned by 
the Government, is owned or controlled by two Spaniards, and 
notwithstanding the statements—the conjectures—of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop], Secretary Taft, who 
has been there, and who has devoted a large amount of tim 
and study to this subject, said before our committee that the 
option of those two Spaniards absolutely controls the entrance 
to that harbor. This is his language: 

As soon as we learned that the island was useful for the production 
of coal we reserved for the Government all the western half of it that 
had not already been located. On investigation it turned out that the 
two or three Spaniards who had these valid claims under the § 
mining law had taken up all the claims which lay immediately al he 
harbor, and had pushed back, so to speak, the Government ownership 
beyond the line of hills or mountains, and made impossible access to 
the harbor from the claims which the Government could establish or 
reserve, and the only way of reaching those other veins of coal on the 
island (those already owned by the Government) was around by the 
sea. 

This bill proposes that the Government shall buy out th 
intervening claims. 

Lieutenant Wigmore, who was before the committee, and 
who has been in the islands for two years investigating the 
subject, stated that if the Government did not secure these J 
acres it would cost the Government many times more thar the 
$50,000 involved to cause an opening in any other way to the 
land which the Government now owns from the harbor in order 
to get the coal which the Government owns to the harbor. ‘ic 
acquisition of these 300 acres will largely reduce the expense 
of reaching and developing the Government’s own land. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do I understand the gentleman to say tliat 
the option which we are probably about to buy is on land be- 
tween the coal property of the Government and the harb 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is exactly the situation. ‘These 00 
acres are right on the harbor, between the water and tle Gov- 
ernment’s coal. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask 
question: Then, if that is true, will not that merely be buying 
a right of way to the property of the Government, and is it nec- 
essary for the Government of the United States to buy a right 
of way at a price which some gentlemen think is unreas nable 

Mr. OLMSTED. Why, Mr. Speaker, this option is so valuab! 
it has been held at $300,000, and the Government has secured an 
option at $50,000. Lieutenant Wigmore has stated that 
is so much coal under that 300 acres that at the small royalty 
of 15 cents a ton the eoal under that 300 acres would amoutt 
to $250,000, so that the $50,000 that we are to give amounts t 
the equivalent of an infinitesimal royalty of 3 cents per ton, and 
the Government gets the right of way for nothing. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Why should not the Philippine government 
buy this, if any government is to do so? . 

Mr. OLMSTED. Because the United States Government 
wants the coal for its own purposes, for the use of the |! ted 
States, and the United States already owns the balance of the 
coal, 


The Government buying an option 
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MADDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
question: Does this proposition contemplate the United 

ss entering into the coal business? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Not at all. It contemplates that the Goy- 
ernment will lease all these lands to individuals at a reasonable, 
actieal price, with a provision that the Government shall have 

the coal it wants at the bare cost of mining, with an addition 
10 per cent. 
Mr. NORRIS. 
stion? 

ir. OLMS 
. NORR 
OLM 


Mr. 
LIS 
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Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


TED. 
IS. 
STED. 


Certainly. 
Are they working these mines now? 
The mines are not in operation now. 

Mr. NORR Why are not the mines in operation now? 

Mr. OLMSTED. For the reason that the Spaniards have not 
pital to operate them, and I suppose it is also true that they 
not the enterprise. They know that they have the key to 

situation. They are just waiting the opportunity. If we 
do not take this option they will sell it to somebody else. The 
vvernment has already expended $37,000 in developing and 
lishing this coal and making it valuable for them, and if 
not take the land somebody else will take it at a very 

h higher figure. 

NORRIS. What has been the investment of the Govern- 

in developing this coal? 

TAWNEY. 


} ] 





Ate 


» of the Philippine Islands. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Thirty-seven thousand dollars for the island 
Batan only. Lieutenant Wigmore spent two years or more in 
nvestigation. 
NORRIS. 
iis particular place any more than in any other place? 
not let the private parties develop this and sell it to some- 
else for more, if they want to, and if you had to have the 
( take your chances with the other parties? 
*- OLMSTED. The difficulty in that proposition is that the 
‘nnent itself now owns this land except the 300 acres, and 
Government has made this valuable. No other people will 
to work the Government’s land unless they can control 
» 300 acres which control access to the harbor. 
UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will permit me to ask 
question. The gentleman comes from a coal country; I 
ask him if he ever heard of a responsible company invest- 
its money in 300 acres to develop a coal field? 
[r. OLMSTED. Well, I will say to the gentleman that I 


\ir 


\ 
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The whole investment has been $30,000 for | 


Why should we go into the coal business here | 
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known many companies that have invested their money | 


development of a coal field a good deal less than 300 acres. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. And I will say that only the 
r day I heard of an instance where parties bought 80 acres, 
SSUU an acre, 
the SPEAKER pro tempore. 
red. 
Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
g leman. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have known of many instances where a 
has bought a very much smaller tract of land which 
led the key to his mine, buying land which lay between 
ine and the railway, for instance, and paying very large 


The time of the gentleman has 
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Chis tract, Mr. Speaker, is absolutely the key to the whole 
tuation. Both Secretary Taft and Lieutenant Wigmore say 
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at time | i 
operation of the land the Gover ent 
Mr. MADDEN. Why have they 1 
operate it heretofore? 
Mr. OLMSTED. They know the hay , 
there, but probably they have rt th 
And it may be, just as has been g 
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transport the coal from the island t 
an acreage as 300 acres with the G 
ilways be the heaviest consumer, owning all 
the island. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. Certainl 
Mr. MADDEN. It seems that th W 
land, which option expired June 1 
to be any danger then about lett t c 
Mr. NORRIS. What was the amount of t 
Mr. MADDEN. It was the sanx yun = 
for, $50,000. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Do you find ything to ine that 
option cost? 
Mr. OLMSTED. I will not yield 5] ( 
ment at that time had not spent $37 s 
| this coal and its quality. There is only « 
of sulphur in this coal. It clean coal, w l ( 
than the Japanese or Australian ¢ whi Z 
now to this Government at $5 a ton. 
Mr. TAWNEY. What evidence has t n 
is superior to Japanese and Australian coa 
Mr. OLMSTED. I have the evidence of Lieut I 
who investigated, who sunk a diamond « : i 
the core, the actual coal itself, sul l 
in the Navy and in the Army, had it a l 
} tons and had it tested, and tried tl tu 
know to a certainty what this coal is It 
proposition; not that the Govern sl | 
business, but that it shall have the key t 
own. Only a few years ago we had so I 
consideration in relation to the asphalt es he | 
indian Reservation. We provide I j 
other day we provided for the gy of 
lands in the West for a buffalo pas \\ ) 
mine this coal, but to lease the land to ot 
| tion that the Government shall have all it M 
above the actual cost of mining. 
Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman state upon y l ‘ 
Secretary of War entered into this option? What au d 


I yield five minutes more to the | 


l the land of the Government can not be economically oper- 


| without control of this 300 acres. 
through this 300 acres. It 


The coal would have to 
would involve not 


less than 


half a million of dollars of extra cost to get the coal to the | 


or unless they used this 300 acres, because there is a moun- 
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d a railroad necessary to get out the coal. It would cost 
times more to do that than to buy these 300 acres. 
hat is about all I want to say. This coal is of particularly 
| quality. Not as good as Pocahontas coal, but much better 
n the Japanese and Australian coal. It can be mined at a 
of about $2 a ton, whereas the Government is now paying 
average of $5 a ton for its coal at that point. 
Mr. NORRIS. Even if we do not accept this option, if 
be mined there at a cost of 1 ton, will not that continue 
true regardless of what we may do in the matter? 


nh e) « 
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ere, and it will cost at least $500,000 to dig a tunnel or | 


he to take the option? 





Mr. OLMSTED. I have not o ls ! 3 
that. I assume that he had the au I s 
officers are presumed to be vi until 
Whatever authority he had, he ! ent t 

Mr. HAY. But if he had no ) 

| then these parties would not be bound by 

Mr. OLMSTED. The Secre WwW 
committee that the option had b taken. W 
while he was Secretary of Wa 
governor of the Philippines I d t 
very certain he would not have take 

any eontract without abundal 

Mr. MADDEN. It seems tl h 
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Mr. HAY. Lieutenant Wig 

Mr. MADDEN. No; not L 
lieutenant. 

Mr. OLMSTED. In Ss ( ( 
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take it m the port 
we can, it is believed é S 
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the Philippines. Shall ve 
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Mr. JONES of Vireg I 


coal | 


Mr. OLMSTED. It can be mined for $2 a ton, but it will | 
be sold to the Government for $2 a ton. If we secure con- 


t rol of it, we propose, whoever operates it, that they shall let 


‘ Government have it at a bare increase of 10 per cent over 


‘cost. These Spaniards may get somebody else to operate it, 
but the operators in that case will not sell to the Government at 


cost and 10 per cent added. We will have to pay full price 
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money can be made by agriculture, for $50 an acre. We are 
now called upon to vote to buy 300 acres of land on the side of 
f mountain to meet the demands of some Spanish freebooters 
and to pay for that land $166 an acre; and when we buy the 
land we are engaging to go into the coal business. The proposi- 
tion here is not so much the question of the purchase of the 


», 1 
aana 


Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. OLMSTED. At what price per ton can the gentleman 


deliver coal from the land he speaks of to Manila? 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know at what price we can deliver 
the coal to Manila, but we can purchase the coal in Illinois at 
about a dollar a ton. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
tion? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Take one of the acres that the gentleman 
refers to, where he says that there are 6-foot veins that he can 
purchase for $50.. How many tons of coal is there on that acre? 
At 10 cents a ton royalty, would not the value be more than 
S200? 

Mr. KEIFER. More than a thousand dollars. 

GROSVENOR. Yes; more than a thousand dollars. 

MADDEN. It does not at all affect the fact that you 
uy the land that the coal is in for $50 an acre. If you 
could buy that coal in the heart of civilization at that price, 
there is no reason in my mind why we should go to Manila or 
any other place in the Philippine Islands and pay $166 an acre, 
not for the land or for its title, but for the doubtful claim of 
these Spanish freebooters, who are now demanding of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States a fabulous price for something I 
do not believe they have. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would 
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can | 


like to ask the gentleman if in 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, like the gentleman from Pe 
sylvania [Mr. OLMstTeEpD], I am generally opposed to the Goy: 
ment engaging in commercial enterprises. Unlike him, I 
specifically opposed to it also, and I believe that if this is ih 
tempting commercial proposition which gentlemen say it 
and I presume it is, because they are honorable gentlemen ; 
well informed—some one would be glad to employ enough c¢ay)it.| 
to take up the option and develop the mines. If they did t! 
would undoubtedly sell the Government its coal upon a reasy)- 
able basis. It is suggested in the report that the Governmen 
proposes in certain events to lease this land, if it should buy ir, 
upon the guaranty that it is to be supplied its own coal at 10 
cents a ton above the cost of production. There is nothing any- 
where in the bill that I can find 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will excuse ; 
but I am sure he does not intend to make that statement. It js 
10 per cent, not 10 cents a ton. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I mean 10 per cent. It is 20 cents a ton 
$2 a ton estimated cost of production, but there is nothing 
the bill which puts any limitation upon the cost of productio: 
and there is nothing in the report which suggests that any limi- 
tation has been put upon the cost of production, and therefore 
there is no limitation on the cost of the coal to the Government. 

Mr. GRAHAM. That is all stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is in the first section of the bill. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The bill provides for taking up the option, 
but it does not provide for operating it or leasing it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Well, it is the gentleman’s idea that the 





| Government proposes to operate it. 


Mr. GRAHAM. The Government has an option, whetler it 
leases it or works it afterwards. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Does the gentleman think the Govern { 


| would have any trouble in securing a lessee when it became the 


Illinois or anywhere else in the United States he can buy for | 


$50 an acre of land with two veins of coal on it, one from 6 to 
13 feet wide and the other from 10 to 23 feet wide? 

Mr. MADDEN. I say to the gentleman that we have bought 
land at the price indicated by me. I do not know what you ean 
do in case you have two veins 6 and 13 feet, but I do know that 

is not the intention of the American people to allow this Gov- 
ernment to in the coal-mining business. Nor 
ntention of the American people to allow the Government to ex- 
ploit coal mines for the purpose of leasing them to great con- 
tractors in California. If these men believe in the virtue of 
coal underlying this property, who say they are willing to 
mnake © lease for it, why should they not expend their money in 
the purchase of the option and in the development of the coal? 


1 
1 

they 
i 


engage is 


pil 


Let n enter upon the business as a commercial proposition, 
and not undertake to make a contract with the Government of 
the United States, which will give them a profitable business by 


enabling them to furnish the coal needed by the ‘Navy of this 
try before they will enter upon the enterprise at all. 

The matter was carefully considered by the Committee on 
Appropriations. All the testimony heard before the Committee 
on Insular Affairs was heard before the Committee on Appro- 
pri and the Committee on Appropriations voted unani- 
mously to reject the propostion. This option which now exists 
ply a renewal of an option which has heretofore existed. 
There is no reason to believe that if we fail- to take advantage 
the price of this land will be increased. If there 
any reason to believe that, why was not the price increased 

i ym expired? 


coun 


ations, 
fe sim 
} 
‘ 


of the option, 


r the first optic 


I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that the Secretary of War or 
ny official of the War Department was authorized to expend 
the n ey which was expended in the exploitation of this coal 
proposition out of the traveling expenses of the Army, as I 
inderstand it was expended. I believe the representatives of 
he people should be called upon for their approval of such a 
proposition as this before the expenditure is made, and if an 
Oo} n was to be had at all, it should be had by and with the 


1d approval of the Congress. 
7 


‘ nsent al 


We ought not to go into 


the coal business, and if we were to go into it, we ought not to 
pay this kind of a price for these coal lands. We can get all 
the coal for all the needs of the Government on Government 
land. We can cross the land said to be owned by the Spaniards 
with little or no cost, and we ought not to be held up by them 


for this purchase. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
have we consumed on each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). The gentleman 
from Wisconsin has thirty-three minutes remaining and the gen- 
tieman from Minnesota forty-nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 


How much time, Mr. Speaker, 


owner of the property? 

Mr. GRAHAM. Not if it had these 300 acres which gives us 
the frontage and the water facilities for boats going up to 
edge of the shore drawing 15 and 20 feet of water. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman means the 300 acres that 


the 


| the Government has an option on for $50,000? 


it the | 


Mr. GRAHAM. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is unlikely that the Government is ever 
able to buy anything under option more cheaply than an indi- 
vidual can, and if the Government can buy that land for $50,000 
it is entirely probable that an individual could buy it for $50,000 
or less; but, as the gentleman says, there will be no difficulty in 
securing a lessee in the event that the Government becomes the 
owner. It seems to me that the proposition is a very simple 
one. The Government ought not to engage in a commercial 
enterprise in the Philippines or elsewhere, and particularly in 
this case, because all it bas to do is to leave it alone and let 
these people sell their tempting business scheme to those who 
have capital and who, he says, stand ready to take it off the 
hands of the Government as lessee. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The Government now has all of the coal in 
all of this island of Batan—thousands of acres of coal. 1b) 
purchase of these 200 acres it obtains an access to the harl« 
for the mining, and therefore for the coal the Government has, 
and it can lease it to far greater advantage if they have this 
frontage. These Spaniards have this claim. It is not a bogus 
or a trumped-up claim. Secretary Taft tells us he has « 
ined it and has had it examined not only by the best of Sp 
authorities, but by American lawyers, and they have a bona 
fide claim. They not only have the coal, but have the surface, 
and there is much valuable timber there. Sometime ago I think 
this option would not have been worth $50,000, but the Gor- 
ernment has expended $37,000 in showing that there is tlicre 
good marketable coal, which can be used on the transporis as 
well as by the Navy, provided the Navy does not desire excess 
ive speed. If we neglect it, these other people will tal 
this option, and they will take it up for $50,000 and tl: 
ernment will lose the $37,000 already expended. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ala!)am: 





[Mr. Unprerwoop] suggested—and his statement seems very 
plausible—that what we would be buying at $50,000 was uy 


a right of way to the Government's own coal. 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. And the right of way ‘ 


cost us more than the coal lands. 


| 





Mr. SLAYDEN. It seems to me the Government could col- 
demn that right of way. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly; we could condemn a right o ly 
across that to our own lands, if necessary. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is what I am stating. 
there is any advantage in the contention that the price © 
an acre is excessive under the circumstances. 

Mr GROSVENOR. I will say to the gentleman from \ 


I don’t think 


. 160 


nne- 
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that there is not a State in this Union where that can the coal can be ta co 
lone—where you can condemn a right of way for one coal | are now paying yanese and Au 
rty into another coal property. It has been tried in half | quality all the way $4 to S t 
en States of the Union and defeated everywhere. carried from Newport 
» SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has | livered at Manila, $10 a ton. 
ed. | The Pocahontas coal is used 
COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes | of our Asiatic Fleet and 
» gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jones]. furnaces of our Army tr : 
r. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, when this proposition | Francisco and Manila either comes from J 
fi: ‘ presented to me it did not strike me very favorably, | and costs some $4 or $5 k 
not until I had heard the testimony of Secretary Taft and It is not a question, as ntlemen put 
of Lieutenant Wigmore, who spent nearly two years upon | Government will go into tl bu i 
island of Batan investigating the extent, character, and | already owns all the coal on the isla B 
of its coal deposits, did I reach the conclusion that it | which is covered by this old Spanish 
ld be a good business proposition to acquire by purchase the | in acquiring this Spanish holding is to 
is or holdings upon which the option was given to repre- | enjoy and utilize what we already h 
ives of our Government. There exists a great deal of mis- | we have and what we some day ha 
mation upon the subject of the proposition embodied in this | we acquire this claim, will nec te co 
In the first place, gentlemen say there are only 300 acres mstruction of an equally costly railroad. 
is land, and that $50,000 represents $166 per acre. That | proposition. 
‘from being the whole proposition and is a most misleading This is the only known 
ent. Then we are told by other gentlemen that they do | pines, and without the « el i 8 8 
believe in government ownership of coal land. In reply | not be mined except at great and 1 lles 
his last objection, let me say that the island of Batan is 10 Mr. Speaker, as I have already said, tl 
long and 5 miles wide, and that the whole of it is underlaid | we will need to have coal in the Philip; S 
the finest coal thus far found in the Philippines, or, for | this Government will be obliged t ‘ y 
matter, in the entire Orient. It happens that this Spanish | this indispensable a1 And in event 
ession lies immediately upon the harbor of Batan, in the | ports of Japan and of Australia and of Ch 
of Albay, and it also happens, the statement of gentlemen | us, we shall have to ship every ind o 
ie contrary notwithstanding, that this claim or holding oc- | Navy at least 7,500 miles fr Unit 
( es the whole frontage of. the island upon the deep water of | be mined on the little island of B 
‘bor, so that it is absolutely impossible for the Govern When this option was given us, as I 1 
» enter and utilize its own coal deposits from the harbor | established to the satisf mn 
it going through or over the hills, which lie immediately | coal deposits in the island of LB N 
l it. | or the value of this coal. N 
this point permit me to read the testimony of Lieuten- | the whole subject, and the owners tl 
Wigmore, who, I may say, is an army officer, a member of ignorance. If this option, wl 
Corps of Engineers, and who was detailed by the Secretary | March, is not taken up by the G 
ar to make the investigation. This officer may surely be | pose of it to private individual v 
q rded as an expert, and he not only investigated with great | could have disposed of it bef ‘ 
ghness as to the quantity of the coal on the island, but | costly investigations and b 
refully analyzed the coal itself. He also visited the coal | lished that the coal supply \ 
; of Japan, and he reports that this Batan coal is superior | very superior quality 
‘ other coal in the Philippine Islands and far superior to| When the fortifications bill 
n Japan. Let me read what he says as to the inaccessi- | 480 an attempt was made to s! that t r of | 
of the Government coal deposits: could not be fortified and | 
stati should be established 
ler for us to enter our own deposits, if we do not control these | ,,,, a wulf of Albay is a ve Ay 
we would be under the necessity of going around to the south, , _— < y =e , 
have to do excessive tunnel and railroad work, and where | and both Secretary Taft and I WV 
harbor at all. Therefore it is a great advantage for us to | that this is one of the best 1 
: first cost of coal and own around where our entrances are | tt; is on ré dass , 7 * 
where the mining can be done most advantageously and : = 3 , ‘ 5 P 
ply. It is better to do that than to run up your production | protect dad. I am willi t 
Fs ter on. | gentlemen who are f \ 
p t appears from the testimony of Lieutenant Wigmore that | capable of expressing an « 
; re not to pay $50,000 for the mere coal that is upon this There is not a t f < 
sh holding, but that its ownership by the United States | to establish a naval st 
4 ‘y necessary to the economical operation of the valuable | certainty I j ! ( 
Fi deposits owned now by us and which can not be reached | supply our Navy 
deep water except over or through it, and then only at}! tl ( ef 
Ee tC cost It is clear to my mind that it would cost far more | chased either in Jay 
a nstruct a tunnel to reach the coal deposits owned now by | United States, a d 
Government than it will cost to take up this option. Now, mit, Mr. Speaker, tl 
3 this option. We are told by gentlemen that if this op- | to close this option. [A 
x vere as valuable as represented private capital and enter-| Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. + er, I 
3 would only be too glad to secure it. This option was given tleman fro1 vy York [Mr. I 
ce three years ago. It was given to the Government before | Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. §| 
4 d been made any thorough investigation and before the | tion has been very | - P! 
es and value of the coal deposits were definitely known. | first ed to purchase t by 
E Government has spent thousands of dollars, whether prop- | er if da It 
Bs or improperly I shall not undertake to say, and as a result | eff that the Phili e gove 
f s large expenditure it has h2en demonstrated that this | lands, wor not have suffici 
ld is exceedingly valuable. The Government can not, | them. And the second grout 
he terms of its contract, transfer the option it holds to | chase them was that it did not ( 
hird party. It must be apparent to every mind that this | ippine government to purchase 
n is now far more valuable than when it was given, and | Mr. JONES of Virginia. Iv 
ld we, after so large an expenditure of time and of money, | Philippine government; it is the | s 
nit the folly of permitting it to lapse? that was the testimony before th f 
PS ‘ow, Mr. Speaker, what boots it that coal lands can be | has been entirely misled. g 
ne zht cheaper in Pennsylvania or in Alabama than the cost Mr. FITZGERALD. I think tl 
ze this particular piece of land? What we want and what we | stand what I said. I am stating tl 
y badly need in the near future is a sufficient supply of coal | of the Philippine government, which is to 
the Philippine Islands of good quality to meet our needs, } of Colonel Edwards, with respect to the : of t l 
. esent and prospective. If we take up this option we shall | lands. 
ve all the coal lands we shall need for generations to come, Mr. JONES of Virginia. Possibly I « i the 


ind they will be so well protected and so easily accessib'e that 


gentleman. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I have not the resolution with me now, 
but 1 will put the language of it in the Recorp. 
‘The resolution of the Philippine Commission is »s follows: 
Resolved, That it is deemed by the Commission inexpedient for the 
ir government to avail itself of the option now held by the mili- 
authorities upon said coal lands or to purchase said lands in view 
f the fact that it lacks the necessary funds for the development of 
the property, and, moreover, is indisposed to go into the coal-mining 
busine 


The Philippine government, having exhibited more sense 
than most men-would suppose it would, passed that resolution, 
and the War Department turns to the Congress of the United 
States, I suppose, as a much easier body from which to obtain 
this authority. It had come to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and stated there the urgency and necessity and propriety 
legislation. The Committee on Appropriations, having 


of this 


been informed that, in the opinion of the officials of the Navy | 


Department, this coal was absolutely unfit for use in the nayal 
of the United States, that there was some question as 
to whether it was a very good kind of coal for the transports of 
the United States under the control of the Army, without con- 
sidering at all the larger question as to whether the Govern- 
ment of the United Statse should purchase coal mines 7,000 
away, refused to put the authorization in the urgent 
bill. Then, with that peculiar persistency for which 


vessels 


mites 


deficiency 
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the War Department is noted, it took the next step, and went 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. It is a great misfortune, 
Mr. Speaker, that there are some committees of this House 
that have so little to do that whenever an opportunity is given 
to those committees to do something, the merits of the proposed 
legislation are frequently lost sight of, and such committees, | 
in order to get a hearing before the House, will report any 


kind of a scheme which has the sanction of any official in any 
Department of the Government. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I will ask the gentleman if he does 
not think that that kind of a criticism would come with much 


better grace from a gentleman who had been on the Committee 


on Appropriations more than three months? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, it might and might not. Some- 
{times “out of the mouths of children comes wisdom,” I have 
heard somew here. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Babes, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I have not the exact words of the quo- 
tation 

Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. FITZG 
should se 


You have not your Bible with you. 
IRALD. But it is not necessary that a man 


rve 


ve a spark of intelligence, and it might perhaps be an advis- 
ble thing fer some men to serve there even three months. | 
‘his committee comes here and asks us to indorse a scheme of 


having the Gevernment of 


the United States purchase a coal 


ten years on the Committee on Appropriations to | 


‘ 2 what purpose? In order to lease it to a very es- 
timable and enterprising gentleman in California. That part 
has been included in the bill. The object of acquiring this 

nd by the United States is to lease it to Mr. Scott, the 
pres it of the Union Iron Works, so as to enable him to sell 
coal to the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, we have had something like that in the not very 
past The Government of the United States sold a 
house in the city of New York to a national bank. It 

\ 1 per ce interest on over $3,000,000 to the bank. 'The 

t paying any taxes upon the property, because the title 

he Government, and still it is asserted that the trans- 

was entirely for the benefit of the Government. And so 

with the plea that the United States should have its own 
n the Philippine Islands. We are asked to pass this 

\\ very much more coal in the United States than 
the Philippine Islands, and it seems to me that if | 

Gor it to juire coal mines that it better start 

home, because every department of the Government 
ously treated here in this country by the coal 
LKAKER » te ‘ The time of the gentleman has 

M WNEY L x | five minutes more to the gentleman 

fre New Yo! 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 1 do not know that I wish much more 

time. Mr. Speaker, what I desire is simply to emphasize the | 
manner in which this legislation is brought in here by the Com 


mittee on Insular Affairs; that the War Department has tried to 
coerce I will not use the word “ coerce,” but persu ide, since 
that is the better word—has tried to persuade the Philippine | 
government, which is largely under the influence of the Secre 


tary of War, to acquire these coal lands, 
fused to have anything to do with it 


That government re 
Then the secretary of 
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War came before the Committee on Appropriations: that 
mittee refused to do anything, and then he went to the Com) 
tee on Insular Affairs. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
thinks the Committee on Appropriations would have had 
authority in reference to a matter of this kind, as it is not . 
that the Committee on Appropriations could legislate about’ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, a little thing like authority sel 
troubles the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to state to the gentleman from P, 
sylvania that this item came to the Committee on Approp 
tions in an estimate, with a view to obtaining an appropria 
of $50,000 for this purpose, under the title “ Transportatio, 
the Army.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then it was entirely out of order if it ea) ye 
in that way, and the Committee on Appropriations, under 
rules, had no jurisdiction over it. 

Mr. MANN. The way it came before the Committee on A) 
priations was just as much in order as it was to expend m 
in making an investigation for the same purpose. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly it was. 

Mr. MANN. Out of the same fund. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If it had not been for the careful serut 
given to this subject by the gentleman from Minnesota | \| 
TAWNEY] and the Committee on Appropriations, this coal !and 
would have been purchased out of money appropriated for an 
entirely different purpose. That was the object. And when at 
last the Department was forced into daylight it went to the 
committee which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 0: 


Vl 


lV 


STED] graces (the Committee on Insular Affairs), and to » 
very great surprise apparently the gentleman did not have that 
information regarding it which I know if he had had it would 


have prevented him from approving this project. 
opinion, is a vicious plan. It is an innovation. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman ao 
question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. That immaculate Committee 
on Appropriations, did it make any appropriation for the 
ment of the $37,500 that have been expended for the purpose 
of ascertaining the condition of this coal mine? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That payment was made out of the 
priation for the transportation of the Army. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it did not make any appropria- 
tion for that purpose, but that did not prevent the money | ' 
spent for that purpose by the Department. The investigation 
was made improperly, or without authorization, and the coal 
lands would have been purchased in the same improper manner 
if it had not been for the scrutiny that the matter received 
from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RYAN. I should like to ask the gentleman why is 
the intention of the Government to buy these coal lands l 
then to lease them to some individual in California? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, there seems to be a differenc 
opinion in the minds of some of these gentlemen as to the 
priety of the Government owning and operating coal lands, | 
owning and leasing them to somebody else to operate; bh ’ 


This, in 


Committee on Insular Affairs evidently appreciated tli 

propriety of that, because the proposition, if I recoll [ 
have no copy of the bill in front of me), originally w 0 
have a provision for leasing incorporated in the bill, but t 


has been taken out. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has expired. 


The time of the gentl 


Mr. TAWNEY. How much time have I remainin 
Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from | 


sota has thirty-four minutes remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I believe I have twenty) 
minutes remaining. 

The SPHAKRER pro tempore. That is correct. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Wis 
that I intend to close the debate on the negative side 
question, and if the gentleman wishes to use any time l 
wish he would do so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield three minutes to 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, while it may be 4 
of indefensible arrogance for the Committtee on Insular A 
to recommend a proposition that has been turned down | 
Committee on Appropriations, I nevertheless think, f! 
business standpoint, that this is a very wise measure. ‘T! 
thority contfined in this bill ought to be granted. Gen 
have wondered why, if this coal deposit is such a yaluab! 


private capital had not been enlisted before for its «i b- 
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ent, and have expressed the opinion that there will be. no 
lifticulty in securing private Capital fer its development in the 


uture. 


Mr. Speaker, the very object of this bill is to prevent private 


orporations from securing control of this coal deposit. The 
iited States Government and the government of the Vhilip 
ne Islands now buy about 400,000 tons of coal a year, and they 
absolutely dependent upon Australian and Japanese source 
that supply. They are required to pay from $5 to $6 a ton 





r an inferior quality of coal. Now, suppose a private cor- | that the opposition ef 1 dl 
poration should secure control of this coal field, holding the key | mittee on Appropriations to th 
» the situation as it does, in what respect would the Govern- | sition was rejected by that mmitte 
ent of the United States or the government of the Philip and reported f ivorably by the Com 
e Islands be benefited? The governments would be entirely he Committee on Appropriat 
the merey of the private corporation, and the very purp of that kind we could vy ¢ 
this bill is to give the Government of the United States and | point of order against the prov 
government of the Philippine Islands relief from that situa- | the money for the payment of the 
n—to put them in the situation where they can protect them- | posed to purchase, for under the 1 
ves against imposition, against monopoly, and against ex-| mittee on Insular Affail h 
tion. respect to appropriations 
Does anybody undertake to say that any private corporation | The opposition of myself and, I 
ould buy these coal deposits and develop them for the benefit | erally of the Committee 1 App 
of the Government? |} becnuse the Government U1 
rhe testimony before the Committee on Insular Affairs | on the testimony and on the facts | 
ved, as my friend from Virginia [Mr. Jones] said, that this an enterprise which means the ! 
s of the best quality produced in the Philippine Archipelago. | millions of dollars. You m: 
; the only coal, I think, produced in the Orient which can | much as you pk but ‘ 
perly be classified as bituminous coal. It is better than the | analysis it is merely a propos ! 
e or Australian coal, because it contains more carbon and | coal lands in the Philippine Is! 
aller percentage of sulphur. It is better coal than can be | principle, there is no distinction 
ht elsewhere. We are now paying $5 or $6 a ton for coal | lands in the Philippines and 
ed by the two governments, and if the Federal Government is | The fact that the particular | 
horized to buy this coal field and make a lease for its opera- | does not change the principle at al 
and development I think that there can be no doubt that | petent for a committee to bring 
in get coal at $1.50 a ton and save $500,000 or $600,000 a | mx ney for the’ purchase of coal | 
to the two governments. i vania or the State of West Vire 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I now yield three minutes to the | lands of the Philippine Islands r 
, ‘ leman from Mississippi |Mr. WiriLiaMs}. lever. The fact that the Governme 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill, and | coal in the Philippine Isla 
it to explain why I think this appropriation is in no man should embark upon th iterprise 
onsistent with the position which I and others on this side | coal and consume great qi : 
itherto taken in opposition to appropriations for perma ass this blll and you ther ‘ 
works in the Philippine Islands. We have opposed all ap- | day will be used in a w { 
itions for permanent purposes that looked to a permanent nt to the party no 
n of the Philippine Islands and were consistent with no | penditure of some $22,000 ( 
theory. | lands in the island of Batan 
little island of Batan is 10 miles long by 5 miles wide, | 'T obt ing of tl 
splendid bay, a good harbor, and with the only good coal | It was done sok mt 
Philippine Archipelego which has thus far been discov % tment, and ‘ 
Whether we stay in the Philippines or whether we re pro} vy 4 
them to govern themselves according to the sweet will sidering the question of 
| own people, we will retain in the archipelago, as we did | priate this $50,000 to purchase i 
Cuba, certain coaling and naval stations. This place is | Philippine Islands. 
uinently fitted as a place to be occupied for all time as a Mr. Speaker, this proposition, 
ig station, and as it is a good thing to have a naval sta e govel ent, was rej 
where coal is, and a coaling station and a naval station to \re we ore « petent thre 
it is preeminently fitted to be occupied as a naval station. t is se to purchas 
1 in favor of it for another reason, because it reenforces | out there two ul d 
of argument I have made on other oceasions. If we | he made Ile inve ted t 
iis as a coaling and naval station, we are all the less apt | by drilling down ce cle 
p Cavite, and I would rather not keep Cavite, because if | covered coal equal to j 
e ever to turn the Philippines loose at all we ought not to oal body kno \ 
hem loose “ with a string to them ’—with a naval station | have had this « 
weing their capital and threatening them all the time. It | been e to ind 
to me this is an eminently wise expenditure of public | velopment If this « 4 
his floor t ag \ 
‘body said something about government ownership of | hat ave t bill al « 
lines in that connection. Why, Mr. Speaker, this is no ether less ni 
ernment ownership, except in the sense in which we have en by our com ) 
engaged in government ownership for a hundred years. | that this was merely | 
United States Government owns Fortress Monroe at Not sked to pay, $50,000 fot | 
the United States Government always has owned in fee | pretends to say that this coal 
le its military reservations, its naval stations, in order to | Now, let me read f 
e exclusive Federal jurisdiction to protect the military and hen before the Committee on A] 
l arms of the Government from local interference. not have the House think 0 
here is no proposition in this bill to operate the coal mines, | rejected by that e ittee t! 
it there is no precedent set by it in that respect, and were | Taft said: 
é proposition to work the coal mines for the exclusive us¢ I think the chance of 1 
he Navy itself there would be no great principle violated by | lay I have no interest i 
because the Government of the United States would be | 9s, to begin 
ing, hot as a Government, but as a fee-simple owner of the We are asked to expend $50.4 


and not working the mines for coal to sell, but coal to 
ply itself with the necessary defense—not “ going into the 


business” at all. We need not go into that view of the 
XL——169 





| case, because it is not in the b 
to buy this concession whicl 


lands and the water which th 


as a part of its coaling ati 


tion of the United States over tl 


complete and as full as it 


roe, or at any other Goverm 
Mr. TAWNEY Mr. Speal 


' 
remarks of the gentleman 


tary Taft informed tl 
what? Promoting the develo 
| fit of private parties, and the 
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in the following answer of Secretary Taft to a question put to | 
him by Mr. Lirraver, and I read from the hearings: 








Secretary Tarr. General Davis, acting, I think, for the Secretary of 
War, ‘ured options on a number of claims which had been located | 
by Spaniards. ‘They had taken the best claims. 

Mr. Lirravuger. Under the Spanish law? 

Secretary Tarr. Yes, sir. They were proven to be legal and to have 

kept valid by working on them from year to year. Their claims 

situate on a very fine harbor, a harbor that is only 30 or 40 miles 
ff the main line of vessels entering the Philippines from Guam and 
running directly from America to Manila. The option which we have is 

ption to take these claims on the western part of the island, and 

ting immediately upon this harbor, for $50,000. 

I do not think that the Government ought ever to invest its | 

Ci | in a coal mine; I mean, to go into the business of excavating 
‘ 

M LITTAUER. Operating a coal mine? 

Secretary Tarr. Yes, sir. We have more than we can do in the 
J } ‘$s without going into that; but I do think that if we could 
re ines and then lease them, reserving the privilege of taking 
the «x a low price, that we could probably make a commercial | 
ar } which would prove beneficial. It might possibiy be sug- 
re i w if this is so valuable a mine, it is not taken up by some- | 
body besides the Government? Why should the Government go in and 
expend $50,000 and leage it to somebody else? Why does not that | 
somebody go in and buy it from the persons who now have it? Of | 
ourse they can not buy it because we have an option which we paid | 

ethin r, but if we give it up, somebody, perhaps, will go in; I 
do not know whether they will or not. I have an offer from Scott, | 
the man who builds the ironclads in San Francisco. 

lie w in the islands and came back with us on the Korea this last 
trip Ife sent me a written proposition which I will be glad to send | 
to the committee if they would like to see.it. They have got to send 
their people down there to make an investigation and be sure that 


what Lieutenant Wigmore states is true before they want to go into it. 
Now, the Government of the United States on the testimony 
of Secretary Taft alone proposes by this bill to go on and pay 
$50,000 for this coal land, on the judgment of Wigmore, which 
Mr. Taft says Mr. Scott or private parties would not accept. 
What is the quality of the coal which has been extracted as a 
result of the prospecting which Mr. Wigmore has done, for there | 
has been no development of this mine? Let me read what 
Admiral Manney said to the Committee on Appropriations: 





Mr. Lirravuyer. Has your Bureau or the Navy Department had their 
attention attracted to the coal on the island of Batan in the Philip- 
pines ‘ * 

\dmiral MAnnry. Yes; not officially. I know that it has been dis- | 
covered there, and I have seen reports as to its character. 

Mr. Lirravurr. No examination has been made as to whether or not 

. ra r would be fit f naval vessels? 

\dr | Manney. Yes; and it has been reported against, but 
would not lay much stress on that because the mines are not developed. | 

Mark you, we are not buying a mine, we are buying prospects, 
prospects which private individuals themselves would not in- 
vest a dollar in until they have made further investigation than 
t nvestigation made by the Government officials. 

r. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
1 question. Does this coal come to the water’s edge on the 
pro} 1 rchase ? 

Mr. TAWNEY I und “stand it does. 

Mr. LACEY What is Lhere to hinder those owners from ex- 
cavating it the same as they would in Pennsylvania, putting it 
on barges, or sloops, and carrying it to Manila and selling it at 
the rh price that prevails there for coal? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know of any other market for that 


Then the fact that for the last fifteen or twenty 
years they have not mined this coal seems to be a circumstance 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


Pretty good evidence it was not good for any- 








GROSVENOR. What would they buy coal for in 
N 4 
M TAWNEY. Let me continue with Admiral Manney’s 
n nothin pings that have been tried, and it is 
sul tt ame kind of coal that is found in 
I l the ¢ in Japan, north of us. 
: those Is are properly fitted for naval use? 
MANNEY are not The Russians have vast coal mines 
vi y Welsh coal and ship it out there. You 
ed 1 more st n; it is better coal. 
Again, on ] ~72, Hearings Committee on Appropriations, | 
Admiral M: LYS 
_Brounptpce. If such an investigation had been made and it had | 
l detern d that the coal found in the Philippines was suitable for 
the ¢ f tl Government, would you have known of it? 
Admiral MANNEY. Probably, unless it was made by the Army. The | 
coal which has been taken from the croppings of the mines in the 


Philippines has been tested on board of our vessels in a practical way, 
and some of it has been analyzed chemically. ‘That was considered not 
worth using. My own opinion is that mines, like every other | 
mine, would improve by being worked, but unless the mine is worked 
it is impossible to say what the value of the coal is. 

My Bureau has a large book called “ Efficiency of Coals,” in which 
there an entry made of every coal that is tested, and they have 
tested coal from mines all through the East and some from abroad— 
the chemical test and the boiler test. Many of them have been tested 
many We keep that for reference. 


those 





is 


times. 
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| is the principal consumer of coal in the Philippine Islands, ¢) 


| of these coal mines on the island of Batan would be the 


| would not, therefore, be used. 


| except in so far as it owns the Philippine Islands. 
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Every coal of any consequence that is discovered anywhere 
the world is tested by our Navy Department. This coal } 
been tested and it has been found to be worthless for use in { 
Navy, and inasmuch as that is the principal use, or our Na 
judgment of the Committee on Appropriations was that it w: 
not worth while embarking on an enterprise of this kind. \ 
felt confident also of another fact, and that is that when we to 
this second step in the matter of the ownership and contro] , 
coal lands in the Philippine Islands, the first step having |, 
taken by the War Department without authority of law, and 


| paid for out of the appropriation for the transportation of {| 


Army ; now, when we took this second step, the actual operati 
and final step. Why? They will come back to us and say 

now own this concession and we have endeavored to get pri 

capital to go in there and develop these mines, but have fai! 
This land is capable of producing hundreds and thousands : 
millions of tons of coal, we are consuming 200,000 tons of « 

annually in the Philippine Islands, therefore in order to s 

this enormous amount to the Government we must hive 

appropriation to enable the Government to operate these min 
If we go into the coal business in the Philippine Islands th: 
will be other private enterprises demanding appropriations { 
similar development. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nesota yield? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask the gentleman if he rea! 
thinks there would be any trouble in the United States, ow: 
the land as an owner as well as a Government, in leasing {! 
coal lands to people who would operate them so our Navy « 


Does the gentleman from M 


| get its coal from those lands, and leasing them at a right good 


figure, too? 

Mr. TAWNEY. If they were leased, according to the testi- 
mony of Admiral Manney, the Navy would not consume the coal, 
because the test has proven that that coal was worthless, and ji 
Why, during the Japanese \ 
the Japanese navy secured their coal from Wales. They did 
not use their own coal. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman was just making an arcu 
ment that we would be compelled to buy coal. That is the 
ject of my question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not say we would be compelled, but I 
say that if we took this step, then the War Department will 
come here saying that we have already engaged in the operation 
and ask for an appropriation to go into the business of mi 4 
this coal. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, another question, in consequence of 
your getting off the immediate subject in your reply. Is not 
the evidence abundant that while this is not the coal we would 
want to use in time of peace, when we could get better 
from the United States, it is better coal than we can get in t 
of war from enywhere else out there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will answer the gentleman’s question by ——— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is the testimony before the Com! 


tee on Insular Affairs. The testimony states that while it is 
not the best of coal, it could be used for that purpose in ti! 
necessity. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will read from the report of the hearings 


before the Committee on Appropriations, as follows: 


Mr. Brunpipcr. I think we have some information that there w 
sufficient tests made of this coal produced in the Philippine | . 
showing thet the veins were 18 feet wide and that several hu 1 
tons had beea already taken out and are now there. 

Admiral MANNEY. I have heard of that, and I have known that 
have secured the control, but they will have to go deeper to as 
the quality of the coal. Whenever the Bureau hears or knows 0! 
coal we immediately test it. All we require is for them to send ) 
pounds for an analytical test; that is invariable, because we $ 
anxious to get good coal as anybody else. Then, if the test w: 
it, we will take 5 tons for a boiler test, and that is tabulated a1 
in our book of coal efficients, which I will be pleased to send to 
committee. 


They say that the Government of the United States owns 
island of Batan. Our information is altogether to a cont! 
tis u 
the control of the Philippine government, but we have tl 
5-mile-square Government reservation which is underlaid, 
say, with coal. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
ent piece? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is contiguous to this present piece. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And away from the sea? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not away from the sea, but it is off on 
side of this harbor. And right there let me say that Lieufteu:nt 


Is that anywhere near this 


> 
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Wigmore himself admitted that we could gain access to our own 
servation from the harbor without this reservation, provided 
we built a road up around the Spanish concession which it is 
roposed to purchase. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman this 
question: A few moments ago he said that Mr. Scott, who 
| felieve is a shipbuilder in San Francisco, would not make an 
offer to buy this coal property until he sent his men and had it 
examined. Did he know that Lieutenant Wigmore had made 
this examination? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He knew all about it, and Lieutenant Wig- 
more went to him and advised with him. In fact, Mr. Taft 
savs in his testimony here that Mr. Scott returned from the 
Philippine Islands with him last summer on the Korea. Mr. 
Seott was fully advised of the investigation which the Govern- 
ment had made and of the result of that investigation, and yet 
Mr. Taft says Mr. Scott declined to enter upon the enterprise 
take a lease of it until they had satisfied themselves that the 
examination, or the result of the examination as shown by 
Lieutenant Wigmore, was correct. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, then, who is Mr. Scott, and 
what is his business? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Scott is president of the Union 
Works, of San Francisco. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
conduct his affairs? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He purchases coal. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman value his 
opinion very highly in this matter as a business man? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why, I would value his opinion if he had 
made an investigation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I mean his judgment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But he bas not made an investigation, and 
his judgment is that he would not invest a dollar in this enter- 
prise on the report of the Government engineer, or of Lieutenant 
Wigmore, who has made the investigation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has Mr. Scott been down himself 
to see this coal land? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ‘The gentleman states that a railroad could 
e constructed from the harbor to the coal fields on that island 
reserved by the Federal Government. Can the gentleman 
state how long that road would have to be or what the probable 
cost would be? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
practicable. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Would we have to obtain a right of way 
from the Spanish owners of the lands adjoining the harbor? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. What was Secretary Taft’s ad- 
vice before the gentleman’s committee as to closing the option? 


I 


or 


Tron 


And he has to purchase coal to 


} 


I ean not. Lieutenant Wigmore said it was 


Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no surface upon which a rail- | 
road can be built there. It is almost, as I understand it, a 


perpendicular mountain. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I know nothing about the conditions. 


Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman stated we could obtain 
ight of way. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Your right of way would have to go 


ugh the mountains—through the land that is held under this 
Th, 
Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman from Minnesota just stated 
we could have a right of way across the Spanish claim. 
Mr. OLMSTED rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
» the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Assuming that the Government had 
y reservation, as the gentleman stated, of 5 miles square, 
nd there lies between that reservation and the harbor a tract 
land rendering the reservation inaccessible from the harbor, 
uld he or would he not think it good business for the Govern 
t to acquire that, even if it did not have an ounce of coal 


it? 


a mili- 


Mr. TAWNEY. In answer to the gentleman from Pennsyl 
vania, I would say that we will have to first determine whether 
or not we want to go into the coal business, to determine 


hether or not we should own this option or not. 
Now, if you want to embark in the business of developing a 
il mine in the Philippine. Islands, and make that a Govern- 
ent proposition, then I say you want to own this option. But 
[ say that that proposition necessarily follows this one, that 
vhen you have purchased these coal lands and are unable to 
lease them, then to obtain the coal the Government must enter 
upon the business of operating its coal mines. 
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| 
| 
| 
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them or not has nothing to do with this question. No matte 
whether we shall finally give them up or not, there not a 
man in the United States, in my judgment, who will not be in 
favor of retaining at least a coaling and naval station th 

| I contend, so far as I am individually concerned, speakil 

| myself only—I am willing to say that, in my judgment, we 
never give those islands up. They will be a part of the United 
States as long as any of us live. [Applause.| But th q 
tion is not involved. When I was in the Philippine Is! 

| last, I made some investigation into this coal business—not as 
to where it was located, but as to the pric At that 
Japanese coal of the poorest quality was sold for $8 a ton. 1 
was told it cost at least $12 a ton to purchase and take coai 
from Vancouver Island, the most accessible point on thi 

| nent, to the Philippine Islands; $12 a ton to y it d 
Manila. The Government of the United States is a purchas 
of coal in Manila for Army transports and for the N 

time may come in the near future when this Gover 

be in a bad shape if it can not provide itself with coa 

war vessels and Army transports. It would be better, 
judgment, for this Government to secure a much better 

| of coal than can possibly be purchased in Japan at le 
one-half of the cost if it is purchased from Japan. 

Mr. KEIFER. But suppose Japan would not be w 
sell? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Ohio suggests to me { 
Japan would not be willing to sell coal I hardly 
to believe that it would not be willing to sell coal. bu S 
the part of wisdom for the safety of this Go 
far-away possessions to protect itself at « 
no matter what the future will bring ‘ e can s | 
and defend our rights and not be compelled to depend up 
other country to maintain our power Ll hope the bill will 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield thre minutes to 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAyni 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I believe that our friends of tl 
Committee on Appropriations, in their most commendable ] 
to compel the Departments to hold their payments dow to tl 
appropriations made by Congress, have been misled ji their 
judgment in this matter. They started out by stating that | 
haps the War Department had spent $40,000 improperly in « 
ploring these coal lands, and after that the chairman fina 
closed up by insisting that if this $50,000 were appropriated w 
would go into all sorts of useless expenditures recommended by 
this Department and the other Departments in the bus 
affairs of this country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that this bill ought to pas I 
or three years ago we found that there was this coal id I 
this Spanish concession. The Department went in to ex) ‘ 
it and see what was there. Like wise business men 1 first 
thing they did was to get this option on the Sp sh cor sion 
for $50,000. They were wise to do that before t vy made the 
exploration. They got that, and have continued it down so 
that it expires on the first of next month. 
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Mr. OLMSTED. Let me eall the gentleman's attention to 
this statement of Secretary Taft: 

On investigation it turned out that two or three Spaniards who had 
these valid claims under the Spanish mining law had taken ) 
claims which lay immediately along the harbor and had pushed k 
so to speak, the Government ownership eyond the ne of i ol 
mountains and made impossible access to the harl« rom the is 
which the Government could establish or reserve 

Is it not a good business proposition to get that intervening 
strip out of the way, without any reference to the al? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That depends altogether upon the proposi 
tion whether we want to embark on the enterprise of operating 
coal mines. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Minnesota has expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I regard the bill before the Hous« 
as one of great importance and great merit. Gentlemen may 


talk about the inadvisability of our entering upon the business 
of mining coal, as though the conditions in the Philippine 
Islands were the same substantially as here. I take it that 
but very few Members of this House are in favor of the Gov 
ernment entering upon any business not absolutely necessar 


for the security of the Government, or in any 
individual enterprise can meet the demands of 
of the Government. We have 7,500 miles away 
tinent-a group of islands; they are very near 
China. 

The question whether we will 


business where 
the people id 
from our 

the coast of 
‘ontrol of 


retain permanent « 


They then went to work and made the exploration in 
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manner made by experts who want to explore mines. They 


had a man there for more than two years, Lieutenant Wig- 
more, whom I bad the pleasure of meeting last summer. I 
heard from him a full account of the exploration he made 
there. He said that there was no doubt that there was coal 


sufficient to run the islands for all their inland transportation 
and for the use of our transports and all the uses of the Gov- 


ernment there for at least two or three hundred years. He | 
iid it was a good deal better coal than they could get in 
Japan, and we use Japanese coal for our transports now. It 


is used by the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and by all the 
lines having steamers running from this country to 

He said it was fully equal to any coal they had found 
in Australia, and up to this time Australian coal is the best 
that has been found in the Orient. 

Here was this concession between the harbor and the rest of 
the coal. Owning the whole island, we own all the coal in the 
island except that covered by this concession of 300 acres. It 


other 


Jap 


ir) 


was found to be a legal concession. It has been examined by 
good lawyers and there is no question of that. We can get it 
for $50,000. Would a good business man hesitate for a mo- 


ment to get this concession? 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘They have hesitated for fifteen years. 

Mr. PAYNE. They have not had the $40,000 that was neces- 
sary to make the exploration. Money is not as plentiful in the 





islands as it is in the United States. People are not down there 
ready to put $40,000 into such a venture as that. The Govern- 
n had to do it. They have developed it, and of course these 
men are not fools. When the 1st of March comes around, | 
knowing what the Government has found, this concession, of | 
coul will be worth three or four hundred thousand dollars, 
and no one will get it for less. 
The gentleman says that Mr. Seott said he wanted to investi- 
ite. What man is there who would put a million dollars into 
ect to develop a coal mine who would not want to make 
stigation to verify the Government investigation? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New York has expired. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield two minutes more to the 
tleman from New York. 
Mr. PAYNE. Now,itis not proposed that the Government go 
nd open a coal mine and run the coal business. The extract 
( rom the testimony of Secretary Taft by the gentleman 
Minnesota | Mr. Tawney] proved the contrary of that. 
do not propose that the Government shall go into the 
‘ business. How were they to go into it? The report of the 
ttee says that there is already an offer of a lease; that if 
e Government of the United States gets this concession, which 
w belongs to these Spanish gentlemen, there are people who 
go in and open up this mine and furnish to the Goy- 
ent of the United States the coal they need at the cost of 
ing, which is supposed to be about $2 per ton, and a 10 per 
\dditional profit upon it. The rest of the coal they will 
themselves. That proposition will give to the Gov- 
t co r which it is now paying $5 a ton for about 
: or rather the Government will get a superior quality of 
t is a proposition that pays for all the expense in a single 
A 
I gy tl ‘ther day to a gentleman from Pennsyl- 
r r of coal mines, and he asked me about 
sition. I told him what Lieutenant Wigmore had 
W hy said he, “if Congress appropriates this money 
es back this concession, I will go with some friends out 
er and investigate this and bid upon it and see 
se with the Government of the United 
us to go into it if we only have common 
j sense enough to-day to vote this 
( nd open the gateway from this deep harbor into this 
eUtel roposition in the Orient for coal 
e ] Shall we let it pass? Shall our 
\ ‘opriations Committee prevent us from doing 
: st st and right and fair and a good 
it that ¢ should 
p: order that t on may be Vv i out by 
t) al 
Mr. COOPER Wis } Mr. Speaker, how much time 
h I remainit 
SPEAKER ‘o tel The ge ( n fi 1 Wiscon 
s has nine i Ss rel ; 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin I yield two minutes to the gen 
thleman from Califo Mr. McIXINLaAy 
Mr. McKINULAY of California. Mr. Speaker, I think there 
is a little mis: rehension in regard to the parties who want 
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| lst of March the price will be fully three or four hundred th, 


| ippine government, for purely governmental purposes, may 
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to sell these claims and the parties who want to buy. For over 
two years the Government has had an option on these eos! 
lands. In these two years it was not possible for any other 
buyer to step in and acquire title to these lands. The option 
expires about the ist of March. In view of the developme: 
in the islands since the Government took the option, after ¢} 


5 


sand dollars instead of $50,000. The Government of the Unit: 
States is the only party that can buy these lands for $50,000. 
That is the reason why private parties can not step in and get 
them for $50,000. There is no doubt but that private partics 


| from all parts of the Union would be anxious enough to buy 


the option and take it off the hands of the Government for 
$50,000. The advantage to the Government is that when th 
pay this price they have control of the harbor, they have an 
entry to their own coal lands, and in addition to that they wi 
be able to make a lease so advantageous that they themsel) 
will be able to secure coal so cheap as to make a saving to the 
Government of $200,000 a year for the American transports and 
the Government coal consumers of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, in connection with 
what the gentleman from California has just said, I wish to 
all attention to the testimony of Lieutenant Wigmore. Licey 
tenant Wigmore said that Admiral Manny told him that 
battle ships of the United States would not use this coal. But t 
testimony is undisputed that the transports, coast-guard vessels, 
and launches, and the ice plant at Manila, and other Gover 
ment consumers of coal, taking an aggregate of 200,000 tons ; 
year, would use it. They pay now $5 a ton for coal. As I s 
before, it is hoped if we get control of these claims am 
thus of the whole island, that the Government of the Unit 
States will be able to make a contract whereby it and the P! 


coal at an outside cost of not more than $2 or $2.20 a ton. 

But the bill as reported does not include any proposition of 
this kind, nor any proposition to lease these lands. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen] put up a man of 
straw and then knocked him down, as did also the gent n 
from Minnesota [Mr. TawNey] when they both denounced 
proposition to have the Government lease these lands, and ¢ 
clared that we are about entering on governmental owners 
of coal mines. 

Let us see the absurdity of that contention. This bill pro 
poses simply to buy up the claims of some Spaniards-whi 
have been held there since 1890. By the way, the gentlen 
from Illinois [Mr. MAppEeN] characterized these as “ doubiful 
claims,” although, as I said, so fine a lawyer as Secretary ‘Taft 
testified that the claims are of unquestioned validity. 

According to the undisputed testimony, these claims con 
the access to this harbor, the only harbor on the island. N: 
then, after we shall have simply purchased these claims, and 
that is all the bill proposes to do, how will we have entered upon 
government ownership and working of coal mines? Suppose 
that we owned these claims this minuté, would we be wo 
Government coal mines? Mr. Speaker, before the Govern 
could itself enter upon the working of coal mines there 
have to be another bill come before the House embodying | 
proposition, and before it could lease these lands authority 
be granted in another measure. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. It was embodied in the bill as the gent! 
introduced it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The bill, as introduced, the : 
tleman must know, is not the bill that we propose to pass 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand that, bat it shows the relation of 
the development of the property to the purchase; it shows 
close we are up against the proposition, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I have never 
able to understand that spurious kind of logic which holds 
because I am in favor of one good proposition that therefore | 
am of necessity bound to support anything else which ma) 
sequently be presented te the House. There is only one pr 
tion now before the House, and it is a good one, namely, t 
up these Spanish claims, the validity of which Secretary t 
says is indisputable, claims which block access to our own | 
lands from the only harbor in the island. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] and the 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MappENn] ask why have not 
claims been worked by the Spaniards? They have been w: 
They had twenty-two or twenty-three men there who g 
some coal, which was sold for from $7 to $7.50 a ton. T! 
way the Spaniards worked the claim. There had 
been any great demand for coal in those islands until we 
there, Our transports, our ice plant in Manila, our coast: 
service, and Government jiaunches have made a demand fot 
that did not exist until within the last four or five years. 


the 
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Admiral Manney has been quoted as saying that this coal is | 
worthless for naval purposes. His testimony related to battle 
ships and cruisers that want coal of fine quality, such as we 

oduce in the United States, in order to generate sufficient heat | 

speed rapidly. But the testimony is all one way that this | 
tatan coal is good for our transports and fer our coast-guard | 
ships in the Philippines, and the testimony of Mr. Wigmore, an 
expert, is that a single one of our transports could save $2,000 | 

a trip if it could go to Batan and load at the wharf instead 
of going to Nagasaki and paying $5 a ton for Japanese coal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
read first? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

‘opose, Mr. Speaker. It is an amendment to the title. 
Mr. PAYNE. Has the bill been read? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No. 
‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 


Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
Well, Mr. Speaker, had the bill better not be 


There is one amendment which 


The Clerk will read the bill. 


wized to purchase the coal claims owned by Messers, Munoz and 
ueva, lying on the island of Batan, Philippine Islands, and upon 
the War Department now holds an option; and to provide for 
purchase of said claims the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated 
f any money in the Treasury not otherwise apprepriated ; and the 


im is made immediately available in order that purchase may be 
fore the said option expires, to wit, before March 1, 1906. 
ec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, in his dis- 
n, to lease the land included in the said claim, together with all 
ny portion of the land included, or hereinafter to be included, in 
Batan Military Reservation, for a term of not more than fifty years, 
mining purposes: Provided, That the Governments of the 
ed States and the Philippine Islands will thereby secure the right 
urehase such coal as they may desire at a price not exceeding 10 
t above the cost price of said coal. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. 
page 2 
(he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
nt striking out the section. 
ie question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
1¢ SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the 
ttee amendment to the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


rnd the title so 


iy 


rhe 


Also the following amendment: 
strike out all of section 2 


The question is on the amend- 


} 


as to read: “A bill to provide for the purchase 
coal claims in the island of Batan, in the Philippine Islands, 
the purpose of securing a local coal s ipply to the Government 
United States and to the government of-the Philippine Islands.” 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I offer as 
endment a substitute to that, which I send to the desk and 
i to have read. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


an 


‘nd the title so as to read: “A bill to provide for the purchase of 
( n coal claims in the island of Batan, in the Philippine Islands.” 
e amendment to the title was agreed to. 
1¢ SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
I t and third reading of the bill. 
ie bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time. 
» SPEAKER pro tempore. 
» of the bill. 
he question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
I NEY) there were—ayes 121, noes 36. 
the bill was passed. 
n of Mr. Coorrer of Wisconsin, a motion to reconsider 
st vote was laid on the table. 


The question now is on the pas- 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report 
e bill (H. R. 12320) to supply urgent deficiencies in the 
iations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and for 
years, and for other purposes; which I ask to have printed 

» Recorp under the rules. 
» SPEAKER. The conference report will be printed under 


F LAKE ERTE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, 1 offer the 
h I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


following motion, 


ie Clerk read as follows: 
DALZPLL moves to suspend the rules and make itt tn order to 
H. R. 14396, a bill to incorporate the Lake Brie and Ohio 
Ship Canal, ete., at any time after the compietion of the consid- 
1 of the military appropriation 1 


DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this is simply a motion to 
; a time—not for the consideration of the bill now. 
A Mir. WILLIAMS, Where does this resolution come from? 
SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 


fix 


The 


i 


% ge ‘ 
ie 2093 
Mr. DALZELL. I offer a resolution to su 1 the rules and 
fix a time for the consideration of this bill 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Which bill is this? ' 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. From the Lakes dow to Pit , 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Why is it neces : , 
Mr. DALZELL. I want to fix a time for rat t 
now, but some time in the future 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What date has the g 
Mr. DALZELL. After the disposition 
priation bill. : 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Then as to parli f y r t ‘ 
thing is left in statu quo? 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘he right to call for ‘ l 
right to the usual debate if a s« nd is cal 
Mr. DALZELL. Everything under the m 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Why not proceed to 
this matter now? We have a pri full Ho 
Mr. DALZELL. There are others w ‘ é i 
recognition to-day, and I do not care to shut ther 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, upon this bill I b 
raise the question of consideration 
Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman from M 
does not understand the situation. It t 
the rules and fix a time for the considera 1 of tl 
involves no consideration of the bill no 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, the point is whether you have f l 
a day certain—— 
Mr. DALZELL. After consideration of the 
priation bill, to be considered under t! 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, a parliamentary ry, Mr. § 
The SPEAKER. The gent i 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If I desire to d 
sary that I should de 1 it 1 ( 
through will that right be cut off 
Mr. DALZELL. When this bill comes t 
considered in the House like any of! 
Mr. WILLIAMS, But your re g 
rules, is it not? 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If, instead of having 1 li 1 
lution to suspend the rules, you had 1e 
course, I could have demanded a se 
Mr. DALZELL. C¢ iin 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I de da ss 1 now, Mr. § 
The SPEAKER. The Chair \ a 
House will understand it. The gent n fi Pe 
moves to suspend the rules a ler to 
the bill, namely, a bill to incorporate the I e Erie and O 
River Ship Canal, etc., at : ‘ 
consideration of the militar appropvr \ 
motion to suspend the rules the g n fror M 
can demand a second if he de S 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Sp f 
The SPEAKER. The ge 
Mr. WILLIAMS. If | 
I not lose the opportunity tf ae ] 
The SPEAKER. Ne 
Mr. WILLIAMS. With tl ‘ I 
mand a second now, but I u 
W suspended and t a 
mand a second 
rhe SPEAKER. Not t a 
Mr. GAINES of Tet < What is ft 
Mr. DALZELL. To fix ad that 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. §] I 
question of order on this ré S 
he SPEAKER. For what ] 
Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish t 
The question of order is that t 2 ~ 
onght to go to the C: I eon R 
for precisely the same P 
neasure is reported t ( | - 
sion day is to dispose of ft ng not to ni f 
posal at some other ft s 
rule without having been ref “ 
The SPEAKER. The ¢ 
Missouri that his point of order, in the o] 
is not well taken. ihis is ‘ 
hen it in order to e to susp 
thing where a Member 
the Members vote for 
tion, if a second is w l s 








2094 


but upon this particular motion it is not to pass a bill, but it | 





to fix any time after the Army appropriation bill is passed 
for its consideration. In other words, under the rules, the gen- 
tleman, at any time after the consideration of the Army ap- 
propriation bill has been completed, could call up this matter, | 
and would be entitled to call it up, and then it would be for a 
majority of the House to determine whether they would con- 
ider it or whether they would consider something else. 

Mr. BURNETT, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNETT. It would not require two-thirds of the | 
JIouse, then, to pass the bill? 

ithe SPEAKER. No; it would pass just as any other bill | 
would. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I demand a second, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that | 
a second may be considered as ordered. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL| asks unanimous consent that a second may be consid- 
ered as ordered. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | 
DALZeLL| is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr, Burnetrr] to twenty minutes, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy | 
any tin All I have to say is embodied in my proposition. I | 
have made a motion to suspend the rules and fix a time for | 
the consideration of a bill that has already been reported by | 
a committee of this House, namely, the Committee on Rail- | 
ways and Canals. If this resolution shall pass, then I shall | 
be in a position to call up that bill at the time named in the | 
resolution, to wit, after the Cisposition of the appropriation bill | 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, and then the bill will 


be considered under the rules of the House, just like any other | 
bill 


Mr. WILLIAMS. And, if it receives a majority vote, will | 
pass, 
Mr. DALZELIL. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Instead of a two-thirds vote. 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. I have not anything more to | 
Say I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMS Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman | 
to explain the bill. What is the object of it? | 
Mr. DALZELL. The object of the bill is to create a corpora- 
tion to construct a canal from a point on Lake Erie to a point | 
on the Ohio River, in the neighborhood of Pittsburg, through | 
> of Pennsylvania and Ohio, not at the public expense, | 
it as ‘esult of private enterprise. 
Mr. $ s \ private corporation? 
Mr. 1 {LEESON Why is it that the State of Pennsylvania 
can not incorporate the company ? 
Mr. DALZELL. The State of Pennsylvania can incorporate | 
and the State of Ohio can inecerporate it, but there is no 
provision by either State for a consolidation of the two compa 
s. Besides, this is project which it is estimated will cost 
if $55,000,000, and the parties who have it in charge and who 
ew g to undertake it, think it necessary to have a Federal 
charts é » finance the enterprise. The bill as reported 
ittee tects the interests of the public and the 
st holders in the most drastic way possible. 
Mr. Bl SON 1 would like to ask the gentleman if 
se y is to ask the Government to take hold 
Mr. DALZELI he provision is that the Government at the 
f \ s v at its option appropriate the canal, not 
hing for the franchise or for the good will. 
LEESON Phos interests have no purpose before | 
» Federal Government to appropriate the 
LI N l. It is postponed for fifty years. 
l had an portunity to argue the question 
I here would be no trouble about passing 
s son I want to have a time fixed for the 
SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
I) et) of his time‘ 
1A | | l t bb e of mv time 
Mr. BURNETT Mr. Speaker, I wish this bill was on the desk 
ol very M ‘ ] 1 se 1 think it is one of the mest 
us ] S 4 i a precedent, that I have seen 
‘ red in this House for some time. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Burieson] weil asked why they could not go to the States 
to get their charter for this corporation. One of the objections 


I have to the passag 
here of Congress 


porations. There 


e of the bill is that it will be setting a prec 
granting charters to these pr vate cor 
doubt that in the past in some cases | 


edent 


is ho 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| have had. 


| that? 


i or 
| of such 


| States 


| disputes, under such rules as said courts may prescribe, and to 
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that has been done, notably in the cases of the Pacific railw: 
companies, but the Supreme Court in passing upon that questi, 
stated that one of the reasons why that was done was becay 
those railroads passed through Territories and over nayiga), 
streams and across many great States. Here it is sought 

commit Congress and this Government to the enactment of ley 
lation which hereafter railroad companies may take as a pr 
edent, as well as every canal company and every elect; 
railway company that wants to cross State lines and esc: 

control by State laws. 

The gentlemen who were before the Committee on Railw: 
and Canals in favor of this bill admitted that they could 
from the States of Pennsylvania and Ohio all the powers tly 
wanted except the right of merger; that is, the right of « 
solidation. Now, there are companies and corporations 
over this country whose lines run across State lines which } 
gone to the States and gotten all the powers they ought 
I desire to especially call the attention of gentle 
from these two States of Pennsylvania and Ohio to what pow 
this corporation is to have under this bill. It not only gra; 
to them, Mr. Speaker, the right of eminent domain, but if ) 
will look at sections 11 and 12 you will find it grants to t) 
the right of absorbing every stream that they cross, of a! 
lutely destroying the electric-light plants and gas plants i 
things of that kind that are kept up by the cities and towns 
their use, when they pay the value of said utilities. It may « 


| stroy a man’s mill that is below on any streams the canal 


cross. It may be said that they will have to condemn tlx 
and the owners will get compensation for them; but in a ¢ 


| where a man’s mill is away below where the stream has |) 


absorbed by the canal, how is a man going to secure damage | 
If he goes before the court, it will declare the dam 
were too remote and can not be allowed. I want to read sect 
11, which affords a precedent, in my opinion, for very vi 
legislation: 

Sec. 11. That the said company, in the exercise of its right of « 
nent domain as granted in section 2 of this act, may enter upon : 
take such lands as are necessary ind proper for the making, maint 
ing, and operating of the canals and other works of the company lh 
authorized, and it shall have the authority to alter any and al! 
ways, railroads, and other works, either public or private, nec: 


| for the making, maintaining, and operating of the canals and other w: 


of the company, and whenever in the making, maintaining, and o 
ing of the canals and other works of the company it shall be nec: 
to alter any highway, railroad, or other works, either public or pr 
and the said canal company and the owners of such highway, rai 
other works can not agree as to the character, method, and t 
alteration, and there are no laws of the State in whi 
alteration is proposed applicable thereto, then the same shall 
termined by the district court of the United States of the distri: 
which the alteration is proposed, and the district covrts of the U1 
in the district through which the canal herein authorized 
run are hereby clothed with jurisdiction to hear and determin: 
ix 
character, method, and terms upon which the alteration shall be 1 


That is one of the very outrageous propositions involved 
this. Section 12 is, if possible, more so: 

See. 12. That the said company, in the exercise of its right of 
nent domain as granted in section 2 of this act, may obtain, tak: 


use, for the construction and operation of the said canal, from 
rivers, lakes, brooks, streams, water courses, ponds, reservoirs. 
other sources of water supply, sufficient water for the purpose of 


structing, maintaining, operating, and using the said canals and w 
hereby authorized ; control and regulate the flood waters of the 
rivers that are named in section 12. The only limitation 
the proviso which says that they can not diminish the w 
supply of any city, village, or municipality below the reason 
requirements of such city, village, or municipality, or in 
manner pollute the same. 

Now, as I said a moment ago, they can absorb every st! 
running every mill below that. They can alter the railro 
Mr. Speaker, they can pull them up and move them 
proposition embraced in the bill is that it is a matter of | 
public utility, and it can destroy the other public utilities; 
if the Congress of the United States decides to pass this 
it will decide that this is a greater public utility than the 
utilities along the banks of the canal and that they can } 
stroyed wherever the canal is to be dug. 

Section 13 is little better than the other sections I have « 
attention to. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we are e 
ing upon a field here that we do not want to go any further 
In these two States they have canal commissions. The) 
iate a great many things, and there is nothing but this | 
of combination that this private corporation pretends t! 
could not get from the jurisdiction of the State laws. I ha 
time to discuss that further, and I yield to the gentleman 
Mississippi [Mr. Wriuttams]. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, Speaker, how much time is there | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fourteen minutes. — 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I hope that nobody wi!!! 
it into his head that there is anything in the slightest degree «+ 
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political or partisan character about this bill just because I, | tainly pay operating 


vho oppose it, am minority Feader. I want every Republican in 
he House to look at it as it is, as a purely business matter. 
(he gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] says that the 
mly object of the resolution is “to get consideration of this bill 
m its merits.” There is another object of the resolution, 
t is to come in upon suspension day, and by resolution to get 
from under the rules that require a two-thirds vote to pass a 
ll, and enable this bill to be passed, if this resolution 
ssed, by a majority vote upon some succeeding occasion. 
Mr. DALZELL. 
es not want to misrepresent me. 


bill 


is 


on suspension day and ask for its passage by a two- 
ls vote. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. In response to a parliamentary inquiry 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Burnerr], the Speaker 
| that when this matter came up, if this resolution were 
sed, the bill could be passed by a majority vote. 
Mr. DALZELL. Why, certainly; like any other bill. 
Mir. WILLIAMS. If it came up to-day it could not be passed 
ept by a two-thirds vote. 
Mr. DALZELL. I did not call it up to-day. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. You do virtually call it up. You take ad- 
of the fact that this is suspension day, to be recog 
by the Chair. 
t leave that out. I want to talk about this bill upon its 
It is absolutely wrong, gentlemen, upon general prin- 
If a canal ought to be dug—and' I will say right here 
one ought to be dug from the Lakes down to the navi- 
e“waters of the Ohio, putting the lower Mississippi Valley 
Lakes in communication with one another—it ought to 
in the regular manner. It ought to come upon a river 
harbor bill. It ought to be paid for out of the Public 
sury. The canal ought to be at the service of all the 
There either ought to be no tolls upon it at all, or 
there ought to be tolls so low as merely to pay the cost of 
eration, and not tolls sufficient to pay interest upon an im- 
se amount of money invested in the plant, and tolls besides 
to pay a dividend to stockholders in a private corporation, 
other tolls for officers of the corporation whose members 
not stated and whose salaries are not prescribed in the bill. 
you want canals dug and rivers and harbors deepened, in 
uterest of the people and of interstate commerce, those 
ought to be done by the Federal Government, and they 
t to be operated at the very cheapest possible cost, so as 
ve the very utmost possible influence in keeping down 
ht rates throughout the United States. The precedent is 
r. Why, they say that here an immense ¢ 
1 to page 5 of the report and you will find the statistics 
The figures are astonishing of the amount of iron ore, 
iount of pig iron, and the amount of coal that would come 
n that canal. All the more reason not to give to any 
te corporation to exploit the people. Turn to the sav 
merce, on page 7 of the report. They are equally ton 
r. They say the canal tolls would be 20 cents per ton, 
ugh there is not a word in this bill to force them to charge 
~V cents per ton. 


is Inmerce. 





it 
ings 


asvLlOol- 


Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman has not read the bill, I fear. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have read the bill, but I may have made 
biti 

Mr. DALZELL. The tolls so far as intrastate commerce are 
erned are left to be regulated by the State legislatures, 
so far as interstate commerce is concerned they are to 
gulated by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that; but upon page 7 of the 


rt I find the expected canal tolls are put at 20 cents per ton. 
»w, I say there is not a word in the bill to compel this private 
oration not to charge a higher rate than 20 
‘e is no restriction upon its right to charge, except that as 
nterstate shipments it is to be under the general control of 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and to intrastate tolls 
put under the laws of the respective States, Ohio : 


cents a2 ton 


as 


nd Penn 


vania. We all know how little all that amounts to in the 
nt state of the law. 

Che estimated canal tolls here are put at 20 cents per ton, and 
vessel charges at 20 cents per ton, making a total of 40 


ryt 


Ss per ton. The present railroad rate is 90 cents. The first 
») put together and substracted from the last make an esti 
ited saving of 50 cents per ton below the present railroad 
tes. And yet whether there shall be this saving or not or 
¥Y saving at all is left to the sweet will of the canal company 
that canal company can pay the interest upon the money in 
ted in the plant and pay a dividend to its stockhelders, and 
irge only 20 cents a ton, then, if the Government of the 

United States builds this canal, as it ought to do, it can cer 


The gentleman is certainly mistaken, and | 
I am not bound to call up | 
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expenses 
for—on from 5 to 
What is the object of public 


is to keep down railroad frei; 


waterways, and that ought to 


L 


It would be the result, if the 


and harbor bill appropriation « 
It will not be the result if t 
lect unprescribed tolls is deleg 
charge railroad rates or sell t 
railroads. 
Mr. SHERLEY. I want to 


of time he thinks we will get tl 
judging by the present expen 
ask that question because I 
to be attained by this bill. 














Mr. WILLIAMS. I do n 
We have “ gone, gone ye 
have got to the point where 
delegate river and har 
United States. \pplause 

But I say the thing to do is 1 
ment, and I say it ought to be 
that the river and | 
it. It is of the very g1 
sippi River. It is of the g 
tries about Pittsburg and 
greatest advantage » eV 
lator of railway freight rate 
these great governmental fun 
is wrong. And then the p 
delegated—the principle of 
ernment for a charter i ‘ 
the State of Pennsylvania « 
does it lead ? Now, I! 
to speak very rapidly and 
ting the powers of this « 
sentence is added: 

And generally have 

Mr. Speaker, wate! 
ind exer 
ions of t is 

Will any lawyer here 
to and vested in “. 
ica?” I can tell you wh 
vested in corporations of t 
gentlem n tell you what 
in corporations of the St 
tions of the United States 
usual powers? Who k 
wide sea when you com 1 

Mr. GARRETT. Let l 
if this corporation would ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It co 
Now, gentlemen, I w ) 
Section 11 h the | 
{Mr. BuRNETT] read it, but | 
sorb it: 

That tl 
main as granted 
lands as are neces 
} gz of ul $ i 

i d 
MAK £ ina I I i 
tie pal 

ro iter higt 
broad; “ publ yr priv 

Mr. BURNETT. Id ) 
sissippi that I have ft ver 
hay ctually changed 


corporarors. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Proof p 
behind it all, with de 
they are They may be the 
the highest and most pat 
is wrong. This doing of 
and leaving the private 
restrictions of law as te 
they please to travel over 
retrograde step to old methods 


Now, later on in se n 
the bill says: 
And whenever in 
eanals and other works 
iny highway, rallroad, 
; = ne 


said anai 


it 


10 cents a t 


This time they ar 
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works can not agree as to the character, method, and terms of such 
alteration, and there are no laws of the State in which the alteration is 
proposed applicable thereto, then the same shall be determined by the 
district rt of the United States. 

So that they are to operate within the State in condemnation 
of property in the very absence of State law and independently | 
of it to go into the Federal courts. 

Mr. BURNETT. If the gentleman will allow me one more 


interruption, it was also stated in the hearings that this com- | 
| greater power than that possessed by any railroad corporati 
| except in the single instance that we authorize this company 


pany had a charter from Pennsylvania and also from the State 
of Ohio. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; and they are getting this power to 
operate by going into the district Federal courts. What need 
have they for another charter? One from either State would do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Mis- 


sissippi yieid for a question? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In view of what the gentleman 
from Mississippi has just said I reeall the terrific struggle the | 


Wabash Railroad had to get into Pittsburg at Does the 
gentleman know whether the incorporators under this bill would 
have an opportunity to cripple or prevent the entrance into the 
city of Pittsburg by the Wabash Railroad or any other? 

Mr. 


yTi 
i 


WILLIAMS. If they wanted to, they would have the | 
right “to alter ’’—that is a pretty broad word—‘ any highway 
or railroad where they thought it was necessary for the making 
and maintaining and operating of the canal;” and not only for 
that, but where they thought it was necessary for the making 
and maintaining and operating of “other works of the com- 
pany,” whatever they are. 

And whenever in the making, maintaining, and operating of the 
anals and other works of the company it shall be necessary to alter 
ny highway, railroad, or other works, either public or private, they 
can go into the Federal courts 


This is broad enough to keep anything out of anywhere. 
Now, section 14 says: 

That the said company may take, use, occupy, and hold, but not aliea- 
ate, much of the public beach or beach road, or 
the waters the rivers, lakes, brooks, streams, water 
\ s, or pone on or at which the said canals 

Not “canal,” but “ canals,” 

als in addition to the main canal— 


f courses, reser 
nds 


0 


or terminate as may be necessary for 
docks, pi buildings, or other works of the company, 
onstruct such works as may be necessary to improve the 
said rivers and to stop the waste of waters therefrom and 
utilize the same for the uses herein provided for. 


start from, traverse, cross, 


tion of 
other take so much of the public beaches or 
under the limit described here, and 
that power would Practically 
was not so patently and plainly 
unnecessary there for the main canal or any 
the little canals or any of “the other works” that the corpo- 
ration would be dictaters of how much of a public beach they 
uld take. The only restraint is that they could not sell it; 
they could not le out. There one clause in the bill 
that is right generous. It is well to find something in the bill 
that erous. It is section 18, as follows: 
the can and other works hereby authorized shall 
and post routes, which the United States may forever 
ission of mails, dispatches, troops, munitions of war, 
at fair and reasonable rates of compensation 
paid by private parties for the same service. 


In vords, they 
beach roads as they can 
you may judge of how far 
it would be everything that 
ind obviously 


or 
go. 


oO 


sh 


it is 


1<e 


} creat 
S ge 


awful military 
for » transm 
| and public 


; 
ng that 


stores, 


franchise worth millions not than is to be 
parties for equal service! 
thing I see in it of an exclusively public 
how long it is to be in being built. The 
Kentucky |Mr. SHERLEY] asked me how long 
Government would be constructing this canal. I 
It on how crazily we are going on 
our money away somewhere else—out oriental way 

devoting it to domestic developments. But how 
will this corporation be at it? Here it says that they are 
but then there comes this significant 

But in calculating the time aforesaid delays caused 

by of God or the act of the public enemy shall not be 
included.” I do not know what they mean by the 
the act of God.” Rains? Thunderstorms? Snows? 
What? I think they might commute these “acts of God,” and 
make the whole thing twenty years or something less. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have 1? 

The SPEAKBR. Eighteen minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. DAyipson]. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect upon the 


more 
ate 
s the only 
ec} icter Now, 

] in 

Federal 
now. 


is to 


trom 


depends 


to ta fifteen years, 


+) 


caused by 


lands covered with | 


for there are to be tributary ca- | 
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| located and the bridges would have to be raised. 


d not to charge the Government which freely gives | 


| balance. 
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presentation of this resolution that the merits of this bill woul, 
be discussed. I am perfectly willing, however, to discuss the 
and go over the bill, section by section, with the Members 
this House. The bill has been carefully worked over for 
number of years. It has been reported to two different (o) 
gresses by the Committee on Railways and Canals. At 
session we have tried to perfect the bill and to protect all pub 
and private interests. We have given to this corporation 


ey 


have the power to relocate or alter a railroad where it comes 
contact with the canal. This is necessary, because up t| 
Beaver River there are two or three places where the railr 
as at present constructed not only crosses the river on a Joy 
bridge, but parallels it close to the bank. 

The plan is to canalize the Beaver River by the constructi 
of locks and dams which necessarily in places will raise ¢} 
water, and it is apparent that in order to build the cana] 
all, to raise the water at all, those tracks would have to be | 
The bridg 
would have to have draws if not raised sufficiently high 
the traffic to go under. That power is absolutely essentia! 
the canal is to be built. We provide that all damages 
changes or alterations of highways or railways, concerni 
which the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wriurams] |); 
spoken, are subject to the laws of the State wherein the chanve 
is to be made. Railroads now relocate highways or priyaie 
ways or relocate private works which interfere with the « 
struction of the railroad. It obtains that under the right of 
eminent domain. Now, the only additional power is that this 
canal company shall have the power to relocate the railroad 
where it comes in contact with or is so close to the river 
to make it necessary, but all must be done at the expense of 
this company, and provision is made for the fixing of that ex 
pense in damages by the State laws, if there are State laws 


S 


and if not, we make the safety provision that jurisdiction 
shall extend to the local Federal court of that district to pro 
tect those interests. : 


Now, this is a great public work, and as the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHertey] intimates in his remarks, it will be 
fifty or a hundred years, possibly, before the United Start: 
Government, under its policy of improving rivers and harb 
and building canals, after completing the Panama Canal anid 
taking care of the burden of that, will be prepared to undertake 
a work of this kind. The fact is that, notwithstanding there ar 
ten railroads crossing the portage between Pittsburg and Lake 
Erie, there is a congestion of freight that not only interferes 
with the business institutions of Pittsburg, but with the business 
institutions up the Great Lakes—in Milwaukee, Chicago, Su 
perior, Duluth, and all of that section—through certain portions 
of each season. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
question? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Who are these incorporators? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. They are among the best business mei 0! 
the city of Pittsburg. The gentleman from Pennsylvania | \r 
DALZELL] can give a better description of each one. They haye 
been before the committee, and they are vouched for as be 
men who are engaged in the great industries that center in 
Pittsburg district. They propose to put in $10,000,000 casi 
start the work, and then they propose to issue bonds for 
We have limited by very strict provisions the s 
issue and the bond issue. We have safeguarded every pu! 
and private interest. The powers given are no greater thin 
are usually given in works of this kind, and only such a 
absolutely essential to the carrying out of this great enter)! 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly apparent t 


Will the gentleman permit a 


‘ 


| from the remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi th:' 


has never studied this bill. There never was a corpor 
tied down by stricter terms than this proposed corporatio 
this bill. There is not a single power granted to it that i 
absolutely necessary in the construction of a public work. 


| with respect to the method by which this resolution com: 


“delays | 


fore the House, we are simply following to-day what for | 
many years, until recent Congresses, has been the met! n 
this House in fixing time for consideration of a bill. In l 
of having a special rule brought in by the Committee on I 
as is now customary, five or six Congresses ago the custom 
on suspension day, tv pass a resolution, under suspension o! 
rules, fixing a day for the consideration of bills, so that the 
tleman is mistaken with respect to my position so far as | 
is concerned. 

Now, what is this proposition, Mr. Speaker? 


Between 
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Creat Lakes and the Ohio River intervenes a space of about 100 | The question was taken; and there were 3s 120, nays 72 
es. If that 100 miles was covered by a canal there would be | answered “ present” 11, not voting 181, as follows 
ntinuous waterway from the Atlantic Ocean to the Gulf of | YEA 120 
<ieco, from the port of New York to the port of New Orleans, | Allen. Me. Dawson J VW oO 
vay of the Erie Canal, the Great Lakes, this proposed canal, | Bannon Deemer Kah P *e 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers—a great national highway, | aan og Y em aul. A 
rrying the commerce of twenty-one States of this Union. Now, | Birdsall. par Flack. pat et i 
t is the proposition? ‘The proposition is that private citi- | Bonynge Fletcher Kr ) | 3 
s, without waiting for an appropriation from the Federal | nel oe vm . 
ury, not expecting ever to get an appropriation from the | Brick Wulkerson La i ‘ BRB oR 
federal Treasury, shall put up their own means to construct | Brownlow Fuller Law R 
‘reat national highway, upon which, according to the testi- | en ees a. ppemnee 2 
y offered before the Committee on Railways and Canals, | Burton. Del. Gardner’ Mich: Littlefield S 
e would be a saving on every ton of freight carried from | Burton, Ohio Graff Lovering Ss 
Lake Brie to the Ohio River of 50 cents; in other words, nearly | GAjerbrad. 1. yrosvemor ees a 5 : 
go.000,000 a year in the aggregate of freight between those | Campbell, Ohio Haugen MeCr Va s ) 
» points. Capron Hayes MeKit I Ss 
\ great national highway proposed to be constructed by pri- | Ch&"ey ee —_— 9 — S “i 
» enterprise, and do you mean to tell me that this House Cole Hepburn. as Madden S 
il not permit them to enter upon such a work? Cooper, Wis. Higgins Mann S y 
Mir. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker ee Hiill, Conn. mart! ce 
wi x rumpacker Hinshaw Mi | 
Mr. DALZELL. I have not the time to spare. Curtis Hoar M | i 
‘ir. WILLIAMS. I just wanted to ask the gentleman one | a a 4 — = loc] 2 
tion. dal owell, ab weed \ 
Mr. DALZELL. Well, ask the question. ag ——" Ont v 
‘ir. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman intend the House to | Dawes Hull Olmsted Vood i 
ierstand these people are not going to make a profit out of NAYS—72 
. yenture? | Aiken Ellerbe Tones, Va I 
Mr. DALZELL. I mean to have the House understand that no hoe ll Tenn he a v on 
people expect to make nothing more than a reasonable | Bowers Garrett — Lamar) oo 
1 upon their money. Why, so far as that is concerned the | Bowie Gill I l 
Dill expressly provides that tolls and freight charges within the acme Sie > - ord ni 
States of Ohio and Pennsylvania shall be subject to the State Burleson Granger Lewis : 
tures. So far as tolls upon the highway as an interstate- | Burnett Hardwick I i - 
erce highway are concerned they are subject to the Inter- | ee fe, SORM. sok . ee ; . 
te Commerce Commission. So far as the «gentlemen are | Candler Sears Tex. M - 
cerned, about whom the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. | Clark, Mo. Hill, Miss. M , 
Coorer| asked, I would say that they are among the best and | Pn ten : pains 7 : : 
st enterprising and highly respected citizens of the city of | Davis, W. Va. i eal 7 | Ww 
Pittsburg. I know of no one opposed to this great measure out- | De Armond Hunt P \ 
le of the Members on the other side of the House, but the Dixon, Ind. sonnson od “ 
mds whose traffic is expected to be interferred with. IL} ANSWERED © PRESENT” sty 
here solely in the interest, as I say of a great national, not | Sanaa . aoe me —— ra, = 
tional, not loeal, but a great national work, and all we are! Finley Griges. I A] 
cing is the poor boon of being allowed to build it. ; NOT VOTIN 18 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Is it not true this is to be made | Acheson Ellis I S 
irt of a railroad system? | Adams, Pa. Esch I Sina 
Mr. DALZELL. On the contrary, it is intended to be a great | Afams, Wis. Field Li Smith’ | 
lator of freights between the Lakes and the Ohio. Allen, N J. Flood Lo1 a S Ma 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not this intended to be a complement | Ames Fordney Loud s - LW 
to the great system of the 9-foot stage of the Ohio River be- | ag sad — Ind — a 1 
n Pittsburg and Cairo? | Bankhead Fowl McDermot s ’ 
DALZELL. I was just coming to that. The United | Barchfeld Garbe Mi . 
S s has spent millions of money on the Ohio. The harbor of — G es oe a % ' ~ 
] burg has been extended to the mouth of the Beaver, and we Beidk r Gilbert, Ind Mahon ~ Minn 
have the prospect of a 9-foot channel from Pittsburg to | Bennett, Ky. Gillett, Ca M ! S N. 
Cairo, and when that is completed then with this canal you | fimsham ion = . 1 
\ d have a continuous waterway, as I have said, from the Blackburn Goldfogk M ‘ 
of New York to the port of New Orleans, and eventually | Bradley Goulden Mondell ) 
igh the Panama Canal to the Pacific Ocean. = omy ng en ty ; 
it is the enterprise for which I am asking from the House | Broussard Mudd 
y the poor boon of a right to consider it, a right to have it | Brown M : 
ted. Are you afraid, gentlemen, to have it debated, or will ae : x ; : 1 
1 give me an opportunity to be heard upon the merits of the | Burke. S. Dak. Va N. ¢ \ \ 
nm? Why, I venture to say that if the gentleman from | Butler, Pa D : ’ ! 
sippi [Mr. Witt1amMs] had not taken the floor a few mo Ca a * 5 7 nn + 
nts ago there would not have been ten yotes on that side of | Castor 1 ( i 
llouse against this proposition. I speak with knowledge, | Clark, Fla 4 a 
ive discussed this measure with many men on that side of | &° — ae baie an ‘A 
liouse who have given it their heartiest approval, and who | Con Reid ; \ 
ld vote to-day for this resolution if it were not—not as the | Cooper, Pa Ite d 
tleman from Mississippi says, not truly not a partisan meas + ies R % ' ; 
but the contrary—if it were not made by his selection as | pale Ricl ! K \ \ 
esman a party measure. Now, Mr. Speaker, let us have a |} Darragh Rix \ N. J 
| Applause. } Dixon, Mont. Ruck ” Wood, Mo. 
he SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and | povene: s Wood, N. J 
cing to the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Dresser s ! } 
DALZELL). Driscoll : , 
} ry : ; Dunwell + 
; lhe question was taken, and the Chair announced that the | pwignt S 
E seem to have it. |; Edwards 4 ; s 
Mr. BURNETT. Division, Mr. Speaker. So (two-thirds not having voted in fay eof) tl 
E Thereupon the House divided: and the Chair announced that | tion was rejected. 
4 ‘6 were—ayes 153, nays 86. The following pairs were announce 
: Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. Until further notice: 


the yeas aud nays were ordered. 


Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. 


RUPPERT. 
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Mr. PArrerson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Patrerson of North 


Carolina. 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
Mr. Bepe with Mr. Rucker. 
Mr. Powers with Mr. Puso. 
\ir. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. RicHaArpson of Alabama. 
Mr. DoveENER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. BincHam with Mr. Van DvuZeEr. 
M ( MER With Mr. ZEeNor. 
Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GouLpEN. 
Mr. McCatLit with Mr. Rosperrson of Louisiana. 
MI Dwicht with Mr. SourTHALL. 
M I’repertcK LANpIS with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. 
Mr. BARCHFELD with Mr. Litre. 
Mr. V son of Indiana with Mr. SHERBLEY. 
Mr. ] iW th Mr. LeGARE. 
Mr. ¢ RI} \ Mr. FINLEY. 
] x 
' $ EY With Mr. SMALL. 
Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. HuMpurReys of Mississippi. 
\ STERLING with Mr. Winey of Alabama. 
MARSHALL With Mr. McDrerMort, 
KETCHAM W i Mr. SuULZER. 
LA} 1 J L] NDERW OOD. 
l j Ir. JAMES 
\ G ith Mr. KELIHER 
\ Ne Jersey with Mr. RHINOCK. 
\ Gi f M achusetts with Mr. TALporr. 
\ \ S th Mr. Fri RALD, 
\ B Pennsylvania with Mr. BARTLETT. 
Mir. ¢ R of I vivania th Mr. GARBER. 
\I I, of ¢ ticut with Mr. GARNER. 
M AT VN of New. ’ with Mr. Broocxs of Texas. 
Mir. ACHESON with Mr. CLarK of Florida. 
Mr. VAN WINKLE with Mr. WALLACE. 
Mr. WacurTer with Mr. Giveert of Kentucky. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. Woop of Missouri. 
Mr. Fasserr with Mr. WEISSE. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SmirH with Mr. Trimsre. 
Scorr with Mr. TowNe. 
RteYNOLDS with Mr. Ricwarpson of Kentucky. 


> 


\l PEARRE With Mr. Retrp. 


vith Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
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Ir ) i Mr. RANSvDELL of Louisiana. 
Mr [Al TY h Mr. Rixey. 
Hy with Mr. MAayNarp. 
Mr. Gre , with Mr. Lever. 
Mir. Ha with Mr. Parrerson of South Carolina. 
Mr. Driscott with Mr. Hearst. 
Mr. Dresser with Mr. GupaGer. 
Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. Greca. 
Ir. CASSEL with Mr. GoLpFrocLe. 
Mr. CALDER with Mr. Linpsay. 
Mr. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. Froop. 
Mir. Broo of Colorado with Mr. Frexp. 
\ »ABCOCK With Mr. CocKRAN. 
M Le Frevre with Mr. STantey. 
\Iv. LITTAUVER with Mr. LivrinesTon. 
Ir. Winey of New Jersey with Mr. Kine. 
JENKINS wi Mr. BrRoussArRb. 
\ {Ss I sylvania with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
MorrReELL with Mr. Sunnivan of New York. 
FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire if the gentle- 
N Hamps! Mr. Currier] has voted? 
SP] -ER Che gentleman has not voted. 
FINLEY Then I wish to withdraw my vote and answer 
eof M I EY was called and he voted “ present.” 
‘ yote was then announced as above re- 
S IN THE COASTWISE TRADE. 
{ I LE LD Mr. Speaker, I make the report on 
{ R to 1 discriminations against Ameri- 
ve n the « twise trade, and asks unanimous 
‘ ews of the minority to-day. 
a I cu is consent for the publication of the re- 
1 vie t y in one document with 2,000 
eXtra Co} 
Mr. WILLITA) iy t] right to object, I will ask 
th rent nh what 1 
\I LI LEFIELD It is a bill to remove discriminations 
n nst A sailing vessels in the coastwise trade. This 
i ll understood I} gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. | 
SPIGHT] h agreed to 
The SVEANW Is the minority ready to report? 


| 
| 
‘ 
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Mr. SPIGHT. The minority is ready to report. 
The SPEAKER. It does not require unanimous consent. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no objection to the request of the 
gentleman. I did not see my colleague present. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that the re. 


port of the committee and views of the minority be printed ip 
one document and that there be 2,000 extra copies printed, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the cey- 
tleman from Maine? [After a pause.] The Chair hears noje. 
Mr. LITTLEYIELD. The print of the bill has been 5 


hausted, and I would iike to ask for a reprint of the bil] 
5281. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of th, 

tleman from Maine? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United s; 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by \ 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who also informed the Hoy 
Representatives that the President had approved and sx 
bills of the following titles: 

On February 9, 1906: 

H. R. 9757. An act to amend paragraph 34 of section 7 
act entitled “An act making appropriations to provide fo 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purpos 


lh. 


n- 


proved July 1, 1902; and 

H. R. 5289. An act to provide for the selection of grand and 
petit jurors for the district courts in the Territory of Okla- 
homa. 

On February 10, 1906: 

H. R. 4177. An act granting a pension to Susan H. €) : 

H. R. 5208. An act granting a pension to Susan J. Ry 

H. R. 5654. An act granting a pension to Moses Egglest 

H.R. 5779. An act granting a pension to Hannah W. G: 

H. R. 6116. An act granting a pension to John Gainsha 

H. R. 6166. An act granting a pension to Else C. Isachs 

H. R. 7206. An act granting a pension to Nannie Frazi 

H. R. 7423. An act granting a pension to Rachel A. Da 

H. R. 8071. An act granting a pension to Mary Mitchel 

H. R. 8689. An act granting a pension to Frank P. Haas 

H. R. 8832. An act granting a pension to William I. He 

H. R. 9092. An act granting a pension to Lucy Walk« 

H. R. 9382. An act granting a pension to Mariam T. Shreve; 

H. R. 10365. An act granting a pension to Emeline 8. Hayner; 


jane 
H. R. 


10573. An act granting a pension to Mariah Baug! : 
519. An act inting all increase of pension to William 


ory: 
mic 


C. Stewart ; 

H.R. 520. An act granting an increase of pension to Ilenry 
C. Stern; 

H. R. 749. An act granting an increase of pension to FE) ih 
M. Wynn; 

H. R. 1434. An act granting an increase of pension to ] r 
A. Patterson ; 

H. R. 1435. An act granting an increase of pension to Jason 
Robbins: 

H. R. 1548. An aet granting an increase of pension to | l 
Leviness ; 

H. R. 1810. An act granting an increase of pension to J 3 
EK. Post: 

H. . 1971. An act granting an increase of pension to M e 
A. Smith; 

H.R. 1972. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Gillen; 

LI. R. 2262. An act granting an increase of pension to ln 
seymour ; 

H. R. 2266. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Hodges; 

Hi. R. 2800. An act granting an inerease of pension to T! 8 
Manahan ; 

H. R. 2959. An aet granting an increase of pension to 8 
H. Tenant: 

H. R. 3295. An act granting an inerease of pension to G e 
W. Knapp; 

H.R. 4225. An act granting an increase of pension t i 
erick Schultz; 

H.R. 4226. An act granting an increase of pension t 
liam Painter ; 

H. R. 4392. An act granting an increase of pension to J l 
Miller; 

H. R. 4393. An act granting an increase of pension to |! y 
Allen; 

Li. R. 4648. An act granting an inerease of pension to 0! L 
I’. Seaver; 

H. R. 4682. An act granting an increase of pension to J 3 


Whiteman ; 
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H.R. 4706. An 
( dner ; 
1. tt. 47381. An 
Viullen ; 
In. 4733. An 
} ; 
nt. 4740. An 
L. Logan; 
i. R. 4742. An 
Coy; 
1. R. 4744. An 
0 nnor; 
1. R. 4747. An 
( I? inson 3 
H.R. 4991. An 
R. Glisan; 
1. . 5158. An 
N. R. Ohl; 
R. 5182. An 
Williams 3 
> 5236. An 
Cc 1a 
H. R. 5237. An 


| Garland; 
| An 
berry Suddarth; 


R. 5253. 


P5546. An 
] ood 5 
| R. 5631. An 
J nmMons ; 
R. 5642. An 
W. Bancroft; 


Hl. R. 5648. 


An 


Rn. 5653. An 

W. Wells: 
R. 5831. An 
| .. o845. An 


An 


t. 6113. An 
ninaker ; 
R. 6172. An 


l KX. Vantine; 
Rt. 6183. An 
| ssell: 
11. R. 6186. An 
‘vey ; 
IT. ik. G191. An 


sichman;: 
6446, An 
shaw ; 


R. 6447. An 
nport ; 


Rt. 6544. An 
t. 6916. An 
R. 6917. An 
1R. Strang: 
i. OOSS. An 


An 





An 


| iv09, An 
R. 7572. An 
, n: 
7662. An 
!. R. 7673, An 
OWS $ 
R. 7735. An 
ik 1 1 DD. An 
Mt. R. 7758. An 
Vhitman: 
Rt. 7878. An 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


_ 


ac 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act 


act granting 
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granting an increase of pension to Anne M. 


granting an increase of pension to Robert 
granting : 


in increase of pension to John f&. 


granting an increase of pension to Ran- 


granting an increase of pension to Edward 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 


granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
granting an increase of pension to William 
granting an increase of pension to Eph 


granting an increase of pension to Robert 


granting an increase of pension to Mary 
granting an increase of pension to Re 


granting an increase of pension to Green- 
granting an increase of pension to James 
granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
increase of 


granting an pension to Jobn 


granting an increase of pension to Wells | 


granting an increase of pension to Henry 
granting an increase of pension to Julius 
granting an increase of pension to Roberi 
granting an increase of pension to James 
granting an increase of pension to Moses 
granting an increase of pension to Abra 
granting an increase of pension to Aman 


granting an increase of pension to Wil 


granting an increase of pension to Martin 


granting an increase of pension to Silas 


granting an increase of pension to Mary 


granting an increase of pension to Buford 


granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


of Ed 


increase 


granting an pension to 


granting an increase of pension to Chalk- 
granting an increase of pension to John 
granting an increase of pension to Philip 
granting an increase of pension to John 
granting an increase of pension to Gilbert 
granting an increase of pension to Barney 
granting an increase of pension to Homer 
granting an increase of pension to James 
granting an increase of pension to Adam 
granting an increase of pension to John 


an increase of pension to Ann 
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H. R. 7888. An act granting an increase of pension to C] 
W. Sutherlin; 

H. R. 7889. An act granting an increas f to A n 
Noble: 

H. R. 7950. An act granting an increase of p on to EF ’ 
M. Heath; 

H.R. 7952. An act granting an increase of yp. yD 
rick Northrup ; 

H.R. 8181. An act granting an increase of pe Mi 
B. Noyes; 

H. R. 8237. An act granting an increase of | n to N 
Palmer ; 

H. R. 83874. An act granting an increase of pens to Elk 

| R. Graham; 
Hi. R. 8408. An act granting an increase of pe n to J 
i L.. Rector: 

H. R. 8404. An act granting an increase of px to J 
H. Ferguson; 

H. R. 8409. An act granting an increase of pension to ¢ 
H. Stowits:; 

H. R. 8532. An act granting an increase of pension to Retta 

| M. Fairbanks; A 

H. R. 8659. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Powers; 

H.R. 8799. An act granting an increase of m to B 

| tholomew Moriarty ; 

H. R. 9130. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Brinkley ; 

H. R. 9659. An act granting an increase of pension to Abt a 

| V. Smith; 
| HH. R. 9984. An act granting an increase of pension to Sam 
| McKinney ; 

H. R. 10142. An act granting an increase of pension to 

| Thomas Bush; 

H. R. 10218. An act granting an increase of pension to Me 
Chase ; 

H. R. 10352. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Boush: < 

H. R. 10889. An act granting an increase of pens 1 to John 
W. Elisworth: and 

H. R. 10572. An act granting an increase of p to M 
A. Hackley. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR ‘ 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on I iB 
ported that this day they had pres i to the | i oO 
United States for his approval the following | 

H. R. 1057. An act granting an icrease of - » { 
well D. Ferguson; 

H. R. 1201. An act granting an in ise of 1 ] rd 
Maxwell: 

H. R. 4708. An act granting an increase of } »>W 
T. Wiles n 

H. R.5597. An act granting an of nm to O 
Williamson ; 

H. R. 7302. An act granting an rease oO ‘ ] 

G. Head; and 

H. R. 11324. An act granting an increase of | \ 

E. MacGowan. 
ENROLLED BILLS 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Com ttee on I l 
ported found truly enrolled bills of the fe th when 
the Speaker signed the same 

H. R. TO85. An act authorizing the Pea R ‘ 
to erect a dam in Coffee County) \ 

H. R. 8773. An act granting an increase of \\ 

HI. Joslin; 

H. R. 13567. An act to authorize ( I ( 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. I ( 
County, Ar! or near the point whet ‘ 
tween sections 21 and 2S towl ship i) i Q ) 
touches said river ; 

H. R. 13568. An act to authorize the Ca I ( \ 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. 1 iv ( 
County, Ark., at or near the point where th tion 
tween sections 23 and 26, in township 20 1 h ge 9 
touches said river; 

H. R. 11045. An act to amend an act entitled \y 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland countie SS 
Pennsylvania, to construct and mi: lin a ere 
Monongahela River, in the State of I . ! 
February 21, 1903; and 

H. R. 11263. An act to authorize the cons e 


| Across the navigable waters of St. Andrews Bay 
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SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 


the Revised Statutes, 
rn wrecks ; 


'PAKER laid following 


ion thereon, 


rd of Consulting 


rineers and 


and full and exhaustive considera 


consulting 


en-level car 


bullding wh 
» with eafety 


truthfulness 


lock-canal 














































































EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executiy: 
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and re} 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
ter from the Chief of Mngineers, report of examination 
plan and estimate of cost, of construction of a bridge aci 
waterway between Chincoteaque Bay, Virginia, and Del 

tuy—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and orde: 
be printed, with accompanying illustrations. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tra: f 
ting a copy of a communication from the Attorney-Gene 
mitting a modification of estimate of appropriation for ek 
the office of Solicitor of the Treasury—to the Committ 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trai t 
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interio: 
initting an estimate of appropriation for care and custody 
insane of the District of Alaska—to the Committee on A 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 
mitting, with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a | ( 


lating to the anchorage and movements of vessels in Fi ‘fon 
Roads and the harbors of Norfolk and Newport News, Vir 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisher nd 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tro: t 


ting a copy of a letter from the Attorney-General submit! 
modification of estimate of appropriation for clerks in th: 

of Solicitor of the Treasury—to the Committee on App: 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


\ letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
n letter from the Chief of Nngineers, report of examination 
Cheboygan Harbor, Michigan, with plan of impreveny to 


the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
printed 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, submitting ao 
statement as to the destruction of useless papers in th 
Department and making a recommendation of legislatio: to 
the change of the method of disposal of such papers—to t 
Joint Select Committee on Disposition of Useless Paper 
Departments, and ordered to be printed, 

\ letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, | 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of Co: e 
und Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation f 
truetion of a light-house tender for the sixth light-hor 
triet--to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Co! 
nnd ordered to be printed. 

\ letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, | 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Seeretary of War subn 
an estimate of appropriation for a military hospital 
Moro Military Reservation, San Juan, P. R.—-to the Co 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transn ra 
response to the inquiry of the House relating to the sal 
custom-house property in New York City——to the Co) 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered te be print: 


REPORTS OF COMMTTTERS ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XITIT, bills and resolutions of t! 
lowing titles were severally reported from connnittees, de! l 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars ! 
named, as follows 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committe: | 
ferstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred 
of the House (HH, R. 14970) to authorize the constm 
dams and power stations on the Tennessee River at 
Shoals, Alabama, reported the same without amendment 
panied by a report (No. 1850): which said bill and repo 
referred to the Tlouse Calendar, 

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on the Territories, t 

is referred the bill of the House (HTH. R. 18674) to 4 
net entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
nent existing laws relating to the disposition of lands 
forth, approved March 8, 1901,’ appreved June 30, 19 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
(No. 1165): which seid bill and report were referred 
Conunittee of the Whole House on the state of the Uni 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Loterstate 
olen Commerce, to whieh waa referred the bill of the 
(H. R. 11026) to authorive the counties of Molmes and 
ington to construct a bridge aeross Yazoo River, Missi 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
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1466); which said bill and report were referred to the 
e Calendar 

ilso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

the House (H. R. 11030) to authorize the counties of 
ind Holmes to construct a bridge across Yazoo River, 
ippl, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
sort (No, 1467); which said bill and report were referred 
llouse Calendar, 

SHIERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
nt. 11505) to authorize the Pennsylvania Railroad Company 

© Pennsylvania and Newark Railroad Company, or their 

rs, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge acre 
Delaware River, reported the same with amendment, 
inied by a creport (No. 1468); which said bill and report 
referred to the House Calendar 

LACKBY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 

vas referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15190) to pro 

rds and their eggs in game and bird preserves, reported 

e with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1469) 

aid bill and report were referred to the House Calen 


RYAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
ce, to which was referred the bill of the House (TT. R 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across Fourche 
| © River in Perry County, Ark., reported the same with 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 1470); which said 
| report were referred to the House Calendar. 

LLOYD, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 3522) to amend an act 
i “An act to provide for the construction and mainte 
f ronds, the establishment and maintennanee of schools, 
e care and support of insane persons in the district of 
ind for other purposes,” approved January 27, 1905, 
| the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
1471); which said bill and report were referred to the 

( tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
RiICK, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
ferred the bill of the Senate (8. 956) providing for thy 
of a Delegate to the House of Representatives from the 
of Alaska, reported the same with amendment, accompa 
1 report (No, 1472); whieh said bill and report wer 

1 i to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

on 
CTISHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For 
mmerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S 
r the eonstruction of a team vessel for the Revenne 
service, for duty in the district of Puget Sound, reported 
e with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1475) 
iid bill and report were referred to the Committee o 
© House on the state of the Union 
VILEY of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Di 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
») to incorporate the American Cross of Honor within 
triet of Columbia, reported the same withont amendment 
ed by a report (No. 1474); which said bill and report 
ferred to the House Calendar, 

1 IMS, from the Committee on the District of Columbin 
1 was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 18842) to 
in act entitled “An act to incorporate the Eastern St 

{ the District of Columbia.” approved March 10, 100° 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
i759); which said bill and report were referred to 
endar 
WILEY of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Di 
o Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Ilou 
12004) to incorporate the American -Lnstitute for D 
reported the same with amendment, acconipanied | i 
No, 1476): which said bill and report were referred to 


»('nlendar 


WOODYARD., from the Committee on Indian Affai to 
referred the bill of the House (AH. R. 10067) author 
disposition of surplus and allotted lands on tl \ 
teservation, in thy ttnte of Washington, which ean | 
d under the act of Conger ipproved June 7, 02 
the re miition act, and for other purpose reported 
vith a dient, ne mnpanied by a report (No, 1477) 
1 bill | | t were referred to the Committee of 
llonse on the etate of the Union 
LONDETLI from the ¢ nmittee on the Publie Lands, to 


referred the bill of the HTlouse (HH. R. W675) to 


1 


he provi ms of the homestend laws to certain lands in 
‘ellowstone Forest Reserve, reported the same with amend 
ccompanied by a report (No, 1478) ; which said bill and 





| 





report were referred to the ¢ 
the state f the Union 
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clic iry, to whi h 
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un increase of pension to Frank N. Gray, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7615) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph D. Tate, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 138638) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9617) granting 
an increase of pension to David A. Kirk, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 13864); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10217) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Barnes, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 13865); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7815) 
eranting an increase of pension to Thomas G. Covell, reported 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 


Hie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


the 


Isao): 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8739) granting | 


1362); which | 


bill of the House (H. R. 7547) granting an increase of pension | 


to George W. Allison, reported the same with amendment, ac- 

companied by a report (No. 1367); which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

lie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


wel 


bill of the House (H. R. 8917) granting an increase of pension | 


to James Hines, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1368); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7585) granting 
increase of pension to Joseph Girdler, reported the same with 
accompanied by a report (No. 1869); which said 


mendment, 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
iich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6490) granting | 
i increase of pension to William H. Gilbert, reported the same 


endment, accompanied by a report (No. 1370); which 


aid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6158) granting 
nerease of pension to Henry Rittenhouse, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1371); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6401) granting 


an increase f pension to William VY. 


Van Ostern, reported the 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1378); whi 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. jo 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2150) grant ng 
an increase of pension to William E. Smith, reported the s, 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1379) : whi: 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. io 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2088) grantiye 
an increase of pension to Sewal A. Edwards, reported the s. 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 13880): wh 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenday. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred +! 
bill of the House (H. R. 1058) granting an increase of pension 
to Alphonso H. Harvey, reported the same with amendimeyt. 
accompanied by a report (No. 1381); which’ said bill ; id 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2080) granting 
an increase of pension to Sidney A. Asson, reported the s:ije 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1382); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2151) granting 
an increase of pension to Lydia A. Wood, reported the sa: 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1383); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


il 


e 


nD 


to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3284) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Callahan, reported the sa 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1384); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (HI. k 
2736) granting a pension to William Merideth, reported ihe 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1285); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Ca! 
dar. 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3384) granting 
2 pension to Benjamin H. Decker, reported the same with amend 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1886) ; which said bil! aud 


report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10723) granting an increase of pension 
to Benjamin French, reported the same without amend 
accompanied by a report (No. 1887); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13136) granting 
an increase of pension to William Gaynor, reported the sue 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1888); which 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18587) 2 
ing an increase of pension to August Frahm, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1389); whic! 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1372); 
ch said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4809) 
uting an increase of pension to John W. Hatfield, reported | 
{ ne with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1373) ; | 


ch said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 


>. CH 


Mi AVMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4989) granting 

nerease of pension to Dominick Arnold, reported the same 

h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1874); which 
said | d report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mir. HOVININS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ch was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3806) granting 
to Ena L. Martin, reported the same with amendment, 


ompanied by a report (No. 1575); which said bill and report 

‘re referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. G988) granting 

} reuse of pension to Seymour Cole, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1376): which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pe nsions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6395) granting 
an inerease of pension to Daniel Ward, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1377): which said 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5616) granting 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. kt 
11886) granting an increase of pension to Solomon R. Trueb!ood, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1390); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13502) grant 
ing an increase of pension to John N. Buchanan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 15:1); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10897) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac Deems, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1892) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (I! & 
11259) granting an increase of pension to Barnes B. Smit! 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
1893): which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12403) grant- 


an increase of pension to Edgar Schroeders, reported the same | ing a pension to Lydia Fiedler, reported the same with an \d- 








t, accompanied by a report (No. 1394); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 






CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio1 to 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12396) grant- 
1 increase of pension to James Hutchinson, reported the 


| 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1395) ; | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12565) grant- 
increase of pension to Jeremiah Kincaid, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1396) ; 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
is, to which was referred the bill-of the House (Hi. R. 
cranting a pension to Robert M. Young, reported the 
vith amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1397) ; 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
\ vas referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13627) grant- 
increase of pension to Homer F. Herriman, reported 
ie with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
; referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13238) grant- 
increase of pension to William Strasburg, reported the 
vithout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1399) ; 
iid bili and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11408) grant- 
increase of pension to George W. Reed, reported the same 
endment, accompanied by a report (No. 1400); which 

| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11196) grant- 
increase of pension to William H. Joslyn, reported the 
vith amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1401); 
id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
vas referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12825) grant- 
inerease of pension to Daniel Bloomer, reported the same 
nendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1402); which 

bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
fULLER, from the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, to | 
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Mr. BRADLEY, from the Co1 ee on Iny :P 

which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8) 
} crease of pension to William M. Hall, reported 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 14 
bill and report were referred to t Priva 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the ¢ 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of th 
granting an increase of pension to Curtis B. Mel 3] 
the same without amendment, unpanied by a repor 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14768) granting | 


n to Orlando W. Frazier, reported the same with amend- 
ecompanied by a report (No. 1403 which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

uv. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
ise of pension to William F. Drake, reported the same 
nendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1404); which 

| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
IL{OPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14287) granting 

‘ase of pension to Martha Brooks, reported the same 
mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1405) ; 
ll and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8208) granting 
ase of pension to Eli Brainard, reported the same with 
nent, accompanied by a report (No. 1406); which said 
d report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

as referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1427) granting 

ise of pension to G. S. Scott, reported the same with 
nent, accompanied by a report (No. 1407); which said 
d report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
vas referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14089) grant- 
nerease of pension to Martin Harter, reported the same 
nendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1408); which 
ll and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ilso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
the House (H. R. 14076) granting an increase of pension 
liam Sanders, reported the same without amendment, 
anied by a report (No. 1409) ; which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
: FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
1 was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13959) grant- 
an Increase of pension to Thomas B. Mouser, reported the 





14698) granting | 


which | 


same without amendment, accompanied by report (N 
which said bill and report were referred to 
endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Iny I 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. ] ) 
ing an increase of pension to Anthony Sh 
same with amendment, accompanied by a re No 
which said bill and report were referred to ( 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on ] 
vhich was referred the bill of Hous I. ] 


ing an increase of pension to Thom Lowry 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 2 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid P 
to which was referred the bill of the House (1. R. 11804 
ing an increase of pension to Patrick McD 
same without amendment, accompanied by ( 


which said bill and report were referred to the P 


1415) ; which said bill and report 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pe 
which was referred the bill of the Sen: 125 r 
increase of pension to John B 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on I ilid P 
which was referred the bill of tl 


increase of pension to Benjamin F. 


1e Senate (S. 1 


Marsh, re 





without amendment, accompanied by a rep N 17) 
said bill and report were referred to the Private C 
He also, from the same committee, to whi vas ref 
bill of the Senate (S. 186) er: inting an i f pe 
George P. Howe, reported the same without ( 
panied by a report (No. 1418); which said | ly 
referred to the Private Calend 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on I] 
which was referred the bill of » S te (Ss 
increase of pension to Lyman E rrand, 1 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (N 
said bill and report were referred to the Pr 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from t ( 1ittee on I 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 207 
increase of pension to Marion F. Howe, 1 1 tl 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (N 
said bill and report were referred to the Pr ( 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Co 
sions, to which was referred the bill « 
| granting an increase of pension to F: M. M 
the same without amendment ‘Oln] 
1421) ; which said bill and report were referred 
Calendar. 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Com tee on | i! 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S 
increase of pension to Elizabeth 8. Law, repo lt 
out amendment, accompanied | 1 report (X 2 
said bill and report were referred to the | { 
He also, from the same committee, to w! 
| bill of the Senate (S. 640) granting a : 
Hugh P. Buffon, reported the same without 
panied by a report (No. 1423); which said 
referred to the Private Calendar 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on I d 


to which was referred the bill of the S« te (S. 7 
an inerease of pension to Charles H. Tr 

without amendment, ac 
said bill and report were referred to the Pr te ( 


ompanic 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Com I i J 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 789) ¢ 
increase of pension to Mary EB. Wolf, reported 1 5 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No 


said bill and report were referred to the Private C 
He also, from the same committee, to whic! 


bill of the Senate (S. 853) granting an inc: e of m 
Charles Lander, reported the same wit! 
companied by a report (No. 1426); which said |! 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Hadsall, reported the sar 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1416 hi 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (CS. S84) granting an 
I¢ eC OL pension to llorence <A, Sewell, reported the same 
vithout amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1427) ; which 

d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

hich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 984) granting an 

rease of pension to William W. Benedict, reported the same 
thout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1428) ; which 
ad bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERIEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 992) granting 
un inerease of pension to Albert KE, Lyon, reported the same 
Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1429) ; which 

iid Dill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
which was referred the bill ef the Senate (S. 1298) granting an 

crease of pension to Francis W. Usher, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1480) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1414) granting an increase of pension to 
dney G. Smith, reported the same without amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 1431); which said bill and report were 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Vensions, to 

which w referred the bill of the Senate (S, 14833) granting an 
ense of pension to Joseph W, Willard, reported the same 
Without amendment, accompanied by ai report (No. 1482) 3 
\\ i Said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mir. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Vensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (CS. 1465) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick Fallihee, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1433); which 

bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to whieh w referred the bill of the Senate (S, 15388) granting 


an inerease of pension to Indiana A. Paul, reported the same 
\\ ut amendment, accompanied by ai report (No. 1484); 
\ hosnid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
r CALDERIHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Ven 
which w referred the bill of the Senate (S, 1670) 
n inerease of pension to William MeNabb, reported 
without amendment, accompanied by a report CNo. 
wh id bill and report were referred to the Private 
‘ niittes to which was referred the 
ting an rrease of pension to 
\ \ ‘ tml tl ime witl it amendment, ne 
\ (No, 14 »¥: which said bill ii report 
\ ‘ 1 1 ‘ te i¢ { | Tel r 
© { to which was referred the 
l : ‘ : (OS) granting an incre e of pension to 
iN Ss) ] ‘ mrted the me without ! ) ent, in 
1 by I rt (No. 1487); which said bill and report 
\ * te C'nle vl ® 
( t ‘ n { io which was referred the 
se is af) ranting an increase of pension to 
! t rted the me without amendment, accom 
x ) 38); which said bill and report were 
j the | \ o { } T 
f v the ‘ t to which was referred the 
S INP) ranting an increase of pension to 
| ‘ the me without amendment, accom 
iN wt)) which tid bill and report were 
\ ‘ citi 
LMI lL. W. SMUTIIL, from the Committee on Invalid 
\" eferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1883) 
f ) » Nel Ravmond, reported the 
mnied by a repo (No, 1440): 
were ( ed to the Private Calen 
i i\ i tte on Invalid Pen ions, to 
! he } ite (S 7) granting an 
Marv J. Ca ell, reported the same 
ed \ 1 om (N 1441); 
VW ‘ ito the Private Calendar 
\ j : (‘or Lio Invalid 1 nh io 
‘ i \ {f the Senate (S i) niing an 
‘ » 1 ‘ l Mullin, reported the me with 
out ai ‘ n mp ed by a report (Ne, 1442): whieh said 
bill and 1 rt were referred to the Private Calendar 
Mi ULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 2528) eranting an 


pension to Benjamin Franklin Bigelow, reported the 
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same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 144 


aie 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private « 
endar. 


Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio: to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2529) granti: n 


increase of pension to Knute Torgeson, reported the same 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1444); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyaliq 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2:37) 
granting an increase of pension to Ellen S. Larned, reported {jo 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 14-45) 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal t 

Mr. DEEMBR, from the Committee on Invalid Pension ) 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2405) granting 


an increase of pension to John P. Winget, reported the 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1446) ; wi 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio ts 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2482) granti: 
increase of pension to Cutler A. Chamberlin, reported the 0 
without amendment, accompanied by a. report (No. | 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal r 

Mr. CALDERHEBAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2702) gi 
aun increase of pension to George W. Dightman, report: 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1s 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cale 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was refe: 
bill of the Senate (S, 2752) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert S. Moore, reported the same without amendment, : 
panied by a report (No. 1449); which said bill and report wi 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2707) 
granting an increase of pension to James Buggie, reported th 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1450) 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ 
endar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Ven: 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (CS. 2075) grant 
pension to Mary L. Miller, reported the same without : vl 
nent, accompanied by a report (No, 1451); which said bill aud 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERIEAD, from the Committee on 
ions, to which was referred the bill ef the 

nting an increase of pension to Joseph Smith, report 

1e without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. | 
vhich bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
endar, 

Mr. CLIAP MAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pe ns, to 
vhich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8120) grant 
increase of pension to Mary Driscoll, reported the same 
uendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1453): wh 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calenda: 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S, S128) granting an incre 
William HI. Alban, reported the same without amendn 
companied by a report (No. 1454); which said bill and rt 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DISEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 10 
h was referred the bill of the Senate CS, 8126) gran 
pension to Stephen B. Tarlton, reported tl 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1455) 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

ile also, from the same committee, to which was referr 
bill of the Senate (S. 8240) granting an inerease of po 
John 'T. Jones, reported the same without amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 1456) ; whieh said bill and repor 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
ich was referred the bill of the Senate (CS, 8800) gran 
inerease of pension to John GC, Baber, reported the sany 
out amendment, aecompanied by a report (No, 1457); 

id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendal 

Mr, CALDERIBAD, from the Committee on Invalid 
ions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S 

inting an inerease of pension to Jesse W. Elliott, repor 

ime without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. |! 
Which said bill and report were referred to the Privat :' 
ondar 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Tnyalid Pensio 10 
which was referred the bill of the Senate CS. 8507) gra n 
pension to Isaac Van Volkenburch, 
saine without amendment, aceonn 


Invalid TP 
Senate (Ss ) 


aula 


se of | to 


whi 


iit OHRE of 


? 
Wi 


incrense of reports . 


ry wl Thy " Y mvt «No M)y 
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vhieh said bill and 
dar 

lie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| of the Senate (S, 3587) granting an increase of pension to 


1 Orr, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 


report were referred to the Private Cal 


a report (No. 1460); which said bill and report were re 
red to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


hich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 8605) granting an 
crease of pension to Albert Smith, reported the same without 


endment, accompanied by a report (No. 1461); which said 
| und report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

‘ir. CALDERHEBEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
ns, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3630) 


inting an inerease of pension to Martin L. Barber, reported 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
): which said bill and report were referred to the Drivate 
lendar 
\ir. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3643) granting 
nerease of pension to Seth Raymond, reported the same with 
ainendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1468); which 
| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 


sine 


Vir. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
h was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3607) granting an 


“se of pension to Martha J. Brisco, reported the same with 
imendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1464); 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 


which 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
Under clause 38 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo 
of the following titles were introduced and severally re 
doas follows 
Mr. SOUTHIARD: A bill CH R. 15067)+ authorizing the 
uring of additional land for site of Burenu of Standard 


Committee on Publie 
Mi 


lishment 


Buildings and Grounds 

CHANDY A bill (HL. R. 15068) to provide for the 

of divisions in the judicial district of Indiana 
for other purposes in connection therewith—to the Commit 
on the Judictary, 

vw Mr. HALE: A bill 


soldiers 


(iH. R. 15069) granting compensatory 
ns to the of the civil war who have 

eon permanently disabled in line of duty in 
mM to the Committee on Invalid Pension 


’ 
litnals 
of 


lost 
the service 


\iso, a DIL CHL. R. 15070) granting compensatory pensions ti 
oldiers of the civil war who have lost limbs or been per 
tly disabled in line of duty in the service of said war 

Committee on Invalid Pensions 
ivy Mr. LARRINAGA: A bill (IL R. 15071) to provide means 


he sale of internal-revenue stamp in the island of Porto 
to the Committee on Ways and Menns 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill CHL R. 15072) for the 
m of a publie building at Demopolis, Ala to the Com 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds 

Mr. SMALL: A bill C1 R. D073) to amend section 5200, 


l Statutes, 


ter Clee 


whereby national banks shall be permitted to 


person or corporation one-tenth part of their capital 
id surplus 


to the Committee on Banking and Curreney 


Mr. BABCOCK A bill (HL. R. 15074) to provide for the 
registration of births in the Distriet of Columbia, and 
ler purposes—to the Committee on the District of Co 
. a bill CH. R. 1075) to amend chapter 15 of the Code of 
for the Distriet of Columbia-—to the Committee on the 
of Columbia, 
Mr. WELBORN: A bill (HL. R. 15076) providing for the 
on of the southern judicial district of Missouri—to the 
{tee on the Judiciary 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD (by request) A bill (HL. R. W077) 
nd the Code of Law for the Distriet of Columbia, ap 
i Moreh 3, 1901, as amended by the acts approved January 
dad June 80, 1902 to the Committee on the Judiciary 
Mr. ILAYES: A bill CH. R. 15078) granting to the Ocean 
Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes 
Pigeon Point light-house reservation, in San Mateo 
vy, Cal to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com 
Mr. BURNETT (by request): A bi CAL R. 15079) author 
he establishment of an additional recording district 


in the 


Verritory, and for other purposes——to the Committee on 
\Mfairs, 
Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (CH. R. 15080) for the erection 


inent to the memory of Gen, Kevan Shelby 
ee on the Library. 


XL 


to the Com 


170 
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bill iT 
and improve the public building at S 
| mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds 

By Mr. NEEDITAM A bill 
of California certain vac 
Santa Cruz County, State of Californ to 
the Publie Lands 

Ry Mr. SMITH of 
a United States court at 
Committee on the Judi 

By Mr. HILL of 
erection of a public building at We: 
mittee on Public Buildings and G 

By Mr. MARTIN A bill (TE. R. 15085) 
lands in the State of Dakota to bl 
Mountain Sanitarium Reserve—to the Comn 
Lands. 

By Mr. HAYES: A 
titled “An act to reguhite t lmmigrat 
United States,” approved Mareh 3, 1908-——to 
Immigration and Naturalization 

vy Mr. HENRY of Texas \ 
the ereetion of an Army and \ 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. BROOCKS of Texas \ 
Shelby County, in the State of Texas 
of the enstern judicial district of said 
from the Tyler division of sai 
the Judiciary 

iv Mr. PALMER \ 
titled “An aet to 
throughout the United St 
by an act approved February 5, 
Judiciary 

By Mr. TAYLOR of 
late the jurisd 
several dist 
of Alabama 

iy Mr 
nmend an ¢ 
bridwe mac 


| By Mr. WATKINS: A 


Lllinois 
Madill, ithe hi 
ry 


Mississippi A bill (HL. 


South 


bill { 


il 


bill (1. R. 4 
establish a unifor 


ites 


Alnban A bill 
the | 
eourt 


ition ot 
ricts and 
to the 
TLER of 

entitled “An 


ro the Cuil 


nited Stat 


in which they pre ‘ he } 
Tid 
bill 2s 

thre 
rland River t ) ( 
March 2, 1001—to 
gh Commerce 

Ry Mr. MANN A bill 

inpainies to be registered 
the Department of 
the Judiciary 

iy Mr. BURTON of 
struction of a re 
jnil to the Committee on 

By Mr. BROOCKS 
struct a public building at 
} on Public Buildings and G 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill 
the condemnation of lands or ensemy 
with ol 
perl COLL DAL TDL 
Llarbor 
BiIRDSALI A bill 
the customs depart of the 
Wavs and Me ti 

Ry Mr. CURTIS \ bill 
justinent ot reeoun of 
Y arising 

Ih\ 
iming 
the 


the 
Penne c™ \ 
aet aut 


Committee on 
hl 
hori 1 
renn approved 


state and 1 


orel 


Commerce am 
Ohio A bill 
lence for th { 
Appropria 
lexa \ bill 
Ne 


ot 


works river and harbor imp emer the « 


ons, ¢ corporation oO ( 
Rivers and 

tv Mr 
licitor for 
miitlee 


on 


under the eight-hour law to the Cor ‘ on ¢ 
Mr. STEPITENS of Tes \ | 
the President of 
sl ite ol I's \iis to determ ‘ | 
lines between the Indian Tet 
Mexico and Oklahoma, and the State of ‘Ts ‘ 
mittee on Indian Affais 

Ry Mr. CALDERIHII 
the erection of a publie buildi Vian 
i Com Pub Purildis L Giron 

Ly MoNARY A bill 
i duties on coal—to the Committee on Way | 
| By Mr. DOVENER: A 
appointment, number, rank mil pay of 
to the ¢ on Naval Aff 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of 
Res, 101) instructing the Int tute ¢ ‘ S 
|} make examination into the 
land monopolies and 
the Committee on Inters 


AbD A bill (HL. R 


littee on 


Mi 


ommi tte 


re rt on 


Lite ind bo ‘ 
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hv Mr. MORRELL: A resolution (1, Res. 274) for the em- | pension to Robert Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Py 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


| y attendant in the ladies’ toilet room—-to the | sions, 

Also, a bill (HI. R, 151381) granting a pension to Mary Wo 
ruff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill CU. R. 15182) granting an iner 
of pension to John Revard—to the Committee on Invalid 1 
1 of Ru XXII, private bills and re olutions | sions, 
titles were introduced and severally referred as By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (HL. R. 15133) granting a jx 


| 
{ | sion to George P, Decker—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensi 
| Mr. BARCHEEBLD A bill (11, RR. 15101) granting an in- | Also, a bill CH. R. 15154) granting a pension to Joseph kK. 
‘ }) mn to Andrew Friend—to the Committee on Inva- | nedy—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
] | 1 By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (CH. R. 151385) to 1, 
itty Mr. BISTIOLP A bill (1. R. 15102) granting an Increase | move the charge of desertion from the military reeord 
of pension to William LL. Ryekman—to the Committee on Inva- | George A. Basterley and grant him a pension—to the Commit! 
lid Pension ion Military Affairs 
Ry Mr, BOWERSOCK A bill (H.R. 19108) granting an iIn- | By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (FI. R. 15) 
erense of yx nm to Homer T. Ake to the Committee on In- | granting an increase of pension to George H. Justin—to 
\ d Pension Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
| Vir. BRADLEY A bill (H.R. 15104) granting an Increase | Also, a bi (HL. R. 15187) granting an increase of pension (o 
‘ n to Thomas 2. Owens—to the Committee on Invalid | Menry B. Moulton—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
1 |} Also, a bill (HL. R. 15188) for the relief of W. A. Miller to 
\ a bill (H.R, 15105) granting an inerense of pension to | the Committee on Claims, 
| hell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions | By Mr. GRAHAM: A Dill (HH. R. 15189) granting an in 
\ bill CT. RR. 15106) to correet the record of William H crease of pension to James P. Mullen—to the Committee on 
‘ al Wil n LH. Justice—to the Committee on Military | Invalid Pensions, 
‘ | Ry Mr. GRIGG: A bill (HH. R. 15140) to remove the ehoary 
\ BRICK: A DI CHL R. 15107) to remove the charge of | of desertion from the naval record of John MeCauley, salina 
a if ihe military record of Crandall BE. Kidder and | John H. Hayes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
10) 4 an honorable diseharzge—to the Committee on |} Ry Mr. HALE: A bill CH. R. 15141) e@ranting an Inere of 
M An pension to William A. Huteheson—to the Committee on 1) 
Ry Mr BROWNTLOW A bill (FH. R. 15108) eranting a pen lid Pensions 
to N. A. Patterson—-to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions Also, a bill (TT. R. 15142) for the relief of Frank B, Smit! 
\ » bill «tl. RR. 18100) for the relief of C. M. Justua—to | to the Committee on Claims 
il m eeoon War Claine Hy Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (ul, R. 15148) for the relief of 
! \ RURLEIGH A bill (11. R. 15110) e@ranting an in Andrew J, Beers—to the Committee on War Claims 
f pension to John Green—to the Committee on Pensions Also, a DIL GUL. R. 15144) granting an tnerease of pen nh to 
} Vr, BURKE of Pennavivania A bill (HL. RR. 15111) e@rant- | Hiram Jonesa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
' increase of pension to David R, Porte io the Committee Ry Mr. HEFLIN: A bill CH. R. 15145) granting an tn 
‘ Invalid Pension of pension to Adaline P. Norman—to the Committee on In | 
Iiw Ade RUTLIER of Term eo A bill (H.R 112) erant Pensions 
) increase of pension to Humphrey Hackett—to the Com By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill CH, R. 15146) granting an ther 
on Tnvalid Pension of pension to Amos Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid | 
bill (21. RR. 15118) eranting a pension te Amanda BH, | sions 
] o the ¢ mittee on Invalid Pension Also, a bill CTT. R, 16147) granting an increase of pension to 
| Vir, CAMPRELS, of Ohio: A bil CTL Ro 15114) granting | Joseph B, Teas—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
‘ ‘ 1M on to Samuel Donaldsen—to the Committee | Also, a bill CH. R. 15148) granting an increase of pension to 
‘ . as ‘ John H, Aumhey to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
| \l CILANTE YS A bill (11. RR. 15118) erantis in incrense iv Mr, 1hOUG A bill CH. R. 15140) granting an iner 
Chark Mi. Anderson—to the Committee on In pension to W. W, Ferguson-——to the Committee on Invalid |’ 
\ | sions M 
| (1. RR. 15116) eranting an inerease of pension to Also, a bi CTT, R, 15150) granting an inerease of pen 
\ Nf ‘ | Committee on Tnvalid Pension John O'Connor to the Committee on Tovalid Pension 
\ | (1. W. 15117) eranting an increase of pension to Ry Mr, HURE: A bill (AL R. 15151) granting an hon 
ra NV Milk the Committee on Tovalid Pension discharge and pension to William Conner——to the Conmiit 
i \ CTIAPAMLAN A bill (11. RR. 15118) granting an In Military Affairs 
to Francis M, Neel-to the Committee on In By Mr. HUNT: A bill (1, R, 15152) granting an tners 
\ pension to Mary T, Corns—to the Committee on Invalid | 
1 (Tt, R, 15110) granting an incrense of pension to | sions 
( Wi to the Committee on Invalid Pensions Also, a bill (UT. R, 15155) eranting an tnerease of pr n 
\l ‘ R'TIS A bill (TL R. 15190) eranting an inerease | Ernet Werner to the Committee on Tnvalid Penaion 
‘ { 1h 1 Rrandon-—to the Committee on Invalid Aleo, a bill (UI. RR, 16154) granting a pension to James ( 
1 non--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
M DARRAGH A bill (1. R. 18121) granting an In Ry Mr. KISNNISDY of Nebraska A bill (TH, RR, 1b155) : 
n to Piney Tl. Sanderson-—-to the Committee on | move the charge of desertion againat William CG, Rich —| 
Lr | | Committee on Military Affnirea 
Wek 129) ri ran tnerease of pension to Also, a bill CTL. Ry, 151656) for the relief of A, 11, Nich: ) 
‘ ll. Miel > the Committee on Invalid Pensions i the Committee on Claime 
il t. 161 ) nting an increase of pension to | Aleo, a bill (HL. RR. 167) to remove the charge of 
| ( a tiee on Pension tion against the name of Horace Olmated—to the Con 
Lhy DAW N A bill c1T, R. 151285) eranting an tnerense | on Military Affair 
| M. Sevck to the Committee on Tnvalid Aleo, a bill CTL, TR, T6158) te remove the charge of 
| tion againat Jeremiah FF, Rrown-to the Committee on M 
Dre ARMONT A bill (11. Ry 151986) eranting an itn Affoit 
| \\ hh lrabue—to the Committee on Aleo, a bill (TT, R, 14160) te remove the charge of a 
bn l ngninet Frederick Maus—to the Committee on Militnt 
\ \ (ii, R. Ww7T) rantin in inerense Ry Mr, KIETCTIAM A bill (17, TR, 16160) eranting an 
‘ 1 to Jame Yh We to the Committee on Invalid Pen of pension to William Hh, Riley fo the Committee on 
len Tedti 
A] 1 bill CH. R. 16128 rantin in inerense of pension to ivy Mr. LAMAR A bill (H, R, 16161) relensing to 
h i | i he t% fee on Tnvalid Pen i Cosgrove, Mary Coeerove, Mary Bilen Aylward (born | 
Rn \l DRESSER A bill (11. Ry. TOYO) erantin in hone nnd othera anv righte the Tnited States may have in 
able ad harzge to Thomas TD’. Shannon to the mnittee on | lnnda in Penasaeola, Fla to the Committee on the Publi 
M vy Affals Aleo, a bill CTE, 16189) for the relief of 1, HW, Thorn 
iy Mr. FLACK A bill (11. R. 15180) granting an inerense of | ten DD, Rochblave -te the Committee on Claima, 








L906, 


\leo, a BILL CHE. R. 15168) for the relief of Capt, J. 
the Committee on Claims 


Turtle 


\leo, a bill CH. R. 15164) for the relief of Jolin Bartleld—to | 
Committee on War Claima, 

\iso, a bi CH. R, 15165) for the relief of W. M. Quinn and 
coorge TL. Long-to the Conmittee on Claims 

\leo. a DEL CTL, RR, 15160) for the relief of the heirs at law of 

iward N, Oldmixon-——to the Committee on Claims 

\leo, a Dill CHE RR. 18107) for the relief of Sarah BE. Caro | 

i Henry O, Bassett--to the Committee on War Claims 

\iso, a DULL CTE. RR, T5168) granting a pension to Susan Kent 


he Committee on Pensioner 
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of pension to John TT, Cook to the ¢ \ 
BLOTS 
Also, a bill CTE Ry Theo) 
Charlies Klein-—-toe the Conum ‘ 11 
Ry Mr PARSONS A hill ci R 
|} of pension to Bdward O'Sh to the ; 
Tensions 
Aleo, no bill cll R me j \ 
Peetech to the Committee on 1 lich 0% 
Ry Mr, RELD Cbhy request) A bill «ttt 
ponsion to W. G. Guayletr { tlre ¢ | 
Also, a bill CTT, Ry Titod) for tl ‘ { \\ 
liam Flannigan, decensed to tl io ‘ 
Aleo, a bill CTT, RR. Thea) t 
Ammmdn CL Tavlines to the ¢ ite 
Aleo, a bill cll Ry takoe) { 
Peter ‘; Tlyoriapesan tor tlre ‘ ' ‘ ‘ it’s 
Also, a bill cil Ry toy) 
MeC'nakey Nicoles to the ¢ ‘ | 
Alao, va bill cll, Ry Wh S) i { ' 9 
Alonso Lrashenr to the ¢ \ 
Also, a bill cll Ry en) ' 
1] ifavette Trashent to the ¢ ‘ 
Also, a bill ctl Ry 1Tav10) Tr : 
|} James M, Mord toe the Com ‘ on dns i] 
Alee a bill cll it POV) 1" ! 
} John W. Mathew to the Conm eon tan | 
| Also, a bil CH. RR, 18202) et " 
(aeorme Arnold fo the Committee on Try 1 i 
Also, a bill CH RR. TAIN) for the 
} thy Methodist Episcopal Churel uth, of ¢ \ 
the Committee on War Cla i 
Also, a bill CTT, RR. Wid) for the relief | ‘ 
the Committees on War Cla 
| Aleao, a DUT CTE, RR, W215) for the relief of G I 
the Committee on War 1 
Itty Mer. RIVES A bill ctl & lf 
pension to Trutnan ¢ t| ( I 
Dereionus 
| Ry Mr SCROGGY: A bin CIE RR. 14 
| crenee of }Motmion to Alfred ‘ 
valid Pension 
A\leo, a bill Cth RR. Theis) i i \l | | 
liy to the Committe mr oth lind 1 
ty Mr SHEPPARD A bill ii, | ) 
fiona on ciaposition of land fi la i ! | j 
Seooville to th Committee on tod 1 Af 
liv Mr. SMALI \ bill an 2 ‘) 
eatnte of Richard \ Tiwi cleus ‘ ‘ 
(lain 
Aleo, a bill CTT, Ry, TAV21) for i. f fi 
Iarrett, decenaed to the Co ‘ 
Alen, a bill CTE, RY toe x, a ! | 
l Hivinum, decenaed ters tlre ¢ ean ¢ 
ty Mr, SAMUI, W MEET V bill ¢ttod 
in inerense of pension to > lecsna TT 
Invalid Pensiot 
iy Mi MITIL of Kentuelks \ 1 
the military reeord of Thom | 
| Military Affair & 
Alen, n bill (TE, R Poy) 
| Jnines Hoover—to the Committes | | 
\lew » bill cll it | 1) 
kn to the Comin ‘ li | }'es 
Iiyv Mi METTIL of Town \ 1 | ! | 
wrenee of pe no oto Tle \\ iI ( 
Tivealid Tenet 
Alan. vn bill CTT, Ry. 1 } inf 
lohn 7 YS " »> the Comn te | i] 
ty Mi ‘in A bill «tb i ) 
| of peneion t hadwin tbe fo the ¢ tar | j 
nt 
ity Mr. SOUTHIARD: A bill (Tt 1 
l itary record of Joseph Neveu o fl ‘ \I 
} Affais 
ity Mr. SULLIVAN of ew \ % 7 
ity in inerense of pen nt ‘ tm. M { 
iniitee on Tnvalid Pension 
| Hy Mr. SULLOWAY: A | it, 1 
erenae of pension to Mdward ln ‘ ‘ 
valid Peneion 
| Also, a bill (IE RR. 15288) . 
William ¢°. Weetovet fo the ¢ oa 4 
Aleao, a bill CEE, RY D524) rant ! 
Charles White to the Committees tt j 


Vino, a DHL CTE. BR, 15160) to remove the charge of desertion 
1 the military reeord of Andrew Brewton—to the Commit 
on Military Affairs 
\leo. a bE CTR Ry. 1170) for the relief of Manette Marson: 
ouwed-—to the Committee on War Clainies 
\ieo, ao DIT CHE, RTL) for the relief of Chester PL Kuapp 
the Committee on War Claims 
\ieo a bE CHE, RR, 1172) for the relief of Willlam T. Bell 
he Committee on War Claim 
\leo, a bilL CTL, RR. THITR) for the relief of the heira at law of 
ind N. Oldmisxen--to the Committee on War Clainsg 
Aleo, a DU CTR WR. 16174) for the relief of Samuel Puleaton 
he Committee on Clatios 
\ieo, a DEE CEE, WR. VHt7H) for the relief of Sarah BKB, Caro and 
lienty O, Bassett to the Committee on War Claims 
\leo, a DID CHI RR, T5178) for the relief of John Dunn to 
Committee on War Claims 
\leo, a DEL CTE, RR. Wbi77) for the relief of BR W. Johnaon 
© Committee on Clatine 
\leo, a DED CHE R. TSU78) granting an inerense of pension to 
\l da Morrison -to the Committee on Penaions 
\ieo a bill CHE Ry, 1517) granting an inerense of pension to 
\W. Tlnthawnsy to the Committee on Pensions 
\ 1 bil CTT, Ry, T5180) granting an inerenese of pension to 
\ ulin TPittman—to the Committee on Pension 
\ieo, a bi CTE Ry, TH1ST) granting a pension fo Weasley Dun 
to the Committee on Tnvalid Penatons 
| Me, LILLBY of Ponneavivania A bill (UT, Ry TIS?) for 
lief of Loren W Forrest -to the Committee on Wart 
‘ 
1 bill CTE, Ry THISN) to remove the charge of desertion 
( Loval FL Ruseell—to the Committee on Military Af 
bill CTE. Ry, TS1S84) granting an inerense of pensation to 
min J. Smith--to the Committee on Tnvalid Pension 
Vbill CTT, Ry TH1S5) granting an inerense of pension to 
ur Onderdonk—to the Committee on Tnvalid Pension 
| Mr. LOVEIRING A bill ctl RR. T5180) eranting an in 
of pension to Charles W. Davenport—-to the Conmitter 
lid) Pension 
Mr, MeCALL A bill (11, Ry TSIS7) eranting a pension 
linn TT, Arey to the Committee on Tovalid Pensions 
\i MecTARTHLY A bill (Ut, RR T5188) eranting an in 
of pension to Alpheus Wright-—-to the Committee on In 
| Totueione 
ib CTE, Ry, T6180) granting an inerenase of pension to | 
Skinned to the Committee on Lovalid Pension 
Mr, MeGQuine A bill ¢1f, TR. 1O100) eranting an inerenss 
ion to Jared S, Tlarding—to the Committee on Lovatlid 
Mr, Mek INNES A bill CTE RR, TSO) granting a pen 
Kdward W, Newsom to the Committee on Tovalid Pen 
1 bi CHE, RR. 16108) granting a pension to John J 
ith to the Committee on Pensions 
\ir, MAD DIN A bill CTE, BR, 15108) eranting an increas 
mion to Prederiek Ww Mtuddiford to the Committee on 
lil Pensions 
Mi bY A bill C11, R, 15104) to provide an Ameri 
ter for the satenmeahip Viedragua-to the Conimittes 
Merchant Marine aod Fisheries 
i bill CTE RR. TBS) te provide nn Amerienan regiater for 
mehip George Dumoia to the Committee on the Mert 
Marine and Misherie 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (HL RR. 15196) granting 
renee of pension to Robert Tt Weather to the Commit 
Thy lid Pensions 
Mr. NORRIS: A bill C1. RR. 15107) to correct the military 
doof Arthur W White -to the Committee on Military 
Mr. PAGE: A bill (11. RR. 151908) eranting an inerense of 
nh to Mlivabeth J. Martin -te the Committee on Pensions 
Mr, PALMER: A bill (1h, BR. 15190) granting an inerense 
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Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Cow) 
tee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 87387) granting an increase of pension to \ 
liam C, Brown—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill CH. R. 12023) granting an increase of pension to \\ 
liam C. Brown—Committee on Pensions discharged, and 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, BTC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follow 

ty Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Woman's Club of Boy 
Pa., for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committe. . 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania \o 
men, for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committeo oy 
Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania 
men, for the Morris law—to the Committee on Indian Af 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania \, 
me, for forest reserves—to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion So 


for the present Chinese-exclusion law—to the Commitio on 
Foreign Affairs, 
Ry Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Japanese 


and Korean Exclusion Society, for retention of the t 
Chinese law—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat 
vation, 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Joint resolution of the legislature of 


New York, for restoration of the merchant marine—to tly 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, joint resolution of the legislature of New York, 
tive to pilot service in domestic commerce—to the Com 


on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the New York State Grange, favoring 
(Ul. R. TO79) for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
hol—-to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of conductors and trainmen of Corning | 
Utiea, N. Y., for employers’ Hability bill and anti-inju 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of Potomae Lodge, No. 7, Brotherhood of 


Locomotive Firemen, favoring bill Hl, R. 230-——to the Com 


on the Judiciary, 


Also, petition of Chaffee Grange, No. OST, Patrons of | 
bandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcol 


the Committee on Ways and Means, 
by Mr. ALLIEN of Maine: Petition of George ©, Quint 
others, for retention of the present tax on oleomargna lo 





By Mr. TAWNEY: A Dill (CH. R. 15235) granting an alle 
of pension to Samuel Prochel—-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (HH. R. 15236) for the relief of Cash 
Claxon—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (CH. R. 18237) to remove the | 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles BE. Gor 
don, alins George TH. Grosvenor, and grant him an honorable 
discharge—-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ty Mr. WACIITER A bill (H.R. 15238) for the relief of the 
lecul representatives of William P. Custis—to the Committee on 
War Claims 

Also, a bill (IT. R. 19289) for the relief of the representatives 
of the late Tle Barnes for the property taken in 1862 for the 
use of the Army of the United States—to the Committee on War 
«c'} } 

\! a bill (11. R. 15240) granting an increase of pension to 
Jn W. Fowler to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\] a bill CHT. R. 19241) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel De Taven—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

tv Mr. WATKINS A bill (H. R. 15242) to confirm to the 
lk | representatives of Lucretia Williams the title to 1 square 
le of land in Louisiana—to the Committee on Private Land 
Cla 

Also, a DIT CTT. R. 19248) granting a pension to Artemesia T. 
Llu 0) to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

thy Mr. WEBB A bill (HL. R. 16244) to correct the military 
rm Loft John 1. Tloneveutt, and for an honorable discharge 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Ry Mr. WELBORN A bill (11. R. 192435) to correct the mill 
tary record of Richard D. Shackleford—to the Committee on 
Military Affai 

\lso, a bill (1. R, 15246) granting a pension to Matilda J. 
Swenaney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a DIL (IL. Rt. 15247) granting a pension to John I. Chap 
m to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

hy Mr. WEEMS A bill (TI. R. 15248) for the relief of George 
bb. OF Neal—to the Committee on Military Affair 

hy Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (IT. R. 15249) granting 

1 increase of pension to Isane N. Seal to the Committee on 
pny d Pen on 

I Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: A bill CH. R. 15250) granting 
ah inerense of pension to Jesse S. Camac—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pension 

Ry Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (IL R,. 15251) granting an tn 
‘ e of pensi to Alexander M, Taylor—to the Committee on 
i’ 

\| . bill CHE RR. 15252) granting an increase of pension to 
Sane Allbrigh to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

\| ib qth. R. 15253) granting an increase of pension to 
| (, Dewe to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

\] bill CU. RR. 15254) granting an inerense of pension to 
Rn. 1 rm oOo the Cammittee on Invalid Pension 

Ry Mr, SCLINERBELI: A bill (IL R. 15255) granting a pen 

io Tlarriet Wenaver-——to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Vr. GARRETT A bill IL. R. 1256) granting an increase 
‘ vnsion to Benjamin FY Greer—to the Committee on Invalid 
1% 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
se of Rule AALIL, committees were discharged 

f ‘ deration of bills of the following tithes; which 

\ eupon ferred follows 
Cia. oe ISO) granting a pension to Maggie Carroll 
( Pen discharged, and referred to the Commit 

{ | id 7% 

\ Ln ot) to pay acerued pension to Maggie Carroll 
( Peusions discharged, and referred to the Commit 
t Bs on 

\ Cia. 2 | “2) granting a pension to Augusta N, Man 

b Invalid Pensions diseharged, and referred 

1 { 1 1% 

\ lt. boo) grants i pension to Henry Gilman 
( ‘ | iid Per ) discharged, and referred to the 
( |’ 

\ | I Hi. i by) I Athi bere eof pension to Jo eph 
H.W vor 4 inifftee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee « Invalid Pensi 

A bill (11, R l4 ) in fh pension to John W (Crenget 
Connnittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Con {tee on Pension 

\ bill (TL. RR. 14953) appropriating $4,500 to the hetra of 
Campbell Glover, deceased——Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharwed, and referred to the Committee on Claims 

A bill (11, BR. 14908) for the relief of John Shuffelbarger 





the Committee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of George C, Quint and 23 othera, for a par 
post law—-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Dost! 
Also, petition of Fred 1, Mureh and 11 others, for bill 
LoooD—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign (+ 
Also, petition of Fred 1. Murch and 18 others, for bill IL. 
| 
| 


So) 


i! 


to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Alao, 

of revenue tax on 

Ways and Means, 


petition of John B. Danforth and 59 others, fo: 


denaturized alcohol--to the Committ: 





ty Mr. AMES: Petition of the Massachusetta Federat 
Women's Clubs, for forest reservations——to the Com! 
Agriculture, 

Also, paper to aecompany bill for relief of Maxine ! 
zette--to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

iy Mr. BATES: Petition of Grange No, 110, for 
the oleomargarine law--to the Committee on Agriculture 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary J. 5 
the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions, 

Also, petitions of C, IE, Gunnison, of Irie, Pa; W. 8. | 


wood, and the Pittsburg Clearing House, for bill TL & 
to the Committee on Banking and Curreney 

Ry Mr. BOWBRSOCK: Petition of the Japanese and 
Exclusion League, for the Chinese law--to the Com 
Ininigration and Naturaligation, 

by Mr BRADLEY Petitions of Hamptonbury ‘ 
Orange County Grange, and Montgomery Grange, Pa! 
Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
to the Committee on Waye and Means 


1 


ty Mr, BRICK: Petition of the Fort Wayne Co! 
Club, for the pure-food bill--to the Committee on ! 
and Foreign Conimerce 
ty Mr, BROWN: Petition of Leonard M, Semmer et a 


removal of the tariff on hides—to the Committee on V 


Menns, 
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Mr BROWNLOW Paper to accompany bill for relief of l rete } t! ‘ 
of Thom Lowe——to the Committee on War Clalimn ‘ nnd Na 
Mr. BUTLER of Tenn Paper to accompany bill fot \lso, } tion of 1 
f Amanda hk. Hopkin to the Committee on Invalid |] 1 1 of America, f 
1" i Committee on Im 
iper to accompany bill for relief of Jam Rush—to iv Mr. FLIBLD: i 
( nwnittee on Invalid Pensions, ito the hot prin 
\ir, CAMPBELL of Ohio: Paper to accompany bill for r Af 
muel Donaldso: to the Committee on Invalid Pe | liv M FLACK: Te 
oO, | ition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion Society | Post Ie | 
modification of th Chinese law to the Committ ‘ A} | 7 f 
on and Naturalization on ok of 
Mr, CRUMPACKER: Petition of N. Forsyth et al. tele. | «1 ( 
wrators, for an eight-hour law for tel rp lac t! \ ‘ i 
tee on Labor } of me tax on « 
| lion of the Nat inl Society of Colonial Dame of Way i Me 
r preservation of Niagara Fal to the ¢ ite \ paotit of M 
ind Harbor 111. BR. 9O22—to the ¢ 
Mr, CURRIER: Petit 


remedy evil ot 


the Committee on | 
‘ tion of ©} on of Dorehestoet N. Ef { repeal of | ‘ 
x on denaturived alcohol—to the ¢ niftee on Way \ | Il \ 
Mr, CURTIS: Petition of Paint Decorator ul Day \l ‘ the ¢ 
Local Union, No. 1538, of Leavenworth, Kan for rr for bill TL, R WO 
revenue tax on denaturized aleohol--to the Committee Post- Road 
nod Mean liv Mi PORDNES 
} eel i sill ) 
Mit DALZABLI Petition of the J IPA nese nnd Kerean Ix | I .% ' : ' 


ety, against the Foster bill to the Committee on s 
Also, petition o \ ll 
on and Naturnaligation | ! 
: ; mn der . , alana 
tition of citizens of Carnegie, Pa.. for retention of the | C8 Genat ‘ 
| | et 
een law to the Committee on the Judiciary | \l ! \ 
- | ‘ ’ } 
petition of the Home Missionary Society of the Park | r pound on ' 
resbyterian Chureh, Pitteburg, for an amendment to | 5 
Constitution against poly@amy to the Committee on the | \l | cA 
i the Cor ‘ \ 
' : 
ef . lee, pe tion | 
elition of citivens of Carnegie, Pa for the Metumber \ ! : ' 


to the Committee on 
Mr. DOVENER: Petition 
ff on notype machine 


the Judiciary 
the xpress, ny 
the Committee on Way 


of 
to 


Salem 
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paper to aecompany bill for relief of Tony Verrosso : ' x nw 
(or nittee on Pension ! air ‘ aM \N ' 
paper to necompany bill for relief of John Crawford ~— ; rch OF FI 
mmittee on Tnvalid Pension v bho 4 as 
per to necompany bill for relief of J I. ox to the a cone +} \ 
ee oon Pension . - 
Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the New York State Grang mouth, HK. i. f 
lof revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—<to the Com: | , wes . 
Ways and Menn 14 M ; ¥ 
tition of the Dames of 1846, for increase of penak Saeanaiians a Was 
in war veteran to the Committee on Pension \] a ; 
lution of the State of New Yor in senate, relative ar or Tr (1 ‘ ' 
erchant marine to the Committee on the Me hi tM ‘ mitts om ; 
Fisher ity Mr. HASKI 
nof the Lake Seamen Union, favoring bill TI, R V1 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fishers ( } tte 7 Vi 
ition of the New Yor! tnte Grange, Patrons of Hu liv M HiMnMAN 
lingt reduction of the t; on oleomat vit to th ry 
on Agriculture ; t} ‘ 
petition of the State Charitt Aid Am tion, for , ' { ‘ 
; I u for information nbout children—to the Cor rif 4 a i! 
noof tl Pevporn reve rut | in Exelusion Ta ue \ ! ! i) 
be (‘] ine law to the Committe on lh wration l 
‘i : M80, | 
AY DRESSEI Petit I or th { lidated Chem l | 
vl the La Mont Chemi | Compan ' inet bill itn ] ‘ tiem 
he Committee on W bad Alen | 1 ] 1.\ 
on of 1 iv citivena of New York and nif | dl | 
Ee ! leit ‘ victim or ¢ al ! ol to j 
i fee on Clain \ , | f ! 
is DUNWELL: Petition of the Amv in Society for (1 » 
% m of Cruelty to Animala, a nat bill H.R. 22l—to th / to t 
# n the Jucdieiag \ », petit } | 
a tion of many elt of New Yor and vicinity, for | denaturized alcol 
i heirs of vietinas of General Blo ai fer—to the iv Mr, HIV 1 
be ee on Claim of Tilinol for rail 
Mr. ESCTL: Petition of D. G. MeCray & Son, for repeal | to the Committee ¢ 
c tax on denaturizged alcohol to the Oommittee on Al petition of tl 
1 Me ite irninet the ho er | 
petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, Naturalization 
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ton Camp, Patriotic Orde1 
of immigration 

= 
raization., 


motive 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the 
for bill H. R. 239 

B) 


on Rivers and Harbors, 

° Also, petition of Colone 
against bill H. R. 8131 

By Mr. KAHN: Petiti 

Francisco, to amend 

the Committee on Revisio 

Also, 
sociation of 
to the Committee on Navy: 
Also, yx an 
12973—to the Com 


sect 


tition OL F 


bill IT. R. 
Road 


11936 


bandry, against bill H. 


ture. 


of Mexican 
mittee on Pensions. 


sj 








petition of San Fr 
Machinists, for 


ht. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


* Sons ¢ 


Brotherhood 


ie eS 


Also, petition of W. W. Chafee and 22 others, 
of America, favoring restriction 
to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 


of 
to the Gommittee on the Judiciary. 
y Mr. HUFF: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 


the 


n of the 
ion 5200 of 
n of the Laws. 


Li 


raAnCiSsCco 


1 Affairs. 
Francisco 


1448S 


use, 


bills H. 


Labor 
mittee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


? 
Av. 





and 


Locomotive 


Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Iso, petition of the State Federation of 
Women, for forest reservations—to the Committee 
culture. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of 
Women, against repeal of the Morris law—to the 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of 
Women, for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the 


Quay Camp, Sons of Veterans, 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Bank of California, of 
Revised Statutes—to 


No. 68, 
10069 and 


Council, a 


Pennsylvania 


International 


Washing- 


petition of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 

ciation, for reorganization of the consular law—to the Com- 
m Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition of the Brotherhood of Loco- 


Kiremen, for bill H. R. 9328—to the Committee on the 


Firemen, 


Pennsylvania 


on Agri- 


Pennsylvania 


Committee 


Comnniittee | 


San 


Heo 
Ss. 2633 





gainst bill 


\lso, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
ag bill H. R. 12973—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalizatien. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill 
or relief of Nelson McCarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 

i By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of Star Grange, Jefferson County, 
N. Y., for a pareels-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of Belford Grange, No. 5383; Ox Bow Grange, 
No. 691 nd Carthage Grange, No. 69, for repeal of revenue tax 
on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

\lso, petition of Thousand Island Grange, No. 593, for a 
parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: Petition of the Shipowners’ Associa- 
tion of the Pacific Coast, of San Francisco, against use of Gov- 
‘ t trans for treops in time of peace—to the Coim- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

| M LACEY: Petition of the Council Bluffs Commercial 
Club, relative to grazing lands—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, petition of the Oskaloosa (Iowa) Commercial Club, for 
1-cent postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 

By Mr. LARRINAGA: Petition of the house of delegates of 
Porto R relative to government changes in Porto Rico—to | 
t Com ee on Insular Affairs. 

l Mr. LEE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of | 
M Gruson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

I Mr. LILLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Loren | 
W. Forest-—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. P. Carey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

r to accompany bill for relief of Loron W. Forrest— 
to the ¢ ittee on Invalid Pensions. 
paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin J. 
Smith—t he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Arthur Onder- 
donk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the adjutant-general’s office of 
New York. for bill H. R. 7136—to the Committee on Militia. 

(Iso, petition of the Greenpoint Metallic Bed Company, for 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, petition of the New York State Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
to the Committee on Agricul- | 


Also, petition of the Dames of 1846, for an increase of pen- 
yar veterans (bill H. R. 6010)—+t 


o the Com- 


relief for 


| restriction of immigration—to the Committee on I 


Also, paper to accompany bill for, relief of Christian 
Goebel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean League of ¢ 
Francisco, for the present Chinese law—to the Committee 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Society for Ethical Culture, for f¢ 
reservation in the White Mountains—to the Committee 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Curtice Brothers, ef Rochester, N. Y., for 
Money pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and | 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of F. W. Thurston & (o.. 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Con) 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity. 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the Illinois Milk Producers’ Institute, f; 
pure-food bill (H. R. 12071)—to the Committee on Inter 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Cora Banks Pierce, of Chicago, relatiy, 
affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on For 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of many citizens of Illinois, for investigati 


| affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on For 


Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petitions of Prof. Charles Wellingto: 
Massachusetts Agricultural College, the Waltham Orient 
Car Company, the Fiske Rubber Company, the Peerless M 
Car Company, the Napier Motor Car Company, the J. \ 
guire Company, and the Ford Motor Company, for re; 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Way: 


Means. 


Also, petition of the council of the Massachusetts His‘ 
Society, for the preservation and uses of the frigate ( 
tion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill f 
lief of W. A. Pryor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Robert B. W 
ers-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOUSER: Petition of the Grange of Forest. Ol 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Co: 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicini 
heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Syracuse (Ohio) Council, No. 3: 


ors 
<i 


DIS 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Grange, Patrons of Iius! 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alecohol—:» th 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Bucyrus Division, No. 193, Order of 
Conductors, for bills H. R. 239 and 1657—to the Comm 
the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition 
Council, for the Chinese-exclusion 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Citrus Fruit Association. Onia: 
relative to private car lines—to the Committee on™ Li 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion Li 
of San Francisco, for the present Chinese law—to the ¢ 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

$y Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the Nebraska Park and 
Association, for extension of experimental stations—to tl 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the National Wite ‘ 
ers’ Association, against bill H. R. 12868—to the Comuit 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of Renovo (Pa.) Lodge, \ 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, for bill H. R. 25° 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PARSONS: Paper to accompany bill for r 
Edward O’Shea—to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 
| Also, petition of many citizens of New York and vicini 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Henry Re 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Edward O'S! 
| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. RIVES: Paper to accompany bill for relief 0! 

man C. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the Homeopathic Medi 
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law—to 
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of the County of New York, for the Heyburn pure toa | the metric system—to 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
\lso, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
- the present Chinese law—to the Committee on Immigration 
Naturalization. 


\lso, petition of the New York State Grange, against reduction | 


of the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of the board of managers of the State Charities 
of New York, for a Federal bureau for children’s welfare—to the 
( mittee on Labor. 
\lso, petition of the legislature of the State of New York, for 
al of the law relative to State pilots for the coasting trade— 
e Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
30, petition of the legislature of New York State, for the 
subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
i CDs. 
so. petition of the New York State Grange, for repeal of 
ue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 





and Means, 

Ry Mr. RYAN: Petition of East Buffalo Lodge, No. 417, 
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Buffalo, favoring the 
é oyers’ liability bill and the anti-injunction bill—to the 
( nittee on the Judiciary. 

petition of the New York State Grange, against reduc- 
tion of the tax on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 

By Mr. SCROGGY: Petition of the National Wine Growers’ 
Association, against bill H. R. 12868—to the Committee on | 
\\ and Means. 

liso, petition of the American Pad and Textile Company, for 
t onsular bill (H. R. 1345)—to the Committee on Foreign 
\ rs 

30, petition of the Dames of 1846, for increase of pensions 
f eterans of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pen- 
sS ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Camden Council, No. 65 

Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of im 
I ition—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
T 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany Dill for 
relief of Joseph Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of Captain Wil- 
J. Clide Camp, No. 31, Sons of Veterans, against bill H. R. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

petition of citizens of Ford City, Pa., favoring restric- 
t of immigration—to the Committee on 
‘alization. 


pe 


i>) 


+ 


» Committee on Ways and Means. 
, petition of Jeremiah Peterman Camp, No. 
‘ans, against bill H. R. 8181—to the Committee 


88, Sons of 
on Military 


petition of Captain D. K. Duff Camp, No. 55, Sons of 
ns, against bill H. R. 813i—to the Committee on Military 


petition of the Pittsburg Clearing House Association, 
» to the capital stock and surplus of national banks—to 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 
petition of Paradise Council, No. 257, Order United 
in Mechanies, favoring restriction of immigration—to 
mmittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
Mr. SPERRY: Petition of the Lumber Dealers’ Associa- 
f Connecticut, for forest reservations in the White Moun- 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Chester Grange, No. 169, 
is Of Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
l—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the Homepa- 


Medical Society of the County of New York, for the pure- 
} 


onT 


17 
it 


i—to the Committee on 


Iso, petition of Central Federated Union, for bill H. 
«—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
any act to repeal the present Chinese law—to the Com- 
e on Immigration and Naturalization. 


aT 


Immigration and | 


itions of Granges Nos. 654, 515, and 854, of Penn- 
ia, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol— | 


Interstate and Foreign Com- 


R. | 


petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, | 


nst railway rate legislation as per the Esch-Townsend bill— | 


> Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
So, petitions of Sumar Brothers, V. A. Taylor & Co., and 


es Otwell & Co., all of New York, for the Senate amendment 
he Hepburn bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


herce, 


petition of the Garvin Machine Company, relative to 


A] 
iSO, 





Measures. 


Also, petition of the New York St 





revenue tax on denaturized alcoh ( 
and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Mi 
‘iety of New York, for the Heyl l ‘ to 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Co1 

Also, petition of the | ] “¢ é : : 
H. R. 12472—to the Committes 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the American M ( ) 
schools of mines, ete.—to the Committ I 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Kors 
for retention of the present Chinese law—to the ¢ 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the G. W. Cole Com; tilbert M 
facturing Company, and J. Hung 
protection of trade-marks—to the Co1 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: P w. ¥V ~ 
against the duty on hides—to the Co n W 
Means. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition G M. 7 
al., for bill H. R. 14610—to the Committee « 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petiti f ¢ ‘ 
removal of the tax on hides—to the Co ( 3 l 
Means. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petitions of Lom | g \ 7 
Centerville Grange, No. 1043; Ole G ge, N a 
Grange, No. 595; Buster Grange, No. 909, and Gi » N 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized ; yi—to t 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian ‘Tx nee T 








Otto, N. Y., against liquor selling in all ¢ ( 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 7 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of G No. 142 
of Husbandry, for repeal of revenue tax on d 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Me: 
Also, petition of the board of manag 
ciation, for a Federal bureau for the we 
Committee on Labor 
By Mr. WANGER: Petition Pe 
| Order United American Mac! 4 
migration—to the Con tee on Immigr i N 
tion. 
Also, petition of the Delaware Vall N I 
Pennsylvania, for preser' n of N ra | 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, petition of J. Francis Behrens « I 
relative to affairs in the Kongo Free 
on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, petition of Howard K. H 
Pa., favoring restriction « - 
Immigration and Natur ; 
By Mr. WEBB: Paper to : ym] ! 
Waldrup—to the Committee 
Also, petition of tl \ ( \ 
against the proposed ar 
mittee on Patents. 
Also, paper to acco! ran hill 
ford to the Committee on In\ I 
Also, paper to accompany | r reli ro 
to the Committee on I d 
Also, paper to ace 5 
the Committee on Invalid I : 
Also, paper to : ympa | for 
the Committee on Invalid P 
Also, paper to accompany Dill f 
to the Cor ttee on Iny P 
Also, paper to 0 bill J 
to the Committee on Invalid Pt ’ 
Also, paper to accompany l ‘elief r 
herd—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
By Mr. WEEMS: Petition of Colerain ¢ N 
a parcels-post law—to the Committee on P ( 
Post-Roads. 
By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey re 
No. 14, Junior Order United American M 
of Paterson, N. J., favoring restriction 
Committee on Immigration and Natural 
Also, petition of citizens of § boro, N. J 
striction of immigration—to the C nittes 
Naturalization. 
Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief J S. ¢ 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
Turespay, February 20, 1906. 


l’rayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALEg. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, for inclusion in 
the Army appropriation bill, the draft of a proviso to extend 
the terms of enlistment for enlisted men in the Porto Rico Pro- 
visional Regiment of Infantry; which, with the accompanying | 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and | 
ordered to be printed. 





j 
| 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
an act (S. 3318) to allow the entry and clearance of vessels at 


San Luis Obispo, Port Harford, and Monterey, Cal., with an | 


amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: . 

H. R. 10853. An act to prohibit gambling in the Territories ; 

H.R. 11501. An act to amend an act to provide for circuit 
and district courts of the United States at Albany, Ga.; 

H. R. 12064. An act to amend section 7 of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for a permanent Census Office,” approved March 
G, 1902; and 

H.R. 12864. An act to provide for the purchase of certain 
coal claims in the island of Batan, in the Philippine Islands. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return to the 
House the bill (H. R. 1059) granting an increase of pension to 
hlijah Spangler; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
gned by the Vice-President: 

An act to repeal section 4136 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the admission to registry of repaired foreign wrecks ; 

S. 2106. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Van Buren, Ark. ; 

Hf. R. TOSS. An act authorizing the Pea River Power Company 
to erect a dam in Coffee County, Ala. ; 

Hi. R. S773. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Joslin; 

H.R. 11045. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of 


upon si 


S. 1007. 


Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a bridge across the | 
Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania,” approved 
February 21, 1903; 

II. R. 11263. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 


ross the navigable waters of St. Andrews Bay; 


H.R. 13567. An act to authorize the Campbell Lumber Com- | 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. Francis River in Clay | 
County, Ark., at or near the point where the section line between 

tions 21 and 28, township 19 north, range 9 east, touches said 
rive . , ad 

H.R. 13568. An act to authorize the Campbell Lumber Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. Francis River, in Clay 
County, Ark., at cr near the point where the section line between 

s 23 and 26, township 20 north, range 9 east, touches said 
riy 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been asked to pre- 
sent four petitions praying for prohibition in the proposed new 
State of Oklahon One of the petitions is 264 feet long and 
contains the signatures of 8,164 voters in the Territory of Okla- 
! Al. Another is a petition containing the names of 6,613 | 

and another from young people in the Territory, con- | 


¢ GSOT ni The fou 
, ians in that Territory. 
As the bill has been reported, i move that the petitions lie on 
the table. 
the motion was agreed to. 


mes 


petition is signed exclusively 





Mr. GALLINGER. Mz-. President, I present a petition signed 
by quite a number of leading citizens and officiaJs of the State 


of New Hampshire, including the secretary of state, the State 
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treasurer, one ex-governor, the attorney-general of the Stai 
the commissioner of labor, and others, asking that the first co 
sus of the United States, that of 1790, may be reprinted. Thy 
good people say: 


The information embraced in this census, particularly in the re 
from the New England States, is of very great value to the descend, 
of these families. Such descendants are scattered all over the Un 
States, and we have reason to know that the printed record if mac 
cessible to citizens of the United States all over the country wil! 
regarded by them as of a value that can hardly be exaggerated. \\ 


| know of no work of the kind that will so well reward the labor and 


If the Government sees fit to make it exclusiy 
to be bought and paid for at the cost of printing 
think the Government can easily get back every cent thus expended 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on | 
Census, and under the proper call I shall introduce a joint reso 
lution relating to the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Grays Harbor 


pense of publication. 


| Trades and Labor Council, of Aberdeen, Wash., praying for the 


enactment of legislation relating to the complement of crews of 
vessels ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of L. Schlater, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation granting separate 


statehood to the Indian Territory ; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 
He also presented a petition of Local Branch No. 2, Audubon 


Society, of Campbellsville, Ky., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the killing of wild birds and animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Unitarian Club of W 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the employment of child labor in the District of Colum) 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry property owners and 
residents of Douglas street, Washington, D. C., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to change the name of that street to 
Clifton street; which was referred to the Committee on 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (for Mr. Proctor) presented petitions of 
Local Division No. 163, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
of Newport; of St. Albans Division, No. 24, Order of Railway 
Conductors, of St. Albans; of Local Division No. 269, Order of 
Railway Conductors, of Rutland, and of Local Division No. 
347, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Rutland, al! in 
the State of Vermont, praying for the passage of the so- 
called “ employers’ liability bill” and also the “ anti-injunction 
bill; ’’ which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Associated Vet- 
erans of the Mexican War, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to increase the pensions of al! sur- 
vivors of the Mexican war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Citrus Fruit Association of Ontario, Cal., praying for the enact- 


} 


thea 


ment of legislation making immediately effective all decisi: 
the Interstate Commerce Commission ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Alexander Hamilton Council, 
No. 35, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of San 
Francisco, Cal, and a petition of the Japanese and korean 
Exclusion League of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to restrict immigration ; which were 1 ed 
to the Committee on Immigration, 

He also presented a petition of San Francisco Lodge, No. 
68, Independent Association of Machinists, of San Francisco, 
Cal, praying for the enactment of legislation to increas the 

| wages of workmen employed in the gun factory at the navy-yard, 
| Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Commit on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT presented petitions of J. K. Staggers, of W of 
Ridgedale Council, Junior Order United American Mecha! ot 
Ridgedale, and of Columbian Council, No. 101, Junior (Order 
United American Mechanics, of Hacker Valley, all in the stite 
of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of legisl:' to 
restrict immigration and also for the revision of the la ¥ 
erning naturalization ; which were referred to the Comm on 
Immigration. 

| Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Local Bra! NO 
212, United Commercial Travelers, of Fort Wayne, Ind., ly- 
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the present 0 


| bankruptey law to include traveling salesmen as preferred 
Vee ; ; 
enaici 


| itors; which was referred to the Committee on the 





196. 


He also presented petitions of the Farmers’ Institute of 
Wayne County, of the Commercial Club of Fort Wayne, and of 
sundry physicians of Lafayette, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure-foed bill; ” which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Murphy Kuntz Lumber 
Company, of Middletown, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred*to the Committee Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of the Grays Harbor Trades 
and Labor Council, of Aberdeen, Wash., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the bill relating to the complement of crews 
of vessels; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Mount Pleasant Grange, No. 
197, Patrons of Husbandry, of Washougal, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturized 
alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Ile aiso presented resolutions of Local Divisions Nos. 1, 2, and 

Arcient Order of Hibernians, of King County, Wash., pray- 
ng that an appropriation of $50,000 be made for the erection of 

monument to the memory of the late Commodore John Barry ; 

hich were referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of Puget Sound Lodge, No. 407, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Seattle, Wash., pray- 

ig for the passage of*the so-called “ employers’ liability bill; ” 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of North Dakota, praying for an investigation of the charges 

ade and filed against the Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
lrivileges and Elections. 

\ir. OVERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Mount Airy, N. C., praying for an investigation of the existing 

mditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McCUMBER. presented the memorial of H. A. Bruenn 

i] sundry other citizens of Ashley, N. Dak., remonstrating 
inst the enactment of legislation changing the classification 

of third and fourth class postal matter; which was referred to 
(ominittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented petitions of the Camden Commercial 
College, of Camden; of the Eagan School of Business, of Ho- 

ken, and of the Rider Moore and Stewart Schools of Business, 

rrenton, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact 

ent of legislation providing for the publications of all educa 

\| institutions; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Ile also presented the petition of Henry W. Ribbert, of Phoe- 
Ariz., remonstrating against the admission into the Union 
he Territories of Arizona and New Mexico as one State; 
ch was ordered to lie on the table. 


on 


Ife also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New York 
City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent 


impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the American 
le by the diversion of the waters for manufacturing pur- 
es; which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
is and the Protection of Game. 
Ile also presented a memorial of the congregation of the De 
Groot Methodist Episcopal Church, of Newark, N. J., remon- 
iting against the repeal of the present anticanteen law; 
1 was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Ife also presented a petition of Local Division No. 22, Brother- 
ul of Locomotive Engineers, of Camden, N 
ize of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill”? and also the 
ti-injunction bill; ”’ which was referred to the Committee on 
terstate Commerce, 
Ile also presented the memorial of G. Nicoll, of Morristown, 
J., and the memorial of W. N. Phoenix, of Mendham, N. J., 
istrating against the enactment of legislation to extend the 
in the interstate transportation of live stock; which were 
erred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Mir. PLATT presented a petition of Green Grange, No. 311, Pa 
of Husbandry, of the State of New York, praying for the 
tment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturized al- 
hol; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
lle also presented a petition of Local Division No. 18, Broth 
rhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Rochester, N. Y., praying 
r the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill” and 
so the “ anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Com- 
\ittee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented petitions of the R. T. French Company, of 
Rochester; of the Croton Chemical Company, of New York City, 
id of the Homeopathic Medical Society of New York City, all 
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. J., praying for the | 


2713 


in the State of New York, praying 
called “ pure-food bill; which were ordered 
Mr. CARTER presented sundry papers to ac 


for the p 
the 


ompany the bill 


(S. 4421) for the relief of S. W. Langhorne and H. S. Howell 
which were referred to the Committee on C 
THE FRIGATE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. LODGR. I present a memorial in regard to the f 
Constitution, from the Massachusetts Historical Society, l 
only by the officers of the society. It is a brief but very in 
esting memorial, and I ask that it be printed in the Recorp 


gether with the signatures, and referred to the 0 ttee on y 
Naval Affairs. 
The 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachuse 
asks that the memorial presented by him be printed the Rt 
orD, together with the signatures. 

Mr. LODGE. There are only a haif dozen 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, tl 
rial will be printed in the Recorp, together with the sig s 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 


The memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of th j ted Stat 
The undersigned, the council of the Massachusetts H S 
acting under its instructions, again memorialize 4 r he 
in regard to the U. S. frigate Constitutior ind dis i “g 


made of that historic vessel 

A copy of a previous memorial on the l a 
mitted by us under similar conditions, is hereto appended 
respectfully call your attention 



















In the annual report of the Secretary of the N rece y 
mitted it is, however, stated that the v« now ne at ( 
is, because of repeated renewals, not the ic ¢ f 
vessel with which Hull captured the Gr f d i 
forth as such is a case of “ false pretenses that if i 
in commission “ she would be absolutel iseless 1 t 
to restore her would be “a per univ 
money.’’ She should, therefore, be broker 1} ) 
knocked to pieces and sunk as something of no f 
what is designated as ‘‘a maritime end eing t $ f 
mental reasons” conceded her 

Your memorialists do not propose > al these 
confine ourselves to protesting earnestly a nst the 
denying them. If the vessel now moo it ft ‘ 
not the historic frigate Constitution } 
speak is not the Massachusetts Hist s i 
six years before the Constitution was lau ed, and 
of our original members died sixty y 
society changed its habitation; it has hardly t ! I Ss } 
which belonged to it in 1782. or in 1812; very I é : ce . 
legal alteration. Yet we hold it ne ‘ t tI ; ‘ ' 
stant renewal and by unbroken suce ion, M 
chusetts Historical Society of 1791, and it is a lly s ded 
We would look upon a denial of our ide ty as a ill consid i. 
It is in no respect otherwise in the case of the (¢ 

The assertion officially made that the present s f re t o 
old lines would, when completed, “ be absolutely 
less matter of surprise Her sister frigate of exactly cor 1ild 
Constellation, has recently been repaired lis 1 
ship attached to the Naval War College N¢é 
similar ship, now called the Severn, but until re 
omened name of Chesapeake, is in commis n ar 
Naval Academy at Annapolis. Formerly the Constitut 
tached to the academy, and a distinguished admi: . 
list, has recently testified to the “ intense in st x 
when as a boy he for months lived aboard W 
tinent to ask, should not the single sy t 
earlier Navy, around which asso¢ oO 
commission and used to replac t ( t t , 
merly the Chesapeake, to which vess¢ 
interest, and, in the case of the last s tha 
attach? Why should they be repa i am 
stitution utilized as a “ target? 

If to repair and maintain the ¢ stitution wv d 
fiable waste of the publ money f I is 
said on behalf of the Vi and t ‘ 
exchequer ? That Nelson’s fla hip n oO} 
ing line at Trafalgar seven yea! efore t 
the flag of the Guerriére, s!) i nov t l nd 
as a target by modern iror ids i as a 5 
miralty board not only shock the public opinion of G RB 
resented as an itrage, or at best an t 7 
lees su ti to sentime t, patr t l g 
ins he la a } y Ne 
th y Great Brit ! f 
re is annuaily vi v is 
na ‘co, as the long record r « 
witt Constitut u in no ce 4 
ca y feel toward her as toward a ‘ 

t half hour, in a time of dee lo 
United States from being 1 unconsid 1 

into respect as a confessed world power SI d 
the Victory ever did for England 

Therefore, in the name and on behalf of the so 
renew the prayer embodied in the acc panying 1 
ask that immediate action be t: 1 to t id i 
by the British Admiralty as respects t } 
pursued by the United States Navy D: 
frigate Constitution Accordingly, pl 
the necessary steps forthwith be taken 
frigate’ of 1812; that she be repaired and 
in commission to be used as a trainir 
naval academies; and that, navigated 
academies, she be made in future to \ t ‘ ’ 
along our coast where she may be e: ible f . 
ever-increasing number of American citizens who, 1 en yf 
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f de t de to her, feel also a patriotic and 
I n the associations she will never cease to recall. 
your li ! istS Will ever pray, et 
( s F ADAMS, President, 
- A. GRE! } President, 
Forp RHODI Second Vice-President, | 
I STANWOOD, Recor { Secretary, | 
W iH ‘ES, Corresponding Secretary, 
‘ : OO Sew © nan : 
( int HowLanp Norcross, Cabinet Keeper, 
J a2 ru HAM HUNNEWXLL, 
N | 
i 4s WENTW EIIGGINSON, | 
Ay Busn HA 
j ‘ I NA I t 1ORE, 
R I M LN, 
) { ) the Council of Society. 
R N ( i 
] ; > sentatives of the United States: 
s i ‘ of the Massachusetts Historical So- 
! S ns, W i respec l ca the atten 
od to certain facts con! with the U. 8. 
t f 
\ now lyit it Charlestown, Ma in k also used 
s of the so-called White Star Line; she is disman- 
ind at me to injury fro! relessness 
f to de ti ir memorialists e epresent 
the A n mind an his ical interest attaches to the Con- 
ts att es no ot ship in maritime annals, except 
| Vl the flag of Columbus, and the Mayflower, 
! j ! zo ie Constitution still re- 
I i e Constitution which, in the gloomiest hour of the 
\ LS LSi4 ea ) gleam in the darkness.” On 
\ ve LD with all it garrisons, muni- 
1 was it British forces: on the same 
a I D t what now Cl in flames, and with it 
st 1 f An n auth v < Western Lakes disap- 
i I nt was univel I the sense of national 
I fi med de ful if even the interior line of 
\"\ s e success y held against an enemy flushed with 
s $ rhe of yet r disasters immediately impending was 
] s wont, further depressed the ady dis 
d nd it wi in this hour of deepest gloom th on the 
I - oe iy, August 0, the Sabbath silence of Boston was 
l wn stirred » unwonted excitement “as the news 
» quiet streets that the Constitution was below, in the 
v Dacres of the Guwerriére, “and his crew prisoners 
I t so ced that the journal which the next morn- 
1 Bos ns of the Detroit humiliation, in another column 
al i that naval action which “ however small 
I t appear on the general seale of the world’s battles, 
i States in on hour to the rank of a first-class 
— rhe jea sy of the Navy, which had un then 
e re il policy, vanished forever “in the 
e I t dramatk a naval duel. The ad- 
\ ¥y manders t ships companies to a man—had 
I st of seamanship, discipline, and gun 
e of prestige on the one side, a 
‘ g f rhey met in mid-Atlanti 
f I e afternoon of August 19, the wind »w- 
I g ri For ut n hour t two ships 
t st I $ a ¢ ck 
‘ sid ¥ S ! ilmost 
f t they } led e he ir 
As e guns ild be worked t Co 
t an brig, 
j s! ‘About 6 
rate. The 
. © pI é ‘mble as 
g k o less than 
got reported 
‘ f e ithout a 
tt ) to make 
\ I 
s ft s n Hull was 
‘ v t ee d > et re the { nstitu- 
( 1 « tulated at Detroit), and perhaps 
Gu e, which the phew left at the bot- 
ouv I 3 east on, was worth for 
tl ie *» had lost 800 miles to 
* * * No experience of history ever went to the 
N i d n this victory, so peculiarly its 
1 to New En; 1d, and extreme 
ext vagant 
) setts Hist “al Society, a 
{ t y year nh @Xiste V 
‘ : ar 
s to enter to the I 1 
1 e I i YY Fr 2 t 
of t of t 
‘ ] r re 1. iy i Ss 
\ devi h ane F 
e ful, ‘ I or 
, y . 4 y ue tively 
‘ ‘ i] I ation of the nt 
s I t Op] ite to whic e was 
li ed s 
le ( n is thus not only synony 
: with courage and unbroken triumph, the 
. herself is ty] tecture as extinct as the 
: y or the trirem« She if 1 th ays at what is still known 
r honor as Cons Wharf in Boston Harbor ten months 
he e Nelson won the t f the Nile, and eight years to a day before 
} famous fis hip, the } t e his broad pennant in triumph 
through the Franco-Spanis ne at Trafalgar; and your memorialists 
hold that, in the eyes and minds of the people of the United States, no 
less an interest and sentiment ich to the Constitution than in Great 
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Britain attach to the Victory. The Constitution in the days of our 
deep tribulation did more for us than ever even the flagship of Nelson 









did for England; and, thenceforth, she has been to Americans as a 
sentient being, to whom gratitude is due. 

Yet by Great Britain the Victory ever has been and now is tenderly 
cared for, and jealously preserved among the most precious of national 
memorials. As such, it is yearly visited by thousands, among whon 
Americans are not least in number The same care has not been ex 
tended over the Constitution; and yet your memorialists would not f 


a moment suggest, nor 
or the Government of 
or endowed with 
or ft 


do they believe, that the people, the Parifam nt, 
Great Britain are more grateful, more patri 
a keener sense of pride than the people, the Cong 
Administration of the United States. As for the peopie, 


tic 
res 


the 


ne 


contrary is, in the case of the Constitution, incontrovertibly proven b 
the names of the thousands of pilgrims from all sections of the country 
annually inscribed on her register. So far as the Government is con- 
cerned, its failure to take measures for the lasting preservation of the 


old ship has been due, in the opinion of 
indifference nor to an unworthy spirit of 
amid the multifarious matters calling for immediate action, t! pre 
serving of an old-time frigate, even though freighted with glorious 
memories, has been somewhat unduly, though not perhaps unnaturally, 
deferred to a more opportune occasion. ‘ 


your memorialists, 
thrift, but to the fact that 


neither t 





None the less, the Constitution “is the yet living monument, n 
alone of her own victories, but of the men behind the guns who w 
them. She speaks to us of patriotism and courage, of the devotion to 
an idea, and to a sentiment for which men laid down their lives.” 
Therefore your memorialists would respectfully ask that imm«: 





provision be made to the end that the course pursued by the Bri 





Admiralty in the case of the Victory may be pursued by our Navy | 
partinent in the case of the Constitution. We accordingly pray , 
honorable bodies that the necessary steps forthwith be taken for | 
serving the “ Fighting Frigate” of 1812; that_she be renewed, put 
commission as a training ship, and at suitalfle seasons be in future 
stationed at points along our coasts, where she may be easily access 

to that large and ever-increasing number of American citizens w! 
retaining a sense of affection, as well as deep gratitude, to her, f 


also a patriotic and an abiding interest in the associations which th: 
frigate Constitution will never cease to recall. 


And your memorialists will ever pray, etc. 


Boston, December 31, 1903. 





The engagement between the Constitution and the Guwerriére took 
place on the afternoon of August 19, 1812. The ship made Boston 
Harbor during the night of Saturday, August 29. The next day news 











of the combat circulated in Boston. The subjoined article, pr: 

at its suggestion by a member of the Massachusetts Historical Societ 

in furtherance of the foregoing memorial, appeared in the editorial 

columns of the Boston Herald in its issue of Tuesday, August 30, 1904: 
“ SUNDAY, AUGUST 30, 1812, 

“In 1812—ninety-two years ago—the 30th of August fell on a Sun- 
day; a Sunday of great though suppressed excitement in what w 
still the town of Boston. For during the early hours of that Sab 
morning a rumor suddenly ran through Boston streets, and pe: j 
its homes, that the frigate Constitution was lying below, in the , 
harbor—that in ship-to-ship fight she had sunk the Guerri¢ 1 
that she had on board the English captain and his crew, prisoners of 
war The Puritan traditions as respects Sunday observa! wes ! 
held sway; but on that particular Sabbath the meeting-house por 
were alive with whispered excitement, and all day long silent, . 
dressed groups lined the southern wharves, or from the summit of 
hause or hill peered seaward, straining their eyes for a glimpse of t 
hull and spars of the now famous ship of war. All day : 
quietly at her anchorage in the roads. 

‘Monday morning she was still there; but early that day the frigat 
had occasion, in the famous figure of speech of George Canning, s 
sume the likeness of an animated thing, instinct with life and mo 
to ruffle its swelling plumage; to put forth its beauty and its | 
and, collecting its scattered elements of strength, to prepare a 
‘awaken its dormant thunder.” Fatigued beyond endurance by th« 
and anxiety of the last fourteen days, believing himself and his 


Isaac Hull had been suddenly roused from 
g report that an armed squadron was at t 
Simultaneously weighing 
moved out to meet the d 


last 


’ 
sleep 


in safety, Ca 
by the startli 
ber’s mouth and bearing in upon him. 

action, he boldly 


pt. 








and clearing decks for 
but, as the Cc titution | approached the leader of the advancing 
ron, signals instead of shots were exchanged, and to Hull's gre 





he saluted the broad pennon of Commodore Rodgers, unexpected 
ing port from a fruitless cruise. 

‘Not until Tuesday, the Ist of September, did the Constitut 
anchorage in the inner 








her way up above the Castle to an 

Hull then nded, and as he made a progress up State street 

Exchange Coffee House, then Boston’s chief hostelry, the town 
wild. Innumerable flags waved, a procession was formed, salu 


the shore and the ships of war, and the int 





exchanged between 


feeling found utterance in every form of sound and motion 
was, too, sufficing occasion for it all. Its sense of self-respect had 
denly been rest« a to a pe ople. 

“Almost the last of three generations have since passed aw2) 
— them the momeny of the conditions at that time prevailin: 

vent celebrated was but a fight between two frigates, and the 
greatly predominated in every element of strength; but a sp 
broken, an insult had been avenged. Boston probably had nev: 
way to such an outburst befere; it has certainly given way 
such since. To understand its significance and realize its justi! 
it is now necessary to recall a forgotten past. : 

“In 1812 the United States, deemed a third-class power !! 


world—less than Portugal, hardly more than Algiers—had for 
of years been the unresenting football of antagonists as overbes 
they were pow erful. Hamlet long before had said: 

"Tis dangerous when the baser nature comes 

Between the past and fell-incensed points 

Of mighty opposites.’ 


‘And of this the United States had long afforded proof. Wi! 
poleon and the country of Nelson and Wellington locked in 


¢ During the summer as many as 5,000 persons have visited t! ) 
in one day. (Report of Capt. C. H. Stockton to the Chief of Bureau 0! : 
Navigation, January 27, 1904.) | 
*It is stated that “nearly 100,000 persons have visited ine C 
tion during the last three years. 








1906. 


on their 


ith grapple, the young American nation had thought to traffic 
‘ f battle. 














d It had done so systematically and as matter of policy 
s of insults and buffets. A people can not pursue this cours 
pure spirit of gain, preserving its manhood; and it must be ad 
tted as historical truth that between 1807 and 1812 the people of 
United States in general, and those of New England more es} 
had lost all sense of pride. Not without a consciousness that 
was true, they read of themselves in the columns the English 
as ‘spaniellike in character,’ a people who ‘the more they were 
istised the more obsequious they became ;’ and one, moreover, which 
yuld not be kicked into a war.’ The very frigate they had built and 
hed and manned, now lying at their harbor’s mouth, had been 


emptuously referred to as ‘a bundle of pine boards sailing under 















it of striped bunting.’ Submitting to it all, their confidence in 
lves was wholly gone. Suddenly it had been restored ; once more 
icld up their heads, victors over their bully in a square yardarm 

t—small wonder that they went wild! Had they failed to do so 
would have b more or less than men. 

Recalled through the vista of years, the situation was, withal, in 
respect dramatic. England, in the years which followed Trafal 
vas fairly drunk with a consciousness of sea power. She ruled 

wave me questioned her absolute supremacy. Hers, almost im 


rially, had been a record of unbroken victory—victory on a scale 
rge and small. During twenty years of incessant conflict, nuu 
in them mere than 200 ship-to-ship encounters of approximat 
force, the cross of St. George had averaged but one defeat in every 
fights. Contemptuously ignoring all international rules of 
r conduct, she had made the United States gulp down the very 
s in the cup of humiliation; for, on the 22d of June, 1807, it 
f the American coast, the unlucky frigate Chesapeake had 
mpelled to drag her way, a battered, helpless hulk, back to the 
m which she had the day befcre sailed, disgraced and de 
‘s and crew smarting under a humiliation never 








cou! 


rraded, 
either for 












1 or forgiven. Unresistingly pounded into abject submission, her 
iny had been mustered on her own deck by a British subaltern, and 
whom he saw fit to designate had been taken forcibly from her 
rears ] 


vears later had occurred the affair of the President and the Little 
Numerically the armed ships of the United States were to those of 


( t Britain as one to a hundred; morally they were as nothing. As 


id at the time: ‘No one act of the little navy had been at all 
ated to gain the respect of the British. First was seen the Chesa 
allowing herself to be beaten with impunity by a British ship 


y nominally superior to her. Then the huge frigate President at 











and fights for nearly three-quarters of an hour the British sloop 
ttle Belt, of only eighteen guns, and it was claimed, had been beaten 
vy het It was asserted also that those in command of the /resi 
t | nistaken the sloop Little Belt for the gate Guerriére; : 
f that, Captain Dacres of the Guerriére and his crew felt 
passion and duty of revenge. In future there was to be no possi 
f mistake, and so the Guerriére wore her name writ large on 


iil. She hungered for a meeting with the President. 











And » day came when the Constitution took upon herself the 
her sister ship, and in her turn hungered for a meeting 
e Guerriere. On the 19th of August, 1812—fifteen months 
the affair of the Little Beit—that hung was appeased. The 
of what then occurred, and where it occurred, is familiar it 
not bear repetition. Suffice it to say that war had at last been 
ired with Great Britain on the 18th of June, 1812. Then followed 
ken series of military disasters, culminating in August with 
raceful surrender of Detroit and the destruction of Fort Dea 
ere Chicago now stands. The entire Northwest was either in 


sion of the enemy or at his mercy. The cup of humiliation was 
apparently only remained to drain it. The collapse was com 














ind, where open panic did not rule, utter discouragement pre 
i In the midst of it all the Constitution sailed on the Sth of July 
the Chesapeake, and into the midst of the British squadron. Sh¢ 
ind outfooted them, her escape a marvel of skill and endurance 
x a part of that three-day ordeal the Guerri¢re w at the front 
tted against her. On the 26th of July Hull reached Boston He 
id reason to believe he was about to be called upon to turn his 
d over to another, but first he was in search of a fight He 
ship; he had tested his crew; he craved the square issue of 
So, reporting his arrival, he did not wait for orders, but on 
“d of August turned the Constitution’s prow seaward. The very 
day the anticipated order came. He was relieved of his command ; 
h that command, he was out of the way, headed for mid-Atlantic, 
for an opponent. His ship’s company shared his eagerness ; 
he youngest powder monkey to the executive cflicer they were in 
nt, and when at last on the afternoon of Wednesday, August 19, 

m order to clear away for action came, it was met with a joye 
This was at 4 p. m. Two hours and a half later the Guer 
was rolling in the trough of the sea, a battered, sparless, founder 

k. The next day she sank. She is there in mid-ocean now. 

details of that memorable conflict are in every American his 
nd there is neither reason nor space here to recount them. One 
F t is, however, less well known, and, in these days of race feeling 
rnings at the stake, may well be recalled. The African race is 

k itely, not as a rule resentful, but it so chanced that of the fo 


reibly 


in June, 1807, 
Shipped at Annapolis the Constitution numbered in 
the same blood—-black men, with woolly hair Ke 
to this fact and the conduct of those men, Hull, a 


taken by the Leopard from the Chesapeake 
ere necroes, 
WwW oO hers of 

fterwards 


seafaring sailor of the pericd, remarked: ‘I never had any bet 
than those niggers. They stripped to the waist and fought 
ls, sir, seeming to be utterly insensible to danger and to | 
ed with a determination to outfight the white sailors The 
as not then, ‘Remember the Maine!’ but *‘ Remember the Chesa 
* and perhaps the negroes had it on their lips as well as in 
hearts, 

This was on the 19th of August, 800 miles east of Boston, about 
ot Cape Race, on the present route to Southampton ren days 
the anchor of the Constitution again gripped bottom off Rains 

‘ss, in Boston Harbor. It was a case of David returning from his 
t with Goliath. Probably in their day David's astonished « 


ou 


s cheered to the echo their champion. 

‘oO now, for, yesterday cowering, 

y spell was dispelled. They, too, 
was the awakening day. 


The Bostonians certainly 
to-day they stood A 
- f 


erect 


could fight. The 30th « 


; Yet, strangely enough, by some unaccountable chain of circum 
that frigate, which then restored to the nation its sense of self 
t, is to-day rotting at a dock in Charlestown—directly in the 

f the wharf from which she was launched, and which still, a 

d and seven years later, bears her name—rotting there, a use 
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ess, disappearing hulk, while, in f t 1 of 
ethics, we have given the name of ¢ \ 
fight—to a new vessel that new ¥y 
of disgrace and defeat, is used, of ! . 
ship for our naval cadets! rhe 1 I 
inquiry into the mental condit fa ¢ 5 ) 
for a moment permit such a raceful a 

“ Perpetrated in the name I y 
gratitude Would it have e ore t ' ( 
than to build a new Chesapeake? rt \ 
tune in Boston on this 30th of Augus f ‘ 
day it is a question not easy to a ve And 
frigate Constellation, long in use at Newpo t 
commission and now lies in dry dk it ft ! N 
process of 1 ul From the day on \ 
launched, September 7, 1797 ‘ six 
launching of the Constitutio) é st v has 
mishaps Always well fought, her flag, unlike t f 
never came down to an a onis but, t d 
respect of the Constitution, her unluckine 
of fate always intervened to make he 
them against her. During the entire w f 1 





aded in the Chesapeake; and while the 1 

e went from battle to battle, became synor 
of the Constellation was sugzgestiv ane on a 
appointmen® Never once dur the st lid 





“During the last 






































g session of Congres t ‘ N 
England Senator, an item was inserted in ‘ ! 
as framed and passed by the House of R 
the repair of the Constitution—‘ Old Ironsid | 
position in the Senate. Lats Ls 
hands of a conference commit ‘ t « i 
Constitution item was no lon It ad 
instance of the conferees on of the Hous , 3 
of economy Provision was n e re i 
the Chesapeake, a sailing ship commemorative ‘ 
and most mortifying defeat this m ¢ " 
dure, and use is found f her but the frig - 
deepest discouragement, restored self-respect and t f i 
States, was. for considerations of t}! f j ed 
The Constellation sister of the luck I 
sent to Brooklyn to be restored it the old p 9 “ 
was pronounced not worth preserving 
‘On this 50th of August, of all days in t year. i f t 
well as appr Bostonians to ing . f e 
Navy Departm is thus 
COAL-MINING INTERESTS IN WEST VI A. 
Mr. RAYNER. I present a memor g s 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company of the I 
was made against them by the Red Ro ] ( l 
desire to say that I present it by reques I have 
of any of the facts embraced in the controve | I i 
like to have the answer printed t RECORD, aS é : | 
charge was printed in the Recorp at the time S made 
There being no objection, the memorial \ eferred to tl 
Committee on Interstate Commerce nd ord ‘ i 
in the Recorp, as follows: 
Tue BALTIA AND OF R » 4 
i? 
> ; 
Hon. Istpor RAYNER, 
lnited Ntatea Senat WW hi f ) ¢ 
DEAR SIR The misstate ‘ S f 
Red Rock Fuel Company rhe Balti: ) t ( 
ently decided by t Intersta ‘ 
pending in the circuit court of t Ur is , 
trict of West Virginia, and the 
le lation in Congress, seem to st 
i ot re rr iin! “4 I om ] . 
the court 1 beg ‘ ‘ 
facts in the s ! tl 
request that you his ‘ 
is was given the I es g 
c_omi ny 
The Red Rock Fuel ¢ | was J 1 
take ve oa inds p sed : hs 
lhe ands lie 1 Upsh ( W Va 
of that « of the rail 1 of the West \ 
road Company extending f West t I 
| admits mat whit $s pro! I 
I e and Ohio Railroad ¢ ipal 
j i t it i not ford 1 ] 
V til d en y i j 
Cor ar im > y n l ‘ Lb 
Company that tl R ( 
oO tipple 4,000 t from the i 
efrom t t yaad, and d ded that Ba ! 
yerati the West Virginia and | gh R l 
physical connection W the 1! I ! 
pie hip ! ‘ Virg i | " 
is a e-track d, and tl | | 
oximately midway twer sta 2 1 : 
where there is no track other thar e singh t } I 
direction of Weston the nearest « om 
miles, with intermediate grades so he \ 
hibitive. From the Buckhannon side 
miles by 1 and on the G nand B&B 
line of railrored was completed 1 I 
and Belington, to a connection wit tr West \ 
Railroad at Buckhannon distar f 1 
this 13 miles of road No ¢ 
railroad betw 1 Weston and B 
Company seeks connection, and 1 
been made or publish f t 
Where there is a coal field ff 
service the Baltimore and O R i 7 
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wit ~ pla emp rs at the coal tipples and to 
iv mh W pec} service exists the rail- 
can switch cars ) tipy located away from the com 
en far $ O00 althon such a distance would 
thout S : ‘ hing service the ra ad com 
tch te i f ipple so located. ‘To attempt it in 
n \ f rails would involve leaving the train on the 
k the n ve nd crew were gone a mile away. , 
| e demanded by the Red Rock Company, therefore 
vitching service for 20 miles each way. 
ft a 1 mpar to the demand of the Red Rock 
‘ he me tha id n given ir predecessors in 
well kn vi that until company could 
ment d not provide to develop a 
ist > t the ¢ legal obliga 
I v ld at the the railroad 
eps 1 I ge ts equipment. 
ted Rock ¢ any “ld s complaint before the Inter 
( ‘ \fter hearing, at which none of the 
‘ a i the Commission decided that the 
1 I t track connection and to 
Red I x iy s je subjected that company 
I ‘ nd sadvyantag 
( {MISSION 
( s sed upon two entirely tMhtrue and 
he Commission found as facts, and 
i ed its conclusions of unjust discrimi- 
rhose two assumptions are: 
l Red | < ¢ ny’s undeveloped lands are in the 
| tuation substantially similar to the coal 
t iv ¢ oped and in operation 
! W and service demanded by the 
Red c 4 ‘ nder cir ances and conditions similar to 
t I ] nt district 
he I 1 the district of coal development 
lis but in an entirely distinct, unde 
\ l to vast area of virgin coal lands more 
Baltimore and Ohio's lines in West Virginia. 
y its officers that the Red Rock lands are in 
l s lava e in face of the plain fixed facts 
tion 1 their situation with respect to the 
! ‘ do Railroad. If developed to-day, they 
‘ ion of a new district, as w as the first 
n | ‘ ty, whe ‘y are located. Tl! are located 
t ' thre s of a mile from, the line of the 
\ d Pit g arest coal operation on 
S es distat : ‘afton and Belington 
We \ nia and rg is connected by the 
I 20 miles distant by rail. To show how 
( 3s mistook the fact ith reference t the loca- 
FF ilroad situati the history and present 
I quote the ing from its report and 
k 1 and Grafton were constructed by 
sidiary mpanies part larly for the purpose of 
1 co traffic, but other traffic is now 
exte defendant.” (111. C. C. R., 444.) 
ey h gave connection between Buck- 
nley it-off) was not built for the purpose 
is ring coal traffic, but for the purpose of 
ft Baltir e and Ohio hitherto moving 
l rg via Clarksburg, and if ship- 
s ted R | y they would be the 
Ss t this district No 
published over this 
f of the Cx i 1 is again repeated a 
st 1 wit! 
< Buel 5 
; ince be 
s rht Mountain 
s ‘ dk Cen 
fton and 
‘ ‘ licated, 
Ss il mont 
It ~ading say that 
l and Ohio’s main 
{ located on 
i n Rail 
n li The 
Ss ( I terial fact 
the Century 
it ains, but 
I } e between 
ie in separate districts. 
5 1 ass ption, which, as the first, 
s ft t switch connections and switching 
e F% mt district * under sub 
d conditions to those demanded by 
rhe ¢ s not specify to which 
the F: the Red Rock property 
i ns ibtless, the re 
there exist a 
S v 
t has com 
i i I cht reason 
il i. ¢ 
s ! vigorously 
l Red RK from its 
i to m s f serving 
: f t of ship s could not be made 
Im the 1a upon or ad ent to its line of 
' s of e n’s, therefore, was made 
face of ft. f the <« l also of the law applicable 
nd ir sta mm 
j Rock vy is not on in a new and distinct district, but 
ts ‘ li $s pecu r to it having no relation to 
< it I it district 
Al I Y mac y the Commission which, it is kb Heved, 
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largely influenced its assumption of jurisdiction and its d 
is embodied in the following mistaken finding of fact: 
“ Defendant is a common carrier of interstate traffic and 


case, 





FEBRUARY 20, 














ision in this 


interested 


largely not only in the transportation of coal, but also as a stockhold 


in several large coal companies whose properties are located in 


tl 


vicinity of defendant's lines of railway in the Fairmont district and 


elsewhere.” 


(a2 4. <<. C. 2. 600, 


The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company is not a stockholder in 
any coal company, large or small, located in the vicinity of or on it 


lines of railway in the Fairmont district. It has for 


many jy 


owned a majority of the stock of the Consolidation Coal Company, 


Maryland ‘poration. In 1903 the Consolidation Coal Company 
quired a bare majority of the stock of the Fairmont Coal Com} 
The Commission finds that the alleged stockholding of the 
and Ohio in the Fairmont Coal Company is the reason the 
Company's demands have not been complied with. This 
absolutely untrue, based purely upon assumption, is not 
warranted by the facts in the case, but these facts and the 


cr 





Red 





is only 





tive the Commission’s conclusions. 

The Baltimore and Ohio’s position with the Red 
Company was governed by the peculiar conditions surrounding 
latter, especially its remote situation in a new and undeveloped 


respect to 





district, in connection with the conditions surrounding 

West Virginia coal situation on its lines, but was in no way dic 
or influenced by any interest in the Fairmont Coal Company. 
Red Rock proposition meant that, in order to serve the private 
ests of the coal operators or coal speculators connected wit! 
company, the Baltimore and Ohio should arrange for the develo; 
of a new coal district in West Virginia when the older esta 
districts on its line (the result of a natural economic deve! 
entirely apart from any railroad influence) were already dey 
greatly in excess of the Baltimore and Ohio's facilities and 
ment. At the time the Red Reck proposition was presented 
capacity of the mines already opened on the Baltimore and ‘ 
lines in West Virginia for a period of fourteen months was 30,832,4 
tons, while the shipments for the same period were 8,635,260 


the limiting factor being the lack of cars. If the Baltimore and 
had been required to take away part of its coal cars from other 
Virginia operations and send them to the remote 
tion, it would have decreased the service obtainable from its « 
ment, and would have caused additional hardship to the other 
operators, whose car supply would have been correspondingly redu 
number of them being then unable, with the cars available, to fill y 
contracts theretofore made. Of course the Red Rock people lo 
the matter only from the point of view of their individual int 
and claim that the opening of one more development would not 
very much difference, but to the railroad it is not only the que 
of the one new operation, but also of the precedent. If a 
development 20 miles beyond any existing operation can demand 
service, why not one 40, 50, 60 miles beyond? 
The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company has always r 

that its duty, as well as its interest, requires the development « 





pre 


The vast area of undeveloped coal lands in West Virginia can 1 
be developed immediately, without reference to the situation 
the railroad company’s facilities and equipment. The Baltimor 


ar 


Baltimore 


Ko 





the en 


t 


finding 


l 


eviden 
taken by the Red Rock Company upon its own behalf completely n: 





l 
| 


i 


Red Rock 0; 


natural resources of West Virginia as rapidly as possible. Th 
| production has doubled in five years, largely because of its ef 


Ohio has endeavored to apply common-sense business principles t: 


handling of a situation forced upon it by circumstances largely 
seen and beyond its control. 


Since the receivership its record with respect to providing 
equipment and facilities for handling traffic has been at leas 


itable, but the bituminous-coal development along its lines, parti 
in West Virginia, has outstripped all railroad facilities. These « 
tions developed prior to 19038, and, indeed, prior to the formati 
the Fairmont Coal Company, and the Baltimore and Ohio, in jus 
all interests concerned, adopted the policy of granting new swilt 
nections only in cases where the similarity of conditions entail: 
legal obligations so to do. This conservative policy it applied 
Red Rock proposition when presented, as it had applied it t 
other propositions of a similar character. 

As a matter of fact, the Fairmont Coal Company has rec 
better treatment with respect to switch connections than has 
Rock Company. No new switch connections have been made f: 
Fairmont Coal Company, those which have been granted havin 
with other operators under conditions which gave the applica: 











| legal right to have them—conditions which do not apply to t 
| Rock Company. The Baltimore and Ohio has consistently end 
| to fulfill its duties and obligations as a common carrier. 1 
| nizes the full force of its legal obligations and duties as a car 


accord fair and impartial treatment to all shippers served by it, 

no way has it accorded any undue advantage or preference to t 
;} mont Coal Company. A striking proof of this will be found in | 
| that in no year since 1902 has the Fairmont Coal Company 
as much coal as it did in the year 1902, and that since that t 
| shipments of other operators in the region have been greater 


portion than those of the Fairmont Coal Company. It is true t 
Fairmont Coal Company's shipments are large, but that is sim 
cause at the time of its organization it took in a large part 


| mines then operating in West Virginia, with the facilities that 
to them. This organization was a natural commercial evolut 
fected without any connection with the railroad company. 

With respect to extracts of testimony printed by the president 
Red Rock Company, I have only to say that, read out of their 
tion with and away from the adequate explanations of ever) 
the points he develops, they produce—as can always be done )j 
ful extracts from testimony—a thoroughly misleading impression 
inference sought to be drawn from the supposed control of the 
sylvania Railroad over coal production in West Virginia is con 











negatived by the fact that that coal production has doubled 
years, increasing in greater proportion than in any other ¢ 
in the country. There is nothing in the record or in the facts 
case indicating any influence exercised by the Pennsylvania I 


in this matter, and even the report of the Interstate Commer: 
mission entirely disregards and makes no mention of the comp! 
irrelevant allusions to the Pennsylvania Railroad during the | 
of the trial. 


I ask your indulgence for troubling you with this communica 
| to a matter in which you have no concern, and beg to remain, 


Yours, very truly, 5 
Hvran 8S. Bonn, Jr 
Second Vice-President Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com; 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill CH. R. 82138) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

im Monteith; 

A bill (H. R. 2174) granting an increase of pension to Na- 


thaniel Buchanan ; 

A bill (H. R. 5028) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
P. Carll; 

A bill CH. R. 8315) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
L. Daugherty ; 

\ bill (HL. R. 650) granting an increase of pension to Felix G. 
Stidger ; 

A bill (CH. R. 648) granting a pension to Charles Falbisaner : 

A bill (H. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to John 
D. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 1200) granting an increase of pension to John 
G. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 12016) granting an increase of pension to James 
( S ‘i : 

\ bill (CH. R. 6178) granting an increase of pension to Carl 
W. Block ; 

A bill (H. R. 10477) granting an increase of pension to James 


B. Babcock; and 
\ bill (HL. R. 10476) granting a pension to Charles T. Hesler. 
Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 

referfed the bill (H. R. 11783) for 
1 sites and for the sale of lots within 
Kiowa, Comanche, and 


\ > 


the establishment of 
the comm lands of 


Apache Indians in Oklahoma, 


7 
} 
il 


re- 
d it without amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
m were referred the following bills, reported them s¢ verally 


it amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
ll (H. R. 5830) granting an increase of pension to Sylvs 
liardy ; 


\ bill CH. R. 5855) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
L. Brown; 
\ bill (H. R. 6117) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
beth Dill; 
\ bill (H. R. 6109) granting an increase of pension to Wil 
H. Ackert; 
\ bill (H. R. 6115) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
s a 
\ bill (HL. R. 4221) granting an increase of pension to William 
bi i 
\ bill (H. R. 3280) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Beulen; and 
A bill (H. R. 524) granting an increase of pension to Sylve 
is A. Fay. 
Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
s referred the bill (H. R. 6885) granting an increase of pen 
to Henry Hastings, reported it with an amendment, and 
ted a report thereon. 
le also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
wing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
ted reports thereon : 
ill (Hf. R. 1859) granting an increase of pension to George 
T. B. Carr; 
A bill (H. R. 5708) granting an increase of pension to Thomus 
T. Fallon; 
\ bill (H. R. 6098) granting an increase of pension to Sadie 


A. Walker; and 


\ bill (H. R. 3570) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
\ ton, 
GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whon 
e referred the following bills, reported them severally 
hout amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 


\ bill (H. R. 4751) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Sparling; 


A bill (HL R, 


| 


6063) granting an increase of pension to Mari 


T 
MJT e CE s 

\ bill CAL. R. 5938) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
J. MceClaskey ; 


\ bill CH. R. 6065) granting an increase of pension to Charle 


+ 


li. Crowe; and 

\ bill (HL R. 5212) granting an increase of pension to Giles 
). Slocum. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to 


% 


vhom were referred the bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 9059) granting an increase of pension to Eb- 
enezer 8S. Edgerton ; 

A bill (H. R. 5753) granting an increase of pension to Sallie 
Hi. Murphy ; 
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A bill CH. R. 5186) granting an increase of | ( 
| W. Fulton; 
A bill (H. R. 2709) granting an inc1 f J 
D. Rogers; and 
A bill (H. R. 2703) granting an ine ‘ S 
Weeks, ~ 
Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee « V 
| referred the following bills, reported t S 
amendment, and submitted reports 1 
A bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increas ( 
Donohoe ; 
A bill (H. R. 6340) granting an in ‘ \\ 
Db. Hatch: 
A bill (H. R. 3342) granting an increase « 
L. Ingram; and 
A bill (H. R. 38220) granting an S 
Johnson. 
Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee « P 
referred the following bills, reported tl 
amendment, and subniitted reports there 
A bill CH. R. 10720) granting 
I’, Caldwell: 
A bill (H. R. 12987) ting a 
Hoover: 
A bill (HL. R. 5605) grantii } 
S. Pelley: 
A bill (H. R. 5163) granting Vi 
U. Mallorie; 
A bill (H. R. 4206) granting 
Henry O} : 
A bill (HL. R. 4202) granting an i ‘ 
Umstead: and 
A bill (H. R. 3983) granting a ne I » Bl DD 
Mr. ALLEE, from the Con ( ] ( 
to whom was referred tl bill (S. 4 > 1 
proved March 1, 19¢ entitled “An act to 
et entitled ‘An act relating to the M 
the District of Columbia,’ approved | 2 
it without amendme and submitted I 
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Comn 1 P { 
were referred the following lls, rey ed 1 \ i 
out amendment, and submitted rey s there 
A bill (H. R. 2204) zg ing S D 
BE. W. stone 
A bill (H. R. 2059) gra y an increase ! i 
Washburn : 
A bill (HL. R. 2048) gra g Me J 
J. Cooper 
A bill (H. R. 2054) y \ R 
A. Adams: 
A bill (H. R. 1909) 21 ting an i 
ander Miller ; 
A bill (H. R. 1658) g1 g al I t 
M. Drake: 
A | (H. R. 61838) grat ¢ an f } 
Bagle 
A bill (HL. R. 6187) ¢ f I 
S. Stowe : 
A bill (H. R. 5656) g e 
H. Randall: 
A bill (TL. R. 4246) granting an ! ( 
[> Stre : 
A bill (HL. R. 340: eral ry an se ¢ to ¢ 
4. Baker: and 
A bill (H. R. 2762) granting nereas W i 
Chandler 
Mr. PILES, fr the C 1 Pe 
I 1 tl ! lov eu I \ 
i men and submitt I < 
\ 1 (H. R. 6226) gt ( 
Drum 
\ bill (H. R. 8251) gt ng an \ 
rhompson ; 
A bill (H. R. 13457) grat gy ere 
liam M. McCay; 
A bill (HL. R. 5640) y an ) ‘ 
ham Mathews; 
A bill (H. R. 4886) graniing an i M 
quis De Lafayette Burket ; 
A bill (H. R. 4878) grant n I 
H. Witherwax; 
A bill CH. R. 4764) granting an in \ 
Brown; and 
A bill (H. R. 1359) granting an increase ol He 


{ M. Robinson. 
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Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 1230) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
Gaskill; 

A bill (S. 2096) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
R. Kent; and 

\ bill (S. 8626) granting a pension to Catherine Coyle. 


Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1227) granting an increase of pension to 
Ilenry J. Patterson, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
2 report thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 721) granting an increase of pension to Orange S. Mason, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 


the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon : 


A bill (S. 4181) granting an increase of pension to John Con- 
nor; 

\ bill (HL. R. 5658) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Nichols ; 

A bill (Hf. R. 5647) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Wetterich;: 

A bill (HL. R. 3425) granting an increase of pension to Warren 
\. Blye and 

A bill (IL. R. 11842) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Noble 

Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on the Phil 
ippines, to whom was referred the bill (HI. R. 18104) to amend 
an aet entitled “An act to revise and amend the tariff laws of 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” approved March 

1905, to report it without amendment. I ask that the House 
report may be made the report of the committee. I send a copy 


of the Ilouse report to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re 
ferred the bill CS. 2724) for the relief of Delia B. Stuart, widow 


of John Stuart, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


report thereon, 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC ISLANDS AND PORTO RICO. 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. Foraker on the 19th instant, re 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

R ed, That the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico be, 
ind is hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, 

may be ne sary, to report such testimony as may be taken by the | 

ittee o ts subcommittees in connection with bills pending before | 
i 1 to have the ime printed for its use, such stenographer to be | 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 
COAL CLAIMS IN BATAN, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Mr. LODGE. 1 am authorized by the Committee on the Phil- 

ppines, to whom was referred the bill CS. 3690) to provide for 


the purchase of certain coal lands in the Philippine Islands and 


t uthorize the lease of same and of the Batan Military Reser 
vation for the purpose of securing a local coal supply to the 
I 1 States Government in the Philippine Islands, to report it 
favorably 

\ precisely identical bill has just come over from the House, 

nd | report the Hlouse bill in lieu of the Senate bill, with the 
Hlouse report, whieh L ask may be printed as the report of the | 
se e committee, and that the Senate bill may be indefinitely 
’ 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
tli | from the House of Representatives. 

he] (Il. R. 12864) to provide for the purchase of certain 
‘ ‘ 1 the island of Batan, in the Philippine Islands, 
\ read twice by its title 

Mr. LODGE I ask that the House bill may be substituted 
for the Senate bill whieh | have reported, and that the Senate 
bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered, 

Mr. LODGE I desire merely, in connection with the two bills. 
to give notice that day after to-morrow, in the morning hour, I 


shall ask the Senate to take up the House bill, for if any action 
be had upon it, it must be had immediately. The bill 
the House without division, on the unanimous report of 
the committe and the report of the committee here is unani 
mous, and it must be disposed of if it is to be of any avail, 


is to 


passed 


O, 
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| with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee o 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Comuiit 
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4566) granting an increase of pension to Frank J 
Verdot; 

A bill (S. 4567) granting an increase of pension to George \\ 
Thomas ; 

A bill (S. 4568) granting a pension to Mary FE. Cash; 

A bill (S. 4569) granting an increase of pension to Augustu 
A. Nevins; 

A bill (S. 4570) granting an increase of pension to Sophrona 
Watts; 

A bill 
Nelson: 

A bill (S. 4 
Stephens; 

A bill (S. 
M. Powell; 

A bill (S. 4 
Pelts ; 


(S. 4571) granting an increase of pension to Duress 


=o 


572) granting an increase of pension to Henry J 


4573) granting an increase of pension to Sylvanu 


— 
wi 


4) granting an increase of pension to James \V. 


A bill (S. 4575) granting an increase of pension to Flia 
Owen; 
A bill (S. 4576) granting an increase of pension to William 


Monks; 

A bill (S. 4577) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Kk. Murphy; 

A bill (S. 4578) granting an increase of pensio® to Perry 
Harter; 


A bill (S. 4579) granting an increase of pension to Wiley ‘I 
Huddleston ; 

A bill (S. 4580) granting an increase of pension to William 
Hale; 

A bill (S. 4581) granting an increase of pension to George |’ 
English ; 

A bill (S. 4582) granting an increase of pension to Seth 1! 
Cooper ; 

A bill (S. 4583) granting an increase of pension to Lossen | 
Brown: 

A bill (S. 4584) granting an increase of pension to Orin I 


Queal ; 
A bill (S. 
Counts ; 
A bill (S. 4586) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Smith; 
A bill (S. 
O’Brien; and 
A bill (S. 4588) granting an increase of pension to William K. 
Coon. 


Mr. 


4585) granting an increase of pension to Mary A 


4587) granting an increase of pension to Pat 


WARNER introduced a bill (S. 4589) to remove the 


| charge of desertion from the military record of John C. Bennett; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4590) to provide for the 
purchase of a site for and erection of a publie building st 
Centralia, Marion County, Ill.; which was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings arm 
Grounds. 

Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 4591) providing for thie « 
tablishment of a life-saving station in the vicinity of l’o 
Granville, on the coast of Washington; which was read ty 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 4592) granting a 
) Sutton; which was read twice by its title 


de 


Pensions, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill CS. 4593) for the relief of Ira: 
J. Cleary, a midshipman in the United States Navy; which 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on N 
Affairs, 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4594) for the relief of | 
estate of John T. MeCord, deceased ; which was read twice b) 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr, TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 4595) granting 
crease of pension to Amos MeManus; which was read twict 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4596) to encourage and | 


an 


porarily assist the construction, equipment, operation. l 
maintenance of railroads in the district of Alaska, and 


other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ref 


| to the Committee on Territories, 





Mr. GALLINGBER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 61) 
provide for the publication of the names of the heads of fam 
returned at the First Census of the United States; which 
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read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re 
rred to the Committee on the Census. 
ESTATE OF SAMUEL E. BRATTON. 
Mr. BACON submitted the following resolution. which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Claims: 


Resolved, That the claim of the legal representatives of Samuel B 
| ton, deceased (Senate bill 1371), be, and the same hereby is. 
to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of Con 
pproved March 3, 1887, commonly known as the “ Tucker Act 
PORTS OF CALIFORNIA, 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
nendments from the House of Representatives to a Senate 


bill, and desires the attention of the Senator from California 
\ir. PERKINS]. 

amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(Ss 1S) to allow the entry and clearance of vessels at San 
Luis Obispo, Port Harford, and Monterey, Cal., were, in line 


ier the word “ petroleum,” to insert “ and its products ” and 
ne 10 to strike out all after “ entry ” down to and including 


Mir. PERKINS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend 
made by the Tlouse of Representatives to the bill. 
rhe motion was agreed to. 
ELIJAH SPANGLER. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
ent resolution of the House of Fx presentatives; which 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
l by the House of Representatives the Senate concurring), 
he President of the United States be requested to return to the 
f Representatives the bill (H. R. 1059) granting an increase of 
» Hlijah Spangler. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 
following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 
it. 10853. An act to prohibit gambling in the Territories: 


I. R. 11501. An act to amend an act to provide for circuit and 
courts of the United States at Albany, Ga. 
it. 12064. An act to amend section 7 of an act entitled “An 
provide for a permanent Census Office.” approved March 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit 
the Census. 


PURE-FOOD BILL, 


© VICE-PRESIDENT, The morning business is closed, and 


Calendar under Rule VIII is in orde1 
MONEY. Before going to that business, I should like to 


msent to have printed 250 copies of the amendment | 
to what is known as the “ Heyburn bill.” The copies are 
led, I am informed, and there is a demand for additional 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
copies of his amendment to Senate bill 88, commonly 

8 the “ pure-food bill,” be printed. Is there objection 

© request? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

lr, WEYBURN. Mr. President, under the unanimous-consent 
yesterday it was agreed that at 3 o’clock to-day Senate 

SS should come up under the ten-minute rule. J suppose 
reement was not intended to preclude it from being 

up before that time under the general rule for consid 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator can have the bill 
up how by unanimous consent, 

KBAN. I think it was distinetly understood that it was 
ne up immediately after the routine morning business 
VICE-PRESIDENT. But the unanimous-consent a: 
plied only to the time after 8 o'clock, 

MIEYBURN, I have risen for the purpose of asking 


is consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
‘ te bill &S8, 

being no objection, the Senate. as in Committee of the 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 88) for pre 
the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated 


randed or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medi 


rree 


: and liquors, and for regulating traflic therein, and for 

I Irposes, 

HEYBURN. I have understood from the Senator from 

husetts [Mr. Lopar] that he desires to take up the amend 
red by him at this time. However, I do not see him 


* desire this morning to offer a committee amendment of 
\ h I gave notice when F first called up the bill for consid 
. n. It is for the purpose of perfecting the language in 
the latter part of seetion 4. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Idaho will be 
SECRETARY. 


after final judgment: ” 


"at the beginning of th 
be pres ribed by t - 


out, after the word 
to the beginning 


“Agriculture, 
of line 9. 
VICE-PRESIDENT 
rom Idaho will be print 


the desk ma: 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
reading of 


The Sor retar’ 


HEYBURN I will state that 
the Senator from Nebraska 
liberty on his reference ¢ 
Mr. President, while wait 
setts to take up his amendment 
Senators to section 4 of this prom 
McCUMBRER. 
The VICK-PRESIDEN' 
to the Senator from Nort 


Mr. HEYBURN 


I simply desire also to introdu 


Association 





letter written 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Secretary read ; 





AT 
fe id 
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past five years, a bill which is indorsed by the honest manufacturer, 
ud there are thousands of them, a bill which has been indorsed several 
times by the National Retail Grocers’ Association, a bill which is 
indorsed by Secretary Wilson, of the Department of Agriculture, and 
“ i meets the approval of the President of the United States, and 
1 only bill which has a shadow of hope of passing. I can assure 
Mr. Editor, and I reiterate, our efforts will be concentrated upon 
s, and I trust the influence of the National Association will sustain 
us in working for the Heyburn bill, known as Senate bill No. 88, and 
now before the Senate of the United States 
i trust that through the editorial columns of the American Grocer, 
well as the editorial columns of all the trade papers throughout this 











tion, we may have one strong appeal made to the retail distributors 
food products in every State and Territory of the Union to at once 
and write their Representatives, urging them to support this 
isure This bill will pass during the present session if the retail 
grocers of this country concentrate their efforts and do their full duty. 
I commend your efforts in the past and trust that in the future you 
will cooperate with us in one concentrated effort for the passage of 
this equitable and important bill Should this bill pass during the 
present session of Congress the grocers will have a prestige in the na 
tion that they never dreamed of. We are battling for the right and 
the right ays wins. 
ours, most sincerely, A. W. FARLINGER, 
Chairman Pure Food Committee, 
National Retail Grocers’ Association. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to send to the desk another resolu- 


tion to have read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read it. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
lioma MEDICAL SOCIETY 
THE COUNTY OF KINGS, 
Borough of Brooklyn, New York, February 17, 1906. 


OPATHIC 


Resolution adopted by the Homeopathic Medical Society of the County 
of Kings February 13, 1906. 

Whereas the prosperity and happiness of a nation depend more on 
the health of the people than any other factor, and the health of the 
people is vitally dependent upon the purity of the food products and 
medicinal agents: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of the Homeopathic Medical Society | 
of the County of Kings, do hereby pledge ourselves to do all in our 
power to arouse public interest tn the Heyburn pure-food bill, which is 
now before the United States Senate; and be it further 

Resolve That we urge our Senators and Representatives to use 
their influence in every way to secure the passage of this bill; also, 
that pies of this resolution be forwarded to the Senators from this 
State and Representatives from Kings County and to Senator HEYBURN, 

RALPH I. LLoypD, Secretary. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I send to the desk and desire to have read | 
an article from a Chicago paper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 

FOR THE PURE-FOOD BILL—RESOLUTIONS PASSED BY THE NATIONAL EX- 
HIBITORS AT CHICAGO 
CHICAGO, February 17, 1906. 
Resolutions urging Congress to pass the Heyburn pure-food bill, 
vy pendir in the Senate, were adopted unanimously at a meeting 
i under the auspices of the National Dairy and Pure-Food Show 
nterests yesterday. 

rhe meeting was the first in a series of pure-food symposiums to 

held during the continuance of the exhibit, and each of the six 

peakel trongly emphasized the urgent necessity of national legis 

1 wi will afford citizens protection against food products adul 
ited with aniline and coal-tar dyes. 

It was declared that nothing short of a national law would be an 
idequate remedy against unscrupulous manufacturers and dealers in 
ad ted products, and it was urged that the public, especially the 
wol f the untry, make themselves acquainted with the nature of 
t is the buy, ard that they purchase rothing but the purest 

I re tions were introduced by Paul Pierce, superintendent of 

e Gover! t's exhibit at the show, who was made chairman of the 

Nearly 200 persons, many of whom were women, attended the meet 

rhe speakers were G. Edward Fuller; Prof. J. M. Trueman, of 
Ur s of Illinois; Kdward K. Slater, food commissioner of 
M ‘ 1. I). Miller, commissioner of health; Charles J. Whalen, 

d A. Hanby Jone ood commissioner of Illinois. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I believe the Senator from 
Massachusetts | Mr. Loper!] desires to take the floor at this 

on the amendment heretofore offered by him, and I will 
eld to him. 

Mr. LODGE. My amendment, on page 8, is pending. I hope 

ill be adopted by the Senate when it is voted on. It simply 
des that the test of food products shall be made when 
the r the condition in which they are actually consumed, 

d not in the condition in which they are necessarily trans- 
ported. The amendment was drafted by Doctor Wiley. I do 
not mean to say that it is his amendment in any sense, but he 
drafted it in order that it might be put in proper form. It 
simply provides that where a preservative is used, which it is 
necessary to remove mechanically or by maceration in water 


otherwise, the provisions of this proposed act shall be con- 
to apply only when such products are ready for con- 
That seems to me a perfectly reasonable proposition. 
t the bill at all. It simply prescribes the con- 
It relates 


strued 
sumption. 
It affe¢ 


does not 


dition as to which the terms of the bill shall apply. 
directly to the preservatives usec 
Mr. HALE. 


] 


for meats and fish. 


Mr. Pre 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massach- 
setts yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I have received a letter from a valued constit«- 
ent of mine on this subject in the same direction in which the 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopge] is now speaki: 
The amendment having only the purpose which the Senator 


from Massachusetts has stated, what is the objection to it? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, if it were confined to 

class of articles to which the Senator from Massachusetts 

referred, there might be no objection, but the amendment is 


t} 


l 
general terms. There are some articles which might safely 
for the purpose of transportation, be surrounded by conditions 
such as are anticipated by this amendment, while there aye 
other articles that could not be. If it were simply applied to 
the wrappings of fish and meat for the purpose of protecting 
them in shipment or preserving them under the conditions of 
shipment, it might be that if the conditions were limited to that 
class of articles it would do no harm; I am not sure. It would 
depend on how far it was carried. 

I understand that the packers of meats and fish desire to jn- 
close those articles in wrappers that are saturated with or in 
some way contain these preservatives which are not supposed 


to penetrate the articles which they inclose. Now, if the pro- 


vision was so guarded that this wrapping was of such a ¢lr- 
| acter as would not injure the articles of food, it would do no 
harm, but the amendment is couched in general terms. There 
are a great many things that would be permanently injured by 


reason of coming in contact with these preservatives. For in- 
stance, if the preservative was confined to the wrapper alone, 


so that it might not penetrate the substance, but if it S 
rubbed in and could only be removed by a process of soaking or 
boiling or washing, then, of course, it would be at the mer f 


| the care that was taken to remove it by those who were pre- 





| paring it for use. 


Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator suggest to limit the provisioi 
to fish and meat products? : 

Mr. HEYBURN. Just let me refer to the provision. 
page 8, I believe. 

Mr. LODGE. On page 8. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I will suggest to the Se 
tor from Massachusetts an amendment to his amendment 
would contain these words: 

Provided, That the package or wrapper containing it shall a! 
tain directions for removing such preservative. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to that, of course. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That, it seems to me, would at least afford 

| a remedy. 


It 


the 


Mr. LODGE. That, I think, would cover the objection o1 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hreyspurn]. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will make this suggestion; I think tliis is 
necessary in order to cover my objection: The word “* a)) 
tion,’ in line 22, is of an indefinite and rather elastic e, 
‘The “application ” might be in the wrapper, but it might a 


saturation of the article itself. Now, if instead of saying “by 
an application,” say “ by an external wrapper ” 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. That would destroy the whole 
pose of the amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The amendment offered by the Senator ! 
North Dakota will, I think, remove the objection. 

Mr. LODGE. I think so. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply made that as a suggestion. ‘The 
Senator’s amendment provides: 

Provided further, That when in the preparation of food prod 
shipment they are preserved by an external application applied 
manner that the preservative is necessarily removed mechani 
by maceration in water or otherwise, the provisions of this act 
construed as applying only when said products are ready for co 
tion. 

i propose to leave out the latter part, after the word *« 
wise,” and add: 

Provided, That the package or wrapper containing it shall : 
tain directions for removing such preservative. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator proposes to insert that lan: 
after the word “ otherwise,” in line 24? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. My point is simply this: Yo 
use boracic acid. It may be in the wrapper, and it ma, 
trate a very little, if any, into the ham. Otherwise it co 
washed off; and if that direction was on the wrapper |! 
the cloth covering the ham, the people would be prote 
they should be. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
| Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I will accept the amendment of the 
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from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBeEr], and modify my amendment 
hy inserting, after the word “ otherwise,” on page 8, in line 24, 
where it reads “ the preservative is necessarily removed mechan- 

lly or by maceration in water or otherwise ”"—to insert at 

t point: 

\nd when the package or wrapper containing it shall contain direc- 

is for removing such preservative or application. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s proposed modifica- 
tion to his amendment will be stated at the desk. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, I suppose I am at liberty to make 
the modification so that the question on the amendment will be 

in that modified form? 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the right of the Senator. 
The modification of the amendment will be stated at the desk. 
ihe SecreTary. On page 8, line 24, in the new print of the 
hill. after the word “ otherwise,” it is proposed to insert: 
{i when the package or wrapper containing it shall contain direc- 
for removing such preservative or application. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment as modified wil! 
be ordered to be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Idaho is ready to accept 
the amendment, I shall be very glad to have a vote upon it. 1 
do not want to modify it any further in view of the amend- 
I t I have accepted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It would not be in order to vote upon the 
dment now. 

HEYBURN. I do not think 
the amendment, Mr. President. 


Mr I would be at liberty to ac- 


A 

ir. LODGE. Oh, no. On reflection, I do not think the Sena- 
tor can even accept it now. 

Mir. President, as I am on the floor, I have a further amend- 
! on page 10, which I should like to offer and to which, I 
understand, the committee has no objection; but of course it 
N have to be accepted to-morrow. I should like to extend 
this provision, if the committee has no objection—and I do not 
think they -will—by inserting, in line 22, after the word “ alco- 


the words “or of opium in any form.” 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

» SEcRETARY. On page 10, line in the proposed amend- 
ment heretofore submitted by Mr. Lopgg, after the word “ alco- 
hol,” insert the words “or of opium in any form.” 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie upon the table. 


9° 


-——: 


CLAY. Let me ask the Senator from what he is reading? 
Mr. LODGE. From the new print of the bill. 
Mr. CLAY. On what page? 


oo 


Mr. LODGE. On page 10, line 22. 
Then the other amendment is simply a repetition. It is, on 
li, line 5, after the word “alcohol,” to insert “or of 
( 1 in any form.” 
think there is no objection to the amendment as modified. 
I is no need of discussing these amendments. They will 
cepted, I understand, at the proper time. 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie upon the table. 
\ir. HEYBURN. Mr. President, when I yielded to the Sena- 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lovee] I was proceeding to con- 
section 4 of this bill. I feel it due to the conditions to 
ce a statement in regard to the particular provisions of this 
on, because the newspapers, at least to some extent, and 
who are opposing this bill generally, are charging that 
these provisions the power is placed in the hands of one 
namely, the Chief Chemist, or head of the Bureau of 
Chemistry—to determine standards, and that it is within his 
power, under the provisions of this bill, to proscribe articles of 
( uerce and denounce them in such manner as to seriously 
or injure the trade in them. If there is anything that 
bill, and especially that this section of it, does not provide, 
for the fixing of standards by anybody. If there is any- 
¢ that is not provided for or permitted under this bill, it 
that the Chief Chemist, or the Chief of the Bureau of Chem- 
, Shall have power to denounce anything under any circum- 
es or to place a ban upon anything or, as I stated yes- 
y, to place the ban of disapproval upon anything. He 
en no such power. He is simply the agent of the courts to 
her testimony upon these questions for the purpose of being 
| at the trial in the court room and nowhere else. 
‘le publishes no bulletins in regard to his labors or his inves- 
itions of such articles as may come under his charge for that 
irpose; he takes no proceeding; he exercises no authority 
ther to denounce an article, to stop commerce in it, or in any 
y to affect it. I feel it due to this bill and to the subject to 


page 


” 


is 


luake this statement at this time in order that if any Senator can | p 


XL——171 


find anything in this bill upon which to base a different inter 





pretation, he may have the opportunity of doing so, and in order 
that the country may understand that this bill must not 

fused with bills which have been introduced in th l in 
other branches of the legislative department of this ¢ ern 
ment to provide for the fixing of standards Chis bill fixes 
no standard upon anything; it authorizes no officer to fix any 
standard. It provides that the courts, and the « s alone, ma 
determine whether or not an article is contraband under tl 
provisions of this act. The object in avoiding Vv possible 
struction that might be held to be fixing a standard was t the 
bill might never come in conflict with the pure-food le lat 
of the various States. The States have established differ 
standards, and they have a right to do so. Ina ich t] 
standards vary, it would be impossible for an act of Congr 

a general law, to avoid some conflict with some of those St 
laws if you should undertake to fix standards. 

The substitute offered by the Senator from Mississippi [M 
Money] undertakes to fix standards and prescribe what p 
cent of this or what per cent of the other may be permissible ¢ 
may be forbidden. We can not accept that substitute becaus: 
would violate the underlying principle, one of the s = 


principles of this bill; it would attempt to fix standards or 


iu- 

thorize some one to do so. 
The amendment offered by the Senator from Washington [ Mr. 
PILES] in regard to condensed milk undertakes to fix a standard 
as to the percentage of solids, the butter fats that may b mn 


tained in that product. That is obnoxious to the spirit and the 
principle of this bill which seeks to avoid that rhe percenta 
of alcohol or the percentage of any other article to be found in 
a substance subject to examination under the provisions of t 
bill is avoided. I repeat the Chief Chemist and the ncies 
the Department of Agriculture, of the Department of Commerce 
and Labor, and of the Treasury Department of the United 
are mere ageucies for the gathering information 
throughout the country through the present existing machinery 
of those Departments, without the creation of 
ment, without the creation of any board, without the creation of 
any additional machinery of Government to gather t 
mens for test, and that test 
existence or nonexistence of a fact. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator ft 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator 
subject that I want him to give me a 
no doubt, he can do. It has been suggested 
ment of Agriculture they are engaged in the matter o 
standards. I know nothing about it. If the 
to page 6—I presume this is entirely explainable—on line 
will find the bill speaks of “the standard of strength, qualit 
or purity to be plainly stated on the box, bottle,” and so fortl 
and in lines 24 and 25, “if the strength or purity fall | 
professed standard or quality under which it is L. 
sume the Senator can explain that in conformity w the 
ment he has just made that there is to be no nd 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think I can explain it. Th 
professed standard is fixed by the manufacturer or the sellei 
The language of the measure is 
it differs from the 
mined by the test 
National Formulary. 

That is not the fixing of a 
criticism that has been urged 
standard fixed by the recognized dictionar 
and is recognized as the rule by which 
governed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That relates to drugs. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That relates to drugs. Those are recognize 
works of determination, the result of analyses and of 
combined. The other limitation to which the 
my attention is: 


Provided, 


age 


purpose of 


Simply consists in determining the 


is so well 
little information. wl 
that n the 


is, 


Senator will 


strength, qu 


Unit 


standard of 


laid down in the 





standard within the scope of the 
against this bill, 
Vy Ol 


tha ww! 
Lli¢ , 





sen 


That no drug not def d in the United Stat ] “ma 
cop@ia or National Formulary shall be deemed to be 

this provision if the standard of strength, « 

stated upon the bottie, box, 
packed. 

There the manufacturer himself lard 
bill only requires him to tell the truth about it In g 
aspect this bill might be termed “an act to compel the 
of the truth in regard to the 
gaged.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I that that proviso 
articularly to so-called “ proprietary medicine 
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enough of the technicalities of medicine, to enable me to ; | 
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do not see how that can be done. I think the word “ standard” 
at least ought to be eliminated from that proviso. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I think we can, remedy that by insert 





after the word “the,” at the end of the second line, the word 
“ professed ;”’ so that it will read as follows: 

Provided, That no drug not defined in the United States Pha, 
cop@ia or National Formulary shall be deemed to be adulterated 
this provision if the professed standard of strength, quality, or ; 
be plainly stated upon the bottle, box, or other container thereof qs 
originally packed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think that covers it at all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If it has no professed standard, they w)|) 
not be liable. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We have absolutely provided against {)o 
charge that this would require the publication of the for 
upon the bottle. In another section of the bill we have provided 


| especially that the formula need not be printed. 


Mr. GALLINGHR. Well, then, will the Senator state —he- 
cause I am seeking light on this subject—what he would ex 
pect these people to place on the bottles under this proviso 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of course, that would be as variable as the 
remedies. There is such infinite variety of these nostrums t 
the standards would vary according to the character 
mixture. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If they simply state that this rem: 5 
of a proper standard, that the quality is good, and it is pure 
would that fulfill the requirements? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; they would have to conform to ¢! 
ticular medicine. I am not enough of a druggist, I do not 


that and say just exactly what would be required in each 
ular case; but I do say that that provision has been sul 
to and approved by the medical board of the Medical S 
of the United States and by innumerable minor medical :sso- 
ciations, and I have had read from the desk this mornin 

both schools of medicine the unqualified approval of th: 
vision. 

inasmuch as we of necessity went to those sources for infor 
mation in framing a measure of this kind, I assume, t! 
tional Medical Association, the National Association of Drug 
gists, the national associations of both schools of medicin LY 
ing analyzed that provision, that there must be a plain and 
easy solution of the matter. I doubt if, outside of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, who is learned in the science of med 
there is a #fember of this body who could analyze. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the physicians who have exa 
this bill may not have had their attention called directly to t! 
I am not going to oppose it beyond repeating what | 
have just said, that, in my judgment, reading it as I do her 
to-day, if that proviso remains in the bill as it is now vill 
make it utterly impossible for the so-called * patent med ' 
dealers to continue in business. If they are required to « 
lish a standard, they can not do it. 

It is impossible for them to do it. If the Senator thinks that 
provision ought to remain in the bill, I have no particu 
jection to it, because I think these men will find a remedy 
how. The Senator does not require them, in another pro n 
of the bill, to disclose their formule. I think a bill passed one 
branch of the New Hampshire legislature last winter requir! 
them to do that thing. It did not become a law. Ther a 
great deal of contention in certain quarters that they ou to 
do that for the benefit of the public. I do not know w } 
or not that would be good legislation. But this bill spe 
excludes them from disclosing their formule, and yet 
quires them, before their goods can enter into interstat: 
merce, to state a standard on the box, bottle, or contain 
to make some sort of declaration about the strength and 
It is not enough to say it is pure. I confess I do not 


| what they will do under the provisions of this section. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I confess I am curious to know w! 
patent-medicine people will say on behalf of their no 
l have the same degree of curiosity as that expressed ( 
Senator. I will await with much interest the declarati: ( 
gentlemen will make on behalf of their admixtures. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but that is not in controv: i 
is not the question of nostrums, so called—the patent n 
put on the market. That is not the question at all 
men have rights under the law to-day. The Senator 
not ask them to disclose their formule, but in m 
ment here is a provision that will absolutely prevent then 
entering interstate commerce with their goods, and I do 
lieve we ought to legislate in that way. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I was discussing tl 


does 


| tion as to the provisions of section 4 of the proposed a 


Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; it is intended to cover them un- 
doubtedly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are compounds, and I do not see 
how the manufacturers can really state the standard of a pack- 
if they have got four or five or six or seven different ingre- 
diet in the mixture; they may be good or bad—I think they 
are generally bad-——but how they can state the standard of the 
package or the purity of it is beyond me. I think they may 
shi the different ingredients are pure, but just what standard 
they can fix I can not comprehend, 

Mr. WEYBURN. Well, if they can not do it, then they ought 
not, under any conditions, to be permitted to put their nos- 

ums upon the market If a man can not tell the public what 
he is offering them, he ought not to be allowed to offer it to 
Lilt i. 

Now, referring to the clause to which the Senator has called 

\ tte on p line 5: 

I tres purity fall below the professed standard 
W i t a 

Mr. McCUMBER Mr. President 

I Vik PRESIDENT Does the Senator from Idaho yield | 

{ ; tor from North Dakota? 

it] BURN C4 nl 
I McCUMBER. Let me e¢all attention here to the fact 
t nm would not affect a case where they do not | 
| ‘ { ‘d, and, therefore, that would answer | 
he S« from New Hampshire. If they sell 
{ t ul y professed standard, then, of course, 
\ | be liable f misbranding, if they did not 
uj { t stam l 
M GALLINGER I he Senator from Idaho will permit 
« the Se from North Dakota does not quite 
‘ tl rv It provides that any drugs not de 
I ed Pharmacopeeia or the National For 
I \ e the blished and recognized authorities 
tl all have stated on the box or bottle or con 
dard of strength, quality, or purity. I do not 
e is any exemption, and the Senator’s suggestion 
vy e not established a standard, they will not be 
ao ms to me, does not meet the objection. 
\ McCUMBER Che Senator does not hold that the con- | 
that itence would be that, if they did not place 
u lid not state the standard of strength 
\ purity would follow that it was adulterated? 
M GALLINGER. I ¢o hold to that because the proviso | 
d ! oOVWw 
t no « not defined In the United States Pharmaco 
| ort y shall be deemed to be a terated under | 
the star d of strength, quality, o1 irity be plainly 
‘ e, box, or othe container thereof s originally 
S s not plainly stated upon it I think it 
ld « ‘ the ban. That would be my opinion. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think that it is so intended, and 
hat is v understanding of it. 

Ml HEYBURN I think it should be so construed, because 
lL do! think any unnamed nostrum should be sold ¥pon the 

a professed curer of disease. I do not think any | 
uld be permitted to offer upon the public market a 
I essed relief against disease that had no state 
\ the medicine was. So that is a matter which I 
\ | take care of 
Ir. GALLINGER But, Mr. President, the difficulty is that 
Si ! lirection is going to utterly destroy tne so 
busine If that is the purpose of 
: That is what this provision will 
pretation of it. I am not here to de 
I have very little confidence in their 
have rights under the law as it now ex 
to be destroyed, let us state it spe 
ry ly will understand 
\ It ls troy the who are unable, 
th rength, q ty, or purity of 
‘ | | ‘ Ay 7 ¢ ‘ ; 
\ { ‘ \ lard 
} t do it 

\ Eiht N \ n not do it, if they can not name 
the article, th ght not to be permitted to sell it. 

Mr. GALLINGER I I a question of naming the article. 
In the first pla it is a very serious question whether we are 

to req e the druggists of this country who have com 
pounds, some of which are not public, to disclose exactly what 
their formula may be; and, in the second place, the difficulty 
is in establishing a standard where there are two, three, four, 


tive, or six different ingredients in the so-called “ medicine.” 


i 


gard to establishing standards, and I do not desire | 
ind of the Senate shall be diverted very long from that 
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m. I wish to have it understood that this bill does not | country of any article of food or di W 
iit the Chief Chemist of the Bureau of Chemistry to fix or, Cooraeeeeee — within % , 
ndards or to punish anybody, or to brand his goods as fraudu- eR a a as se 
: ; : aa That is clearly the subject of interst ‘ ‘ N 
t, under any circumstances. It does not permit the Secretary | further : 
\vriculture to do it. It does not permit anyone except the | ~ : 
rt, after a trial by a jury, if the party shall appeal to that | 22d any person, association of | 
: > : or deliver for shipment from any State | 
to brand the goods as being fraudulent or obnoxious to | possession to any other State, Territory. D 
provisions of this bill. or shall export or offer to export t) 
seems to me no one can reasonably complain if, after a fair | Shall knowingly receive in any State, Terr! 3 
|, upon notice, with the opportunity to produce all of the | [yey ie heaaaie gananeien of the United § 
jony that may be admissible under the rules of practice | country 
he court, a man is adjudged to be guilty or not guilty of a That is clearly the subject of interstate cor I 
ation of the law. having knowingly received.” The word “ knowin; has 
ir. McCUMBER. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? | inserted, and I think it ought to have been inserted 
\ir. HEYBURN. Yes. or who, having knowingly received, shall deliver 
ir. McCUMBER. ‘This provision was placed in the bill be- | packages, or shall offer to deliver to any 
the Senator from Idaho came to the Senate, and it has | Corporation any such article, shall be guilty of a 1 nea 
been reintroduced. I should like to explain briefly to the I want to ask the Senator this question: Under tl 
tor from New Hampshire how it was placed in the bill, and | provision of the bill, if a merchant shall receiv: 
what purpose. I refer to the provision which the Senator | tion from another State such packages, it is a \ 
New Hampshire was just discussing. proposed act. I understand that would be a pa the t ; 
Let me eall the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire | portation from one State to another. But now, after a int 
s fact. It reads: has received and put in his store a stock of goods and se 
If, when a drug is sold_under or by a name recognized in the } them in the State where he receives them, 1 . the mw rv 
| States Pharmacopeia or National Formulary, it differs from the | would Congress have any jurisdiction to make that : a x 
I of emir Bh pong” Rend pean, Oe arlene. Wen — a offense? 
lime of investigation. es OF Nauonal Formulary omc’ | Mr. HEYBURN. No; but I call the Senator's attention to 
there the old bill stopped. Parke, Davis & Co., manu- | the words beginning in line 5. It is in “original unbrok« 
facturers of drugs, had a representative before the Committee | P@ckages.” It is confined to that class of packages. That Is 
on Manufactures, and they asked that the provision be modi- | bec®use of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the | 
for this reason: They said: States that the jurisdiction of the United States unde 
. interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution continues so 
are manufacturing articles which of course are not under stand : : : , 
the Pharmacopeia, but are of half standard and one-third. But | ®5 the goods are in unbroken packages, and t states jul 
it upon the vessels or the containers, and we wish to insert | diction does not attach so long as they are in unbroken pack 
that we can papneeesare the same articles with half the | and that is the limitation whieh is found in the first two w 
= ~ peeve ee 5; ‘ a ha in line 5. I think that is an answer to the Senator 
\nd therefore they had inserted this provision. It differs a Mr. CLAY. What line? 
| from the provision as it has been recopied. It was then Mr. HEYBURN. Line 5, page fhe provision to 1 hy 
ded : the Senator's criticism is directed is limited by the term 
ed, That no drug broken packages,” and that is necessat e of the two 
ollows right on after determining that they must meas- | currents of jurisdiction, the national and the St It refers 
up to the standard of the Pharmacopeia. Then it provides: | to goods in unbroken packages, and until the package is broken 
drug shall be deemed to be adulterated under this provision if the State jurisdiction does not attach They are not i c 
indard of strength, quality, or purity be plainly stated upon the | merchant's stock of goods until the package 3 ) . | 
wr eae detcrnshned pte Cook Tad does Ie the Uae wemay | 18 the line of distinction, as T understand it, under the d 
| :coperla. | of the courts, which we must, of course, keep in mind. 
seems to have undergone a little change in the reprint of | Mr. CLAY. The pngeapios says 
the bill, which I confess I do not understand. I supposed it Who * * ® Shall deliver in original unbrol 
exactly the same, and it was intended to apply, and I think Mr. HEYBI RN. Yes. , 
hould be so modified that it will apply, simply to those Mr. CLAY. ‘That is in line 5. 
"i l are provided in the Pharmacopeia, but do not measure Or shall offer to deliver to any other | ry 
it. That was the intention, and I think it was a clerical | ®®Y Such article 
’ Mr. HEYBURN. That is, in unbroken 
GALLINGER. TI think the Senators will be able, before | Mr. CLAY. I am inclined to think “any such article” v 
ll is voted upon, to arrange it so that it will be all right. refer to an “ unbroken package 
MeCUMBER. That is the object. Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. It was intended 
HEYBURN. Mr. President | so provide 
CLAY. With the permission of the Senator from Idaho, | Mr. CLAY. I had not noticed that f 
I uld like to make an inquiry. Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; that is the int 
HEYBURN. IL wish to send an amendment to the desk. Mr. PILES. Mr. President 
CLAY. Very well. Mr. HEYBURN. I yield to the S« \ 
H1EYBURN. I have with more care formulated the | Mr. PILbS. I do not believe the S 
lment which I sent up and which was hastily prepared, | My amendment on any tenable ground. — Tle « 
sk that it be substituted for the one previously sent up. | fixes a standard. I notice on page % 
» read. Mr. HEYBURN. What page 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. | Mr PILES. VPage 7, line 
SECRETARY. On page 5, beginning of line 4, strike out the If its f r 
the” and insert the word “such;” after the word “ as,” ler wi 5 
same line, insert the words “ may be prescribed by the: ” | The amendment I have proposed 
5, Same page, after the word “ regulations,” insert the | Carnation Cream, whic! rgely 1 
‘of the Department of Agriculture;” strike out the 1 ( st nd if this bill Ltod 
ler of line 5, all of lines 6 and 7, all of line 8, excepting the | authors it will do—preve t du ! 
rd, before which word insert “any;” in line 9 strike | daily life—my amendmen st 
first three words “as may be;” after the word “ act,” | bill 
( ime line, insert the words “shall be given;"” and on | rl gentlemen who I ‘ ( 
after the word “ and,” in line 3, insert the words “ after | that they are manufacturing the best art f t 
udgment.” put on the market, and thei tel 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be | which they have written me on the su 
i and lie on the table. | ufacturers to put forth pure rt ! 
CLAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from | product contains the highest perce 
just for a moment to a careful analysis of section 2 of the | cream of this character manufactt 
| say 
That the Introduction into any State, Territory, District, or We have manufactured tl ( ‘ l } 
possession, from any other State, Territory, District, or insular | for six years At present w t 
m, or from any foreign country, or the shipment to any foreign | cific coast, and are distributt ( ni n ¢ f ; I i 
































‘ New Orleans, and almost every intermediate jobbing point. | 
\ tier y anxi that si a standard be fixed as will raise 
d evaporated First, that they shall be pure— | 
That is what the Senator is contending for— 
md :. 2 y shall contain not less than 7 per cent of butter | 
fat Third, that the total solids shall not be less or over 25 per cent. 


The amendment IT have | roposed prov ides for 28 per cent, and 
if it is the intention of this bill that people who can 
articles of this character and put them on the market shall put 


therefore, 
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them out in as pure a state as possible under the circumstances, 
then there is no reason, sir, why my amendment should not pre- 
\ i 

I submit that it is along the line of the principle which has | 
been adv ‘ v the Senator from Idaho. I hope he will not, 
when he comes to consider the propostion which I have sub- 
mitted, oppose the amendment, 

M HEYBURN. Mr. President, it is possible that if this 
were ! on of legislation within a State I would not have | 
the slightest objection to the amendment. But it is not in har- 
with the heme of this legislation to fix an arbitrary | 

ndard as to any product. In the first place, if it became a | 
part of the pending bill, the amendment would not be in har- | 
mony with the law of several States of the Union, which do not | 
require standard so high as that fixed by the amendment. 

Mr. PILES Mr. President - 

I VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
1 Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. PILES. 1 find also a statement in this letter to the ef- | 
fect that the Secretary of Agriculture, in a circular published 
in 1904, defined as a standard for condensed milk, which is the 
same as condensed or evaporated cream, 28 per cent of milk 
solids, of which not less than one-quarter shall be milk fat. 

It is not, in my mind, a question of State legislation. We are | 
ar r upon the same principle—trying to prevent the adul- | 
1 of foods and trying to compel the manufacturer of 


every article with which this bill deals to put out the very best 
than can be manufactured by any concern producing the 
particular articles dealt with by this bill. If the amendment is 


one® which should commend itself to a State legislature, I do 
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in which it manufactured or produced, or if the contents of ; 
original pack: shall have been removed, in whole or in part, o j 
other contents shall have been placed in such package. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask that the letter which I send to to 
desk be read, and I should be glad if the Senator from 1( 
will give it his attention. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 





Without objection, the Sec 


: , THE New WItrarnp 
Washington, D. C., February 20, 


Hon. J. A. HEMENWAY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
_ DEAR Str: I sincerely trust that your proposed amendment to s 
bill 88 will meet the approval of the Senate. Every honest mi 


opposed to the adulteration or false labeling of drugs; but t) 
in the definition of thé term “ misbranded,” as applicable to 
goes much beyond that purpose. 

Section 9 provides, among other things, that a drug shall be l 
to be misbranded— 

“If the package containing it, or its label, shall bear any st: , 
regarding the ingredients or the substances contained therein , h 


statement shall be false or misleading in any particular.” 
This covers very much more than misbranding or false labeling as 
commonly understood. Carried to its full length it means t 


Federal Government, under the guise of regulating interstate co: 
is to take up and settle by its chemical experts and in the | 
courts a class of questions about which medical men and sc! f 
medicine have been at war for generations. If it is desiral that 
questions concerning the curative properties of drugs should bx ttled 
by process of law, it would seem to be a question for the States 

than for the Federal Government. 

The slight change of phraseology proposed by your ame t 
makes the definition of the term “ misbranded” more specific, ( 
cludes the implication that statements made in good faith 1 
the therapeutic qualities of medicine or its ingredients can ude 
the basis for denying the right to transport such drugs from |} » to 
State. 

Manufacturers have had no opportunity whatever for a ing 
upon this or other questions before the honorable committee 
present session of the Senate; but at the hearing before the | 
committee during the second session of the last Congress th 


tion was discussed, and the honorable chairman of the comm 
explaining some of the purposes of the bill, said: 

“I have a very good illustration right here in my hand Here 
is a bottle marked ‘Pepto Mangan.’ It says: ‘Does not a the 
teeth.’ There is a statement as to the truth of which the p ser 
is entitled to know. This bill provides that if that statem: u 
true it shall be a contraband article. What objection is the: it, 
supposing it does affect the teeth?” 

And again: 

“We will take Glyco Thymoline. There are a good many ngs 
stated upon this package. The purchaser takes the statement be 
true. It states what the medicine will do. Suppose that it 
is untrue. Then the article becomes contraband under this | 1 
law. Should it not be so?” (See Senate Report No, 120%, 97 
and 98.) 

We are bound to assume that the interpretation of the provisi ind 
the purposes of the bill by the honorable chairman of the com: s 


correct, 

I am sure that a determination on the part of the Federal (iovern- 
ment to take up and settle questions of this character in cor 
with interstate commerce would precipitate endless controvers all 
parts of the country. Prosecutions would be inaugurated by t i 
cultural Department, and as these prosecutions might be based 5 
cases upon medical questions upon which different men enterta 
ent beliefs it would become a matter of vital importance in s 
as to what school of medicine controlled the Government De; 
having the subject in charge. 

I very earnestly hope that your proposed amendment, or 6 
equivalent, will be adopted, so that no drug shall be deemed to 
branded ” under this bill by reason of any statement made in ¢ h 
relating solely to the medicinal properties of the drug or its in: 

Very respectfully, yours, 
A. R. Brarp 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I wish to call the attention of the S 
to the statement made in the hearings, I think, a year ago 

We will take Glyco Thymoline. There are a good many thing: 
upon this package. The purchaser takes the statement to be tr, 
states what the medicine will do. Suppose that statement is 
Then the article becomes contraband under this proposed law. 

I understand that here is a standard medicine—a m 
used in many families for many years. Suppose some one /n ! 
family comes up and says, “ Here is a statement that this 
cine will do things which it will not do.” Who determines he 
question—the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The patient. 





Mr. HEMENWAY. So one patient will determine is 
medicine will not do what it is recommended it will do ' ; 
| label on the bottle. Then it immediately becomes cont id, 
| Am I right about it? If I am right about it, does the > rv 
think that is a proper provision to have in the bill, and docs be 
not think my amendment, if it cures the defect, ough ve 
adopted? 
Mr. HEYBURN. The medicine becomes contraband, e 
cause of the quality of the medicine, but because the | 8 
made an untrue statement. It is the label and not the n 
which makes it contraband. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the Senator recognize the f 
a medicine which has cured a hundred persons might 1 e 
the hundred and first one? Then, if that person is no! = 
t i 


not see why it does not properly belong here. 
M HEYBURN. I should like to make an inquiry of the 
. Suppose Congress were to fix this standard, and it 
was not in conformity with the standard of a State in which | 
e articles m be sold. Would it be within the power of | 
‘ to enforce the law after the packages were broken? | 
| it not result in having within the State two stand- 
is in common use and common trade? That is the 
W we have all the way through avoided the fixing of 
s eCcal of the varying standards in different States. 
is utterly ih acticable to fix standards here. 1 have much 
s vw the Senator’s amendment, that the highest stand- 
1 be attained shall be maintained in legislation, but it 
s to do it in national legislation, because we can 
control the standards accepted by the States, and if 
x sl d ever invade that field, we would have unending con- 
pting to adjust the rights of the shipper with the | 
‘ er, with the factor. We would be unable to do it. 
Si rr calls attention to the fact that this particular 
} evaporated milk and cream has been held or pronounced 
e very best in the United States, as 1 understand, and | 
i ve every other manufacturer brought up to this 
1. That is desirable, but it is not practical in | 
herefore Il can not undertake, even when the 
comes, to accept the amendment, because it is not 
with the plan of the proposed legislation. 
t, the S r from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway] 
el ent, on page 7, lines 12 and 13, which he 
to | considered, and I will yield to him for the |} 
eX g his amendment or making such remarks 
MENWAY Mr. President, I ask that the amendment 
\ ‘ l may be stated. 
Vie | [IDENT The amendment will be stated. 
‘ in section 9, page 7, line 11, after the words 
the,” it is proposed to strike out “ ingredients or the | 
substances” and to inseit “existence or nonexistence or the | 
ount or purity of any ingredient or substance;” so as to 
make the clause read: 
l t such drug shall be deemed to be misbranded: 
+ o + > + v 7 
= Ss \ . t ! it, or its label, shall bear any 
, j x the existence or nonexistence or the amount or 
iy ingredient or substance contained therein, which state 
be false or misleading in any particular, or if the same is 
falsely nded as to the country, State, or Territory, or place therein, 


and he goes to the Secretary of Agriculture and proves 
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1 not cure him, that it did not do what it was represented it | 
ld do, the article becomes contraband. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. Let the man say “this is a remedy 


‘ 


it” or “it will cure in some cases; ” 


ir. HEMENWAY. 


that is all. He canr 
himself of the pains and penalties of the statute by telling 
truth about his medicine. 


\ Then, in the sale of this medicine, which 
I ppose hundreds of mothers all over the country have on 
d to cure the throat troubles of their children, you would 
him say upon the bottle, in place of “this medicine being 
re for these diseases,” that “in some cases it will cure.” 
Mr. HEYBURN. I would say it was a medicine for the pur- 
| if curing these diseases, 
HEMENWAY. Why, in a case of this kind, can 
na 


\ 


fT 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 


amendment. 


HEYBURN. 


tc me, 


I will ask the Senator a question if he will 
Certainly. 


HEYBURN. How can any man defend the claimed right 


a party to tell an untruth to an unsuspecting public about a 


ine sold on the general market, for which there is no pos- 


HEMENWAY. That is exactly what I seek to avoid by 
It reads: 

all 
the ame 
therein, which 


its label, sh 


stence o1 


it, or 
or nonex 
contained 


package containing 
r the existence 


nt or sul 


bear any statement 
unt r purity 
statement 


of any 


stance shall 

1 he shall be punished. What objection is there to it? 
HEYBURN. I will say to the Senator there is this ob 
mn, that that is a negative to the exclusion of the positive. 

1 not put any statement on it at all. 

HEMENWAY. Does not that amendment avoid this con 
Here are two good medicines on the market, and their 
acturers are rival concerns. One comes along and says, 
ir medicine does not do what you claim ft will do.” The 
ne may be a first-class medicine, just as is the medicine 


ch I have called the Senator’s attention here, but they 
find one individual whom the medicine has not affected as 
affect the average individual. You go then to whom? 
e Secretary of Agriculture, do you not? Does he try this 


HEYBURN. 
HEMENWAY. 
HEYBURN. 
HEMENWAY. 


Not at all. 
Who does try it? 
The court, and nobody else, 


Then you must go to the court; and that 


what I am seeking to avoid. You would have continu 
Is in the courts of the United States. 

HEYBURN. I think one trial would settle it. 
HEMENWAY. Why settle it? I put this case right 
Here is a medicine that the Senator must admit is a 


rd medicine. Then if some one seeking to injure the repu 
if this medicine, in order to build up the reputation of his 
hould to court and prove that in it did not 
e effect it is claimed it ought to have had, would that 
Why, no; there would come other trials of numerous 
» who had tried the medicine with beneficial effect to prove 
other hand that this was a good medicine. 
HEYBURN. I think the Senator has precluded that in 
tation or conclusion by the statement that it is a stand 
licine. That presupposes that it is that which would be 
lent to a uniform quality; and if a standard medicine, 
standard name, of standard quality was once pronounced 
, I think that would settle it. 
HEMENWAY. What 
he standard? 
HEYBURN. The maker; and 
ndard he places on the bottle, then under the prov 
law it is held to be a misbranding. 
HEMENWAY. Under what rule can any maker 
ie fix the standard other than to state the truth 
HEYBURN. Let me say to the Senator that this very 
Glyco Thymoline—under analysis here has been shown 
f every possible grade of impurity, from the merest it 
and imitation up to the pure article. 
s have been made by chemists of this city. 
HEMENWAY. May I be permitted to state that a dis 
hed physician in the Senate tells me that in his family 
been used for years and is being used now; and the dis- 
hed Senator from Idaho tells me that it is a very bad 
a 
HEYBURN. I think that is hardly a fair statement. I 
iot Say it was a very bad medicine. I say the analyses 
1 we have had made have disclosed the fact that there is 
it deal of fraudulent and bogus medicine under this name 


so one case 





is a standard medicine? 


W ho 


if it does not conform to 


isions 


of a 


about it? 


Innumerable 


nm the market, 


Mr. 
He 


HEMENWAY. No; tl 
said this medicine | 
caegrees ol impul 

Mr. HEYBURN Ve 
think that is « 

Mr. HEMED 
Hampshire [Mr. Ga 
me that it is 1 
and is being 1 ! 
bill, unless my amend 
discussion through t 
remedy will cure the | 

Now, take No. 77, I | 
Chey say that they will cure 


years 


. 
ti 





| vy \ 
many cases In other cases they do 1 
case where they do not i ( 
and prove that this medi 1 dot hot ire ¢ | Z 
comes contraband 
Chat is a condition of : 
about by this bill. When we 
state fairly and honestly 
{ is that j the 
Ol ol 
{ illy e we 
hem to go to the cor 
lar medicine will cu ( 
Mr. HEYBURN. Phis ame 
state i hy hit y atlirm tivel It s 
Mr. HEMENWAY. And the 
it. It says, “if the 
bear any statement regard i 
That is the Senator’s bill. f vy | 
cept that I strike out the y 
ind add “ existence or 
ol } credient or s I 
lan ve lL st no re l ! 
sho l not be ace ted | » 
N NcCUMBER If : 2 
me for just mi I 
tor 1 In I g 
that uuld be give 1 I 
reument d es ] ‘ 
I myself h £ ) : 
i p 
Nov the S« r { t! 
That would make an Li ( 
Mr. HEMENWAY lf se 
the constru my 
n I mysell | 
language, but I t t 
chairman of ( 
the he ngs 
Mr. McCUMBER 
1 | 1 ‘ ies 
I and s = 
| Poss I i a 
t it rig] At 
those words and t 
pend 1 1 what t 
+ t is aimed 
ovtner \ us I ere 5 
that the cl 
the . h { 
ted if it does 1 
. } 
\I 
M HEMENWAY ] 
| ‘ iV tl 
‘ ed : 
‘ le or ] l 
nrts pro e the <« 
world will never agi 
Mr. McCUMBER. Bu 
ment goes a gl t deal f 
that by its negative ch 
characters of abuses and f [ 
But getting back to the | l 
that it is aimed iby tl \ 
to the Senator before he l l l 
report No. 34, of two yz ( f 
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Massachusetts, in which they go over a large list of medicines 
where the bottle or container states that it is composed of such 
and such drugs, of known curative qualities, when, as a matter 
of fact, there is not a trace of any such drug in the bottle or in 
the container. That provision is intended to strike 
such cases as that. I confess myself that if it is not sufficiently 
clear, I for one am willing to more clearly define its intent. 

I take the same letter which the Senator received, and which 
he was kind enough to hand to me a short time ago, and I call 


attention to the construction that is placed by the writer of | 


that letter. He says: 


The slight change of phraseology proposed by your amendment makes | 


the definition of the term “ misbranded’’ more specific, and excludes | 
the implication that statements made in good faith regarding the 
therapeutic qualities of medicine or its ingredients can be made the 


basis for denying the right to transport such drugs from State to State. 

Now, that is not intended, in my opinion, to refer at all to the 
natural inclination of a manufacturer to blow his goods and to 
a considerable extent, but he simply shall not state that they 
contain things which they do not contain. Further on in this 
letter the writer, I think, falls into an error when he says: 

[ have a very good illustration right here in my hand. Here 
bottle marked * Pepto Mangan.” 

Mr. HHEMENWAY. He quotes the language. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that. It says: 


is a 


Does not affect the teeth.”” There is a statement as to the truth of 
which the purchaser is entitled to know. This bill provides that if 
that statement is untrue it shall be a contraband article. What objec- 


tion is there to it, supposing it does affect the teeth? 


Well, I think there would be serious objection if he makes : 
false statement even as to its qualities or what effect a certain 
drug will or will not have. If a person has delicate teeth, and 
does not want to use something as a tooth wash that will affect 
them, I do not know that any manufacturer has a right to place 
upon the bottle a statement that it will not affect the teeth when 
a matter of fact it will. But I do not believe that is the in- 
tent of the provision in that particular article. 


iis 


Now, what would be the bad result of the Senator’s amend- 
ment? He proposes to strike out the words “ ingredients or the 


substances,” so that we immediately, by striking out those words, 
affirmatively give authority to make the false statement with 
reference to the ingredients or substances, but not with refer- 
ence to the existence or nonexistence or the amount or purity 
f any ingredient or substance. In other words, if you strike 
that out he may say this article contains pepsin, when as a mat- 

of fact it contains no trace of pepsin. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the Senator will permit me, I think he 
Ss unwittingly misstating my amendment. 


o 


Mr. McCUMBER. If Ll am, 1 want to be corrected. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I wish to eall the attention of the Sena- 
tor to the bill as now drawn without the amendment. 

If the package containing it, or its label, shall bear any statement 

That is not a part of my amendment. It is a part of the 


original bill. 
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conains a thing which it does not contain, and if he makes any 
false satement as to the contents, which means “the ingre 
ents or the substances,” then it shall be prohibited. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ‘That is exactly what I want. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But I do not want to go further thay 
that and open up the field and say that he can, however, ma; 
facture this character of goods and simply be prohibited fy 
stating the existence or nonexistence or the amount or pu 
of any ingredient or substance. I want to leave that just ex- 
actly as it is. I do not care how much he blows his own goods 
provided he does not make a false statement. In other words 
I do not want by affirmative legislation to give authority to | 
manufacturer to falsely blow his goods, and the Senator gi) 
an affirmative authority by this provision. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the Senator point out in what | 
ticular? Here is a straight provision: 

If the package containing it, or its label, shall bear any statement 
regarding the existence or nonexistence or the amount of purity of 
any ingredient or substance contained in any particular— 

It is a straight, square provision, that he shall suffer the 
penalties of this bill if he does in any manner, shape, or for 
make a false statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will sus 
pend a moment while the Chair lays before the Senate the 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The Sxcrerary. A bill (H. R. 12707) to enable the people 
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution 
and State government and be admitted into the Union on 
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the peop! 
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and Sta 
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask that the unfinished business may be 


temporarily laid aside that the consideration of the pending }il! 
may be continued. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


The junior Senator from Indiana will proceed. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not see how the Senator can 
where this provision changes the bill in the slightest except by 


| taking the construction of the chairman of the committee upon 


the language of the bill. His construction is that they can go to 
the courts to determine the curative powers of a medicine 
Mr. McCUMBER. I do not want the Senator to state that a 


8 


|} my construction. 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam referring to the Senator in charve of 
I refer to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heys 
That is not the construction, then, of the Senator from 


Dakota? ; . 
Mr. McCUMBER. It is not. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. May I ask the Senator from Idaho if that 


is his construction of the bill? 
Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask the Senator to kindly restate hi 
question. 


Zz 





Mr. HEMENWAY. That under the provisions of the bill, if 
my amendment is not adopted—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I assume it is not as sufficiently clear, pos- 
sibly, as it should be, but I do not think that the quality or c! 
acter of the ingredients is intended to be affected by a refusal 


or a neglect to state what the ingredients are. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask the Senator from Idaho if he con 


strues the original bill to mean that they can go to the couris 
and have the court determine the curative powers of these medi- 
cines, as to whether or not they will cure headache, as to 


| whether or not they will cure a stomach trouble, and so fori 


} 


Mr. HEYBURN. That question may be too general to |. 
swered as a question involved in the consideration of this 
The court may determine exactly what the bill delegates to it 
for determination, and that is whether or not the packag 
taining the drug or its label “shall bear any statement 1 
ing the ingredients or the substances contained therein, \ h 
statement shall be false or misleading in any particular.” 
is what the court may determine. 

And it is not a fair test of the construction to be placed upon 


| the language either by the chairman of the committee by 


Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That leaves them free to make a state- 
ment or not, just as they like. So there can be no construction | 
put upon the amendment I offered other than changing the 
words “ingredients or the substances ” to these words: “ Exist 
ence or nonexistence or the amount or purity of any ingredient 
or substance. 

I want to say right now I am trying to arrive at the result 
the Senator seems to be trying to arrive at. I wish to guard in 

very way the purity of medicines. I wish to put every provi- 

m we can put into this bill to guard the people against impure 

ed es. All I seek to avoid is the right of some one to go to | 

he courts and say because this medicine has not cured in one 

case, where it might have cured in a hundred others, it shall be 
raband and shall not be the subject of interstate commerce. 

Phat is what I am trying to avoid, and the only thing I am try- 
to avoid, by my amendment. 

if the Senator, who is much more familiar with this matter 
than I am and seems to be in harmony with me on the question, | 
can suggest an amendment that is better worded to bring about 
that result, I would be glad to have him suggest it, because that 
is the sole thing I seek to accomplish. I want to have the 


medicine protected in every particular, every safeguard thrown 
around it to prevent the people from being misled or misin- 
formed by any label or representation upon the bottle or pack- 
age, but simply to prevent getting into the courts to determine 
the curative powers of certain medicines. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think I thoroughly understand the po- 
sition of the Senator from Indiana; but the point I wish to make 
with him that I am perfectly willing, far as I am con- 


is sO 


cerned, to stand upon the simple proposition, and that only, 
that the manufacturer shall not state that a bottle or package 


| 
| 





the court to inquire whether the court may determine wheel 
the medicine will cure a headache, because the terms of 
bill are “shall bear any statement,” not whether it wil! 
headache or not— 


Shall bear any statement regarding the ingredients or the su 3 
contained therein, which statement shall be false or misleading 
particular. 

Now, what constitutes a false or misleading statemen! a 
question for the court to determine, and after it has dete! 


what constitutes such a statement, then it may say upor te 
testimony, Is the party guilty or not guilty? 
ce 


HEMENWAY. The Senator has had long expe! 


Mr. 








1 has no doubt given to the bill very careful consideration. | 
‘ikes me that after the consideration the Senator has given | 
he could be able to construe his own bill and be able to | 

a simple question as to whether or not he construes 

the case of, say, No. 77, of the homee- | 

which is advertised to cure grippe, under the 
they may go into court 
question as to whether or not No. 77 does 
rippe, on the complaint of some man that it did not cure | 


placed upon i 
The Senator from 
HEMENWAY. 
than I have done 
GALLINGER. 
I think the Senat 
culty we have been s 


medicines, 


letermine the 


|} Sotto voce, « 
Mr. President, I do not feel that I can be | 
| upon to go further than the bill goes. 

If the Senator will permit me 
The argument advanced by the Senator - 
unfortunate 


HEYBURN. 


HEMENWAY. 
HEYBURN. 
HEMENWAY. 
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That change can be made 


Bay 
? 
t 


onsulted me a 


Pepto Mangan 


Senator that I knew nothing 
sumed there i 
will not affe 


W 
ot 
t 


LY 


understand just what the bill proposes, and 
trying to find out from the Senator who drafted i 
it is the object of this discussion to | 
from each other as to the intent and scope and purpose 
So we are within the legitimate purposes of 
ssion of this measure. 

answer the question of the Senator when I say that 
to determine whether there 
tement upon the package or label “ regarding the ingredi- | 
substances 
false or misleading in any particular.” 


Idaho sugges 


HEYBURN. 


the court 


contained statement 
with this 
necessarily the court must determine that just as it 
ts a jury as to what constitutes larceny or murder or 
crime that is being considered. 
y as to what constitutes those offenses and then says to the 
“It is your function now, being instructed as to what con- 
t not under 


The court 


determine 
or not guilty.” I see no more difficulty in applying and | 
ting this law than in applying any other criminal law. 
that fully answers the Senator’s question. 
The Senator has not yet answered my 
question as to whether or not the case I state could be 


HEMENWAY. 


every protection given to the people that can possibly 
n to them against buying something under a false pre 

under a false representation; but 
continuous trial in the courts to determine questions 
he medical fraternity themselves can not determine. y | 

en trying for years to determine whether this, that, or | 
ier medicine will cure a certain specific disease, and they 
determined 


gested that 
found to be 


ie intended. 


sted 
medical profession would have 
idiosyncrasies. 
quantity, 
strychnine would 
known just such cases. 


the teeth inju 


P alway 


administered. 


So in reference to one of 
the teeth in 


idiosyncrasy or whose teeth were com} 
ent materials from what they ought to b 
As to Glyco Thymoline, it i med 
for sore throats and that cl: 
it called in question as being n 
be that there are some fraudulent 
Senator 
think 
the Senator from Idaho duri! 
to Pepto Mangan, 


he teet 


if 


HEYBURN 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


think, 


as will give the people pure dri 
misinformed 
nts printed upon a bottle or box or from being misk 
other way by men who have medicines to sell: 
y do not want to have the people of the country put 
» courts to determine the differences between the opinions 
ians all over the country as to whether or not this or | 
edicine has certain curative powers. 


pure medicines, | sure that 


| the Senator fro! 
with this discus 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
occurred , 


conclusions 


should not be 


HEYBURN. 
rs opinion 
, under the language of this bill, in his judgment. 
r of long experience, and I should like to know. 


Mr. President, I would be glad to have the | goyptless 


think the 





what 


should be throw 


medicine that 


HEMENWAY. Judging from the construction put upon 


HEYBURN. I should like to have the Senator’s judg- 


of 
is free fr 


Senator 


1 not a deduction drawn from the judgment of another. 
Candidly I will say to the Senator that | 
believe, under the bill as drawn by the Senator, the 
uld determine the curative power of medicines: 
ison for my amendment is because the Senator 
r of distinction and whose ability is well known not only 

United States, 
‘onstruction upon the language of the bill. 
I will ask the Senator where I have placed 
rent construction upon the bill? 

In the hearings. 
I should like to have a reference. 

On pages 97 and 98 of the hearings. 
I want to see just what precedes it. 

Unless I misconstrue the language of the 


HEMENWAY. 


HEYBURN. 


HEMENWAY. 
HBEYBURN. 
HEMENWAY. 
HEYBURN., 
HEMENWAY. 


have no obj I 
assume if the wor 
vord “ingre : 
McCUMBER. Senator from 
wishes to make the bill absolutely certain to have his 
uction, it could be done by striking out the word “ regard- 
’ and inserting the words “as to its constituent; ’ 


President, ; a: 
object to it, 


‘ constituent 


Mr. HEMENWAY. 


Sibi Raaas 


€ package containing it, or its label, shall bear any statement as 
ituent ingredients or the substances contained therein, 





Hampshire or the 


fore the wi 


Ingredient ” 


tion of that word cures what 
stand the Senator from Idaho 
statement 


in 





hearings. 
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guage would not allow the court to determine the curative pow- 
ers of a medicine; but certainly now, and not in the court, this 
question ought to be determined. We have too much legisla- 
tion that is uncertain and misleading, and where the courts are 
compelled to determine what Congress intended. In legislating 
we ought so to legislate that there would be no trouble in deter- 
mining what Congress intended. That is what I am driving at | 
now—to secure such legislation here as to leave the question not 
in doubt as to whether or not the courts can determine as to 
the curative powers of medicines. I want them to have full] bill for the purpose of determining just how far the sco} 
power to determine as to the purity and as to the fact whether | the amendment would go. 

or not any article is misrepresented by the label on a bottle or a Mr. GALLINGER. ‘The provision is: 

representation of the ingredients, ete. I think the amendment Sec. 4. That the examinations of specimens of foods, drugs, 
proposed by the Senator from North Dakota covers the point. cines, and liquors shall be made in the Bureau of Chemistry 


Mr. HEYBURN. That embodies withdrawing the balance | Department of Agriculture, or under the direction and supervis 
. - such Bureau, for the purpose of determining from such examin 





and they will have some leeway in the determination of t} 
matters that will come to their attention. I will ask the §s 
ator if he does not think this is a very proper amendment’? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to have 
benefit of a suggestion from the Senator from New Hamps}) 
In his judgment would this apply to preservatives injected into 
meat? 

| Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

| Mr. HEYBURN. I have been studying the language of 

| 








of your amendment? f 7 | whether such article is adulterated or misbranded, or contains 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I withdraw it temporarily. I am going | poisonous or other substance in sufficient quantity to be deleteri: 
to look into the matter, however, and if I make up my mind | the health of human beings or domestic animals, etc. 
at it does not cure the evil, I shall of course reserve the right Mr. HEYBURN. “Article” relates to all classes of food, and 
to urge my amendment hereafter. it would be a question of how much boracic acid might ly 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | jected into meat for preservative purposes or how muc! 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper] will be stated at | maldehyde or any of those substances, embalming fluids—ani it 
the desk. was a very active question during the late Spanish war to 
The Secrerary. On page 7, line 11, after the word “state- | whether or not embalming fluid that had been injected into t 
ment,” it is proposed to strike out “ regarding the,’ and to in- | was in sufficient quantity to affect the human stomach a cd 
sert “as to its constituent; so that if amended the clause will stroy the digestive powers. If this were confined to p g. 
read: | as used in drugs, I should feel differently about it; but 
Second. If the package containing it, or its label, shall bear any | Question in my mind as to how far this proposed amen 
statement as to its constituent ingredients or the substances contained | would go. I do not know whether the Senator from New Hamp 
therein | shire has considered it in all its possible phases or not r 
Mr. HEMENWAY. That is right. | instance, we demonstrated recently here in the case of S 
Mr. HEYBURN. I have no right to accept the amendment at | that the modern process of curing ham consisted in inj ? 
this time. | with a syringe boracic acid once into the bone and once int 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be ordered to | very heart of the meat of the ham for the purpose of pr - 
be printed and will lie upon the table. ing it. Of course that acid could not be removed, and it would 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask to take up three or four amend- | be very difficult for us to determine just what quantity \ n 


ments which I offered yesterday, which are identical, except | the ham. 
that they appear in different portions of the bill. On page 4, | Mr. GALLINGER. I quite agree with the Senator on that 
line 19, I think the first occurs. | point, but, per contra, under the terms of the bill, if an 
















rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment proposed by | itestimal quantity of boracic acid is found, it immediately places 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLincer] will be | the article under the ban of the law. There may be a little 
stated. difficulty, perhaps, in the line suggested by the Senator, | I 
The Secretary. In section 4, page 4, line 19, after the word | think it would be much less than it would be under the 1 s 
substance,” it is proposed to insert “in sufficient quantity to | of the bill. I feel sure that we do not mean to legi 0 
be;” and in line 24, before the word “ injurious,” to insert “in | as to make a man who uses in the preparation of any art if 
utlicient quantity to be;” so that if amended it will read: | food a quantity of drug so small that it has no appreciabl ct 
' : ; . | on the human system amenable to the law and that his goods 

. Fi t the examinations of specimens of foods, drugs, medi- : . . ee . 
rs shall be made in the Bureau of Chemistry of the | Shall be placed under the ban and denied the privilege of - 

Agricult . or under the direction and supervision of | state commerce. I do not think there will be the least « 

nt murene, vos te maetheonhae aaa a een | difficulty in the matter if the bill is amended as I suggest. 
i s or other substance in suffi quantity to be deleterious to | Of course the scientists who will have charge, in the first 

Sor animals ; and if it shall appear place, of the administration of this proposed law and i 
ad ee a anal ne or | mining these questions will be fully competent to determine 
ent « tity to be injurious to human health when | Whether or not the quantity of adulterant, if it may be so 

prescribed or usual manner of use of such article, et« called, is sufficient to do any harm. On the other hand, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator from Idaho will ob- | 2% not given the privilege of so determining the questio 
will be held to a determination adverse to the manufz: 











serve what I have to say. I will occupy but a few moments. | = : 7 on te oes : 
I howe. after I have presented my views very briefly, the Sena- | the geods if the least possible portion is found in the go Is 
tor will accept this amendment. — : ; | hot that correct? , vi 
rhe q stion of what is deleterious to human health is a very Mr. HEY Bt RN. If the Senator will permit me, I shou ' 
We will take, as an illustration, the matter that | to call his attention to the limitation placed upon this vi 0 
discussion yesterday—Lea & Perrin’s Worcestershire | ¥'S!00, Commencing on line 25, at the bottom of page 4 
in which there was found salicylic acid. It is not stated | [imitation was intended to cure or meet the objection 
| salicylic acid was found in it, though it presumably | Senator from New Hampshire without throwing the do 
finitestimal quantity, so far as the amount that is | 0Pe? to the use of such quantity as might in the judgment 
. ed at table is concerned. Salicylic acid and | packer be safe. The limitation is contained in these wor 
re drugs which are used in medicine. The | And if it shall appear from any such examination that si 
1 of 1 acids is 74 grains—5GO milligrams. mens are adulterated or misbranded or contain any added Ro: 
: deleterious substance or ingredient in sufficient quantity to b 
um nor the maximum dose, but it | to human health when used in the prescribed or usual mann‘ 
ld I sicians are in the habit of giving 15 | of such article. 
s ‘ in the treatment of rheumatism, and, a| Those are the words of limitation, and I felt at the ti 
ft day for a consid le length of it was as far as we ought to go without chancing the t 4 
to come from it. Fifteen grains of | open of the door to just such conditions as exist in ref 0 
bly be as much as would be put into | the method of preserving meat in warm weather by th 
| say, of Lea & Perrin’s Worcester- | drastic and radical processes that were generally con 
{ teaspoonful, more or less, that is con- | throughout the country. 
tale an addition to the fish, certainly could do no | If we say “in sufficient quantity to be deleterious 
harm to the human system; but if this bill remains in its pres- | health of human beings,” then it will leave it to the pa 
» any ui t of salicylic acid or boras acid, or any | marily to determine; and I do not think it will protect 
nilar drug, found in a food supply would make it contraband | all. I think the words of limitation to which I have ca 
and bring it under the ban of the law. So it seems to me there | attention of the Senator are perhaps safer for both part (d 
can be no harm in inserting the words “in sufficient quantity | will effectuate the purpose to be accomplished ; but there , 
to be” before the words “deleterious to health.” That is a| danger in the amendment offered by the Senator fro: ew 
itter that can be determined by the scientists who will have | Hampshire. There would not be, however, if it were « ed 


charge of the administration of this bill should it become a law, | to drugs. 





1906. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 





| 
No. 

Mr. HEYBURN. There would be no danger if confined to | 
drugs, but confined to preservatives used in the embalming proc- | 
esses of meats there is no little danger. I do not like that pro- 
vision, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not quite understand the phraseology | 
of the bill which the Senator quoted: 

And if it shall 

ens 

That is, drugs, medicines, liquors, or foods— 

e adulterated or misbranded or contain any added poisonous or delete 

is substance or ingredient injurious to human health when used in 

» prescribed or usual manner of use of such article. 

Does the Senator mean used medicinally? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, of course, that limitation applies not 

ily to medicines and drugs, but it applies also to articles of 

od. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 

uiracter of the article. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is aware, as I suggested a 

oment ago, that medicinally 15 grains of salicylic acid is fre- 

uently administered and no special harm comes. This pro 
on ‘injurious to human health when used in the pre 
bed or usual manner of use of such articles.” Does the 
enator mean in the medicinal quantity—that a man can take 
article of food and eat it at a meal if it does not contain 
ore than 15 grains of salicylic acid? 
Mr. HEYBURN. I would suggest to the Senator that to ob- 
te the objection which I see in it, can not the amendment 
mited to drugs? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


| 


appear from any such examination that such speci 


Yes; 


So the 


certainly. 


use would be determined by the 


Says 


I think I think 


So. that would be very 
Mr HEYBURN. Then it would be clear of controversy. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator take that into prayer- 


consideration ? 

Mir. HEYBURN. Yes; and if the Senator between now and 
time the amendment comes up will just incorporate a limi 
m there making it apply only to drugs, I shall have no 
tion to it. : 

. GALLINGER. Very well. 

\ir. SPOONER. Has the Senator from Idaho amended in any 
e the proviso in the fourth subdivision, on page 8, 
which we had some discussion on a former day? 

\Iir. HEYBURN. Is that the Lodge amendment? 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I ealled the Senator’s attention to the 
so which was in the bill then, and is in the bill now, in the 
th subdivision on page 8. It is as follows: 


added poisonous or other 


\r 


concerh- 


If it contain any ingredient which 









render such article injurious to human health: Provided. That 
intended for export shall not be deemed misbranded or adults 
when prepared and packed in accordance with specifications of 
eign purchaser, provided no substance is used that is in con 
th the laws of the country to which the goods are to be shipped, 
ch country having laws upon the subject does not prohibit such 


of preparation. 
lboes that stand as it stood originally? 
Mr. HEYBURN. ‘That stands as it is in the bill now. 
SPOONER. That relates to what is known as packing in 
Mir. HEYBURN. That is what it amounts to. 
Ir. SPOONER. That is not what it says. 
HEYBURN. That is what it amounts to. 
rovision limit it to packing in bond. 
| legal designation to be applied to packing, 
synonymous term. That classof packing is confined to goods 
under the law go into the market, except under laws in 
rmity with the processes under which the goo pre 
l. That is what it amounts to. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, 


The terms of 
Of course there is no 
but 1 am using 


Is are 


the Senator exhibits some 

HEYBURN. I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Which I think, if I 
ps to apologize to him for, but this 
mportance. If passed, and it 


occasioned it, I ought 
is a bill of the ui 
probably will be, it will 


, lt directly and indirectly in every community in the United 
, es. Although that is left for the court to decide, it is the 

substantial attempt, in my judgment, to turn the commerce 

er of the Constitution into a police power like unto that 
h belongs to a State: but I do not care to go into that 
d tion now. I think the Senator will admit with all the 
ties and the limitation the bill ought to be as free from 


ibility of misconstruction as the utmost labor and thought 
E can make it. 
¥ Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask the 


hy, he would make in that provision? 
Mr. 


Senator what change, if 


SPOONER. 


a 
i 
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articles in bond. 


I think the provision is a bad one as it | 


nothng in it which limits its operation to 
There nothing in it, M President, which 
limits the scope of the provision to mere pa¢ ) 


reads. There is 


18 


tion for export. If it is to be taken, as 

necessary construction, as an authority confe 1 by 

to export for the benefit of the p ers O 

to be used as food in foreign countri 

they are deleterious and dangerous to tl \ 
prohibit among our own people, its tend 4 
our commerce, to cover it with su }) 


will thereby have fallen from a con 


higher, as shown by « previous “ 
after the enactment o his 

Mr. McCUMBER. I assum S 
obje 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in t ) 
the Senator from Wisconsin y i to 1 S tor } 
Dakota? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I assume that th 
object of this provision. 

Mr. SPOONER. The object of explained the 
day, but the language of the pr goes 
as stated the other day. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I think, Mr. Presid 
does go beyond the object, of eourse we ¢ } } it ) 
Mr. SPOONER. That w the object of t 


other day 
Mr. McCUMBER. I want to 


oughly understand each other and may pe 


what the Senator thinks is just and proper, that 
one that was asked to -be inserted by tl 
packing industries. 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. McCUMBER. There was a quest 
bill. because it does not declare one way > ti ithe 
possibly be construed that p g ’ 
it. The packers did n wish to be iterf< 
porting meat to a foreign country wl 
from the foreign country sti] 1 tl 
in borax in crossing eC Se I 
Senator will excuse me just « 
forward sales” for the Liverpool 1 et 
inals, and in every instance t ( 
so forth, “ packed in rax r} 
necessary for it to be so packed | 
crossing the ocean Where e ¢ 


requests that meat be so p 


country 


in the laws of the foreig! unt h 
received in that form, then tl | 
o comply with the order in tl oreig ‘ | 
ly be very glad to limit it to just 
Mr. SPOONER. That i e § 
Mr. McCUMBER. 1 say I uld | 
Cisse ~ 
Mr. SPOONER But it is 
blending here of adul 
for shipme The vw 
the son that it 
which reads 
All 
I 
I I s 
the word rac | wouls 
been used in both th S 
subdivisiot » whi ae 
used in ' ecti \ ! 
a cons Nc f 
Mr. HEYBURN Mr. Presid 
e PRESIDING OFFICER lL) 
consin yield to the Senator from ] 
Mr. SPOONER Certainly 
Mr. HEYBURN In the fou 1s 
in connection with the word “] 
packed ” that is the a) 
Mr. SPOONER. “ Packed” is ie 1 \ 
pared” mean? What does 1 
The word “ prepared” is not 
Applied to food, what does 
Provided, Tl a i 
br nded or rdulte ited w 
specificatior of the I 
“ Prepared and packed.’ 
iween the preparation ; d the | i l cK 


in borax. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. No; if the Senator will excuse me, that 
is not wholly the case. The meat, as it was stated before the 
committee, is not only packed in borax—that is, having borax 

und it—but the borax is rubbed in to some extent; and it is 
prepared by having a solution of the borax poured over the 
whole ham, or ribs, or whatever it is to be exported. It was 
thought that the word “packed” itself, which means simply 
putting the article into a box, would not be broad enough to 
cover this preparation to preserve it. If we can get some other 
word that would be just as well, I should haye no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Dealers in my own city were convicted last 
summer for the sale of meats in which had been used borax and 

» other things of that kind employed in preserving. All I 
want is this: I should like to have this language made so clear 


that when this bill shall have passed there can not be predicated 
m it the imputation that the Congress of the United States 
has deliberately authorized the export of food products for sale 
among the unsuspecting people of other lands which we will not 
permit to be shipped from State to State or sold to the people of 
own land. ‘That provision of the bill would not read well 
‘oad if the construction that I put upon it—and I am not 
a strained construction or a sinister one—should be up- 
heid. It is inconsistent with much legislation of Congress—the 
filled legislation, and the legislation as to the inspection 
on this side of meats and dairy products, as I recollect, which 
legislation was intended to commend the exports of the United 
States to foreign countries. Those laws have been quite efficient, 


seeking 


Sea 


Che 





as the consular reports show. I am simply contending that 
nothing shall be in this bill—and I know of nothing but this 
clause—which can be construed as an intention to lower our 
commercial standard in foreign commerce. I think the Senator 


from North Dakota can phrase that provision so as to accom- 
plish every legitimate purpose of the packers, if there be any, 


and as to that I do not undertake to say. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me ask the Senator right here if this 
modification would suit his views? The present provision is 
this: 

Provided, That goods intended for export shall not be deemed mis- 
branded or adulterated when prepared and packed in accordance with 
f fications of the foreign purchaser, etc. 

Change it so that it will read: 

ided, That goods intended for export shall not be deemed mis- 
branded or adulterated when the preparation and packing for shipment 
ein accordance with specifications of the foreign purchaser, etc, 


So that it will clearly indicate that the word “ preparation ” 


I ns simply the preparing of the article for shipment and not 
the making of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then it really leaves the foreign users of 

entirely subject to the greed of the merchant who orders it 
for their use. 

I should like to have it made clearer, if it can be made clearer, 
that the article that is shipped shall not be a prohibited article 
in our own country. Now, that would defeat the object of this 

iment, or would it not? 


Mr. McCUMBER. We do not determine in this bill whether 


the use of borax will or will not - 
Mr. SPOONER. This does not say anything about borax. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Or any of those ingredients - 
Mr. SPOONER. Borax is only one of numerous chemicals, if 
I may use that word—preservatives. 
Mr. McCUMBER. It will depend upon whether or not the 
‘ t shall construe that certain ingredients do affect inju- 
riously. 
Mr. SPOONER. I do not see any provision for a court under 
M HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
vield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Ir. SPOONER. I yield to both Senators. 
Mir. HEYBURN. This provision was reported under the direc- 
f the committee. I would perhaps not be considered as 
duty to the committee if I were to say that I have 
I pathy with it. But it is the committee’s report. I be- 
lieved then, and I feel free to say so now, that the standard of 
‘ products for ex] should be up to the standard of our 
I lucts f ] e consumptiol 
Mr. SPOONER. That is right; that is honest. 


Mr. HEYBURN. sut I am here to represent the committee 
in this bill, and they have instructed me to report the bill: and 
[ hope the Senator will not again fall into the error of thinking 
that because I may be somewhat earnest in my manner of 
speaking I am displaying any temper. 

SPOONER. I did not quite irtend that. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator suggested it. 
conscious of my manner of speaking. 


' 
Vir, 


I am not always 
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Mr. SPOONER. The manner is always satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But while I think the standard of our e 
ports should be up to the standard of our products for ho 
consumption, I will say that the committee have reported th 
measure, and in the wisdom of the committee this measure 
worthy the consideration of this bedy, and I am here to gi 
the best reasons the committee had to give for retaining ¢] 
provision in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I very much prefer the reasons which 1 
Senator gives for putting it out of the bill than I do the reaso 
of the committee for putting it in the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If I may be permitted to finish my obser 





tion—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 
Mr. HEYBURN. No Senator has offered any amendny 


providing for the elimination of this provision from the bill. 
was before Congress at the last session; it has been here 
iImany years; and it is not becoming that I should offer an ame; 
ment eliminating it. The Senator from Wisconsin confines } 
self to a criticism of it, but has not proposed that it be eli 
nated from the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have heard that observation before. | 
am not on that committee. I sit here, and when bills come 
and are presented to the Senate, I look them over as thorough! 
as I can. No Senator can read all the bills upon which 
body acts, not even all the important bills. If I see somethi 
as I read a bill, which I think ought to be changed or is li 
to misconstruction, I conceive it or have conceived it to be 
duty to call the attention of the Senate to it in the expectat 
that if there be force in the objection I make the commi 
which prepared the bill and whose duty it is to have beco 
perfectly familiar with the subject would prepare a pro; 
amendment, if I can not at the moment. 

Last year I performed this same function, which is an ung 
cious one, as to the pure-food bill, in connection with the Se: 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. Platt], who is greatly missed fro 
this Chamber. No one whose opinion is worth consideration 
could suppose for one moment that either of us could be see! 
ing merely to obstruct good legislation. And I recollect that 
almost every amendment suggested by the Senator from (Co: 
necticut, and nearly every one to which I called the attention 
of Senators having the bill in charge, were acquiesced in, and 
the bill was amended accordingly. The bill was very much i 
proved, and the discussion last year, which did not operate to 
kill the bill, has, I think my friend the Senator from Idaho y 
admit, enabled the committee to improve very much this bill over 
the bill of last year. 

Mr. President, I am not at this moment able to draw 
amendment which will accomplish what the packers want to 
accomplish and accomplish what the Senator himself thinks 
the dignified, honorable commercial attitude for the Goyernm 
of the United States to take. If we are to permit, by our s| 
ute, shipment abroad of food products for use across the sea 
which by the same statute we prohibit in our own country, t 
ends it. No amendment to the proviso will cure it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Suppose the Senate strikes out the p 
graph? 

Mr. SPOONER. It may be that with the peculiar know! 
which the Senator ought to have, and which his colleague ! 
North Dakota ought to have—and I have thought perhaps did 
have—with fuller information on this subject, they mig! 
devise some amendment to the amendment which would 
complish in part and in a proper way the object of this pro. 

If that can not be done, then it ought to be stricken out, and |! 
rose really to ask the Senator whether it had not been.amende( 
I supposed it had been. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am free to say that it does not occur to 
me that the proviso could be amended at all and retain 
element of the purpose for which it was incorporated in 
bill. If a different rule for the preparation of meats for 
port is to be provided for in this bill, that provides for 
effectually and as well as any other language could provid 
it. It is only a question as to the wisdom of recognizing 4 
ferent standard for that class of merchandise. I do not 
like undertaking to improve upon the construction of that 
guage for the accomplishment of that purpose. There i 
choice between the two propositions—either adopt it, if | 
thought wise and proper that we should recognize the stan l 
abroad in preparing food for foreign shipment; adop 
language as it is, or else make no exception in the rule as t 
preparation of our foods, 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is right. 
reached by a motion. 

I should like to ask the Senator from North Dakota or 


That can ve 
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Senator from Idaho kindly to turn to page 7, the nineteenth 
ne. 
In the case of food an article shall be deemed to be adulterated : 
If any substance or substances has or have been mixed and 
packed = it so as to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality 
strength. 
I do not care for that. 
Second. If any substance or sabstances has or have been substituted 
olly or in part for the article. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 
rom Wisconsin reading? 
ir. SPOONER. Page 7. 
Mr. McCUMBER., — Of the old print? 
» new print. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 
page 8 of the new print. 
\ir. SPOONER. It is on the page before the proviso, which 
have been discussing, is found. You can locate it by that 


VISO, 


First. 


He is not reading from 


The provision appears at the top 


Mr. HEYBURN. Page 7? 
\ir. GALLINGER. It is page 8 of the new print. 
SPOONER. It is page 7 of my print. 


Mr. McCUMBER. It is the second subdivision to which the 


S tor refers? 
Mr. SPOONER. The second: 
nd. If any substance or substances has or have been substi- 


{ wholly or in part for the article. 
Is that satisfactory to the Senator? Does it make no differ- 
e whether it improves it or is detrimental to it? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly not, whether it improves it or 
trimental. Let us take a case of this kind. 


Mir. SPOONER. This is not misbranding; this is adultera- 
\ir. McCUMBER. This is adulteration. Let me give a case. 


The Senator goes to a store and purchases strained honey. 


One-half of that honey is glucose. It may be that the glucose 
etter than the honey. It may add to it. It may be wholly 
se, with what is called “honey flavoring.” If the glu 
e is substituted wholly or in part for the honey, it would be 
“1 to be adulterated. So I can say of maple sirup or any 
kind of sirup. That is the object of the provision. | 
‘ir. SPOONER. Or if corn meal is substituted in part for 
t in flour? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is an adulteration within the meaning 
he bill? 
\ir. McCUMBER,. Yes; where it operates as a fraud. 
\ir. SPOONER. As a fraud—only that? 
Mr. MeCUMBER. As a fraud. Ordinarily people do not 
terate for the purpose of putting in a better article. Gen 
y it is a cheaper article that is substituted. 
SPOONER. Take the next provision. 
d I f any Swann constituent of the article has been wholly or 
abstractec 
; ‘ir. McCUMBER. Let us take nutmegs as an example. You 
5 ‘I find, if you go down to one of the stores in the city and wish | 
v hnutmegs, that there are two kinds. One will be of ash- 
n color, and the other kind will be covered with little 
» spots, showing the use of lime. If you put the latter un 
he magnifying glass, you will find there are little punctures 
F and you will find also that the nutmeg oil has all been 
F ted from the nutmeg before it is sold. I give you that 
y as one example. The same is true as to many spices. 
SPOONER. Take the abstraction of caffeine from cof- 
Mr. McCUMBER. I presume so. 
Ir. SPOONER. A coffee extract; would that be an adultera- 
McCUMBER. Certainly; because it changes the quality 
character of the particular goods. 
SPOONER. Wherein does the fraud consist—in the 
‘nding or adulteration? 
i Mir. MeCUMBER. The fraud in this case would be in adul- 
; on. We state what is misbranding—where you give a 
e to an article different from its real name. We differen 
between adulteration and misbranding. Adulterations 
intended to cover those cases where you change the quality 
the particular thing by additions, etc., and misbranding is 
ere you give to a food article a name entirely different from 
4 own, 
Be Mr. SPOONER. Suppose you extract the cream from milk 
re concentrating it, and sell it for milk—— 
i Mr. McCUMBER. That is an adulteration. 
: Mr. SPOONER. Is that‘an adulteration? 
fe Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly it would be an adulteration. | 
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While it would still be milk, it would not have all the m or 
all the qualities of milk. Whereas if you simply took chalk 
and water and sold it for milk 

Mr. SPOONER. That would be a fraud. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘That would be a fraud. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is substituting a cheaper article. 

Mr. SPOONER. It might not be cheaper, and for some pur 
poses might be more useful and healthful. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think there is much danger of 
a person buying a more expensive article and lding it to a ¥ 
cheaper article for the purpose of selling it 

Mr. SPOONER. I have known instances where an article 
more healthful than the original article was produced by 
abstraction of certain constituents. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can give the Senator other « 
| There is advertised in our drug stores phenacetin. The t 
of phenacetin is about $1 per ounce. In an examinatior cle 


a short time ago in the drug stores of New York, out of 343 


samples, or something like that, over 315 were adulterated th 
acetanilid. Some of them were wholly acetanilid ne t 
thirds, and so on. Acetanilid costs about 25 cents a pound, 
while phenacetin costs a dollar an ounce. So you see by the 
| substitution the druggist would make 6,400 per cent. 
Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of 


the fact that according to the 


unanimous-consent 


agreement made yesterday, the hour of 3 o'clock having ar 
rived, the debate will henceforth proceed under the ten-minut: 
rule. 

Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly there are a vast numl 
adulterations, but my fear is that the definitions here g 
and almost inevitably would, lead to the statutory characte 
tion of certain things, which really are healthful and 
purposes an improvement, as adulterations. It ought not to be 
so. I do not know—this matter is so complex and bew y 
whether definitions can be made that will not do that 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think so, I will say to Si 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is necessary formally, I move to strike 
out section 4. I do it for the purpose of asking some questiol 
about this section: 

That the examinations of specimer f food ned 1 
liquors shall be made in the Bureau of Che! try <« the | 
of Agriculture 

As I understand, that is the place wher | the s 
provided for in this bill are to be made n Ag 
Department—that is, analyses of foods, of drugs f edicines 
and of liquors. Of course we have a labo s 
erected at very large expense, not in charge s of ch 
but in charge of physicians as well, whose fur n it is ts i 


relation to the public health, to analyze drug 

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 hope the 
this method of examination by the 
through the Bureau of Chemistry is the only 1 hod 1 


Senator Is 


Secretary of 


e 


you can get one of these cases into court 

Mr. SPOONER. No: I am not 

Mr. McCUMBER. You can take the re 
and present it to the district attorney 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not that I am « ¢ attention 
as I go along, to the fact that there is alread bure f the 
Treasury Department charged with the duty 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether tl ‘ aceord th 
the pharmacopeia and all that 

Mr. McCUMBER. Also in the Agricult ) time 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes: but the Agricultu 1h 3 
with it only from the standpoint of the ch while the Pu 
lic Health Department of the United St ! " 
the standpoint of the chemist and the standpoint of the 
gist. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. Physiologist. 

Mr. SPOONER. Physiologist 

Mr. GALLINGER. Which is very import 

Mr. SPOONER. First my thought is this: Whe there } 
been established by law a Health Department of tl | | 
States, and this well-organized laboratory hich 
constantly in this very work of analyzing drug ! ' 
to the public health for the purpose of ascertaining jus 
provided here, why duplicate this work? W dd 
Agriculture Department the function of anal e drug 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from W 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota‘ 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can answer the Senator if he \ hes ‘ 
to answer him now. I understand this is : g 
bate. No one is taking advantage of tli 

Mr. SPOONER. All right. I would be 
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cism, that the function of the officer, the examiner, is merely 
determine a fact. He takes no action whatever after that det. 
mination upon the determination. He merely determines 
fact. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is mistaken about his own } 
Of course my time is up. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is a question of interpretation. I | 
the bill before me, and it is couched in reasonably plain | 
guage. 

The examinations * * *  gshall be made— 

I go directly to the subject— 

* * * for the purpose of determining from 
whether such article is adulterated or misbranded— 

Those are facts— 


such examina 


or contains any poisonous or other substance— 

Those are facts— 
deleterious to the health of human beings or domestic animals. 

That is a fact. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is an opinion, is it not? 

Mr. HEYBURN. But it is not an opinion which goes fu 
than the expression of itself. No action is taken upo 
opinion, 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 


Let us see if that is true. 
The determination of a fact is merely an 


| Opinion. 


Mr. SPOONER. Let us see if that is true. If the Se 
will permit me to speak in his time, I suppose the qu 
whether a drug contains a poison detrimental to human h 
or deleterious is a matter of opinion. It depends somewhat 
upon the quantity, I presume. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And upon the individual. 

Mr. SPOONER. And upon the individual, and upon a y 
of circumstances and facts which the chemist would not 
urally know. But the Senator says that no action is taken u 
it. There is action taken upon it. 

And if it shall appear from any such examination that suc! 
mens are adulterated or misbranded or contain any added poiso: 


| deleterious substance or ingredient injurious to human health— 


That is all for this chemist to determine— 
when used in the prescribed or usual manner of use of such arti 
Then what follows— 


the Secretary of Agriculture shall cause notice thereof to be given to 
the parties from whom such samples were obtained, and public n 


the facts shall be given by publication in such manner as thé 
and regulations may prescribe to all other persons, association of 
sons, or corporations in whose possession like articles may be 


or known to be that such article is within the provision of this a 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask leave to interrupt the Se! 
right there to eall his attention to the fact that a committee 
amendment is on the table and at the proper time will be offered. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does that do? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is on page 5. It changes the lan: 


| of the act in this way—— 


Mr. McCUMI 
hundred chemists in the Agricultural Department. Those chem- 
j ire scattered all over the country. ‘They are not alone in 
t city ef Washington. They are performing their duties for 
Ay tural Department. In the other Bureau to which 
t i o be referred, according to the amendment, are two 
hemists and two assistants. ‘This bill fixes the only standard | 
{ { ‘ iry to fix—that is, it determines what shall be 
col le ( ated and what shall be considered mis- 
br od 

: erefore, whether he is from the Agricultural 
Di ment or wherever he may be from, does not pass upon 
th logical effect of this drug or that drug or this food or 
that food. He simply passes upon the question whether or not 
th lrug or 1 food measures up to the standard which the 
bill provides; that is, the definition. In the case of drugs, that 
they shall conform to the standard provided in the Pharma- 
copia or N: 1al Formulary. In the case of foods, simply 
that the hall not be misbranded, or they shall not be adul- 
terated under these definitions. And if there is any other de- 
partment, I will frankly say to the Senator, which he can con- | 
v us could more properly take charge of this matter, I can 
ee on why it could not be changed to that other depart- 
We have umed that the Agricultural Department, because 
of its duty of examining foods under an appropriation which we 
make every year, and with its more than 100 chemists in the 
field, was better qualified to take up that subject without addi- 
tional expense than any other Department. If the Senator can 

show that I am in error, all right. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator, in my mind, shows by his own 
tatement that he is in error. What is the object of the analysis 
of drugs First, it is to determine adulterations. A man may 
adulterate a food or drugs or liquors in a manner not detrimental 
to the health of those who use them. In that event, he is simply 
st ney from them He is pretending to sell them some- | 
t] which he does not deliver. He is a common cheat and a 
fraud. But he is respectable, although a scoundrel, compared | 
Ww e man who, for dollars, sells something which will steal | 
away the health, the vitality, the strength of men, women, and 
chil 1. Mr. President, the law in its punishment should make 
1 distinction between the two—a mere fine or a short term of | 
i ent f the fraud, but a long term of imprisonment 

r the who les with his fraud assassination or 
1 tion 
| very section shows that the hundred chemists—and there | 
wil ‘ how many after this bill has passed? A thousand at 
I I venture to say—scattered throughout the country are 
I I vould think capable of determining whether 
dr I nes are adulterated or misbranded—that they 
I { ] r whether they contain any poison- 
‘ ice delete is to the health of human be- 
M McCUMBER rt pertains to food, not drugs 
Mr. SPOONER Le 
\ McCUMBER. Does it not? 
Mr. SPOONER Le see whether it does or not. 
‘ ! s of sp ns of fo , drugs, medi 
the Bureau of Chemistry of the 
nder t direction and supervision of 
of determining from such examinations 
misbranded 
f ug, 2 medicine, or a liquor— 
a 4 ction. It may be adulterated and 
yet be not detrim« to the public 
the health 
( hn te if back health, to cure dis- 
S trimental to the human bedy 
thing 1 determinable 
l . men wl Hay followed 
1 of the Senator from New 
} 
1 I ipting to kill this 
t to f i@ Senate 
lin ¢ rge to this defect, in con 
} s hat rr h by law this 
ry for the pi se, tirst, of ascertaining 
VW gi is no lulterated ; if adulterated in what 
the adulteration consists, and to have those investigations made 
by phys wists, capable of determining the effect of the adul 
terant upon the human syste1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The time of the Senator from Wis 
consin has expired under the rule. 


Mr. SPOONER. Has it been adopted? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It has been offered. It a co 
amendment. No amendments have been adopted and no 
be until to-morrow. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator kindly read it? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is on the table with the other 
ments and will be acted on. 

Mr. KEAN. The amendment has been offered? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; it has been offered. I will read 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall cause notice thereof to 
to the parties from whom such samples were obtained, and 
j public notice of such fact shall be given by publi 
such manner as may be prescribed by the rules and regulati 
Department of Agriculture. 

It simply provides that after final trial and judgment t! 
lic may be advised that a certain medicine has 
vicious under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think that the | 
‘final judgment,” located where it is in that amendment, i 
make it clear that it is the judgment of the court? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There can be but one judgment in 
No tribunal renders judgment except courts. 


is 


udement 





been 


Mr. HOPKINS. You can make it read “ judgment 
court.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but that would seem to be 
essary. 

Mr. SPOONER. Referring to the examination by the 
tary of Agriculture, it says— 

And if after such hearing— 

That is, where the man is cited to appear before the 
tary 


it is found that any of the provisions of this act have been vio! i bY 
such parties, then the Secretary of Agriculture shall so certify the facts 
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proper United States district attorney, with a copy of the results 
se 





lates to drugs in connection with 








e analysis or the examination of such article, duly authenticated . : : } ’ a 
’ ns lyst a oflicer making such examination, under the oath of the purposes oor which ms = is =“ : 
thease purpose for which the drug ana 
\ir. HEYBURN. He certifies the fact. | whether it corresponds wi the de ‘ 
Mir. SPOONER. Then it is provided that the district attorney | NOt whether the drug is poisonous, | 
ll make the prosecution. poisonous. If the Senator will turn to t 
tr. HEYBURN. Of course: he is the proper officer. he will find that there are only cei 
Mr. SPOONER. That is why the language which I have just | t© be ascertained in the cas drug 
1 me to ask the Senator if he is certain that the words | @dulterated: y 
| judgment” mean the final judgment of the Secretary or | _ First. If, when a dri sold 
final judgment of the court. pane lb ya yet aca N 
Mr. HEYBURN. The Secretary is not authorized to render | down in the United States Pharma nesta or Ss 
nent or to pronounce one. The Secretary is authorized t t the time of investigation. 
ust one thing, and that is to certify the facts as he finds That is all the chemist of the Secretary of A 
n. determine—whether this drug which is 
| wish to revert to the first suggestion or criticism of the Sen- | drug corresponds to the formula which is O] bf 
as to the distinction between judgment and facts. Facts | the United States as to the character of th: , Ty 
ie result of the exercise of judgment. The fact is the ulti Peedhien aie ei Died en & 
e result of the exercise of judgment. Of course any human | cope@ia or National Formulary s i 
who finds a fact does it in pursuance of the exercise of his | this provision if the standard of s th, ¢ 
nent. There can be no doubt about that. That, I thtnk, mav be modified It is ‘ 
SPOONER. I find the Senator in front of me. I do not | the provision it was taken from. The sé su \ 
se much judgment in ascertaining that fact. allows a manufacturer to depart f 
HEYBURN. There are degrees of judgment. down in the Pharmacopewia provided he shows the « ), 
President, the Senator criticises the tribunal that has | upon the bottle, because every physician in pre 
lected for the purpose of determining these matters. I | prescribes a medicine that is pr d for int I 
say freely that I made diligent inquiry as to which of three | and of that standard and strenet 
inals, or rather three bureaus of the Government, was best There are some manufacturers who mal ! 
ated to collect these facts and make them available. I | but at the same time they insert upon th 14 f 
that the Treasury Department has scattered in rather a | strength. That is practically all that sh 
y way its qualified officials who might determine or ascer- | far as the adulteration is concerned. He . 
these facts and that they are not sufficiently disseminated | misbranding. If it is an imitation. or is S 
ly throughout the country. I found that the health | the name of another article, of course that ‘ 
u, to which the Senator refers, is located here and sub- | termine. 
tially or practically speaking has no other existence than in “If the package containing it. or its ] shall | 
capital. I found that the Agricultural Department is | statement.” as we now will 
‘ pped with a corps of chemists who are scattered through- | constituent of the ingredients o1 
ery section of the United States, far exceeding in number | to the State in which it is uf 
| quite equal in experience to those of any other burean. That is all the chemist could do in tft] 
My conclusion which led to the selection or denomination of the | does not determine whether they are 
iltural Department was acquiesced in by the other Dx are poisonous, but whether or 1 
ients. It is conceded that it is the best equipped Depart- | ard which the law provides, and the law 
t of the Government to ascertain and make available these | tions exactly what the sta rds s 7 
ts. It is utterly immaterial for the purposes of this legisla So, Mr. President. it seems to 1 e 1 5 
vhat branch of the Government does it. It is material at | duty could be so well located as in the Ag D 
time to select that Department best equipped and best} Most of the examinations w I J gs 
fied to do it. number of them will be of foods. Our laws I 
has been suggested that certain physiological facts will | the Secretary of Agriculture shall exam 
to be determined that may not be within the present equip- | the country and give to the world the pu \ a 
of the Department of Agriculture. But that Department | doing that under an appro] ( wl ‘ e ¢ 
de itself with just as competent and efficient chemists | why can we not also previde that if he f 
b entists of any school as any other branch of the Govern- | tions that they do not correspond to th 3 
{ think it is not contemplated by the Department that | which he obtains may also be used 
| be necessary to enlarge to any considerable extent the The further reason has be¢ ere h Ser 
er of scientists and chemists who are now in the employ | Idaho. that these chemists are s 
Department, and I do not anticipate that that will he | nearest to where the manu! o 
They are so disseminated throughout the country that | They can go right to the manuf g 
are available in every portion of it. do not have to incur an expens« 
other provisions of the bill provide that the State offi- | from Washington to San Frat 
A ting through their chemists and their bureaus may also | ment has its chemists located t! 
in these facts and present them in the same manner. Mr. GALLINGER. What ar 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Mr. McCUMBER. They ar 
: » has expired. that case they are examining 
q McCUMBER. Mr. President, I do not think I will take | imported from foreign 
: utes, but I wish to answer briefly the suggestion of the | course, they can easily exa e the other 
r from Wisconsin, first, that it will probably take a | whether they are imported or w her th ye 
id more chemists in the Department of Agriculture. The If there is any other D 
it came to us some time ago from the Department of | fy 3 ¥ h s e ‘ ‘ 
ure that with the present force they then had they | vy I S 
rform this extra service; that they are donig that char fo! ingle mol it - 
work right along, and that it would require no new ent or ] au 
ry and would not materially add to the number of e: Mr. SPOONER Will tl S 1 
there is another reason the Senator urged as against the | — Mr. McCUMBER. (Ce 
E tural Department. He says the Agricultural Department Mr. SPOONER VW e § 
ompelled to pass upon the question of a drug, as to its | want to make a g 
is character and as to whether it will be deleterious. | practicable. 
iator must read all of the sections of a law together in Mr. KEAN. ¢ wl 0 
» give it a proper construction. The Agricultural Depart Mr. GALLINGER Pag 
could not by reason merely of finding that a drug is Mr. SPOONER (reading 
up of strychnine take that drug from the markets of I end NMR Canine lent . 
ry. | ict whe he « 
what is the object of the analysis? It is not to deter- | j manufact 
i Whether a drug is poisonous, because most of our drugs = 7 Mi Foe mph 
: poisonous. Therefore that portion of section 2 which re-| ing such article. Said g 
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name and address of the party or parties making the sale of such 
; to such dealer, and in such case said party or parties shall be 
ble to the prosecutions, fines, and other penalties which 
h, in due to the dealer under the provisions of this act. 


the 


course, 


\ person who has tht defense ought 

inst at all. This implies that complaint shall be lodged | 
against him—that he shall be placed upon trial—but that he 
may assert in his defense this guaranty. It involves cost to 
him. It affects his reputation. The charge may be made, not | 
simply by agents of the Agricultural Department, but by food | 


officials of the States. Ought there not to be some method here 
prescribed by which an exhibition of that guaranty, satisfying 


the Secretary of Agriculture as to its genuineness, would pre- 
vent a man from being proceeded against at all? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the danger seems to me so 
very remote that it could scarcely be conceivable at all. It is | 
the usual statute in cases, for instance, where a license is 
granted, where a stamp is used for the sale of intoxicating 
liquors. No district attorney would knowingly or intentionally, | 


and, in fact, without an absolute abuse of his power, ever think 
of indicting a person who is selling intoxicating liquors as a 
wholesale 
certained whether or not he had exceeded the full effect of the 
Stamps, 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The license is a matter of record, and the 
district attorney would have to prove 

Mr. McCUMBER. The licenses and the stamps are not always 
matters of record. The stamps that are used upon beer kegs 
and that are placed upon the kegs in the places of manufacture 
are not always recorded. Yet they are a complete defense. I 
know to what extent the mere licenses are given. 
fact the stamp that given to the retail dealer is not 
license. It is a stamp that he pays for and that gives him the 
authority. 
that. 


do not 


is is 


Mr. SPOONER.” The district attorney might and the district | 


attorney might not. This is a criminal proceeding, and this 
statute provides that a man who has that guaranty from the 
manufacturer is an innocent man. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well; if the Senator—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to say this to the Senator: Some of 
the most respectable dealers in Chicago, men of large affairs— 
Franklin MacVeagh, 
objecting to this bill, except where they think it needs correc- 
public-spirited men, as my friend from Illinois |Mr. Hop- 
knows, and as the Senator from North Dakota does not— 
nplain of this language; that under it an innocent man is very 
to be prosecuted. It is the theory of the statute, too, that 
shall be prosecuted, but that he shall not be convicted if he 
For a criminal statute it 


tlon 
rina] 
au 
likely 
he 


exhibits on the trial this guaranty. 


Is not fair one, 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will say to the Senator it never struck 
me as possible that the district attorney would ever prosecute 
without making the investigation, and if he found that there 
was 2 complete defense he would neither prosecute nor would 
any grand jury ever indict. The usual instruction, I under- | 
stand, to a grand jury in a ease of that kind under the law | 
would be that they might inquire whether or not there was a 


of that character. But we can modify that provision. 


defense 


Mr. SPOONER. It is no trifling thing. Criminal laws ought 
not to be passed upon the theory that district attorneys will do 
this or will not do that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Suppose we say that 

l f nts shall afford protection against prosecution under the 
] 101 of this act 

Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That would answer the same purpose, and 
I tl < the chairman of the committee would agree to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is right. 

Mr, HOPKINS. Insert “ prosecuted.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. Before the word “ convicted” insert the 
W prosecuted.” 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 

‘ } / tye cle sk 
Mr. SPOONER It will cover it all if the word “ prosecuted ” 
“I 

The Secretary. On page 11, line 24, strike out the word 

convicted ” and insert “ prosecuted.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 

nd lie on the table 

Mr. SPOONER. With reference to the constitutionality of 
an important part of the bill, I wish to ask the Senator to look 
at section 11: 

That every person, association of persons, or corporation who manu- 
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| Mr. McCUMBER. 


would | 


| 
not. to be proceeded | 


| Mr. McCUMBRER. 
liquor dealer or as a retail liquor dealer until he as- | 


The | 


fhe district attorney certainly would inquire into | 


Sprague, and those people who are not | 
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and I think I can answer that very quickly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is it? : 

Mr. McCUMBER. As to the constitutionality of a law « 
pelling a man to furnish evidence against himself. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. All right. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Supreme Court of the United Sta 
has in many cases drawn a distinction, as the Senator is 


aware, and which I hope never to see abolished, between eo 


merce and production. The first case in which that was deci: 
as the Senator knows, was the Knight case, a very strong ¢ 
The court held, if I may in a word state the decision, that 
mere fact that a firm or an individual or a corporation inten 
to transport his or its product from the State of manufa 
to another State for market, or to another country for ma: 
did not make it interstate commerce as contradistinguis 
from production. 

Not until there was some overt act. 
SPOONER. In other cases the court elaborated 
and sustained the decision. I remember this 
The court said that if it were other 


Mr. 
argument 
| tration in one case: 


I think I know what the Senator refers | 






) 


; 





| the Congress would have jurisdiction over all production in ii 


United States substantially, for when the farmer harvests 
wheat on the plains of Dakota or gathers his cotton on a | 
tion in the South, he does it with his eye on the Liver 
market, expecting that he must find a market for his | 
uct not simply beyond the limits of his State, but often: 
beyond the limits of the country; and if a mere purpos 


gress has no jurisdiction, then every industry of any moment 
production would be subject to Congress. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 
Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will allow me just 





' 
| finish my statement. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Very well. 
Mr. SPOONER. Now, there are two things about it 
course if this bill is to be passed the Senator wants it as f 
| as possible, I take it, from reasonable objection. 
| Mr. McCUMBER. 
from that whole section. 
Mr. SPOONER. What power has the Government of 
United States to send an agent into Texas, and there findi 


cultural Department at the price fixed—the usual pric 
sample of his manufactured product in order that it may) 
analyzed under this act by the Chemist of the Department 
| Agriculture, and that on that analysis he may be prosecuted 
the courts of the United States? The Government could bu 
sample in the open market, but that would not trace it to 
manufacturer; that would leave something to be proven b) 
Government outside of the possession of the article itself bet 
the manufacturer could be convicted. 

There are two things about it. 
beyond the constituttonal power so far as it relates to the 
facturer, and, second, it looks very much as if it were an att: 
by act of Congress to compel a man to furnish evidence a; 
himself upon which is to be base a criminal prosecut 
suppose the Senator has considered that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I have considered 
and my answer to the legal proposition is this: I agree 
the Senator entirely that the mere fact of manufacturing, t 
there may be an intent to ship to a foreign state, wou 
make it interstate commerce in any way or commerce 
It would simply be manufacture, but as soon as the m 
turer has taken the first step toward shipment of the 
then it is manufacturing for shipment. I insist, as a | 
of law, that Congress, dealing with interstate commer 
possessing power over interstate commerce, has author 
determine under what conditions any person may 
interstate commerce; and one of the conditions that © 
may impose is that any person shipping goods into a 
State—not merely manufacturing them with the intent 
them, but if it can be established that he is shipping 
into another State—after that has been done Congres 
demand, as a condition precedent, as it were, that the 
so entering into interstate commerce shall give samples th 
as it compels him to deliver up samples for the purpose 0! 
tion and otherwise of oleomargarine or any other manu! 
that are taxed. We are not compelling them to furni: 
dence against themselves. We are simply compelling 
| to conform to certain requirements. So much as to the 
| proposition. 


eng 


ship to a market beyond the State constituted interstate co 


q | merce as contradistinguished from production, over which ( 


I will say to the Senator I want it f: 


First, it looks to me to | 


in 


to 


Of 
ree 


the 


bm th 
manufacturer, to demand that he sell to this agent of the Ag 


be 
of 
in 
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As to the other proposition, as to whether or not this is bene 
al, I have always opposed section 11. We inherited this with 
» old bill; but we have cut it down very materially. The sub- 
tute bill of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] extends 
‘ame provision over seven or eight pages. I can not see why it 
that the Secretary of Agriculture or the chemist 
ll go into any man’s private establishment. If a manufac- 
‘er is shipping his goods all over the country, those goods can 
found in every retail store of the country, and the agents can 
‘hase as many cans or bottles or whatever they may be wher- 
they find them; then they can investigate the question and 
ertain where the article was manufactured. This very guar- 
that is to afford protection to the retailer shows who is 
manufacturer. Therefore, when the officer of the Govern 
nt goes into a retail store, the retailer has this guaranty of 
ty; he can immediately follow that and find who was the 
1ufacturer of those goods. Ile, therefore, can procure wit 

y little inconvenience the necessary evidence in every case. 
submit, Mr. President, that I think the Agricultural Depart 
t or any other Department or any person should be entitled 
the goods where they will, and that there should be no 
e or no forcing of the Department into the private con 
of the manufacturers in part | 
yve at the proper time to entirely eliminate section 11 
king out the whole matter, not but what I think there is 

| authority for it, although that may be questionable. 

SPOONER. I will the 


ecessary 


} 
) 
il 


any business. So on my 


discuss 





not question with the 
, but I want to call his attention to another thing. 
McCUMBER. I think the Senator from Idaho wishes 
ver further on the proposition. 
HEYBURN. Mr. President 
SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me a mo- 
HEYBURN. I do not desire any other section to be 


up until I have an opportunity to answer the Senator 
SPOONER. I am leave the-Chamber for a 
and I should like to eall attention to one thing 
ks to me rather ridiculous, although it may appear dif- 
tly upon explanation. 
HEYBURN. In another section of the bill? 
SPOONER. Yes. 
HEYBURN. While the Senator was on his feet dis 
- his amendment, I desired to interrupt him, but he de 
to be interrupted, and then at the close of his remarks 
led to the Senator from North Dakota [| Mr. McCumperr]. 
proposed to take up another section, and that meat 
argument will be disconnected. But as the Senator 
desires to leave the room, of course I will defer thi 
the matter, as I do not desire to 
when he is not here 
SPOONER. I will remain. 
Idaho also intended to answer. 
HEYBURN. I desire very briefly to point out, in answe 
legal objection urged by the Senator from Wisconsin as 
ll. The Senator seems to assume that it is provided 
efore these articles have become a part of interstate com 
a demand might be made upon the manufacturer for a 
e It is not so provided. The bill provides in the second 
ion 11: 
very person, association of persons, or 
* produces and delivers 


e terms are coupled with “ 


obliged to 


nt 
LCLULS, 


iS 


nm of answer the 


I did not know that the Se 


corporation who manu 
delivers "— 


* interstate or foreign shipment or transportation. 
the private title or character of the goods has ceased 
ie right is given to the public officer to demand a sample, 
cles have already become the subject of interstate 
» by the very terms of the section. That is the answer 
Senator’s criticism that we would be invading the private 
f the manufacturer to demand of him a sample of goods 
ght or might not become the subject of interstate com 
The section provides that the article must have been 
d for that purpose before the demand can be made. 
he answer to the Senator. 
SPOONER. Mr. President, it an answer; but I do 
tend to pursue this subject at all. If the manufacturer 
ped a it many consignments into another State, that 
of course give the Government no right whatever to go 
place of manufacture in a State and demand that he 
h a sample of what had been shipped theretofore or a 
of what he might ship thereafter. 
HEYBURN. Mr. President 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 


e art 


IS not 


gre 


Senator from 


to the Senator from Idaho? 
SPOONER. 


Certainly. 





Wisconsin | 
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Mr. HEYBURN. This bill does not pr 
may be made for a sample of the goods that 
It provides that the sample may be de 


which have 


been delivered for that pur 


i 
interstate commerce, and not for a 
hand that might or might not be s lar t 
shipped. 
Mr. SPOONER. I was assu t] 
had shipped to the Senator fré [dal 


earrier for shipment a consignment of 
in interstate commerce, it would be 
take out of that 
ment. I may be mistaken about 
am not. 


vision may be changed 





me n 13 seems a little odd. It 
} a. 
hin tl ne I 
| it vy. dis 
} | ni Ss} t 
kages, « 
( mil or lerritori 
it > i “i f I 
‘ 
! 
I i D 
ae 
To tl I see 1 ‘ 
j nb i 
} 
es 
If it is condemned 
terstat em ne ¢ | i 
\ u d | I I 
hye iuse it < 
t SO VV I 
S tut 


Mr. McCUMBER Che § 
Mr. SPOONER Ye L have 
Mr. McCUMBER ‘But sucl 


jurisdiction cont 
Mr. SPOONER \ 
jurisdiction, and that y 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. 1 


The VICE-PRESIDI 
yit ld to the Sen Oo! 

Mr. HEYBURN. I only \ 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well 

Mr. HEYBURN I do not d ) 


floor I erelv ask to tert 
the VICE-PRESIDI 
ONER had 100 e ( 
’ lded it to ~ t 
Mr. HEYBUR) Mr. | 
onpst ved that 
le ft to th coul ) 4 \ 
disposition to be made 
Mr. SPOONER. I 
gress should be autl ging a 
il le because of px 
human being, to sell 
Mr. HEYBURN. I! 
urt shall have that 1 
Ss lg ent There : 
inate use You 1 cht 
elt be ] li ) 
legitimate way tor ] 3 
iight be that the | 
the ti but to sil 
gel l iss of 1 
M EULTON. I] 
the to tl ] 
Am f 
bran 
Su se th was 
was Of a2 | ( 
would be no obj ti 
chandise tl mig 
be poisonous or of a de 
ter: ted or misbranded ‘ } 
cretion in the court to order tl as 


sold. 

HEYBURN. That is 
Mr. FULTON. It is to 

poisonous articles would be co! 


\ Mr. SPOONER. Th 


| or 
| Mr 


consignment a sample al 


I only suggest this in order th 


ovide 
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tion, “if such article is condemned as being adulterated; ” 
otherwise the court has no jurisdiction over it. It is a judg- 
inent of condemnation upon an article, a proceeding in rem, to 
give the court any power of disposition at all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The power is given to dispose of it by de- 
struction or sale. It is left to the court to determine whether 
to destroy deleterious articles unfit to be sold in any market. 
Those are to be destroyed. Let us take the case of flour. We 
may have flour that is almost wholly ordinary flour. It is sold 
by carload lots, and it is sold as gluten flour, when, as a matter 
of fact, it is nothing but ordinary flour. The court condemns it. 
What would the court do? He allows it to be sold, and to be 
sold as it is, not as gluten flour. He allows the manufacturer, 
on giving bond that it shall not be soid as gluten flour, to take 
it back: but if the flour is condemned and is not taken back 
the proceeds of its sale shall be turned into the Treasury. 

There is nothing to compel, and I hardly think that the court, 
taking the spirit of the law, would construe that he had au- 
thority to sell under this bill or to order the sale of poisonous 
or deleterious matter. But using the conjunction “or” there 
gives him the right to either destroy it, allow the purchaser to 
take it back by giving a bond, or to sell it if it is such an article 


as-can be sold for what it is. 

Mr. SPOONER. One thing more. I should like to ask the 
Senator if some better word than the word “ added,” which 
has been talked about so much, can not be found in line 19, 
page 4? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Is the Senator reading from the new print 
of the bill? 


Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
tell better. 

Mr. SPOONER. 


No; it is the old print, I think. 
If the Senator will give the section I can 


Section 4. 


Mr. McCUMBER. What line? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will read where it occurs. 

And if it shall appear from any such examination that such speci 
mens are adulterated or misbranded or contain any added poisonous 
or deleterious substance or ingredient, etc. 


Mr. McCUMBER. The shippers and the manufacturers of 
goods fear that if we do not use the word “ added” 

Mr. SPOONER. I think some word ought to be used, but is 
that a good word? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have inquired of several physicians 
regard to the matter, and they do not easily- understand it. 


Mr. McCUMBER. It seems to me it is a good word because 
there are many articles which in their natural state contain 
poison. Fruit contains fusel oil. That is a poison, but it is 
inherent in the fruit itself. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. But if you mean by “added ingre- 
dient” that an article contains some substance, whether it be 
poisonous or not, that is not inherent, that is understandable. 
The word “added” is not simply predicated, nor predicable, 


upon the article in its natural condition. A drug may have been 
prepared and it may not be in its natural condition at all. 
The same may be true of food. But how is it certain that the 
word “ added,” which occurs several times 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator himself might suggest 
a word that will apply if he desires to make that point. I do 
not much difference. The Senator suggested the 

inherent ’—‘* not inherent in the article itself.” 
ator would like that better 


See 


Mr. SPOONER. It is not what I like. I am only asking the 
senator 
Mr. McCUMBER. Iam asking the Senator’s opinion. I have 


great deal of respect for his suggestions. I myself do not see 


the objection to “ added,” because it means something not in- 
here 

M SPOONER. I do not think the word “inherent” is a 
rood word 

Mr. McCUMBER. Well, we might think it over. I do not 
think of any other word that will better express it. 

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator will yield to me, I will move 


n executive session, if he does not intend to go on any further 

ith the bill 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 

kota yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I have no objection to 


sion ¢f the Senator from Idaho has none. 


W 


an executive ses- 


Mr. HEYBURN. I have no objection to going into executive 
session at this time. 
Mr. KEAN. Then, I move that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of executive business. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


great demand for it. 


in | 


word | 
If the Sen- | 









FEBRUARY 20, 





Mr. 
quest? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jers 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 


LODGE. 





Will the Senator yield to me to make a 





Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 
ELECTION OF SENATORS. 
Mr. LODGE. I ask that the speech of my late colleag 


Mr. Hoar, in regard to the election of Senators by direct \ 
of the people, be printed as a Senate document. There 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| be so ordered. 
Mr. KEAN. 
may be printed. 


In the absence of objection, it \ 


I ask that double the usual number of copics 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
that double the usual number of copies be printed. Is there 
objection? 


There being no objection, the order was agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That 1,682 additional copies of Senate Document N : 
speech of Senator George F. Hoar, on “ Election of Senators by direct 
vote of the people,” be printed for the use of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE 


SESSION. 


Mr. KEAN. I renew my motion for an executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to tho 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, 


DEATH OF BEPRESENTATIVE CASTOR, OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow Ning, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the 
intelligence of the death of Hon. Grorce A. Castor, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania, and transmitted reso- 
lutions of the House thereon. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. BineHAM, Mr. ADAMS, Mr. Morretr, Mr. 
McCreary, Mr. Moon, Mr. Kiine, Mr. Deemer, of Pennsylyanis; 
Mr. WersseE, of Wisconsin; Mr. Smyser, of Ohio; Mr. Ker 
of Massachusetts; Mr. Rives, Mr. Wuiison, of Illinois, and Mr. 
Jones, of Virginia, members of the committee on the part of the 
Iiouse to attend the funeral. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 





HER, 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 20, 1906 
Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of 
| death of Hon. GrorGp A. Castor, late a Representative from the St 
of Pennsylvania. 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to transmit 
resolution to the Senate and a copy thereof to the family of | ( 
} ceased. 
Resolved, That a committee of thirteen Members of the House i 
| such members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to d 
the funeral. 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be authorized and directed 
take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the provis 
these resolutions, and that the necessary popemeee in connection | 
| with be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 
Resolved, That as a further mark of respect this House do now ad 
journ. 
The Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. BiIncHam, Mr. Apis, 
Mr. Morreityt, Mr. McCreary, Mr. Moon, Mr. Kune, Mr. Dee of 
| Pennsylvania; Mr. Werssr, of Wisconsin; Mr. SmyYser, of Ohio; M 


KELIHER, of Massachusetts; Mr. Rives, Mr. WILSON, of Illinois, and 
Mr. Jones, of Virginia, members of the committee on the part of the 


House. 
Mr. PENROSE. 
I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
submits resolutions which will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the 
nouncement of the death of Hon. Grorce A. Castor, late a Rep: 
ative from the State of Pennsylvania. 
| Resolved, That a committee of four Senators be appointed by 
Vice-President to join the committee appointed on the wg of the 
| of Representatives to take order for superintending the funeral « 
deceased. 
Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to tie 
House of Representatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing t 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints as members © 
the committee on the part of the Senate, under the second 
lution, the Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. PENROSE; tle 
ator from Pennsylvania, Mr, Knox; the Senator from 
| tana, Mr. Carrer, and the Senator from Georgia, Mr. ‘ 


Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which 


Pennsylyania 
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Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, as a further mark of respe¢ 
» the memory of the late Representative from Pennsylvania, 
ove that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 
12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wed 
iesday, February 21, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


“t 
I 


NOMINATIONS. 


ecutive nominations received by the Senate February 20, 1906. | 


i 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

John H. Edwards, of Ohio, to be Assistant Secretary of the | 
rreasury, to succeed Horace A. Taylor, resigned, to take effect 
30, 1906. 


June 


EXAMINER IN CHIEF IN PATENT OFFICE. 


John M. Coit, of South Carolina, to be an examiner in chief 
the Patent Office, vice Solon W. Stocking, deceased. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE 
Lieut. Col. Alfred Reynolds, United States Infantry (detailed 
spector-General), to be colonel from February 17, 1906, vice 
heeler, Twenty-second Infantry, retired from active service. 
Maj. William P. Evans, United States Infantry, unassigned, 
be lieutenant-colonel from February 17, 1906, vice Wood 
mer G.), appointed brigadier-general. 
ipt. Richard R. Steedman, Eleventh Infantry, to be major 
February 17, 1906, vice Evans, unassigned, promoted. 


ARMY. 


(ial 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Henry W. Lyon to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
19th day of February, 1906, vice Rear-Admiral Edwin Long- 
retired. 
ensign Robert T. Menner to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, to fill a vacancy exist 
in that grade on that date. 
eut. (Junior Grade) Robert T. Menner to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. William W. 
promoted. 
dshipman Frederick V. McNair, jr., to be an ensign in the 
y from the 3d day of February, 1905, to fill a vacancy exist 
in that grade on that date. 
following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy 
the 2d day of February, 1906, to fill vacancies existing in 
t grade on that date: 
David MeD, Le Breton, 
\ndrew C. Pickens. 
Fred G. Coburn. 
Waldo P. Druley. 
Carl A. Richter. 
bert B. Hilliard. 
in bk. Otterson. 
haniel H, Wright. 
itiss P. Bassett. 
‘cderick G. Tupper. 
hert S. Howard. 
lusband E. Kimmel. 


cer 


ips, 


M 


Che 


ltobert A. Dawes. 
hoadw in Q. Fitch, jr. 
Paul EK. Dampman. 
Roland R, Riggs. 
\rthur G. Caffee. 
yde S. MeDowell. 
Donald B. Craig. 
Paul P. Blackburn. 


Charles C, Soule, jr. 
Luman BE. Morgan. 

n C. Oak. 

Darrell P. Wickersham, 
Lawrence P. Treadwell. 


tis 


William H. Toaz. 

\rthur H. Rice. 

rank D., MeMillan. 

Ilalsey Powell. z 
lorde A. Todd. 


leon W. Mauldin, 
ster L. Hand. 
dward F, Greene, 
\ubrey K. Shoup. 
\bram Claude. 

Nathan W. Post. 
Harry A. Stuart. 
William F. Halsey, jr. 


{ 


XL——172 


ECORD—SENATE. 


2737 


Stanton L. H. Hazard. 
Christopher R. P. Rodgers, 
Roscoe F. Dillen. 
Clarence A. Richards. 
Herbert H. Michael. 
Benjamin K. Johnson. 
Allen B. Reed. 

James W. Hayward. 
George M. Baum. 

Isaac C. Johnson, jr. 
David W. Bagley. 
Leigh M. Stewart. 
Edward B. Sherman. 
Richard P. MeCullough. 
Joseph D. Little. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

William C. Powers, jr., a citizen of Illinois, to be d 
lieutenant in the Marine Corps from the 5th day of Februar 
1906, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that dat 

CONFIRMATIONS., 
Bare utive nominations confirmed by the » at lel al / 
1906. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Thomas O. Thompson, of Connecticut, to be colle of « 

toms for the district of New London, in the State of Conn 
MARSHALS, 

S. Brown Allen, of Virginia, to be United States irshal for 
the western district of Virginia 

Daniel R. Ballou, of Rhode Island, to be United States m 
shal for the district of Rhode Island. 

POSTMASTERS, 
‘ Do, 

Alexander J. Strachan to be postmaster at Colorado Springs 
in the county of El Paso and State of Colorado 

John C, Stowers to le postmaster at West Pal n t 
county of Dade and State of Florida. 

| J. H. Newberry to be postmaster at Mullan, in t ( 
| Shoshone and State of Idaho. 
INDIANA. 
Henry Geisler to be postmaster at Hartford ¢ the cow 
of Blackford and State of Indiana. 
MI 
Thomas M. Bailey to be postmaster at Rocl 11 
{ of Atchison and State of Missouri. 
VA 

Elmer H. Pond to be postmast t B ! 
| Jefferson and State of Montana. 
| Carlos Burroughs to be postmaste ( L { 
county of Cuyahoga and St of Ohio 

Edwin F. Ellis to be postmaster at Belle ¢ ‘ { 0D 
of Logan and State of Ohio. 

Albert Haworth to be postmaster ( tl 
| of Crawford and State of Ohio 
S. S. Stewart to be postm at Columl 
| of Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

PD. R. Emerson to be postn er at Marl t] \ 
Falls and State of Texas. 

William HH. Faulkner to be postmaster it South B n, 
the county of Halifax and State of Virgin 
Charles M. Keezel to be postmaste Harriso ’ 
| county of Rockingham and State of \ 
| wi 

Hi. T. Eberle to be post: VW 
| of Jefferson and State of W 

Fred B. Kinsley to be pos at B of 
| Barron and State of Wiscons 
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? 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 
olution: 
The resolution was read, 


I also offer the following re 


as follows: 


Resolved, That as a further mark of respect, the House do now ad 


|} journ. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 
PXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com) 


nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmitti: 
in response to the inquiry of the House, a statement as to alt 
ations in the plans and specifications of the U. S. S. Connecticut 
and Louisiana—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ord: 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 4 
copy of a letter from.the Secretary of War submitting an 
mate of appropriation for continuing the work of investigat 
and report by the International Waterways Commission—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be print: 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the f 


» 


Under clause 2 


O}- 


| lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 


| Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (Il. Rk. 


Turspay, February 20, 1906. 
The llou met at 12 o'clock noon 
we Cl ltev. Llenry N. Coupnen, D. D., offered the fol 
11 i 
‘ hather in } ven, we thank Thee for those strange and 
terious voice which are ever ealling unto us out of the | 
il of our nature to come up higher, into the intellectual, 
l, and ritu realm. God grant that we may heed the 
thaton ( ay grow larger and larger day by day; that 
we may be tted for the life to come. 
Once more we are tilled upon to mourn the loss of one of our 
( ressional family, a man whose character was conspicuous | 
11] h e, in the mimunity, and upon the floor of this House 
for its fidelity to truth and duty. God grant that the angels of 
love vl pine inny minister unto his colleagues, his friends, and 
0 dear ones of his beart, and make them realize that he has 
‘ ne before, into one of those many mansions prepared by | 
Lord J Christ for those that love Him. 
le ! nd answer our prayer, in the name of Christ our 
i Amen 
| Jou 1 of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
) ct 
ELIJAH SPANGLER 
M ULLOWAY,. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
e present nsideration of a resolution, which I send to the 
("he le 
( ul \\ end, as follows: 
} lve ient of the United States be requested to 
| te er ves House bill 1009, granting an 
© of py ion to Bliss Spangler 
Vir. SULLOWAY Mr. Speaker, the occasion of that is the 
1 t that the beneficiary is dead. 
The SPEAKHER Che Chair would suegest to the gentleman 
he change it into the form of a concurrent resolution 
I SULLOWAY Will the Clerk please make that amend 
} 
SI AKER. Is there objection? 
\ 1 objection, 
rent rm ul 1 was agreed to. 
HSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
\ McoCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous 
© pre t consideration of Senate joint resolution 
to Ul Clerk's desk. 
! was read, as follows: 
incy in the Board of Regents of the Smith 
er than Members of Cong hall be 
of iard Olney, a citizen of Ma iusetts 
WAT KK j is Senate joint resolution. The Sen 
1 does not seem to be with the Clerk. 
‘ \ i si est to the gentleman from Minnesota that 
d eC! ul 1 for the present. 
SENTATIVE CASTOR, OF PENNSYLVANTA, 
\ \\ \ Mr. Speaker, I rise to perform 
‘ fall to the lot of a Member of this 
ry to I e the death of my colleague, Mr. 
 m l eutative from the Third Con 
‘ t¢ 
e I sl ms l Ilouse to set aside a day for 
l l l cl ter and good work of Mr. 
\ ‘ \ which I send to the Clerk’s 
kK rhe man from Pennsylvania offers 
\ h the Clerk will report 
i with prof ul w of the 
A. 4 a kre Ost ive from the State 
en Members of the House, with 
e joined, be appointed to attend 
_ \ ‘ ] al i i directed to 
ca \ il Line Provisions 
@x : in connection 
Liouse 
( { liouge be d ted t tral iit these 
< y t ‘ to the family of the de 
\ «* : od i¢ 
SPRAKER : mMnCed $ he committee on the part of 
} M BINGHAM, Mr ApAMS of Pennsylvania, Mr, 
MoRREI Mr. McCreary of Pennsylvania, Mr. Moon of Vennsyl 
val Mr. Suyrser, Mr. Rives, Mr. Witson of Il s, Mr. 
1) Mr. Weisse, Mr. Jones of Virginia, Mr. Kurs i Mr. 
AN i ; 


to the Clerk, and 
named, as follows: 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (11. R. 
11275) increasing the penalty for certain offenses in the Db 
trict of Columbia, reported the same without amendment, 
companied by a report (No. 1549) ; 
were referred to the House Calendar, 
Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and 


referred to the several Calendars therein 


i 


Foreign 
13365) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the 
sington and Eastern Railroad Company to construct 
across the Calumet River,” 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a repor 
1550); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on the D 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (1! 
14515) making it a misdemeanor in the District of Coiun 
abandon or willfully neglect to provide for the 
maintenance by any person of his wife or of his or he: 
children in destitute or necessitous circumstances, report 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Cn! 

Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on Indian Aff 
which were referred the bill of the House (TH. R. 12080) 
ing to the Siletz Power and Manufacturing Company a 1 
way for a water ditch or canal through the Siletz [Indian 
vation, in Oregon, reported the me with amendment 
panied by a report (No. 1552); which said bill and rej 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the s 


Ke 
a rid 


il 


sup] 


t) 
i 


Si 


the Union, 
Mr. HLENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the Ju 
to which was referred the bill of the House (HH. R. 12> 


create a new division of the southern judicial district of 
and to provide terms of court at Victoria, and for ot! 
poses, reported the same with amendment, accompa 
report (No. 1553); which said bill and report were refe: 
the House Calendar, 


COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolu 
he following titles were severally reported from 
delivered to the Clerk, @d referred to the Committee 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pens 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12229 
ing an inerease of pension to Reuben Isaac Turckheim, re!) 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private | 
endar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, t 
which was referred the bill of the House (1H. R, 1187) grant 


REPORTS OF BILLS 4 


con 


) 


is 


(an increase of pension to Abraham M. Kauffman, reported the 


which said bill and report 


approved February 7, 1905, reported 


) 
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ime with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1484); the same with amendment, accompanied by : 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- | which said bill and report were referred to the Priva 


| 
ndar. Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inv 1 
| 





Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | which was referred the bill of the House (H.R 
hich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 485) granting | an increase of pension to Henry Coue, reported the 
1 increase of pension to William H. Bantom, reported the same | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1501 
th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1485); which | bill and report were referred to the Pr te ¢ 
d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid P 
Vr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | which was referred the bill of the House (Il. R. 4 
hich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3418) granting | an increase of pension to Hugh Green, reported t! 
increase of pension to John Snouse, reported the same with- | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1502): which 
t amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1486); which | bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ vehint 
d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Iny iP 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (IL R 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2264) granting | granting an increase of pension to Albert G. Clu report 
increase of pension to Robert McAnally, reported the same | same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 150 
ih amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1487); which | which said bill and report were referred to the 1 e Calend 
id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid I 
Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | which was referred the bill of the House (11. R. 1071 
| of the House (1H. R. 1968) granting an increase of pension to | an increase of pension to William K. Keech, reported the 


hn Monroe, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1504) hic! 
1 report (No. 1488); which said bill and report were re 


said bill and report were referred to the Private C 


| i itl 
ed to the Private Calendar. Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pension ) 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | which was referred the bill of the House (TH. R. 120 
ch was referred the bill of the House (HH. R. 11927) granting | a pension to Samuel P. Bigger, ré ported the e with am 
crease of pension to Calvin D. Weatherman, reported the | ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1505); which said bill I 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1489) ; | report were referred to the Private Calendat 
i said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-| Mr. FULLER, from the Committee ow Invalid VPs 
| which was referred the bill of the House (HI. R mere 


FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


an increase of pension to James B. Wilkins, reported t 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11052) granting 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 15 


crease of pension to John P. Vance, reported the same with | said bill and report were referred to the Priv ( 
ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 1490); which said | Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid ] 
nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. | Which was referred the bill of the House (Il. R. 3685) 
\ir. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | an increase of pension to James O. Tol eported 
h was referred the bill of the House (Hi. R. 12834) granting | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
nerease of pension to Theodore Schramm, reported the same | said bill and report were referred to the DPrivate ¢ 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1491); which | He also, from the same committee, to which y eferred 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | bill of the House (IL. R. 4257) gran i \ M 
‘ir. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | Durney, reported the same with amendine 
h was referred the bill of the House (HH. R. 12393) granting | report (No. 1508); which said bill and rey ed 
increase of pension to William Hardy, reported the same | the Private Calendar. 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1492); which Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee ¢ I ) 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. which was referred the bill of the Tlou (H.R is 
ir. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | an increase of pension to John McKeever, 1 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11687) grant with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1509 hh 
in inerease of pension to Matt Fitzpatrick, reported the | said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1493) ; | Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on In 1 Pensio to 


h said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- | which was referred the bill of the Ilor 
. 


an inerease of pension to John G. McFarlane, 1 
FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | with amendment, accompanied by a report 

lh was referred the bill of the House (If. R. 6921) grant- | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

in inerease of pension to Eliza B. Wilson, reported the He also, from the same committee, to whicl referred 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1494); | bill of the House (HI. R. S698) gran 


h said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- | to Joseph Kb. Miller, reported th 

i’ panied by a report (No. 1511) ; which d bill ul repo ‘ 
DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | referred to the Private Calendar 
to which was referred the bill of the House (TH. R. 5953) Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee « I ad 
ng an increase of pension to Mrs. W. C. Pittinger, re- | which was referred the bill of the Tlouse (TL RB t4 

ed the same with amendment, accompanied by a report | an increase of pension to Tred Dilg we sam 
1495); which said bill and report were referred to the | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1512) hieh dl 

” ite Calendar. bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ end 
\Ir. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on In | Pen t 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3553) grant- | which was referred the bill of the House (HL. R. 1997) grant 


in increase of pension to Levi Pick, reported the same with | an increase of pension to 8S. C. HL. Sn 


ith, reported thy bine li 
ndinent, accompanied by a report (No. 1496); which said | 


i|amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1513); wil 1 said 
ind report were referred to the Private Calendar. | bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ endar 
Mr. CHANBY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Ii 1 Per to 
h was referred the bill of the House (TI. R. 5026) grant which was referred the bill of the House (HL. R. 345 
an inerease of pension to Asa Tout, reported the same with | an increase of pension to Jacob MeGaughey, reported 
ndinent, accompanied by a report (No. 1497); which said | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1514); which 
nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. | said bill and report were referred to the I e Calendat 
Ir. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Il d Pen ) 
h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3811) grant- | which was referred the bill of the House (IL. R. 5455) 
in increase of pension to James White, reported the same | an increase of pension to Thomas W. Sallade, reported 
th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1498); which | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 15 


( bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 


Mir. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on I 
vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1911) granting | which was referred the bill of the House (Tl. R. 1685) 


| increase of pension to Harriet BE. Grogan, reported the same | an increase of pension to George W. Bed e, WK l ‘ 

th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1499); which | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. lol ! 

(i bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal l LA 
Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Co eon lh ! 

ons, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7229) | Pensions, to which was referred the bill of e House (HL. BR 


granting an increase of pension to Slater D. Lewis, reported | 550) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Kk. Scott, rep l 
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the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1517) ; 
1 said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

as referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2749) granting 
e of pension to Agnes Flynn, reported the same with 

dment, report (No. 1518); which said 

| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Commite2ze on Invalid Pensions, to 





‘companied by a 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11689) granting 
crease of pension to Byard H. Church, reported the same 
h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1519); which 

| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ir. SAMUBL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12292) granting an increase of pension to George T. Hill, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1520); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11557) granting 
increase of pension to Clinton A. Chapman, reported the same 
mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3521); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
lich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15028) grant- 

e of pension to Sarah E. Bennett, reported the 

e with a \dment, a ompanied by a report (No. 1522) ; 
vhich said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ch was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12755) grant- | 
ing an increase of pension to N. W. Plymate, reported the same 
vith amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1523); which 


id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. I9SIXON of I 


ndiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ms, to which was referred the bill of the House (IT. R. 11516) 
cranting an increase of pension to Marquis D. L. Staley, reported 
‘same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1524) ; 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


\ 1 was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12897) grant- 
ig an increase of pension to Robert B. Malone, reported the 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1525) ; | 


| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DEEMER, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18417) grant- 
of pension to John W. Bookman, reported the 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1526) ; 
were referred to the Private 


Trom 


1 Increase 
with 
Cal- 


1 said bill and report 


CHANEY, from to 


Invalid Pensions, 


(TI. 


the Committee 


eferred the bill of the House 


on 


1 was R. 14888) grant- | 
an increase of pension to Eliza A. Bunker, reported the 

without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1527) ; 
h said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


Mi 


CHAWVMAN., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

\ referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14748) grant- 

( se of pension to William F. Burks, reported the 

» amendment, ace npanied by a report (No. 1528) ; 

l | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to wl 1 was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 

T1090 ‘ ting an ine 5 of pension to Hannah A. Preston, 
L the e with amendment, accompanied by a report 

2 which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- | 

‘ : 

PIXIN from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14358) grant 

| on to William H. Morrow, reported the 

1 panied by a report (No. 1530); 

a I re referred to the Private Cal- 

fr. FULLI fi 1 the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 

| the bill of the House (H. R. 14367) grant- | 

pension to Lemuel O. Gilman, reported the | 

i dment, accompanied by a report (No. 1531); 

| lL rt were referred to the Private Calendar. | 

I SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid | 
| ‘ to h was referred the bill of the House (H, R. | 
> } granting an increase of pension to Troy M ore, re ported 
with amendment ompanied by a report (No. 15382); 

1 bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 

t ] i. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


| which said bill and report were referred to the 
endar. 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13826) 
| ing an increase of pension to Frank S. Pettingill, reported 
| same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 15: 


| endar. 


to | 


a 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14077) grant. 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Chesebro, reported t! 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1532 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private C,) 
endar. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, {jo 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18994) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis A. Barkis, reported 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1 

Private 


~oO4 
wot 


Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9860) grant 
| an increase of pension to Joseph H. Hirst, reported the sami 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1536); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9288) grant 
an increase of pension to Catharine Braggs, reported the 

| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1537); which 
said bill and report were r€ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (HT. R. 9235) erant 
an increase of pension to Kate H. Kavanaugh, reported the 
| with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1538); which 

said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9087) granting 
| an increase of pension to William Winn, reported the same L 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1539); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 
| 8836) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. Howell, 
| reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1540); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8333) grant 
an increase of pension to John G. Honeywell, reported the sa: 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1541); 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid 
| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (Ii. R 


8207) granting an increase of pension to Daniel A. Proctor, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1542); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensicns, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7856) granting 
| an increase of pension to Norman C. Potter, reported the s: 

with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1543); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio: ) 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11107) gr: ; 
an increase of pension to William BE, Fritz, reported the 

} with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1544); w 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12656) gra 
a pension to Louise Ackley, reported the same with amend) 
accompanied by a report (No. 1545) ; whith said bill and | 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11214) gra 
an increase of pension to Isaac Baker, reported the san 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1546); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pe! 
| to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13171) : 
ing an increase of pension to Jonathan K. Porter, reported : 
saine with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 154: 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cale 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensioi 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10724) gr: 

} an increase of pension to David Bruce, reported the same ‘| 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1548); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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CONGRESSIO 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


of the following titles were introduced and severally referred, | 


as foilows: 


By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 152 


57) to prohibit the use of | 


the mails for illegal purposes, and to provide for a hearing and 
appeal from the order of the Postmaster-General in such cases 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 
to provide additional land for the Jackson School, in the Dis- | 


AOS ) 


trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
authorize 


By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 
North Mississippi Traction Company 


15259) 


b mmt 


to 
to construct 


dams 


the | 
ind |} 


power stations on the Bear River on the northeast quarter of 
section 31, township 5, range 11, in Tishomingo County, 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. MOON of Pennsyivania: A 


Executive Departments of the Government, the 


bill (H. 


Kt. 


15260) 


Miss. 


to re 


vise, codify, and amend the laws relating to the Congress, the 


civil service, ant 


l 


estimates and appropriations—to the Committee on Revision of 


the Laws. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: A Dill (H. R. 


15261) 


to 


reduce 


the 


duties on watches imported into the United States from foreign 


countries—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


(H. 


By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: 


A bill 


R. 15262) 


to 


require manufacturers and shippers of foods for interstate ship 


ment to label said foods and print the ingredients contained in | 
| widow of Cl 


h foods on each package thereof—to the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 
Sandy River near Williamson, W. V: 


tucky—to the Committee on Interstate 
By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bil 


15263) 
liam Smith and associates to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big | 
1., where the same 


(H. R. 15264) to provide | 
animals 


to authorize Wil- 


for the investigations of infectious diseases of domestic 


prevalent in the State of Minnesota and adjoining States 


the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 


porting the decisions of the United States circuit court of 
the 


} 


15265) 


peals, the United States circuit courts, and 


district courts—to the Committee on 
By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 
laws relating to the fortification of 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 


15266) 


15267) 


forms 
the boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Ken 
and Foreign Commerce. 


to 


to provide for re- 


to 


NT 
ap 


United States 
the Judiciary. 
to amend existing 
pure sweet wines 


amend 


to 


an 


the 


act 


entitled “An act to simplify the laws in relation to the collection 
of the revenues, approved June 10, 1890, as amended by the act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue for the Government and to 
approved July 


f urage the industries of the United States,” 
24, 1897—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
ll (H. R. 15268) to amend 


By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bi 


chapter 11 of the laws of 1897, entitled “An 


the United States ” 


act 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 


follows: 


By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. I 


t. 15269) 


crease of pension to John J. Rogers—to 


Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 15270) granting an increase of pension to 


the 


granting an 
Committee 


D. M. Sutherland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 15271) grantin 


g a pension to Juan Jose 
r—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 15272) granting an increase 


to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


in 


on 


of pension to Patrick Mooney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 


By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 


vale) 


granting a pension 


to John G. Kimbrough—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 15274) grant 


ing an increase of pension to E. W. Bell—to the Committee on 


' 


invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15275) granting an increase of pension to 


J. Hugh Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (TI. R. 15276) granting an increase of pension to 


Wesley Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15277) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Pierce—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15278) granting an increase of pension to 


David W. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15279) granting an increase of pension to 
John Crabtree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





McCormick 


Powers 


Peter L. 
By Mr. BOWERSOCK: 


of Charles F1 to e 


Also, a bill 
Also, a bill 


Also, a bill 


( 


CH. 


Thomas Boggess 


. BR. 


(HH. RB. 


to the Committee « 


Also, a bill (H.R. 


Also, a bill 
Also, a bill 
Also, a bill 


Also, a bil 


Flemingsburg, 


to the Committee on 
(H. R. 
to the Committee on 
H. R. 


Ky 


R. 
to the Committee on 
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Invalis 


15284 ) 


15280 ) 
to the Committee on 
15281 ) I 


} 


15283) gr 


cry 


Invalid 


L5b2S6 ) 


15287 ) 


to the ¢ 


By Mr. BRANTLEY: A 


crease of pensi 


m 1 


Invalid Pensions. 


| 3oO, a bill 


By Mr. Bl 
the relief of 


Committee on 


Also, a bill 


orne Is 


(HH. 
Cramel 


l to 


, 1 . 
iuiders 


TLER 


Av 


War 
(H. 


R. 


Benjanu 


of 'T 


R. 1529 


By Mr. CALDER: A b 


of pension to Harry 


Pensions. 


Also, a bill (Ti. I 


Emeline C. Sewell 


Also, a bill 


James C. Slag 
Also, a bill 
Henry i. Dor 
By Mr. DAVIS of 


an increase 

Invalid Pen 
Also, a bill 

Whipple, Uni 
By Mr. DI¢ 


an increase « 


Also, a bill 


i 


B. F. Rodgers 


Also, a bill 


pen 


| Invalid Pensions. 
(i. RB. 


(H. R. 


s 


John C. MeClurkin 


Also, a bill 


(H. 


Francis M. Price—t 
By Mr. GARDNER of M 


rect the military 
irs 
By Mr. GILLE 


Military Aff 


erease of pel 


sions. 


s10T) 


7 


R. 


rec 


TKSON of Ill 


on to J 


L52S5 ) 
Jerome B. Applegate—to the 
(H. R. 
| Committee on War Claims 
(H. R. 


15300 ) 


15201) 


» 7 
(H. R. 15295 
rht—to the C 
(H. R. 15296 
lon—to the C 
Minn 
| i to Ne 
(H. R. 15298) 
; Stes , 


to the ¢ 


> The ¢ 


SPIE: A 
to Irwin 


By Mr. HASKINS: Al 


of pension to 


sions, 


¥R 
hy 


r 


By Mr. HAY: A 
pension to Asa 
By Mr. MADDI 
to Allen A. Wesley 


By Mr. MOT 


of pension to 


sions 


Also, a bill 


bill (H 
Wall—to t 
\ \ | 
SER: Ab 
Aaron B. Alle 


(HH. 


to Patrick ( onley 


Also, a bill 


Jay Thomasso! 
By Mr. MURPI 
of pension to James P. bt 


Pensions. 


Also, a bill 
George W. Farling 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15313 


(Hu. 


‘ 


(HH. 


James W. Hill—to 
Also, a bill 
Thomas Gallahan 


Also, a bill 


W. Watkins 


By Mr. NORRIS: 
of pension to James Mi Kelvey 
i Pensions. 


(H. 


(H 


the C 


1Y: A bill 


> 
- 


Los02 


rd of 


chigan 


Oliy 


' 


O prs 


1 H. Brown 


the Comm 


t. 1531 


R. 15315 


to the Comn 


A bill 
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By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 15317) granting an in- 
crease of pension to J. B. F. Callon—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 


ro 


By Mr. RIVES: A bill (H. R. 15318) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of J. F. Harbaugh—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 15319) for the relief of 
Joseph C. Black—to the Committee on War Claims. 

ty Mr. WEBBER: A bill (H. R. 15320) to remove charge of 
desertion standing against Peter Parsch—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15321) granting a pension to Charles 
Skaden, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15322) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Blish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 15323) granting an in- 


crease of pension ot Nathaniel B. Petts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15324) granting an increase of pension to 
George Fitch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4603) for the relief of G. A. Anderson—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (CH. 13031) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas HW. Leslie—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\ bill (H. R. 15252) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Albright—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15253) granting an increase of pension to Blos 
Cc. Dewees—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


™ 
AX, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the lowa Association of Ce- 
ment Users, for an appropriation to continue experiments in 
cements—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
f retention of the present Chinese law—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 





Also, petitions of various organizations of the Brotherhood of | 


lrainmen, the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Order of Railway Conductors, ete., for legislation relating 
iployers’ liability and the use of the process of injunction 
to the Committee on Labor, 
ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of Fred 
metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of Saddle River Grange, No. 144, for bill H. R. 
1Su—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Saddle River Grange, No. 144, for retention of 
imitation of the 


Railway 
the 
TO e@] 
in certain cases 
By Mr. 


for the 


a; 
Weights, 


the present tax on butter—to Committee 
Agriculture 
Also, petition of Saddle River Grange, No. 144, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways 
ind Means, 
Also, petition of Saddle River Grange, No. 144, for a parcels- 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Saddle River Grange, No. 144, for bill H. R. 
a9o—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
\lso, petition of Walter R. Newton, of Paterson, N. J., rela- 
o affairs in the Independent State of Kongo—to the Com- 
ee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, petition of James Parker et al., against grant of min- 
‘ | lands to Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 
Also, petition of Rev. James Owen and citizens of Paterson, 
N. J, relative to affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Com- 
ittee on Foreign Affairs, 
By Mr. BANNON: Petition of the News, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of Friendship Camp, No. 44, Sons of Veterans, 
»ainst bill H. R. 8131—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BARCHEFELD: Petition of R. K. McEwen Grange, 
No. 1186, of Pennsylvania, for repeal of revenue tax on dena- 
turized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of citizens of the Third Ward of Pittsburg, 


against sale of liquor in all Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


Engineers, | 


Miller, | 


on | 








Also, petition of the California Fruit Growers’ Exchange, for 
Government control of private car lines—to the Committee 0), 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Aiso, petition of the Religious Liberty Bureau, against bili! 
H. R. 10510—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion Leagu: 
for retention of the Chinese law—to the Committee on Foreig: 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Coraopolis Chronicle, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Sedalia Public Li- 
brary, relative to the law governing the importation of books 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Wine Growers’ Association of 
America, relative to grape culture in the United States—to t! 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Local No. 2, A. F. M., favorable to bill H. R. 
8748—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of I. L. Fickling and Division 
No. 210, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Macon, Ga., 
for the passage of the employers’ liability bill and the anti 
injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of the Conservative, against tlic 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of citizens of Muskegon, Mich., 
et al., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the News and the Lake County Star, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways aud 
Means. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of the Times, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the Lecompton 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Miami Central Grange, for repeal of revenue 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Peter L. Cramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: Petition of Ranch and Range 
and the Daily Mining. Record, against the tariff on linoty; 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Califor 
Fruit Growers’ Exchange, for Government control of private car 
lines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
for retention of the present Chinese law—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Humanity, against the tariff on linetype ma- 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of many citizens of Texas, for 
the repeal of the bankruptcy law—to the Committee on tlie 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: 


Sun, 


Petition of citizens of Dela- 


ware, against legislation inimical to private car lines—to thie 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of Middletown Council, No. 2, Junior Orde: 


United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immiz 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

Also, petition of Harrington Council, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration— to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Grange, for repeal of reve) 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: Paper to accompany Dill 
relief of Fannie Kirby—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heirs of George B. 
Harlan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of Putnam Cow 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: Petition of the Press, agai 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commitee on Ways «1 
Means. 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Mrs. Willi 
Harvard Crosby, for preservation of Niagara Falls—to | 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of the Benton Revi 


the Democrat, and William Maurer, against the tariff on |in: 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Paper to accompany bill for relief « 
Lewis Mack (previously referred to Committee on Invalid le 
sions)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of the Rosville Reporter and the | : 
Recorder Tribune, against the tariff on linotype machines—to | e 
he Committee on Ways and Means. 


t 
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ign Affairs. 


By Mr. DARRAGH: Petitions of Maple Grove Grange, No. | and vicinity, for relief for heirs « 
1159; Nanecelona Grange, No. 709; the Seville and Sumner | disaster—to the Committee on Cl: 


Farmers’ Club; Dwight Grange; Union Grange, No. 1220, of 
[Isabella County; Helena Grange, No. 676, of Alden; Pleasant | t 
View Grange; McBride Grange, and Spring Brook Grange, all | ‘ 
Michigan, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the Plain Dealer, against the tariff on lino- 


I 
( 


By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 
Also, petition of the St P 
wo classes of mail matter only 

Yilice and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of many citizens 


‘elief for heirs of victims of G 


‘committee on Claims. 


type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. Also, petition of the Philadelphia B 
By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Paper to accompany bill for | Government control of railway rates 
relief of Mary Schoske—to the Committee on Pensions. | Interstate and Foreign Commer: 


Also, petition of A. F. Keye, of Red Wing, Minn., for repeal 


Also, petition of the Fruit Growers’ E 


of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on | for Government control of private car lil 
Ways and Means. } on Interstate and Foreign Comme! 
By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Also, petition of the Religious ] 
William K. Tuttle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | H. R. 10510—to the Committee on the D 
Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John B. Craig—to Also, petition of the National As 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Milwaukee, Wis., relative to structura 


By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the United States Brewers’ | by the United States Geological Su 
Association, for a Federal judicial court in the Orient—to the | Agriculture. 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. Also, petition of General J. B. Swe 
By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the New York Produce | of Veterans, against bill H. R. 81: to 

Exchange, against giving power to Interstate Commerce Com- | tary Affairs. 

mission to fix railway rates—to the Committee on Interstate | Also, petition of the Japanese and K« 
nd Foreign Commerce. for continuance of the present Chines« 


iy Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Lutheranian, against | on Foreign Affairs. 


uriff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
iv Mr. FLOOD: Petition of many citizens of New York and 
‘ ity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum dis- 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, petition of the Highland Record, against the tariff on 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


iy Mr. FRENCH: Petition of Boise (Idaho) Typographical 
Union, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committee | 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, petition of J. W. Crea, for repeal of revenue tax on de- | 
turized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. FULKERSON: Petitions of the Rushville News and 
Catholic Tribune, against the tariff on linotype machines— 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. FULLER: Petition of W. L. Elwood et al., citizens of | 
b, Ill, against bill H. R. 48—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
\lso, petition of retail merchants of Illinois, for the Hep 
pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
( nerce, 
\lso, petition of the Board of Trade of the City of Chicago, 
aximum and minimum tariff—to the Committee on Ways 
Means. 
\lso, petition of the Dekalb Advertiser, against the tariff on 
pe machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
by Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of the Gazette and 
Daily Moon, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
( ttee on Ways and Means, 
\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Oliver Smith—to 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
so, petition of citizens of Michigan, for repeal of revenue 
m denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 





‘ 


By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
] c N. Perry (previously referred to the Committee on Invalid 
ns)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the BE. C. Burt Company, of 

ooklyn, N. Y., for repeal of the duty on hides—to the Com- | 

‘on Ways and Means. 

, petition of the National Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
for bill S. 529—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
lisheries. 
, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers 
vaany, N. Y., against the railway rate bill—to the Com- | 

e on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

so, petition of Local Union No. 261, Paper Hangers, Dec- 
rs, and Painters, of New York City, for repeal of revenue 

on denaturized alecohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
\lso, petition of the Dames of 1846, for increase of pensions 
' Mexican war veterans—to the Committee on Pensions. 

\lso, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion Society, 
for retention of the present Chinese law—to the Committee on 
immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Business Society of Chicago, for 











| lic Buildi 


By Mr. HAMILTON: Petitions of 


the Threshman’s Review, against the 


| chines—to the Committee on Ways and 


By Mr. HAY: Paper to accomnp: 
Wall—to the Committee on Pensions 


By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the VW 
land, Oreg., against spoliation of } r 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Pa Baptist 
the tariff on linotype machine to the ¢ 
Means 


By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: P 


facturing Company, for repeal of ré¢ 
| aleohol—to the Committee on Ways 
Also, petition of the Connecticut Li 


{ \ I 


a national forest rese } n - 

Also, petition of Lynn Grange, No. 147 
on denaturized alcohol to the Co 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: Petit 
the tariff on linotype machine to the ¢ 
Means. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of M 
relative to the Post-Office Denartms 


| viously referred to the Con 


Roads )—to the Committee Rul 
By Mr. HOUSTON: P: 

heirs of John McGill—to the ‘ 
Also, petition of « ens of M 

appropriation for a public b 


ngs and G1 





By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition the R 
Vista Vidette, against tl tariff 
Committee on Ways and Me 

Also, petition of the Bell 1 
against the tariff on lin pe 1 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUFF: Pe yn of the § I 
against spoliation of Niagara I to 1 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Federation of P 
repeal of the Morris law » the ¢ 


By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of 
‘alls, Wis., relative to affairs in the K 
Committee on Foreign Affairs 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the P 
Metal Association, against the parc 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


3y Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Hard V 


| Loeal No. 109, of Boston, Mass., fo1 
naturized alcohol—to the Committee « \\ 
By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebras a 


relief of William Arnold—to the Cor 
Also, paper to accompa! for 

the Commitee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, paper to accompany bill for r 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. KETCHAM: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
William R. Riley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of William 
A. Howard—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of the Franklin County Minis- 
ters’ Association, relative to affairs in the Kongo Free State— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Gill, Mass., relative to affairs in 
the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: Petition of the Willimantic 

Board of Trade, for a public building—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, petition of Lumber Dealers’ Association of Connecticut, for 
national forest reservation—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the United States Brewers’ 
Association, for a Federal judicial court in the Orient—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Homeopathic Medical Society, approving 
the Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the State Charities Aid Association, relative 
to the welfare of children—to the Committee on Labor. 

by Mr. McCALL: Petitions of E. H. Bacon & Co. and the 
Literary Review, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the Press, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of the Northwest Independent, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petitions of the News and Advocate and 
George R. Anderson, against the tariff on linotype machines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the California Audubon Society, indorsing 
bill S. 2966—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the State Farmers’ Institute, 
relative to increase of exp¢riment stations—to the Committee 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. OLCOTT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Luciano Conterno (referred previously to Committee on Invalid 
Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Nathan B. Williams, rela- 
tive to the Post-Office Department “fraud order” (previously 
rred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads)— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of J. C. MelIlvane, of Addyston, Ohio, relative 


al 


on 


refe 


to the Vost-Office Department “fraud order” (previously re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads)—-to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Charles FE. Allen, of Harrisonville, Mo., rela- 
tive to the Post-Office Department “ fraud order” (previously 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads)— 
to the Committee on Rules 

Also, petition of W. LD. Hibler, of Oakdale, Nebr., relative to 
the Post-Ofl Departinent “ fraud order” (previously referred 
o the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads)—to the 
Committee on Rules 

Also, petition of D. Lewis, of Carlisle, Ark., relative to the 

ud order” (previously referred to the Committee on the 
I (ilice and Post-Roads)—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of J. B. F. Callon—to 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

\lso, petition of the Fort Wayne Commercial Club, for the 

food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 

| Mr. PALMER: Petition of the Luzerne County Express, 

¢ t the iff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
\\ 5 i i Means. 

\lso, petition of the Leader, against the tariff on linotype ma- 
‘ s » the Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. PARSONS: Petition of the Mlorist’s Exchange, against 
riff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
M 

\lso, on of F. H. Hitchcock, against the tariff on lino- 
type machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of East Scipio Grange, for repeal of | 


revenue tax on denaturized alcohol 
and Means. 

By Mr. PUJO: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Catherine R. Mitchell, of Lake Charles, La. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions) 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the Board of Trade of the 
United States Brewers’ Association, for a judicial court in the 
Orient—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


to the Committee on Ways 
Mrs. 


to the Committee on 
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By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Japanese and Korean Excely- 
sion League of California, for retention of the Chinese law—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the State Charities Association of New York. 
for a bureau in the Interior Department in the interest of chi! 
dren—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of BE. C. Lauers, of Easton. 
*a., protesting against bill H. R. 10510—to the Committee 6) 
Education. 

Also, petition of the California Fruit Growers’ Exchange, 0; 
San Francisco, for Government control of private car lines—t{o 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of F. R. Ashbang, relative to the “ fraud order ” 
of the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Joel Searfoss Camp, No. 273, against }i|| 
H. R. 8131—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association. f. 
voring establishment of deep waterway canals—to the Comm 
tee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of the Religious Liberty Bureau, against }j|! 
H. R. 10510—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: Petition of the Press Publishing Con- 
pany, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Enterprise, against the tariff on linotype 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: Petition of D. A. Curtis, of 
San Diego, Cal., and papers relative to Post-Oflice Department 
“fraud order” (previously referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads)—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petition of the Elliot Graphic, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of B. O. Purvis (previously referred to the Committee o 
Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of Detroit Pastors’ 
Union, against conditions in the Kongo Free State—to the Coin- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lansing, Mich., against conditions 
in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Michigan, against repeal of the 
anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of W. C. Sharpe, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. STANLEY: Petition of the New Era, against the 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petitions of Wheelock’s Weekly, the 
Graphic, the Ulen Union, the Perham Bulletin, the Index, G. I’. 
Hagen, A. Solem, Rodger J. Bell, the American, M. John 
Martin Widsten, and the News, against the tariff on linotype m 
chines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

jy Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of Crowe'!! 
Tenn., against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of the Addison Courier, ag 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
Means. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of the Voice and the T 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committe: 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Minnesota, for repeal of revenu 
Ways dl 


il 


tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
Means. 
Also, petition of citizens of Minnesota, favoring a pal 
post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Henry Beninga, for repeal of revenue tax on 


| denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Mean 


By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Cherry Creek 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committe: 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of Caldwell & Tompkins, agains! 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways 
Means, 

By Mr. WEBBER: Paper to accompany bill for re! 
Charles Skaden, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio! 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Albert Bilis! 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





(previously referred | 


Also, petition of Marie M. Lickorish, president of the Wo! 
Christian Temperance Union, for a law to protect prol! 
towns from saloons under guise of interstate commerce— tv 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. ; 

Also, petition of Marie M. Lickorish, president of the Wo: 
Christian Temperance Union, for the McCumber bill—to 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Ohio, for repeal of revenue tax on 
iaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
\lso, petition of the Buckeye Farmers’ Institute, for passage 
ill H. R, 18SO0—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

\lso, petition of the Ohio Law Bulletin, against the tariff on 

otype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

\iso, petition of. Townsend Grange, No. 1392: North Fair- 

1 Grange, and National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry: 

i. Stotts, and other citizens of Ohio, for repeal of revenue 
on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

\lso, petition of D. R. Fair and A. Bance, for repeal of rev 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
Means. 

, petition of citizens of Norwalk, Ohio, for twenty-one 

rs’ prohibition in Oklahoma as a State—to the Committee 

rerritories. 

\lso, petition of citizens of Norwalk, Ohio, against liquor 
g in all Government buildings—to the Committee on Alco 
Liquor Traffic. 

\lso, petition of Nova Council, No. 235, and Mansfield Coun- 
No. 34, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring 
ction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
Naturalization. 

\lso, petition of the National Grange, citizens of New York, 
Green Valley Grange, No. 361, for repeal of revenue tax on 
urized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WEEMS: Petition of the Democrat and the Inde- 
ent, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
e on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Petition of the Commercial 
of Birmingham, favorable to fostering the shipping in- 
s of the country—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
and Fisheries, 

by Mr. YOUNG: Petition of citizens of Michigan, against 
tablishment of the Army canteen—to the Committee on 
tary Affairs. 


SENATE, 


Wepnespay, February 21, 1906. 


ver by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALg. 
Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap 


NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS. 


the VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communieca- 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting an item for 
ppropriation of $30,000 for the purchase of heifers and bulls 
ue to the Northern Cheyenne Indians at Tongue River 
Mont.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

l, 

FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
in the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit 
certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
use of Charles A. Le Compte v. The United States; which, 
i@ accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
ins, and ordered to be printed. ; 
Iso laid before the Senate a communication from the 
nt clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of 
| A. Coughlin, next of kin and heir at law of Paul 
The United States; which, with the accompanying 
as referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
nted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


essage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
ing, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
| the joint resolution (S. R. 28) to fill a vacancy in the 
lof Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 
lr. WARREN. Mr. President, I present a number of memo 


from the women of Wyoming, protesting against the seat 
Reep Smoor as a Senator. A letter accompanies the 
il asking that I may say a few words regarding the 

t 

ierely wish to say at this time that the whole matter is be- 

the appropriate committee of the United States Senate, 

| shall hope to be enlightened by a report made from that 


‘ 


Inittee, 


If requested further to make a statement 
report of the committee, | should be inclined t 
main, what was said by the Senator from ¢ 
KINS| and the Senator from Colo! » |Mr. P 
days ago in the Senate upon tl s t 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rhe memorials w 
the Committee on Privileges and Ele ! 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the I 
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactme 
lating to the complement of crews of vesse 
ferred to the Cominittee on Commerce 

He also presented a petition of the United 
Association, of New York City, N Y.. praying 
of legislation to establish a Federal judicial 
which was referred to the Committee on Fors 

Ile also presented petitions of Local Divisi« 
way Conductors, of Buffalo; of Local Divis 
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Long Isl 
mung Lodge, Brotherhood of Railroad Trai 
of Local Division No. 25, Order of Rail 
Ogdensburg; of Local Division, Order of Ra 
of Binghamton; of Magnet Lodg No. 227, B 
comotive Engineers, of Bingh ton, and I 
171, Order of Railway Conductors, of Mechan 
State of New York, praying for the passag 
“ employers’ liability bill” and also the it 
which were referred to the Committee on Int 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of 
$25, Patrons of Husbandry, of Danville, Vt., 
moval of the duty on denaturized ‘ohol ; 
to the Committee on Finances 

Hie also presented a petition of Local Div 
of Railway Conductors, of St. Albans, Vt 
Local Division No. 296, Order of Railway 
land, Vt.. praying for the passa of the se 
liability bill” and also the nti-injur ( ! 
referred to the Committee on Interstate ¢ NM 

Ile also presented the petition of Chark I 
dry other citizens of Washington, D. C 
ment of legislation to restrict grat 
to the Committee on Immigration 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition t] 
of Oskaloosa, lowa, praying for the ena 


relating to 1l-cent postage: which wa 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
Ile also presented the petition of I 


other citizens of Webster County, 


f 


gation of the charges made and 


a Senator from the State of 
Committee on Privileges and 


lle also presented a pet tio 


ment Users, of Ames, lowa 
made to continue the 


concretes now being conductes 


hich was referred 


Survey: w 
Survey. 
He also pres nted petition 
Company, of Rudd, Iowa 
other citizens of lreton, lo 


le eislation to enlarge 


= 


Commission: which were ref 


state Commerce 


He also presented pet 


and Manson, in the Stat . 3 
of international arbitration tre 
the ¢ ‘ I R 
i SO ented pe 
otl eit ! VW S; J 
l su vther cit li 
! | eaties between t 
which were referred to tl { 
lle also presented pet tions I 
wod of Locomotive Engineet 
Sioux Lodge, No. 64, Brother! 


Sioux City, lowa, and of | 


of Locomotive Engineers, of 


passage of the so-called “ employs 


W 


referred to the Committee or 


He also presented petition 
of Eagle Grove, and Burli! 


of the Brotherhood of Railroad 


of Kx 
of Eagle Grove, Lowa, and 
heod of Locomotive Engin 





gle Grove Division, No 


| the passage of the so-called “ « 


| 


> ay 
Rey 


7 


i 
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t] ‘anti-injunction bill;’” which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

r. BURROWS presented a petition of the Detroit Pastors’ 
Ur of Detroit, Mich., praying for an investigation of exist- 
ing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 463, Cigar 
M ’ International Union of America, of Pontiac, Mich., 
remonstrating against any reduction of the duty on cigars and 
tobacco imported from the Philippine Islands; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Ile also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Crystal 
Valle Mich., praying for an investigation of the charges made | 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Bowen Center Grange, No. 219, | 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Michigan, and a petition of Moscow | 
Gi Patrons of Husbandry, of Mosherville, Mich., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “ parcels-post bill; ” which were | 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Iie also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Marquette, 
Mich., 


remonstrating against the repeal of the present anti- | 
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Railway Conductors, of Decatur; of Local Division, Broi 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of Freeport; of Oak Ridge Load 
No. 58, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Springfield, . 
of Local Division No. 81, Order of Railway Conducto) 
Beardstown, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the pa 
of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill” and also the “ 
injunction bill;” which were referred to the Committ 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citiz 
Franklin Falls, N. H., praying for an investigation of the 
ing conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referr 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Mount Holyoke Cc 
Alumni Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for 
enactment of legislation providing compulsory education 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committ: 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT presented a petition of the State Board of 
Agriculture of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of le; 
tion providing for the teaching of agriculture in the co) 
schools of the country; which was referred to the Comn 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 487, Brot! 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, of McCook; of Local Lodge No. 134. 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Grand Island; of Loeca| 
Division No. 88, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of N 
Platte; of Local Division No. 126, Order of Railway Conduct 
of Omaha; of Local Division No. 98, Brotherhood of Loco: 
Engineers, of Lincoln, and of Local Division No. 427, Order 


rth 


| Railway Conductors, of Alliance, all in the State of Nebras 


praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability 


| bill” and also the “ anti-injunction bill; ” which were referred 


to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
He also presented a petition of the National Board of Tr: 


| of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislat 


canteen law; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Literary Club 
of Birmingham, Mich., and a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Cassopolis, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called “ pure- 
food bill;’’ which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented petitions of the Michigan State Dental As- 
sociation, of Detroit, of the Dental Society of Detroit, and of 
sundry citizens of St. Ignace, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to establish a corps of dental | 
surgeons in the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery of the Navy; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

lie also presented petitions of Holt, Coppens & Co., of Grand 


Ledge; of the Webster Farmers’ Club, of Hamburg; of sundry 
shippers of hay and grain of Carsonville; of the South Haven 
and Ca 
turers’ As iat 
pul of Kalan 


of the Michi 


of Detroit; of the Kalamazoo 
; of William BE. Hill & Co., 


ran Bolt and Nut Works, of Detroit; 


m Stove Com- 
of Kalamazoo; 


of the MacKin- 











fT 


nor inufacturing Company, of Bay City; of sundry citizens of 
Merrill; of the directorate of the Board of Trade of Grand 
Rapids; of the Challenge Refrigerator Company, of Grand Ha- 
ven; of the Marshall Furnace Company, of Michigan; of the 
Cappon & Bertach Leather Company, of Holland; of the Detroit 


Supply Company, of Detroit, and of the Besser Manu- 


facturing Company, of Alpena, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing the passage of the so-called “ Hepburn railroad-rate 
bill: ’ which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
nerce 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of West Duluth, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“Hepburn railroad rate bill;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a petition of the Fruit Growers’ 
Association of Anna, ILL, praying for the passage of the so-called 
* Dolliver railroad rate bill;” wich was referred to the Com 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

lie also presented a petition of the West End Woman’s Club, 


of Chicago, UL, praying for the enactment of legislation to pre 


} 


vi he impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the Ameri- 
can side by the diversion of the waters for manufacturing pur 
pose which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva 
1 d the Protection of Game, 

lie also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rochelle, 
kK nd M oe Center, all in the State of Illinois, praying 
f vestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
¥ Senator from the State of Utah; which were re 

he Ce iittee on Privileges and BPlections. 

lL Iso preset d a petition of the board of directors of the 
B of de of Chicago, IIL, praying for the ratification of 
in ! rocity treaties; which was referred to the 
Ci ‘ I zn Kelations. 

lle also pre ted petition of the Retail Merchants’ Asso 
ciation of Pe [ll., and a petition of the Triumph Catsup and 
Pickle Company, of East St. Louis, I1l., praying for the passage 
of the so-called “ pure-food bill;” which were ordered to lie on 
the table 

Ile also presented petitions of sundry citizens and drug firms 


of Chicago, lil., praying 
ent to the 


to lie on the tablk 


the 


' pure-t 


Lor 


ililed 


of 


ood bill: - 


adoption the Hemenway 


which were or 


Sor-« 


0 Pomological Society of Michigan; of the Manufac- | 


He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 74, Order of | ized for oflicers of the Military Academy by section 1° 


enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Comm 

Mr. ELKINS presented memorials of sundry citizens of King- 
man, Ariz., remonstrating against the adoption of the Foraker 
amendment to the so-called ‘statehood Dbill;” which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented papers to accompany the bill (S. 116) 
the relief of Capt. John Bond’s company West Virginia Volun- 
teer Militia; which were referred to the Committee on Pens 


He also presented sundry papers to accompany the Dill (S. 
2231) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Epis 
Church at Keyser, formerly New Creek, W. Va.; which 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of S. B. Neff Lodge, No. 
225, Brotherhood of Railroad ‘Trainmen, of Pittsburg, V 


praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liabi 


bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Int 
Commerce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to 


were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 3571) granting an increase of pension to Eber 
Watson: 

A bill (A. R. 


on 


5250) granting a pension to Harrison Wh 


A bill (H. R. 2823) granting an increase of pension to O 
D. Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 1048) granting an increase of pension to H 
Hounsom ; and 

A bill (H. R. 1032) granting an increase of pension to § 
Phillips. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on 


Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. 
to create a commission to examine into the subjects o! 
ship of the United States, expatriation, and protection 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
was referred the bill (S. 4310) to set apart certain lands 
State of South Dakota as a public park, to be known 
“ Battle Mountain Sanitarium Park,” reported it with an 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on the District of ‘ 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2877) increasing 
alty for certain offenses in the District of Columbia, 

it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Afi 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them s 

| without amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 
A bill (S. 3921) to extend the special leave privileges 


| 
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vised Statutes, to certain instructors and student officers at | A bill (S. 4611) for the relief of John H. Snyder. 
service schools; and Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4612) granting a pensi 


\ bill (S. 3918) to authorize commissions to issue in the | to Jesse A. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and 
eyses of officers of the Army retired with increased rank. | ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘ir. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Post-Offices and | He also introduced a bill (S. 4613) granting a pension 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 502) for the re- | Margaret Birchfield; which was read twice by its title, and 
lief of James A. Russell, reported it without amendment, and | ferred to the Committee on Pension 
s iitted a report thereon. Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 4614) to authorize t 

\ir. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to | President to appoint James F. Curley, Harry T. Herring, a 


m was referred the bill (S. 2286) to confer jurisdiction upon | Carroll H. Gardner on the retired list of the Army with the 1 
cireuit court of the United States for the ninth circuit to | of second lieutenant; which was read twice by its title, and 
determine in equity the rights of American citizens under the | ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
‘ d of the Bering Sea arbitration at Paris and to render | 
iudgment thereon, reported it without amendment, and sub- | 
mitted a report thereon. on Claims: 
| 
| 


= 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, A bill (S. 4615) for the relief of Mrs. Emily R. Martin; 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2450) for the relief of set- 
tlers upon the abandoned Fort Rice Military Reservation, re- | lock, deceased ; 


ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | A bill (S. 4617) for the relief of William R. Butler; 
lie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | A bill (S. 4618) for the-relief of the estate of John Gral 


Mr. MONEY introduced the following bills; which were sey 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committ 


A bill (S. 4616) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. E. J. Ma 


on 
re 
to 


re- 


wban, 


pill (S. 1726) making provision for conveying in fee the piece | deceased; and 

or strip of ground in St. Augustine, Fla., known as “ The Lines,” | A bill (S. 4619) for the relief of John E. Pearson (with 
for school purposes, reported it without amendment, and sub- | companying papers). 
i 


nitted a report thereon. | Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4620) for the relief of the 
\Ir. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and | heirs of Thomas J. Williams, deceased ; which was read twice b 
Grounds. to whom was referred the bill (S. 4894) to increase | its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to tl 
the limit of eost of the post-office and court-house at Evanston, | Committee on Claims. 
Wyo., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report | Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4621) for the relief o 
thereon. the Baptist Church, Crab Orchard, Ky.; which was read tw 
‘ir. PENROSE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- | by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1653) to prevent Sun- | He also introduced a bill (S. 4622) granting an increase 
day banking in post-offices in the handling of money orders and | pension to Isaiah McDaniel; which was read twice by it 
revistered letters, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was | and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
postponed indefinitely. Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 4623) for the rel 0 
BILLS INTRODUCED. | Sarah E. Baxter, executrix of the last will and test t o 
Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4597) for the relief of Mrs. | Warren 8S. Baxter; which was read twice by its title, and r 
Sarah Miller; which was-read twice by its title, and referred to | ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
the Committee on Claims. ; He also introduced a bill (S. 4624) to facilitate the S 
Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4598) granting an in- | tion of rights of way for reservoir sites for irrigation | 
crease of pension to Silas Sebring: which was read twice by its in the arid and semiarid States and Territories hich was re 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pu 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4599) granting an increase of | Ltnds. 
pension to Howell G. Trogdon ; which was read twice by its title, Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 4625) for the 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. the heirs of Theodore Dehon; which was read twice by its tith 
\Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4600) providing for an | 22d referred to the Committee on Claims. 
ad mal circuit judge in the fourth judicial circuit; which INSPECTION OF HULLS AND BOILERS 
\ read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mr. FORAKER submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
the Judiciary. posed by him to the biil (S. 4300) to amend section 4414 of th 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4601) for the construction of a | Revised Statutes of the United States, inspectors of hull 
driveway and approaches to the national cemetery at Raleigh, | poijlers of steam vessels: which was ordered to lie on the t 
N. C.; which —e read twice by its title, and referred to the | and be printed. 
C\ ttee on Military Affairs. oe 
\ir. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4602) for the relief of REORGANISATION OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COI 
Methodist Episcopal Chureh South, at Beaufort, Carteret Mr. SCOTT. I ask to have printed as a 8 te do A 
County, N. C.: which was read twice by its title, and referred | letter from E. B. Stocking, a well-known citizen of the Dis 
‘ Committee on Claims. . of Columbia, relative to the matter of the reorga { tl 
GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4603) making the publie scho 1 system in the District of Columb 
I Library of the District of Columbia a designated deposi- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 8 ator from West \ 
or Government publications ; which was read twice by its | ®SkS8 that the letter presented by him be printed as a S 
ind referred to the Committee on the Library. document. Is there objection? The Chair hears 1 
PLATT introduced a bill (S. 4604) for the relief of the | iS So ordered. 
( ie of William Van Name, deceased: which was read twice HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON TH [CTAR) 
b title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming submitted the foll r resolution 
PENROSE introduced the following bills: which were | which was referred to the Committee to Audit i Control th 


lly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- ) (ontingent Expenses of the Sen 
‘on Pensions: 





~ : : > . . Resolved, Tha ( ee | 
; (S. 4605) granting an increase of pension to Stephen | authorized to > acl ee 
". Pomeroy; and ary to report s and 
ll (S. 4606) granting an increase of pension to Kate Gil- | a tet Soe - S ; ! 
y q ‘ . yr sa. 5 . pa : 
PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4607) prescribing of naitaanasitis: tuliia 
agai , ‘ rvice, amending existing st: S aa nm - emeee : 
sl a the postal service, mending existing statute [fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning bu oo 
gn ee eer ee omer eeeeeeees Wine Was Tem the Chair lays before he Senate the bill (S. SS) 


by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
CLARKE of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 4608) grant 


known as the “ pure-food bill 
Mr. MORGAN After consultation with tl Se1 


pension to George W. Walter; which was read twice by = cunres cae pare ny es 1 - 2 vs . ; na ae 
', and referred to the Committee on Pensions. . ra yon — : ee Pe ee 
ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sey ee en ee road tae amd the Se 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee cola apenbata a ; a miler oe sa ' Ny 
7 ae Affairs : in executive session the doors w 
\ bill (S. 4609) for the relief of George Randolph Rogers: 
bill (S. 4610) to remove the charge of desertion from the PURE-PO 


record of Sylvester B. Miller and grant him an honor- The Senate, as in Committees the WI 
discharge (with an accompanying paper); and sideration of the bill (S. S88) for preventing the 
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| 


sale, or transportation of adulterated or misbranded or poison- 
ous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for 
regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire this morning to 
present some resolutions bearing upon the bill. I send to the 

















de for reading, first, a letter from the chairman of the Amer- 
ican Medical Association. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary | 
will read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

AMPRICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 

Cincinnati, Ohio, February 20, 1906. 

ly D At an Medical Association by unanimous peti 

{ ! re 1 from each of over 2,000 counties of the 
{ das ! i by the recent action of its legislative council, | 
I { to Vv xv the * Heyburn pure food and drug | 
| ‘ n your part will receive the gratitude of over | 
J i ‘ intry. | 
\ ! tfully, Cnarites A. L. REED, Chairman. 
W B. Hi . 
uy nat Washington, D. C. | 

Mr. HEYBURN. I send to the desk an accompanying docu- 
ment, and that it be read. 

The VICK SIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
v d if 

rhe Secretary read as follows: | 
AC! i Ok 11k { \N MEDICAL ASSOCIATION ON THE HEYBURN PURE 

} AND DRUG BILL. 
te and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 
\ an Medical A ciation, through its legislative council in | 
f t W . Db. Cc., January 9, 10, and 11, 1906, unanimously 
ad d t f : 
appointed to consider legislation for honest foods 
nt dru eave to report that it has considered the sugges 
ti : it n and ! examined in detail the provisions of the | 
i rn | nd finds nothing in these bills, which, in 
the opi of t members of the committee, would injuriously affect 
any k te | t ‘ ed in the manufacture and sale of foods, 
] I r dru ind that the bills, or either of them, would afford 
ni pr i to honest manufacturers of and dealers in such 
prod and ty against imposition, fraud, or danger to the buyer. 
I your committee respectfully recommends that the re 
I { irman, Doctor Reed, be considered and transmitted to 
( t as a j t of this report.” 
! t OF THE CHAIRMAN, DR. CHARLES A. L. REED, RELATIVE TO THE | 
PURE FOOD AND DRUG BILL. 

Aft reviewing the previous history of the Heyburn pure food and 
ad and attention to the fact that it had been made the | 
: fa referendum to the medical profession, with the re 
: t over 2,000 petitions from as many counties in the United | 
St ss had been received and forwarded to Congress, the chairman, 
] ! 1, added 

innecessary for you ain to make it—the Heyburn 

{ ad di |—-the subject of a general referendum, as the 
| nd espondence previously sent to Senator HBYBURN are 
Doe d before the present Congress It is important, however, 
t) ‘ lical profession, and, for that matter, the public should be | 
inf ! t racter of the opposition which was aroused by the 
m ol last Congres This opposition was active, insistent, | 
1 ! t fr the results, as well as from its boasts, was 
ef \ t proceedings in committee shows that the 

t wi from the ma facturers of blended and other 
wi a erate juors, from the fabricators of foodless foods, from 
im c d med nes so worthless as to be denied a market 
in | WV ey a nade, from the makers end purveyors of 

w s dar and enslaving drugs—itinterests which, in the ag 
grr { nd iced by the character of their business, can not go 
led j of justice or command an honest footing | 

l ‘ or legislative body in the country. 

in rf nedical profession in this measure is aroused 
f speci nm mate knowledge possessed by physicians of the | 
ir of i re food on the public health, but more particularly | 

‘ results arising not only from t widespread con 
» nostrur but from the dispensing of medicines, | 
I \ which fall below the pharmaceutical standard. As a matter of | 
vhi e Pharmacope@ia assumes to establish a certain standard | 

‘ re is at present no national law, nor, so far as I am in 
f od iv State law to enforce that standard. As a consequence, 
' f ing establishments, some of them enjoying a high grade of | 
‘ ectability, openly acknowledge that they manufacture | 
i i preparations of varying degrees of purity. They plead, 
} tion, that this is to meet the demands of the market. The 
l I e enjoying a high-class trade—are presumed to | 
< { of the preparations, Those located in middle-class | 
t cond-grade, while the lowest, or third grade, is | 
h der tment hospitals, eleemosynary institutions, | 
) but more especially to the country practi. | 

i t wn medicines. That there should be any 
i l t highest grade of pharmaceutical prepara 
‘ ' it to every sense of honesty, decency, and 
. } resent tuation becomes revolting If, | 
ther 1 consider that class of copyrighted prep- | 
i { d I | ian the »called “ professional | 
Pp I it the trade interests are absolutely | 
Ww than that which is presumed to come from the 
ef SSI ‘ trated, of h medicaments on the patients | 

t \\ » the re iminist dd In this class of remedies there is not 
e\ re y a phar eutical standard, save as it applies to the | 
in lients of compound d there is now no law that will hold the | 
n cturers such remedk to the standard which they assume to | 
< h for themseives | 
lo meet this condition the American Medical Ag ination has estab- | 
l 1 incil on pharmacy and chemistry, which ts doing voluntarily, | 
in a purely advisory way, what ought to be done by the National Goy | 
ernment namely, analyzing and testing these preparations for the | 


purpose of advising the medical profession, and, for that matter, the | 
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| of the second month, 1906, do earenstly advocate the passag: 


| Cumper] offered an amendment, which was accepted 
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public, of their true character. It is obvious, however, that this , 
ment, salutary as it is, can not be sufficiently far-reaching to 
our interstate commerce from being loaded down with prepar 
many of which are essentially fraudulent in character. “Unde; 
circumstances, I feel that it is important that the council rea, 
previous action, and by such means as it may select to express | 
appreciation of the service which has already been rendered by 
HeYBURN, chairman of the Senate Committee on Manufactures, , 
Mr. Hersurn, chairman of the House Committee on Interstate oy) 
Foreign Commerce, in endeavoring to secure the passage of the , 
tary laws.” 
Cc. S. Bacon, Seerect 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to send to the desk a resolution ¢, 

be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read it, withoy: 


| objection. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolutions of the New York Young Friends’ Association relative to 1 
Heyburn pure-food bill. 
To the honorable Senators from the State of New York—Messrs. ( 
cey M. Derew and THomas C. PLATT. 
GENTLEMEN ;: As secretary of the New York Friends’ Associat 
directed to forward to you copies of the following resolution 
Whereas the prosperity and happiness of a nation depend 
upon the health of the people, and the health of the people i 
dependent upon the purity of the food products and medicj 
Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That we, the members of the Young Friends’ Ag: 
New York and Brooklyn, assembled in regular meeting on the 111 





known as the “ Heyburn pure-food bill,” 
States § and be it further 

Resolved, That we urge the Senators from this State to use t) 
fluence in every way to secure the passage of this bill; and it is { 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be forwarded to 
Derrew, Senator Piatt, and Senator HEYBURN, 

Dated New York, February 11, 1906. 

Respectfully, 


which is now before the United 


enate ; 





Ss 


Percy Russevy, D. D. §S., Py lent, 
Henry M. HAVILAND, Secretary. 
Mr. PENROSE rose. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, there seems to be 


| apprehension, or at least I am laboring under a misapprelx 


regarding the status of the two amendments offered by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] day before yesterday. I desire to 
have the matter clearly defined before the Senate as to the status 
of those amendments relative to the blended-whisky question. 
I understand the junior Senator from North Dakota | Mr. Mc- 
Vy 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKer], and there was some sug: 
tion made at the time that the amendments offered by the Sen 
tor from Ohio should be withdrawn. I hope that is not 
case, as I am informed that the amendment suggested 
promise does not meet the requirements of the situation, and in 
order to have the purposes carried out of those who object to 
the bill in its present form it is necessary to adhere to t! 

inal amendments of the Senator from Ohio and endeavor to h 
thein inserted in the bill. 


a8 2a Corl 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I will have in a 
what was said on that subject by looking at the RL 
Another Senator will find it for me. My recollection j t I 


offered the amendment which appears in the reprint of the bill 
on page 11, to strike out in line 8 the word “ added; ”’ (l to 
strike out lines 13, 14, and 15, as indicated, and to insert what 
follows in caps, printed in lines 15, 16, 17, and 18. 

It was suggested to me during the progress of the d 
that the purpose of the amendments I had offered wou! 
ter accomplished by striking out the word “ goods” after 
word “ proprietary ” in line 25, on page 10 of the bill 
serting thereafter “ foods, drugs, or liquors,” so as to rr 
prietary foods, drugs, or liquors,” the purpose of thi 
ment being to make it unnecessary to put the formula b; 
these liquors were blended or mixed on the label. 

At the time that suggestion was made I supposed tliat 
ment would accomplish the purpose I had in view, ar 
about to ask that it be accepted, when some Senator, pe! 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], interrupted to 
he understood we had an agreement that no amendment 


| be voted upon at that time, and upon that suggestion it we! 


over, | making the remark, if I reeollect correctly, that 
lie on the table, and IL would not withdraw the other amendment 
until this amendment should be disposed of. Now I a 

by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumner] the ! 


which will inform us exactly what did oecur. The 
from Mississippi [Mr. Money] interrupted and said: 

I understood that there would be no vote to-day on 
amendments. 

Mr. Yoraker,. No 

Mr. Monry. Does the Senator want a vote on his amendment 

Mr. Foraker, I offer the amendment now to have it voted 
is reached, if there be any objection, 

Mr. Monny. Very well, 

Mr. Foraker. Then I will let the other amendment stand, 

. ” * ~ * * & 
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ForAKER. Let the amendment be printed and lie on the table | 
it is voted on. } 
PRESIDING Orricer. Without objection, such will be the order 

senate. 

M ame and Mr. TILLMAN addressed the Chair. 

L believe, is all; at least it is all that it is indicated 
said at that time pertinent to the Senator's inquiry, and 
expresses the status of these amendments better than |] 
} 

PENROSE. Then I am correct in my understanding 
the Senate will have an opportunity of voting upon the two 
dments of the Senator from Ohio? 

ILOPKINS. There is no objection on the part of the 

ttee to those amendments, is there? 

FORAKSR. 1 do not know whether they object to either 

h, or how it is. If the Senator will allow me, I will not 

s on his time unduly, but I wish to say that at the time 

| offered that amendment I had never seen anyone who 

me information in regard to the matter, and I had 
rmation except what was imparted by the letters which 
i, some of which I put in the Recorp. Since then a gen 

Claiming to represent these people, an attorney, called 
tion to the character ef the amendment, and I do not 

but what he is right that the word “ vatted,” which 

| so much comment the other day, ought to be included. 
wether it should be or not, I think the other amendment 
haps the only safe one to be employed to prevent the 

of the formula on the label. In that event, if it should 
ited, I would not ask that the other be. 

PENROSE. I should like to know definitely, Mr. Presi 
ther the two amendments offered by the Senator from 
| be voted upon by the Senate at the proper time, be 
they have been withdrawn or are not before the Senate 

e to renew them. 

ORAKER. I will offer the original amendment in view 
was said to me unless the Senator will do that. I do 
to offer two amendments on the subject. 1 offered the 
e only upon the theory that it was the equivalent in 
unnecessary to print the formula on the label 
ODGI May I ask the Senator a question? By with 
| second amendment, does he mean by his amend 
trike out the word “ added?” 
FORAKER. That was included in the first. The infor 
[ have with respect to that is of such character that I 
word “added ”’ ought to be stricken out as a matter 


LODGE. Certainly it ought. 

ORAKER. I think it should be stricken out, and upon 
vy, that no whisky should be sold that bas any fusel 
beyond that which the Vharmacopria states is in it 
suitable to be sold for consumption. 

TILLMAN. Mr. President 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsy! 

ield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

‘ENROSE. Certainly. 

ILLMAN. I understood the Senator from Ohio to state 
hisky sold contains fusel oil. 

FORAKER. No; I did not say that. I say I think that 

should be sold for consumption that has fusel oil in 

d the mere trace which I understand the Pharmacopa@ia 

ere Shall be after it is ready for consumption, after 

operly aged and the fusel oil has passed out of it 

ILLMAN, In regard to the proposed amendment, strik 

word “added,” which the Senator says ought to go 
d to convince the few who listened to me the otl 
f you strike out that word “ added” it will open t 
rv the most outrageous adulteration. 
I can make it very clear to anyone who will pay 
why the word “added” should remain. As I stated, 
basis of all common whiskies, blended whiskies, and 
hiskies that are sold in the market is spirits or 
there are two types of alcohol on the market one 
rits, out of which all fusel oil has been taken, and 
is alcohol as it comes from the still with the fusel 
The latter form is used largely in the manufacture « 
in chemistry, for fuel, and that kind of thing, when, 
it is not necessary to extract the fusel oil from it 
ne wants to get a harmless alcoholic drink with th 

| ubstance—fusel oil—out of it, he must buy deodor 

hol or cologne spirits, which cost 6G or 8S cents more 

m than crude alcohol. 

u do not leave the word “added” in the provision in 

0 liquors or whiskies so called, you simply leave the 

de open for the rectifier or the manufacturer of common 
liquor that are sold on the market to take the crude 


with the fusel oil in it, add coloring matter, add favor | 





by means of essential oils 


fit—-beading oil f« 


than 
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other words, they color it 
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makes the finest whisky, because of his not extracting all the | 
alcohol, and, therefore, not all the fusel oil; and his whisky is | 
the best in the world; but the man who by the use of steam 
and chemical processes extracts every particle of alcohol in the 
grain, will get from four and a half to five gallons of alcohol 
from a bushel of grain. But that is not at all considered by 
those who drink whisky, and who think it the best article of 
whisky. The word “ added ”— 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose the word “ added” narrows the ap- | 
plication of the provisions of the bill. | 
| 


Mr. TILLMAN. The word “added” broadens the application 
of the bill, so as not only to prohibit the saM® of whiskies con- 
taining poisonous or deleterious ingredients naturally, but also 
those that may be added to adulterate it. It narrows the pro- 
vision to strike out the word “ added,” and very materially re- 
duces the chances to punish these adulterators. 

Mr. LODGE. That is just the point I can not understand. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have tried to show the Senator that if you 
strike out the word “ added,’ you leave the door wide open 
to these people to put beading oil and coloring matter into the | 


liquor. 
Mr. LODGE. Why? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Because they are added ingredients. 
Mr. LODGE. No. They are simply ingredients, and it does 


not make any difference whether added or not, they come within 


the law. 
Mr. TILLMAN. But in the ingredients from which the 
whisky is made there are poisonous or deleterious substances 


without a particle of addition—that is, when they are new. 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 


Mr. TILLMAN. That takes time. 


Mr. LODGRE. jut these are all excluded if you leave the 
word “ added ”’ in. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I still contend that the word “added” 


broadens the scope of the punitive feature and puts men within 
the purview of the law to be punished who would be left out 
and left loose if you do not have that word in. 


Mr. LODGE. But without the word “ added,” it seems to me 
the provision is better. 
Mr. TILLMAN. But it is so broad that you could not catch 


anybody under it, and it may be construed to stop the sale of 


new whisky altogether. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to direct the 
Senator’s attention to the fact that this is merely a definition of 


the word. The word “ adulterate’’ means to degrade: to lessen 


the character of the thing by mixing with it something of a 
lesser value of a degraded character. 

Now, this is not a prohibitive section of this statute. It is 
merely a definition. It says that the mingling of an added 
poison with the thing itself would constitute an adulteration of 
t. Well, it probably would, in any event, and the courts prob- 
ably would hold that to take an article that was, as whisky is 
when it is distilled, in its natural condition as it comes from the 
still and mix anything with it that was of a character that 
would degrade it or would lessen its value, that would be to 
adulterate it. But this bill, in order to make that certain in 


describing what shall constitute the adulteration of these arti- 
cles, whether it be foods, drugs, or liquors, says that in the 
ise of liquors the article shall be deemed adulterated if it 
contain any added ingredient of poison. In other words, if you 
add the venom of the article itself for destructive purposes, 
the capacity of it to injure those who use it. That is the ob- 
ject troducing the word “ added,” because there are many | 
legitimate substances in commerce that contain in their natural 
tion certain percentages of deleterious substances, poison 
ous whole or in part, and this is intended simply to provide 
t! you add to those substances, no matter what the degree 
leteriousness may be, you have degraded the article to the 
that you have added other poisonous substances to it. 
hat is what it means. It is merely a definition. Other por- | 
tions of the bill deal with the subject, so far as prohibition in 
con e of these articles is concerned or punishment for en- 
gaging in it; but to strike out the word “ added” here would be | 
an admission that if a thing contains 5 per cent poison, it would | 
be no offen to add another 5 per cent to it and make it that 
much more dangerous. 
Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. PENROSE. It may be that I am somewhat stupid on 
this matter, but I can not see how striking out the word 


‘added ” narrows this paragraph, and how, on the contrary, 
it does not greatly broaden it. I should like to ask the Senator | 
if the word “added” is retained, how the phraseology of that | 
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section can be made to apply to what is known as “ 
whisky,” 


Straicht 
which contains a larger amount of fusel oil, say, foy 


| instance, than is permitted by the standard Pharmaco, 


which, I believe, only permits a trace. Is there anythin; 
the wording of the bill so long as the word “ added” is iy jj 
which would reach whisky containing a poisonous amount of 
fusel oil? It seems to me that the mere presence of the word 

there looks like an effort to strike down blended 
whisky and permit all the poisonous straight whisky in 
country to be sold all over the land. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I will instance a point. 
Cologne spirits, as has been said by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Trt~MAN], contain no fusel oil. The high grade 
of blended spirits is made with cologne spirits as a base. ‘), 
word “added ” would, through its application, prohibit the 
adding of fusel oil to that whisky for any purpose whatevye 


r if 


| it had been made upon the base of cologne spirits, which eoy- 


tains none. 

Mr. PENROSE. But how would it reach the case of straight 
whisky in which the fusel oil was inherent and had not been 
eliminated by age, or the various processes by which it is e| 


mi 
ill- 


| nated, into a mere trace, which is the largest amount of fuse] oi] 
| permitted in the Pharmacopceia? 


How would this amendment 
reach that case where fusel oil has not been added, but is 


in- 
herent in the whisky? 
Mr. HEYBURN. It does not reach it at all, but there are 


other provisions in this bill that do. 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator point out to me—now | 
am getting down to what I am after—what part of this pill 
will reach that case? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The provision that prohibits the sale or 
commerce in any article that is deleterious to human healt! 

Mr. PENROSE. In other words, the straight-whisky people 
are taken in under the general dragnet clause—which I do not 
suppose can have any practical effect—whereas the 
whisky people are singled out to be punished and have their 
goods discriminated against and prejudiced in the public mind, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Not unless the blended-whisky men desire 
to add fusel oil to their product, and that they should 
permitted to do. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will ask the Senator whether he | 
objection to specifically having a provision inserted here 
cable to the straight-whisky product which has fusel oil in it’ 

Mr. HEYBURN. What kind of a provision, I would ask the 
Senator? 

Mr. PENROSE. That all straight whisky shall be of 
standard established in the American Pharmacopeia. 

Mr. HEYBURN. AsI said yesterday in discussing th: end- 
ment proposed by another Senator, that would be to 
upon the fixing of standards. The Pharmacopeia is made the 
standard for determining the purity of all drugs and of all 


be 





the 


whisky used in connection with drugs by an express provision 
of this bill. It would be utterly impracticable for us in slat 
ing upon this subject to attempt to settle the controver hat 


has existed, and perhaps always will exist, between what is 
known the “manufacturers of straight whisky” and the 
‘concoctors of blended and rectified whiskies.” The commit 
tee tried to avoid that controversy. It is no part of our duty 


as 


' in legislating upon this question to settle these controversies 


any more than it would be to settle the question as to the supe 
riority of any other article of food or commerce. 

These contending schools of distillers, or, rather, the dist 
lers and those who take the product of the still and change it 
into something else, have always existed, and they | ably 
t be 
brought into the Senate in the discussion of this bill. 

The word “ added” has nothing to do with that question, un- 
less the rectifiers or blenders confess that they desire to ad 
fusel oil to their blended whiskies, because when whisky |s 
blended it contains none, if it is a genuine blend based upon 
cologne spirits. If it is not, then it is a fraud, and th 
directed against frauds. That is what it is for; and 
complains that it interferes with his fraudulent bus! 
complains against the legislation and the purpose for 
is proposed generally. We have no reply to make to tha cept 
to say that we are here to legislate against that class of |! 

Mr. McCUMBRER. Mr. President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ida! ld 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish simply to address a remar! the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. It may be that he takes ttle 
different view of the object of this particular section I 
think the Senator’s own argument answers the query ! de 


of the Senator from Idaho. 











understand that there is no rectifying of these liquors to | « 


‘ an extent but what there may be some trace of fusel oil 
and if there is any trace of it left it is poisonous. W: 
ot wish to brand these goods as fraudulent simply because | 
may contain some trace of what any chemist might say is 
ious. That is frue of beer. I believe that we manufacture 

s country the purest beers that are manufactured upon 

{ face of the earth; and the fact that the brewers’ associa 


{ : are all in favor of this pure-food bill evidences the fact | 


hey are satisfied that they manufacture a pure article; 


me chemist may say that in some of the articles used, in 


{ rley that is used, there is something that is poisonous 
oil or something of that character in the barley itself, or 
¢ race of it. They might find something in the hops that 
i mous, and if there should be a trace of it, they might, 
\ the case comes up before a court, say that the law pro 





gainst liquors containing any poison. 
yself believe that every character of intoxicating liquors 
s poison to some extent, and that it is impossible to en 
} 


i eradicate that poison from the liquor itself. Therefore 

j intended in this provision to protect those people who 
s pure an article as they could make against any as- 
« n that a mere trace of poison could put a ban upon their 


! - and accordingly it was necessary that there should 
be thing “added” other than that which is inherent and 
a certain extent be inherent in the liquor itself. Tak- 
that view of it, it seems to me that the word “added” is 
ry to protect the honest producer or manufacturer of 
uors, and that object will not be accomplished if you 
it the word “ added,” so that it will read: 

ise of liquors, an article shall be deemed adulterated if it | 

y ingredient of a poisonous or deleterious character. 

of that! Liquors shall be deemed adulterated if they | 

any ingredient of a deleterious character, as well as of | 

us character. All liquor is deleterious. .I think there | 

a general consensus of opinion in that, especially if used 

sive quantities. And yet you will allow a court to con- 

ealer by merely finding that the liquor, apparently puri- 
vell as it could be, was still deleterious. Under this 
the deleterious or poisonous ingredient must be some- 
is added. What is it intended to reach? The fusel 
( are injected into it, the poisonous coloring matters 
to it, such as coal-tar dyes and other poisonous and 
‘ is articles that are used by the manufacturers, as | 


. | 
ught, Mr. President, that we were protecting in this | 
i 





I ucer of the pure straight whisky, and it seems to me 
take away that word “ added,” you are taking away 
protection that they have. j 
‘-ENROSE. The Senator has very candidly said 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
T T 


i 
YB 
NR 
ment. This bill is caleulated to protect the producer 
is known as “straight whisky,” and to drive out 
injure the business of the manufacturer of what is | 
s “the blended product.” Whether intentionally o1 
iS disclosed what is either the deliberate purpose or 
1 effect of the wording of this bill. In other words, | 
littee reports this bill and endeavors to defend the 
1 that fusel oil when added is injurious, but when iu 
the straight whisky, even if it be in much greater 
it shall pass uncriticised, unexamined, and unpun 
| be permitted to be sold all over the country, except 
as it may run counter to the blanket provision existing 
e in this measure. 
i1YBURN. I should like to call the Senator's attenti 
that the word “ added” is not directed alone to fu 
rected against a large number of ingredients that 
violation of common honesty in the concoction of mix 
lied “ whisky ” by the vatting process, 
NROSE. Can not those impurities be reached un 
“if it contain any ingredient of a poisonous natu 
ie word “added?” If those blended whiskies “ con 
urities, that would be suflicient without having 
‘added.” The word “contain” would be adequate 
1 would reach the straight whisky and the blended 
but the word “added” is specifically directed against 
ifacturer of the blended article. I ask the Senator 
the word “contain” alone would not reach the added 
es as well as the inherent impurities? 
MEYBURN. I reply to that in this way, that an analysis 
y every class or character of what is termed “ liquor” 
clude wines and beers—will show the presence of some 


IRN. Yes. 
SSE. The Senator has been very candid in that 


I 
r from Pennsylvania? 
I 
( 





} 


e imy 
j 
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Mr. SPOONER. If there be a standard, why strike out the 
word “ added?” 

Mr. HEYBURN. The word “added” it is intended shall re- 
main, 

Mr. McCUMBER. We do not want to strike it out. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We do not want to strike it out. We are 
opposing its being stricken out. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I wanted the Senator from Idaho to yield to 
me for the purpose of asking both the Senator from Wisconsin 


| 


and the Senator from Pennsylvania whether it is necessary for 
the blender of whisky to have permission to add a poisonous or | 


deleterious substance? Does the blender depend upon that; and 
is it necessary to exclude from the bill a provision that he can 
not add a poisonous or deleterious substance? 

Mr. SPOONER. I know nothing about the blending of 
whisky. The Senator does not want to strike out the word 
‘added,” and I am very greatly in doubt whether it should be 
stricken out. I am not antagonizing at all the position of the 
Senator. But added to what? That implies that there is a 
recognized standard. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Added to the liquor. I have just stated 
that it has been determined through long years of experience 
what constitutes liquor. The courts have determined that wine 
is a product, uncontaminated, extracted by a certain process. 
The courts, in the interpretation of our revenue laws, have de 
fined whisky as being the distillation from certain grains uncon- 
tuminated or unadulterated by any other process or substance. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there not a standard of whisky in the 
Pharmacopo@ia ? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There is a standard in the revenue laws. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not refer to some standard? 

Mr. HEYBURN. We do not need to refer to existing con- 
ditions. The courts will take cognizance of them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that this paragraph, beginning on page 11, line 11, 
does not say “ whisky.” It says “ liquors,” and “ liquors ” em- 
braces almost anything you drink having any alcohol in it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have just called the attention of the 
Senator from Wisconsin to it. It covers all liquors. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator undertook to say that there 
was a distinet characterization, settled by long series of de- 
cisions of the courts, as to what constitutes whisky, and then 
he turns around and says liquor is whisky. Whisky is liquor, 
but all liquors are not necessarily whisky. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator misunderstood me. I said 
that liquors included wine, beer, whisky, and all drinks of that 
kind. I particularly said so in reply to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator from Wisconsin 
catehes the point as to striking out the word “ added.” If that 
word is stricken out, it is equivalent to a prohibition of the sale 
oO 


Mr. 


uit 


SPOONER. So it looks to me. 


e is no court on the face of the earth that would not hold 
that liquor is deleterious in itself. Therefore we put in the 


word. It applies simply to added deleterious substances. 
Mr. SPOONER. So it seemed to me, but when the word 
idded” is used, naturally the question arose in my mind, 


Added to what? 
Mr. HEYBURN. To the liquor, The first words are “in the 
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strue this as meaning added to anything not inherent jy {)\o 
article? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not know. This covers the whole r 
of liquors. It covers whisky. It covers everything the ; 
have held to be intoxicating drinks, I suppose. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It now reads in this way: 

In the case of liquors an article shall be deemed adulterated if | 
tain any ingredient of a poisonous or deleterious character, 

Suppose we add: 

Not inherent in the article itself. 


~~ 


S 


Does that improve it? 

Mr. SPOONER. In the case of drugs- 
Mr. HEYBURN. This is confined to liquors. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. That is better. 

Mr. McCUMBER. A drug is a compound. 

Mr. SPOONER. You used the word “ added” there. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I wish the Senator from Wisconsin would 





call my attention to any point where we have used the word 
“ added ” in reference to drugs. 

Mr. SPOONER. TI will. I do not know whether the amend 

| ment suggested by the Senator from North Dakota will be right 


or not. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I gave it the same construction without 
those words as with them—that it relates to a thing that not 
inherent in the product itself. 

Mr. FORAKER. Does not the Pharmacopeeia fix a standard 
for whisky—— : 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does. 

Mr. FORAKER. As to the amount of fusel oil that may be 
in it without being deleterious? I was going to suggest that if 
it did, why would it not cure the trouble to say “ added to the 


standard prescribed by the Pharmacopeeia? 
Mr. HEYBURN. The reason is that in our revenue laws we 


| have a different standard. 


Mr. McCUMBER. That is exactly what it means, because | 


Mr. McCUMBER. While there may not be a standard, for | 


there muy be less aleohol in corn whisky than in rye 
vi There may be a difference. I do not pretend to know. 
LS 1 do not th there is any settled standard except it must 
be the pure product, as stated by the Senator from Idaho, 

Mr. SPOONER. I can understand how the word “ added” 
wi out easily to a single article—something not inherent 
n the thing itself being added to it. There is a standard which | 
Ss « i by nature, and it is easily susceptible of right con 
stru nh and administration 

M BACON | wish to suggest to Senators that if they 


would not get so close together in a group others in the Cham 
ber would get the benetit of the debate 

Mr. SPOONER I assure the Senator he is losing nothing, 
so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. BACON. What did the Senator remark? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is losing nothing 

Mr. BACON, I will not take that for granted. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Does the Senator from Wisconsin con- 


Mr. FORAKER. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The grade of whisky is different when it 
goes into bond from what it is when it comes out of bond 

Mr. SPOONER. It seems that we have one standard estal 
lished by custom and acknowledged by this bill, and that there 
are different standards for whisky. Now, “ added” to which? 

Mr. HEYBURN. To any standard. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, that will not do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. For instance, whisky one year old has on 
standard, and if you add to that whisky you make iM 
vicious. Whisky seven years old has a higher standard, and 
you add to that you make it more vicious. It is intended tha 
each of these standards shall retain its status; that it shall 
not be tampered with. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are these standards arranged with referenc 
to the age of the whisky? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Pharmacopeeia deals with whis! 
medicine. The revenue laws deal with it as a beverage. 


Mr. SPOONER. Do the revenue laws deal with whisky wit! 
reference to its age? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. The bonded-warehouse provision will 


enlighten us upon that question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not refer to that standard in 1! e 
tion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is a law. We do not need, in | g 
bills, to refer to or reenact previous laws. They are fixed stand 
ards. We take notice of them in legislating. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I may be permitted, the Senator : 
the bill to the Pharmacopeia, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Only in connection with drugs. 

Mr. SPOONER. In connection with drugs and liquor 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to have the Senato: 
attention 

Mr. SPOONER. I think so. 

Mr. HEYBURN. To any place where we refer to 
nection with liquors. 

Mr. SPOONER. Perhaps I am mistaken about that. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Netson in the '). 
Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator fron 
chusetts? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me that with the word “ added ! 
there the difficulty is this: The liquor could be filled 
amount of poisonous substances if it is in the original | 
ture, and you can not get at it, because the substance hb 


| “added” in order to come within the condemnation of | 


posed law, 
Mr. HEYBURN. That comes under another provision 
Mr. LODGE. It seems to me the language proposed 


ha 








1906. 





itor from North Dakota just now is very much better. I 
ik as it now it is a very risky arrangement of words, a 
y dangerous one, and may lead to some of the abuses which 
bill, it is hoped, will destroy. 

\ir. SPOONER. Certainly; the words suggested by the Sena 
from North Dakota are better if there is a standard. I was 

t aware that there is a standard. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, may I say a word? I think 
revenue standard is a bare standard of alcohol. It does not 
ude anything else. 

\ir. LODGE. The mere qnestion of proof. 

\ir. ALLISON. ‘The mere question of proof. It provides that 
hol at 200 proof, or whatever it may be, is pure alcohol. 
1 comes distilled spirits, which run lower in proof, and the 

paid on the basis of pure alcohol, but according to the 
f strength of the particular article. That I understand to 
he standard of the revenue laws, and no other. 
ir. HEYBURN, They have to attain a certain degree of 
y before they are taken out of bond. That carries with it 
esult of nature’s action on those liquors when they are kept 
ad. 
ALLISON. Undoubtedly allowance is made for evapo 

, during the years the liquor is in bond, but it is not 

din any way. 
ed warehouse any added substance, poisonous or other 





is 


—————e | 


HEYBURN. 


e fusel oil. 


You do not have to touch whisky to get rid 
Nature will get rid of it under certain cir 
ALLISON. So I understand; and that is done in the 
ed warehouse by means of the ordinary operation of light, 
ete. The only standard I know of in the internal-revenue 
i. standard as respects the alcoholic contents. 
HEYBURN. Yes; but it carries with it as a 
e the other proposition. 
ALLISON. Yes; what nature does during the time the 
\ in the bonded warehouse in wood. 
HIEYBURN. The aging process. 
ALLISON. But there is nothing added. 
\ HEYBURN, There are various processes. 
ALLISON. ‘There is nothing added in the warehouse. 
HEYBURN. I should like to inquire on what ground any 
or will contend for the right of anybody to add a poisonous 
terious substance to anything—from a barrel of apples 
barrel of whisky. On what ground is it contended that 
uch a right? 


SPOONER. 


necessary 


I do not know of anybody who does so con 


HEYBURN. Then what objection can there be 
ean not be done? 

SPOONER. Iam not objecting to it. 

LODGE. My objection is that the Senator allows a man 
it in the original manufacture, and punishes the man who 


to saying 


t. I want to reach them both. 
HEYBURN. ‘The Senator does not correctly state the 
tion when he says the bill—I suppose he means “ the 


vhen he says “ the Senator ’—allows a man to put it in. 


not. If nature has placed it there, it is one thing. But 
| go no further than nature has gone in the matter. He 
t add. 

LODGE. The bill confines it to the men who add. Now, 


the range of liquors, a man who makes a liquor with 
is ingredients, provided it is an original manufactui®, is 
hed by the bill. 

IINYBURN. He is by the next section. 
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It is impossible to put into the whisky in | 


LODGE. I do not think he is reached at all. I think he 
uded. The man who sells perfectly new whisky of the | 
and most poisonous kind, goes scot-free, while the | 

er is knocked out of business. 

HEYBURN. It does not affect the blender. 

LODGE. It affects nobody else but the blender. 
MEYBURN. The blending of whisky is merely the ad 
ire of one whisky with another. 

LODGE. If the Senator will allow me one word more, 


not interrupt him further. The practical effect of that 
as it stands, it seems to me, is to put the blender out of 


and to throw the business into the hands of the original 


PENROSE. Mr. President 

VRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

HEYBURN. Ina moment. Does the Senator from Mas- 
isetts understand that the blender adds poisonous and dele 
uS substances to liquor? 
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harge will ke it apply to all forms of whisky, I will not | 
( pl | 

‘ly constituents are as anxious as he is to have nothing but a | 
pure whisky on the market, but they do object to a provision 
worded, either cunningly or inadvertently, so as to permit the | 
mal cturer of straight whisky to put upon the American pub- 
lic his poisonous compound, while the manufacturers of the 

article alone are singled out to come within the pro- 
\ f this bill 
i McCl iR. There can hardly be a “ poisonous com- | 
I 1” of th raight whisky. 

MM l NROSI I used the word inadvertently. 

McCUMBER. The moment it becomes a compound it 
be a blendes r rectified wl ky. 

I PENROSI I used the word inadvertently. I simply 

itain the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGEr] does, 
that und the provisions of this bill the manufacturer of 
fht whisky is permitted to sell a poisonous product, con- 

i ling ¢ amount of fusel oil far in excess of the standard of 
t American Pharmacopeeia, a standard which I understand | 
such that I know in Philadelphia no hospital uses any whisky | 

s a medicine unless it is of the standard of the American Phar- 

I ia. It permits the manufacturer of the straight-whisky 
] uct, even if it contains an amount of fusel oil far in ex- 
‘ f that andard, to sell 

Mr. GALL ING ER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The American Pharmacopeia requires 
that whisky shall be 4 years old. 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

M1 ALLINGER. That provision was made, I suppose, with 
a view of taking from the whisky the fusel oil that is in it when 
it is first manufactured. 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes, sir. In other words, the manufacturer 
of blended whisky is prohibited from selling his article if it 

tai ‘xcessive amount of fusel oil, while the manufacturer 
of t} raight product can sell all the whisky he desires un- 

f ‘led by this bill—whisky containing a much larger amount 
of 1 a oil—simply because the fusel oil is inherent and is not 
dded. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator’s argument certainly refutes 
ts¢ because if this bill allows the use of straight whisky or 
liquors which contain an excessive amount of fusel oil, then the 
blender can use those straight whiskies containing those extra | 

unts. In other words, he can take straight whisky and he 
can mix as many brands «as he sees fit in order to get the proper | 
flavoring ‘the proper coloring, and yet he would not be amen- | 
ib] » the proposed law under the construction given to it by | 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. I think I make myself clear. | 








Mr. PENROSE. The $ itor does not make himself clear to 
I I do not know how is as to the rest of the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will try to make myself clear. If a 
manufacturer of straight oe containing fusel oil under the 
bill can place it upo! n the market, which the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania ys he « aan the manufacturer of blended whisky 
ean purchase th it same straight whisky containing the extra | 

mount of fusel oil and he can blend it. He, in that case, is 
lding m ng that is poisonous. He is simply taking the 
ticle as it comes to him and blending two poisonous articles, 

N I want to say to the Senator and to all Senators that I 

just as anxious as anyone else that if we are bound to have 
es and these liquors in the United States we should re- | 
them to be as pure as it is possible for us to require them | 

I do not want law that will allow the maker of a raw 
Whisky to sell a poisonous article and the blender of those same | 
raw whiskies to be amenable to a criminal prosecution if he | 

Is the ( | 

Mr. President, this bill is not open to that objection. It may | 
be open to the other objection—that we have not sufficiently | 

! 1 the character of whiskies that may be sold. In an- | 
r to that, I 1 but reiterate what has been said by the | 
iator from idaho. The committee felt that it did not "wish | 
{ oO o the question of making standards; sere all it would 
require s that the products that are now being sold in the 
United States should not be sold in a way that aed become 
fraudulent in any way There may be a dozen standards. I 
lo not k v that rye whisky or corn whisky or potato whisky 
would all measure up to the same standard: and aie 1 would 
have more information than I now have on the subject I would | ‘ 
be opposed to Congress fixing a commercial standard for any- | 
thing. When we have gone so far, Mr. Presi urs that we | 
protect the public against imposition and against added poisons, | 
it sec to me that we have gone just as far as we can. 

If this character of amendment would meet the objection 

that is eraael by the Senator from Ohio, or the Senator from | 
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Wisconsin, or the Senator from Pennsylvania, suppose we shoul] 
amend the provision by inserting, in line 7, page 11, 
read as follows: 

In the case of liquors an article shall be deemed adulterated 


contains any added ingredient of a poisonous or deleterious char; 
not inherent in such liquor. 


And we might add: 

Or capable of elimination therefrom. 

The latter portion would probably compel the distillers 
eliminate as much as possible the fusel oil from their prod 
before they put it on the market. But I am not suffici 
and I do not know how far-reach 
it would be, to justify me at the present time in demanding 
such standard. If, after we get better informed of the op 
tion of this law, we deem that it is best to make a standard 
can do so, but we have avoided it, and I think we have ke 
the safe side in doing that. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I 
amendment would be satisfactory. 
sense to say “if it contains any added ingredients of a | 
onous or deleterious character not inherent in the liquor. 
word “ added” shows that it is not inherent. It does not s 
to me to be a logical proposition. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Not necessarily so, because the li 
might contain a trace of fusel oil, and yet to give it, as they s 
that fine nutty flavor they might add more fusel oil to it. 1 
would not be inherent in the article itself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, one would imagine, list: , 
to us here, that we had been out and taken some of this | 
or whisky that we are discussing so luminously, or rather so 


SO as 


would not think 
It does not seem like 


muddily, because the further we go the less we understand if 
Mr. McCUMBER. I defer to the good judgment of the & 


ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not claim any superior knowledge 
I do claim to know a little something. The whole trouble h 
is because you use the broad term “liquor” and immedi 
turn around and define that by the word “ whisky,” w 
whisky is one thing and liquor is applicable to all things 
have alcoholic ingredients in them. 

Unless you come down to some definite standard and basis or 
description to know what you are trying to provide against, and 
then leave it to the officers to say which is the true thing : 
which is the adulterated thing, you will just have a mess 
lawsuits and give an opportunity for a tyrannical exhibitio: 
power by the officer in charge of the business, and roo 
favoritism. 


Now, I will try to make myself understood again. W 
| is the product of the distillation of grain usually. Of « 
| they make it out of potatoes and other things, but whis 


| the product of the distillation of grain after a certain fer 
| tion 


and not carried beyond a certain point. In other y 





| you will never have a product coming from the worm 
than 60 per cent alcohol. It never goes more than 34 g 


to the bushel, and if it is made in a copper still it is bett 
if mace in any other metal. 

Now, that whisky is put in the warehouse, and a sta 
They reduce it to 50 per 


proof, the Government standard, by the addition of distilled 
water. It is kept in the control of the Government until | 


tax is paid, when the fact is burned into the barrel by a s 
or another paper stamp put on, making two stamps, and it 
out into commerce. That is whisky. 

3ut that sort of whisky is not the usual product sold « 


| market by the rectifiers. They manufacture their stu! 
of spirits, which is aleohol, either cologne spirits, deod 
alcohol, or crude spirits alcohol with the fusel oil left in. 


The bulk of the fine whiskies—practically all, I will stat 
the “ blended whiskies,” so called—are made from pure col 
spirits, and two-stamp whisky, which has been aged, 
to it, and with such harmless ingredients as prune juice, 
caramels or sugar, and something of that type, which wil 
it a smoothness and make it appetizing. 

The two-stamp liquor gives the fusel oil, in its transf 
shape of ether, to furnish flavor; but the bulk of the « 
whiskies, millions of gallons of 1 X and 2 X rectified w 
is made from crude alcohol without the fusel oil being tak 
of it, and not a gallon of straight whisky enters into its ma 
ture. It is made of the cheapest form of alcohol, 

‘added ” ingredients, coloring matter to take the white of 
put brown on, and the bead oil to make it have the app 
of whisky, and other things which are more or less ha 
It is to guard against such adulterated stuff that the 
“added” is incorporated here. 


} 


} ] 


If you say two-stamp whisky or straight whisky the 
warehouse people will understand what you mean. 


But l 
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Mr. TILLMAN. 


u say liquors, you embrace the whole family, and you open | 
door wide, because you leave the rectifier free to add any- | 
ng he pleases to the stuff, wood alcohol included, and foist 
iff on the consumer, 


Mir. SPOONER. Mr. President, it took the Senator from 
uth Carolina very much longer to learn what he knows 


ut liquor than it has taken him to deliver this lecture upon 
subject to his class. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was about three weeks studying it very re- 
ously. 

Mir. SPOONER. The Senator had experience in it, of course, 
the governor of his State. They tried the experiment of | 

dispensary law, and it was necessary for him to know some- | 
ng about it. 

| listened to the Senator with great care, and I think I know | 
much about it nearly as I did before; and I say that with 

e greatest possible respect to the Senator’s knowledge and 
irness of speech. But it is a complicated subject. 

It is very complicated, 1 acknowledge. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a complicated subject. The Senator 
absolutely right, I think, that with the word “ added,” or | 
equivalent word stricken from this clause, it would be infi- | 
ly worse than no provision in the act at all upon the 
ect 

\ir. HEYBURN. That is what the committee think. 

\ir. SPOONER. The answer made by the Senator from Penn- | 
vania to the question put to him by the Senator from North | 
cota, which was a crucial question, illustrates, perhaps, the 





nfairness of the whole provision, but it constitutes no argument 


hehalf of the blenders in favor of striking out the word | 

dded.” 

\ man has strictly no right to say that he should be per- | 

tted to sell to the public poisonous food or poisonous articles 

| the Congress enacts a law which prohibits everybody else 
| doing the same thing. I do not know whether a provision 
be drawn which will limit the sale as to straight whisky; 
straight whisky is not adulterated, although it may be so 
iufactured, I take it, having in it only its natural ingredi- 
and that, too, perhaps, in larger quantity in one case than 
ther, as to be extremely deleterious. Whether that can be | 
ied I do not know. 

Mr. President, I want just a moment, in calling the at- | 
on of the Senator from Idaho and also the Senator from 
th Dakota, to say that I do not understand how Senators 
expect to make this bill, when jt shall have been enacted, 
luable law or capable of successful administration if they 

shy, as they seem to have done, of anything which looks 
establishing standards. They have established a standard 
drugs. That is the Pharmacopeia. 

HEYBURN. We have adopted one. 

SPOONER. Well, you have adopted one, which for the 

ses of this bill establishes one. It is law after this bill 
have passed, because it is enacted into law. Without this 
t would not be law. 

HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
| to the Senator from Idaho? 

SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It has been the law by reason of the fact 


Senator from Wisconsin 


the courts in determining cases involving that question 
always held that the American Pharmacopeia was the 
lard upon which their judgment was based. That is as 


is that publication. 

SPOONER. Yet a man who sells anything now in the 
of a drug which is not in harmony with the standard of 
’harmacopeia commits an offense under this bill. Without 
bill he would not, except under the laws of the States. So 
Senator is mistaken if he supposes that the adoption of a 
rmacopeia standard as to drugs has no added significance 
ing in this bill. 
ing back to the question of standards, I can not understand 
rgument upon which the Senators insist that all standards 

be excluded. As to an article in its natural condition, 
ng opium, strychnine, or arsenic, I can understand what 

on the word “added” would perform as to that poison. 
where it is a compound—arsenic and opium, or arsenic and 
linine, to illustrate—I do not see what the word “ added” 
) ean, because there is no standard. You can not use the | 
d “inherent.” The applicability of that word is destroyed 
n you compound two things. While it is sensible applied 
ther, it is not susceptible of sensible or practical construc- 
when applied to both. } 
‘ow, the Senator from Idaho said—and I do not refer to it 
pt to call his attention to the point I make—that section 4 
es not use the word “ added,” as I understood him. 
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| with the Dakotas. I 





Mr. HEYBURN. 


I did not have my attention directed t 











Mr. SPOONER. That is not what I am speaking about. It 
provides— 
That the examinations of specimens o ‘ ( l 
liquors shall be made in the Bureau of Chemist Lh 
of Agriculture, or under the dire n and p 
for the purpose of determining f: suc 
article is adulterated or misbranded, or « 
substance deleterious to the health hur ! 
mals; “and if it shall appear fron ny h 
specimens are adulterated or misbra ! i ided I 
ous or deleterious substance or ingredient injuri 
when used in the prescribed or usua anner of ‘ 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall cause notice thereof, 
Now, applied to a compound, what does the rd dded 
mean? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I will answer the quest 


Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HEYBURN. 


Very well. 
or instance, suppose in flour 25 per « 


white clay is used; that would be an added deleterious gr 
dient. It is not a healthful thing for the human system 
take in 25 per cent of white clay. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; that is easy. That falls with 
my definition or statement of a moment ago. When a th s 
its natural condition, anything put with it, ed witl 
added to it; but where the article is composed of two things « 


mingled, each different from the other, it can t be said to | 
in a natural condition. Man for some purposes has blended t 
two, and when you use the word “added” as edicated 


that compound, it does not mean practically as well 
the same thing that it means when predic: 
its natural condition. 
Mr. HEYBURN. May I interrupt the Senat 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; I have no pur; 
at the right of things. 
Mr. HEYBURN. This 
sonous or deleterious substance.” 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. HEYBURN. 


is section 4. line a 


Now. on 


what Si 

fend or claim the right to add a poi IS O1 ‘ 
stance? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can not be ] 
in the position of defending the right of anyl 
or anywhere else to add a poiso 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I would k wil bill 
did not intend the question to be pr | to 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not offended: tl 
hends me. If I am right al t { bill 

ndded ” is used. needs amendment in order 
able I support the Senator’s propositic 
in connection with blended liquors 1 sup] 
that the word “ added” or me better word 
expressing the thought shall be lded in s { 
willing that the blended-liquor men should be | 
to straight whisky poisonous or deleteriou 

Mr. HEYBURN Will the Set mm pe 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from W 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In the given case where } 
is used, it is limited by the words S 
It is limited by those words 

Mr. SPOONER. That does not h t Ay 1 
what? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Added to the subst \ er it 

Mr. SPOONER. But suppose it is a compouw For 
strychnine in its natural condition, if you please, is stry 
and nothing else Now. it is easv to sav tl ‘ 
added to that of a dangerous character it s 
terated. tut Suppose a person has commingled strych 
arsenic, if they may be combined in a dr 6 p 
When you say added to that deleterious g S | 
what? Not added to something that was inhere ‘ ise 
two things commingled destroy all that is meant |! vord 
herent ” when applied to either one. 

All I mean, Mr. President, and all this comes to, if 
anywhere, is that there must be standards and that 
be somewhere authority to establish standards there is 
gravest possible danger that the bill, full of penaltic 
possible misconstructions, will prove unworl 

Mr. President, public opinion has taken g le 


States in perfecting pure-food laws and in ad ste 


very great efficiency pure-food laws I tl { s 

in the country to-day in which pure-food law re 
ciently administered than in Wis 0 St 

taken very great interest in it It S M : 


tut when this Fed 
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e respects they are not in harmony. 
ir. HEYBURN. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
OONER Very well. 
EYBUR) Che standards to which the Senator refers 
] » which he refers are purely educational. 
i] 1 is enforced by any penalty. They 
] s for the assistance in the way of education of 


pul od bureaus, that is all, and there is no provi- 
me for violating the rule of the standard. 
ng to pass a law for protection, not for edu- 


MONER. Ah, the Senator misses the point. Of course 
to admit (and I am not attacking the bill at all) 
no penalties connected with this legislation, but 
g t iis Bureau of Chemistry, the same 
( which is committed all the power under this 
od stand is 
IEYBI But not to enforce then 
SPOON rhis bill does not propose to enforce them. 
ey c me proposes to enforce a conformity to 
re prescribed in general terms, and not spe- 
i ‘I Ci 
IONER But, Mr. President, that is just the point. 
{ bill for the establishment of standards 
i 1 ‘ HEP i 
When the Senator has reached a point 
I will answer that proposition. 
KONI I 1 to the Senator now. 
MAN. W the Senator from Idaho allow me? 
! sident, without some yardstick by 
degree of criminality as shown by the 
f unwilling to trust to the Bureau of 
| Department, or any other bureau, 
s and regulations left to them arbitra- 
e | lready investigating, as the Senator 
I ink they ought to be able to fur- 
description of what constitutes a 
ol commerce, such as is commonly 
t wn in LW l say that 
{ » l l, and 
J l ator § g th Ss occurred 
n TI bill is too crudely drawn 
lk The oo mInuch power placed 
ce of bt iu for Congress to enact it, and ] 
) e or ot or at least I have a very 
lination that way—to ri mit the bill to the com- 
| get this exact information which has 


nger is that there will be so great reliance in the 
| furnishing the money. 





sought by the Bureau of Chemistry for the last five years, 
Let the basis of criminal action be | 
down in the law and let us not leave it to regulations pro: 
gated by Doctor Wiley or the Secretary of Agriculture or a 
body else. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I am quite certain if su 
thing should occur, and we were to bring in a bill fixing 
standards, the Senate would never agree to it. We }h 
avoided fixing standards in this national legislation because 

Mr. TILLMAN rose. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the Senator just to have pati 
with me for a moment. He was not here yesterday when 
discussed this point. We have avoided fixing standards be 
nearly every State in the Union has standards of its own, a1 


would be absolutely impossible to steer clear of a conflict 


| some of the State standards. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Right there, if the Senator will permit 
that is a very queer condition. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It exists. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then what difference will it be? As 
as we put this power in the hands of the Secretary of Agr 
ture or in his subordinates and he fixed standards arbitra: 
with the right to confer with the States, would you not have 
same trouble. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator just allow me right there 


| to say he has been reading the wrong print of the bill. 


sed, the da 
uracy and fidelity and administration of the Federal machin- 
kee - out of the States all misbranded and adulterated 
poisons, and the like as to weaken the administration of 
essity for standards has been recognized by Congress | 
For the last five years in eyery agricultural ap- | 
1 act there has been an appropriation made containing 

| fu eS. 
{ S ry of Agriculture to investigate the character of 
ing matters, and other substances added to 
in r rel n to digestion and to health, and to | 
{ princi s whicl yuld guide their use; to enable the 
Agriculture to investigate the character of the chemical 
tests which are applied to American food products in 

I e as to what should constitute a standard— 

pu when desired by the shippers or owners | 

Al n food pre intended for countries 

. «wf ‘ s are rent before said food prod- 

i to be i the countries mentioned, and for all 

connected with such inspection and_ studies of 

f in foreign untries; to enable the Secretary of 

t i yration with the Association of Official Agricul- 

{ ‘ ts 
Whatever that is— 

l ther e3 as he may deem necessary, to establish stand- | 
y f i products and to determine what regarded | 

In every t but the last one that was added for the guidance 

als of the various States and of the courts of justice. 

W omitted the last appropriation act. 

Mr. HEYBURN Mr. President - 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me just to finish 
sentence. There have been established standards under this 
by the Agricultural Department or its Bureau of Chemistry. 

have been by the national association of State food offi- 
established standards of food products. I am told that in 


Mr. TILLMAN. I have been reading the print which is on 
the desks of Senators. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Dill does not put the power to fix 
standards in the hands of any Department or bureau. It si 
cifically does not. The only power that is authorized to fiy 


wv 


siandards under the bill is vested in the courts of the United 
States, there, and only there. The Department, against which 
much has been said, simply collects the testimony. The three 
Departments of the Government that are especially equipped 
for this service are authorized to collect the facts and to report 
their work to the United States attorney, and if in the jude t 
|, of the United States attorney those facts are suflicient upon 
which to base a prosecution, he for the first time puts the 
| chinery of the law. in operation. That machinery of the | is 
the courts of the United States, and the standard will dd 1 
upon the interpretation which the judge of the court ” 
with a jury shall place upon the act committed. 
Now, I have no doubt at all that in administering this law 
the judge of a United States court in the district from which 
the Senator from South Carolina comes would confor: 3 


been 
i 


nearly as possible to the rule of standards existing in the com- 
munity, because every man is primarily supposed to govern his 
conduct by the recognized standard of uprightness and honesty 
and fairness of the community in which he lives. He is of 
course subject to the governing force of the law of the country, 
but locally the courts would enforce this law according to the 
standard of morals represented by the State law. 

In other words, there is a certain rule of interpretation that 
has always been observed by the courts, and wherever 
State law and the national law can be harmonized the ec 
will endeavor to do so. 

The difference between standards is not so wide as to 
stitute a crime under the laws of one State that would no 
crime under another. The difference is not so great 
sult in that unfortunate condition. They differ in detail. 
instance, in the State of Washington alcohol must be b: l 
with a mark upon the package showing the percentage l- 
cohol. It is a criminal offense to vary from that requir 
that is, to sell alcohol below a certain standard. In this D 
here there is no requirement. When you buy a bottle of : 
here it does not appear upon the package what the perc , 
of alcohol is. Other States have an 85 per cent rule, and 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me to ask 
question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then does the Senator mean to say that 
the provisions of this bill a man could be prosecuted in t! 
eral courts for having sold aleohol contrary to the law of 
ington and be convicted there, and he could not be con\ 
the District of Columbia or in the State of Virginia, ' 
say, in order to make it apply to a State, although he sold 
hol under precisely the same circumstances? 

Mr. HEYBURN. He can be convicted under the rule t! 
court shall hold to pertain, and if the court says that, 
the conditions in this country generally into considerat 
alcohol is not up to the standard of purity because it do 


Z 


conform to the recognized rule—that is, in the absenc: 
rule 
Mr. BAILEY. As a matter of fact, I understand ther ) 
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Mr. HEYBURN. It would not be under this proposed law, | Kentucky, many people there 
heeause it describes of what adulterations shall consist; and if a 


think the judge would hesitate to instruct the jury that the | pleases their own spirits; and 
alcohol was adulterated. | thoroughly enforce the law in ar 
Mr. BAILEY. I understoed the Sentor from Idaho to say | where illicit distilling is con 


ile established, according to the Senator, and it is left some- | Senator would not be willing to 
it to the opinion, or we will say to the conscience, of the | the State of North Carolina adopt 
re | mountaineer. In the mountain di 


it 
that this bill has established no standard, but left the standard | theory of this bill when the Fe 


to be established by the court upon the trial of the case. where the mountaineers live—who are. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Under the general] definition, under the | it might be added also that they 
statute. | authority—he shall adopt the code of 1 


Mr. BAILEY. Under the general definition. But I under- | community; and just across the 
stood the Senator to illustrate by saying that in the State of | region, where my distinguished 


Washington there was one requirement as to the sale of | BLackspurn] lives, and where 


ohol, while no such requirements existed, to use his own in- | will punish them, while up in the other reg 
nee, in the District of Columbia. I rose to inquire if the | home, they go scot-free, though 
Congress was asked to pass a law, a Federal law, which is sup- | That is a new, and, I may be permi 


posed to be uniform in its operation, under which a citizen could | as well as a novel doctrine. 


be convieted upon a given state of facts in the State of Wash Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 
ington, but could not be convicted under the same state of facts| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 


in the State of Virginia? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will answer that question by inquiring of 
the Senator what he would do if he were sitting as a judge on 
the beneh in the District of Columbia and a party were charged 

th selling adulterated alcohol, and it should be shown that it 
was only 75 per cent alcohol? Would he find any embarrass- | 
ment in that simply because the statute had not fixed the stand- 
ard, when it says in terms that the offense shall consist of add- 
any ingredient which deteriorates the standard of the 
alcohol? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, judges might differ as to adul- | 
teration. For instance, I think the more good water that is 
put into whisky the less harm it is apt to do; and if I were on the 
bench I am not perfectly sure, unless I was required by a plain 
rule of law to convict and imprison a man for putting good 
water into bad whisky, that I would ever pronounce judgment 
against him. That is just exactly what I complain of. If the 
rule is to be as stated by the Senator, this measure of justice 

variable as the judge’s conscience, and I will give no 
udge the right to imprison any man or to fine any man except 
accordance with the fixed rule of law. 

When it comes to the facts, they, of course, are of infinite 
variety, but the law ought to be certain. I believe that Black- 
stone once observed that the certainty of the law is of more | goods or articles that were 

rtance than the justice of the law, an opinion which I do | gate. 
myself accept, and yet that so great an authority should Mr. FULTON. Mr. Pr 
have uttered it must give it great weight. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator 
from Texas that one of the most valuable attributes of any law 

that it shall be certain, or that there shall be the element of | 


to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. BAILEY. I do. 


time to follow him. 


State enactments upon these 


jurisdiction, and if that State, 
mercial products and business 


deliver within the jurisdiction 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the Senator from Oregon’ 


Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 


in the 1 tai 4 tati : : Mr. FULTON. I desire to ask 
‘ ity in ie law—certainty o _ Interpre ation, certainty of advantage would there be in the e 
execution. That represents the highest form of government, 


S : ‘| as liquors are concerned—and 
xact measure of a man’s right, an exact determination of 


far he may go in this direction or in that. This bill is 


7 rated : a aS ae duction of any article cont 
within that rule. This bill is absolutely certain in its definition deleterious alone ter or 
. * : * 23 om i i iaTs is 
as to what shall constitute a violation of its provisions. The | ;), percentage of alcohol in 


tor from Texas knows as well as I do that in the end, rec- 
ognizing that element and its value, the administration of the 
depends in a large measure upon the conscience and intelli- 
» of the judge who presides at the trial and upon the in- 


that it makes it any more d 
absence of some stand ird by 


of the whisky as an article o1 


f } 
telligence and conscience of the jury which assists at the trial. | stablishment of tandard \ 
"rt . |} SLi ) SI uel } a = Litiat ‘ \\ 
When I made the remark that I did that this proposed law Neen OF 2 & , 
1 prot ? j Athi > +} os administration 0 iis law o 
ad probably be interpreted within the measure of the spirit oa . It 3 ‘eb the 
ue © nig Ta ) t 
the local statute, I meant that the men who were accus th ubject establishing stand 
j i e 8s ect <MTADISHiING Stand 
ed to an existing law that was enacted by themselves in ; ects emcees 
i l j . that very elaborate perto 
own neighborhood would probably estimate and measure rticles of com! 
j ; irticies ) mmMmMerce ré 
tional law according to that standard. I was not saying . : 
t ; 1 greater undertaking 


that should be the rule or that under this proposed law 
was no other way of proceeding. I was merely comment 
nm the disposition of human nature as represented by the 
es and the juries of the country. fe a i adit 
BAILEY. Mr. President, I see that the Senator is seek- | U™dertaking In comparison. — 
) assimilate the rule in civil cases to this criminal proce- Mr. FULTON Mr. Preside 
cure. In civil eases the Federal ju:iges are supposed to admin- 
r the local law, but not so in eriminal cases. There is no : : 
e against the Government of the United States except such Mr. HEYBURN. Ye 


I 
than that of attempting 

point we should stop in fixing ft 
I 


reight rates is not to be cons 


to the Senator trom Uregon ! 


under discussion—if a standar 


Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator’s 
and drawing deductions has led him 
tion out of which this discussion a1 a 
his mind has run along gracefully and glibly 
of a question of that kind, and I would not diff 


Vil 
merely in passing, that it might be tha 
to accommodate a general law base 
pretation of general application to 
States; but I was proceeding to say 
under the Constitution to regulate 


has seen fit to enact a law req 


law that would enable a manufa 


‘ 
t 


Does u! 


Mr. HEYBURN. I thoroughly) 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Dor 


made so by Federal statute, and I would marvel at a sys-| Mr. POULTON. [ wish merel 


under which the Federal rule, which is supposed to be one | for information. — [ ask 
where, should vary according to local conditions, standard of purity as to 
v, the Senator from Idaho must know that down in North | acter? 

lina—with the pardon of my friend from that State—it is Mr. HEYRURN. Yes; 


upposed to be a very grievous sin against God or a crime Mr. FULTON. Do those st 


inst the Government to make moonshine whisky. Surely the | alcohol? 








too—believe that the Federal Govern: 
in took alcohol and put 25 per cent of water into it, I do not | pose upon them a tax for making out of 
| 


ful 


! 


ace 


ose, 


I was addressing my remarks when this diversi 
| the reasons why the committee had I 
to prescribe standards, and I had proceeded so far a: 
that one of the prime reasons wa l | 
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Mr. HEYBURN. They vary; some of them do, and some do 
not 

Mr. FULTON. Take blended whiskies, for instance. Are 
there standards as to blended whiskies? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Iam unable to answer that question as to 
whether or not there are standards for blended whisky. 

. FULTON. I do not pretend to say that there are not, 

by if i. difficult problem for me to understand how there 
ould be, for blended whisky is a compound, a mixture, as I 
under nd. I can see that there is some difficulty in the ap- 
D tion of that word “ added,” as suggested a while ago by 
the § it from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], in the case of a 
mpound. It seems to me that there might be language framed 
that would more clearly carry out and express the idea of the 
ommittee and of the friends of the bill than the word “ added.” 
l imagine we all know what is meant by that. The idea is 
that there shall be excluded from this mixture, from the liquor 
or the straight whisky or from the blended whisky, any poison- 
ous ingredient that does not inhere in some one of its Con- | 

tuents, in some one of the ingredients entering into it. 

Mr. HiYBURN. I will assist the Senator there by an illus- | 


tration. You can extract poison from tea or from coffee; you 

extract poison from any grain; you can extract poison from 

mal fruits; you can extract poison from the pits of almost | 
ly iruit 


Mr. FULTON. I understand that. 


Mr. HY hat is one of the poisons existing in na- 
ture’s compositior 

Mr. FULTON. And yet it may be sold. 

Mr. WEYBURN. You can not add to them. You make an or- 
dinary dish of any vegetable that is in common use. The poison 
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tify the laws that are in force in regard to shipping diseas 
cattle from one State to another—the quarantine laws? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will come to that. The Senator knows t) 
the court originally held the law of Missouri forbidding 1 
shipment of cattle into that State from below the quarant 
line invalid. The Senator also knows that the court has y: 
plainly intimated that it was mistaken in the decision report: 
in 95 United States. It says, in the Kansas case, I belie) 
involving a regulation of that kind, that the facts were not » 
sented to the court in the Missouri case. It held the law 
Missouri invalid because it provided that no cattle from belo 
this quarantine line, or the infected district, should be broug 
within that State between March and November, we will sx 
There was no attempt to prove that cattle from below the qu 
antine line carried with them under all circumstances 
fever curse, but after a larger knowledge had been acquired 
the conditions which relate to cattle below the quarantine |i 
and after it had been established that within certain seasons 
the year they can not be brought from a tick-infested dist: 
into another without communicating disease, then the co 
very properly stated in the Kansas case that the facts had 
been before it in the Missouri case. 

The Senator from Idaho knows that the Supreme Court | 
said more than once that every State in this Union has 
inherent, original, and ample power to protect its people against 
deceptions in trade and against injurious articles of food. 

We now and then hear some Senator suggest that the States 
ean not proteet their people against the sale of those injurious 
articles in the original package. The Senator nods as if he 
believes that is the law. The Senator from Idaho does not 


| scribe to that statement of the law, does he? 


| manufactured 


is in that vegetable, but not in a poisonous state: it is not an 
ictive poison; it is simply a condition out of which a poison 
can be produced. Now, suppose you would say that because | 
you can extract fusel oil from the grain of your breakfast food | 
that you eat every morning, they should be permitted to add 
me other poison to it! Suppose you would say if there is 
poison in it already it can not do much harm to put in more! 


suppose commercial cupidity should tempt someone to add to 
the dormant poison that is in a hundred things that we consume 


ry day, are they to be permitted to do it? This bill says 


Mr. President, that arises from the fact that the Senator «: 
not distinguish between the decision of the court in the liquor 
cases and the decision of the court in the food cases. 

In the Plumley case the supreme court of Massachusetts s 
tained the conviction of a man who had sold oleomarga 
in Illinois and shipped to the State of Mas 
chusetts, where it was sold in the original package. The a; 
who sold it was indicted under the laws of Massachusetts, « 
victed in the lower court, and appealed to the supreme cour 
that State, where the conviction was affirmed. The case wast 


' brought to the Supreme Court of the United States to test th 


| diminish the rights of the State. 


th shall net do it 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho vield 
to the §S tor from Oregon? ; 
HMEYBURN. Certainly. 
M FULTON. I am not hostile to this measure, as the Sen- 
s+. It has no stronger friend than I. I intend to yote 
for it { should regret very much were it re-referred, but is it | 
‘act that every ingredient that enters into a compound is 
aed 9 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but there are words of limitation in 
the bill 
Mr. FULTON. It may be merely an assembling of certain | 
elements and certain ingredients into one whole. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but there is a limitation on the word 
i\dded.” It does not prevent you from adding ingredients to 
binations or to single substances; it prevents you from add 
1) ns or deleterious ingredients; that is all. Those are 
e words of limitation 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I do not desire to interrupt 
© Se m7 when he is through 
Mr. HEYBURN. I will yield the floor to the Senator from 
iy : 
BAILEY Mr. President, this bill is not an attempt to 
te nerce between the States or with Indian tribes or 
witl nations under any proper definition of that term. 
so understood by the authors of it and so under- | 
utlemen who support it, to protect the people of 
States against deceptions in trade and against dele 
f ind drin! If it were an attempt in 
i ) ecu ‘ mmerce Louere could be no d mubt as to 
e Fece | Goyer! nt over it; but as it is in 
ib upported for the purpose of protecting 
he eral States against injurious articles of 
la c ac 38 é d only an exercise of the police 
er ! thin the power of the Federal Goy 
Mr. HEYBURN Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
47 c 4 © frme Tan) » : 

to the Sei mr from Idaho? 
Mr. BAILEY I do 
Mr. HEYBURN. In the light of that interpretation of the 
mumerce Clause of the Constitution, how does the Senator jus 


coustitutionality of the Massachusetts statute. The Supreme 
Court of the United States affirmed the judgment of the court by 
low, and held that it was competent for any State in this | 

to pass a law prohibiting the sale in the original package of 
article injurious to the health of its citizens, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That was held to be a police regulation? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And on that ground. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is precisely what you are providing for 
in your bill here. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will permit the interruy' 
in this bill we have provided the line of contact at the un) 
package, the jurisdiction of the Government existing so long us 
goods remain in the unbroken package, and the jurisdictio: 
the State recognized over it immediately when the package 
broken. This bill provides for that. 

Mr. BAILEY. The State does not need that provision, be 
cause the State has full jurisdiction over it before the pa: 
is broken without this legislation. 

Mr. HEYBURN. This bill attempts neither to enlarge nor 
We are not concerned j 
rights of the State, except in considering that we may 1 
pass upon them. We have gone no further. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, let us test that. Let us : 
that every State in the Union had an efficient pure-food law 
certainly hope that every State in the Union will soon hay 
because there is no Senator in this Chamber who abhors t! 
cal that cheats the consumer more than I do. I believe th 
ought to be subjected to a fine, and I believe that the m 
will sell to the women and children of this country arti 
food caleulated to impair their health is a public enen 
ought to be sent to prison. No Senator here is more earne 
favor of legislation against adulterated meat and drink 
am, but I insist that such legislation belongs to the Stat 
not to the General Government, because with the States 
the right to control and the power to control the health 
morals of their people. If every State in this Union h 
efficient pure-food law, there would be no proposition o 


kind in Congress, because it is not that the article is shi 








1906. | 

















from one State to another—that does no harm—it is when the 
article is sold within a State for consumption by its people that 
the damage begins. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not desire to catechise the Senator, 


but I should like to inquire as to his views in regard to the | 


national quarantine laws—whether or not they would come 


within the same prohibition as he suggests in regard to this law. | 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, so far as a quarantine law re- | 


tes to regulation in good faith of the foreign commerce of this 
uuntry undoubtedly the power of the General Government 
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Government to raise revenue. In the 


all the decisions of the Supreme Court. 





eyails, but whenever, under the guise of regulating foreign 

interstate commerce, the Federal Government attempts to 
ict a public health law it invades the rights and dominion 
the States. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire under what pro- | 
| Mr. HEYBURN. But I should like t 


sion of the Constitution a quarantine law enacted by Congress 
be upheld if not under the provision with which we are 
dealing? 
Mr. BAILEY. Under the interstate-commerce provision? 
\Ir. HEYBURN. It is under the police power. 
Mr. BAILEY. I will simply, as the easier way, and probably 
» shorter way to answer, refer the Senator to the repeated de- 
ons of the court. The Supreme Court of the United States 
s stated over and over again that a State, under the guise of 
ilating its police affairs, can not interfere with or interrupt 
merece among the States. I accept that, and I maintain that 


Federal Government, under the guise of regulating inter- | 
te commerce, can not take charge of the health or morals of 


people of a State. 


I 


Vr. HEYBURN. I would ask the Senator if, under the pro- 


ns of the Constitution authorizing Congress to regulate | 


merece between the States, it is not competent for Congress 


enact a law for the purpose of protecting any one State | 


inst imposition at the hands of another? 
Mr. BAILEY. What kind of an imposition? 
Mr. HEYBURN. For instance, to enact a law preventing the 
ping of poisons from one State to another, or of gun cotton, 
namite, or diseased clothing, or any other thing that in- 
es a threat against the life or the health of the people. 


s not the Senator think that that is commerce—that it is | 


uch commerce as is a lottery ticket? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest to Sena- 
that the debate is proceeding under the ten-minute rule. 


Chair has liberally construed that rule during the course | 
of the debate to-day. The Senator from Texas has exceeded the | 


minutes, but, without objection, he may proceed. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Supreme Court has said— 
nd it is received as a wise saying by every lawyer—that, as 


approach the line that separates the interstate commerce | 


ver of the General Government from the police power of the 


al States, there is some difficulty in distinguishing between | 
two. Well, back from that line there is no difficulty. In | 


iin eases it is easy to say this is a police regulation and 
fore within the province of the State, and that is a com- 
‘ce regulation between the States and therefore committed 
he Federal Government. But as we go from the acknowl- 


edged and palpable exercise of this power by each government 


approach the line that separates the two, it is not always | 


to mark that line. 
Mr. HEYBURN. It is a belt of indecision. 
Ir. BAILEY. It must be largely a matter of conscience with 
ator. To illustrate what I mean by saying it is sometimes 
itter of conscience with a Senator, let me state a case. A 
; proposed in Congress levying a tax upon a given article. 
an questions the power of Congress to raise revenue to 
rt the Government, and yet if instead of voting for the 
for the sake of revenue a Senator votes for it for the pur- 
of regulating or suppressing within a State the manufac- 
of a given article, I submit that he evades, to put it mildly, 
Constitution. 


igain, if a Member of the House of Representatives chooses | 
troduce a bill imposing a tax of 25 cents per yard upon | 


piece of goods manufactured principally of cotton and 

y of wool, commonly called “ shoddy,” any Member who 
ported that tax for the purpose of raising revenue would be 
within his oath to support the Constitution; but if instead 
upporting that tax for the purpose of raising revenue I 
desired to suppress the manufacture of shoddy in the State 
lassachusetts I would be violating my oath to support the 
stitution, though I would be doing it in a manner which pre 


1 


d a judicial inquiry into the question. 





the United States against the Knight 
against Errill case the court went so far 
| withstanding the logs were cut in one St 
shipment into another State, they did n 

| of interstate commerce until they had | 
depot of the common earrier. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

| Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator now 
purpose for which a Senator supports a bill 
| does, determine whether or not he ough 


Mr. BAILEY. Then 


Mr. BAILEY. Then let me } 


the health of the people of the several 
question for the States and not for the 


Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ¢ 


Senator to the provisions of the bill. 


tach until the goods are delivered to th 


out of the Coe case Its provisior 
goods are delivered for shipment rhe 


not apply so long as the goods are in 


for shipment, which is a part of the 
* Mr. BAILEY. No bill could apph 
the hands of. the manufacture! 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly not 
Mr. BAILEY. Because they are not 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly 1 


Government as quickly as he can 
Mr. HEYBURN. That is proper 


t this 
purpose of this bill to regulate commerce? 
| the power of Congress. Or is the purpose of 


tT TO su 


Mr. HEYBURN. I think it usually does. 


facturer or factory, but only after they 


Mr. BAILEY. The Senator attaches tl 


Mr. BAILEY. Therefore he need not 
made any concession to the States on tl 
| The harm does not come from the s 
| If they were shipped and never sold o1 
would be done. Therefore if the Federal 
control the question of shipment, the F« 
no evil to eradicate, because the evil is 
the State, and I repeat that is an evil 
| power of the State to control. 
} Mr. HEYBURN. It is complete 
; That line of demarcation is so fine tl 

Mr. BAILEY. It is, in the mind 
} minds of some of us th ne that separ 

sli 


Union is as broadly marked as is the 
Mr. HEYBURN. In sent 
geographical lines 
| Mr. BAILEY. In practice tl 
Mr. HEYBURN. Part of tl 
one State and a part in ar 
Mr. BAILEY. The Sei 


knows—that the court has d led 


| we call contraband ¢g is 
bid them to enter. One of th es 
cided that a bale of goods that 
ple of the State could 
| be burned at the water 
rent, original, an my 
| Mr. MONEY And 


Mr. BAILEY. And inali le 
| sissippi adds. The Supret Cou 
for his statement. It says that tl 
tect the health of its people not 


‘ 


| cles, but to protect them 


originally possessed by tl 

the Federal Government | tl i 
Government can not exercise \\ t 
bill? More than once I ! e | rd 
sation that the States will not 

does not please the people of the & 
selves, th y ought not to appeal t 


whenever the people of Tes 
with the matter of li l 
must concede the right of the 
matter of the health and 
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In the one case I would be performing a plain function of the 
other 
controlling the question of manufacture in : 
the Union, which Congress is not competent to do 
That 
begin with the Knight case. The old case of 
is, in my judgment, as strong or a stronger 
Cnr pany 


ould be 
State of 


rding to 


doctrine did not 
against Errill 
th: 


in that of 
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My own opinion is that the people of every State in this 
Union can best be left to take care of their own morals and 
their own health, because they are incomparably more inter- 
ested in their morals and in their health than are their neigh- 


bors in distant States. 


Mr. Gi YBURN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me carry that idea one step further. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Some States do not punish murder with the 
sane promptness and exactness that they ought, but shall we 
say that there ought to be a Federal law on that subject? 


Some 
Shall t 


legish: 


States witness public lynchings upon regrettable occasions. 
hat be a sufficient warrant for the Federal Congress to 
on that subject? Some States do not punish kidnap- 
ing. Perhaps the Senator from Idaho would like to amend the 
laws of Nebraska so that hereafter kidnapers would pay the 
penalty of their crime. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I certainly would not repeal the extradi- 
tion law which would enable Idaho to assist any State, whether 
it be Nebraska or any other, in apprehending a guilty criminal 
and bringing him to justice. 

Now, in regard to the State of Idaho, to which the Senator 
has referred, | would say that Idaho has a most excellent pure- 
food law and that it is enforced by a very intelligent officer, 
and if the State of Idaho can be protected by the assistance 
of the General Government against the introduction of articles 
that are contraband in Idaho the laws of Idaho will be much 
more effective in their results, and that is the object of this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘The State of Idaho does not need the assist- 
ance of the Federal Government, because the 
has complete and ample power to protect herself. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but she is much embarrassed under 
existing conditions by the introduction in unbroken packages 
and large shipment of goods that are contraband under 
laws of Idaho, and it is impossible to surround any State with 
guards and stop every train at the border and inspect the con- 


tents of its cargo. Therefore much expense is added in the 
maintenance of our government and the enforcement of our 
laws by reason of the introduction of these contraband articles. | 


Mir. BAILEY. The Senator from Idaho unconsciously betrays 


one 


this measure. They think to make the Federal Government 
to bear the expense, but they deceive themselves. After all, 
the Federal Government has no money to pay these expenses 
except what it collects from the people of the States; and as it 
generally costs the Federal Government more to perform a 
given service than it does the States, the people are merely 
taking more money out of one pocket than they are putting 
back into the other, and thus the sum of it all in the end will 
be an actual loss. If the prosecuting attorneys in the State of 


Idaho will do their duty, in twelve months there will not be 


the sale of an illegal or prohibited article of food in that 
state 

And here, Mr. President, is the miserable condition to which 
we have come. We are no longer willing to pass criminal 
laws, and to stop with laying upon the evil disposed the com- 
mand Thou shalt not,” adding to that command the sanction 
of a penalty. That used to be sufficient to insure obedience to 
the law, but is not in this day; and we now feel that we must 

inize a bureau and subject everybody’s business to its in- 


quisitorial power in order to hedge men about that they can 
commit a crime, and thus relieve incompetent or indifferent 
ublic offic 


1 ic ials, who are unable or unsyilling successfully to 
prosecute them when they do commit a crime. 

Wh we need in this country is not more bureaus to super- 
vise the business of the people; we need prosecuting attorneys 


put eriminals, both great and small, in the penitenti- 


; of the land. That is what we need. Give me an efficient 
pure-food law in any State with capable State attorneys and 
it will be impossible for people to violate it very long. Put one 
manufacturer of poisoned food in the penitentiary and the 
others will hasten to obey the law. One conviction is worth 


na bureau like this. 

Begin way and what will come? Another Post-Office 
Department. Mr. President, I doubt if there a despotism 
on the earth to-day that holds any single man in its dominion, 
with the same power over the business of its citizens, as the 
United States vest in the Postmaster-General of this country. 
He can close any man’s business by simply saying that in his 
opinion it is fraudulently conducted. 


more th 
this 


is 


{tate of Idaho | 


of the reasons which actuate many Senators in supporting | 
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rupt the current of his correspondence, destroy his standing in 
the business community, and the citizen is absolutely withou 
access to the courts to right the wrong. His business can }, 
destroyed, his reputation can be ruined, his profits can | 

diverted to his competitors; and yet he is powerless to appeal, 
except to the same officer under whose order he has suffer 

this great wrong. 

Now, undoubtedly it is true that the Government of t! 
United States ought not to allow its service to be employed })\ 
scoundrels and cheats, but this way of lodging in the hands . 
one man the power to destroy the business of many men is 
American. You deny the man whose business is thus assuai! 
resort to the courts of this country. If you take his hor 
even for a public purpose, without making him just compen 
tion, he can call you to the bar of justice; but a single in 
vidual, responsible to nobody but his own conscience, « 
destroy a man’s business, injure or ruin his good name, anid 
drive him into poverty and disgrace, from a business that |) 
has built up by his industry and sagacity, leaving him withov! 
a remedy in the courts. Thus it is that bureau after bure:jy 
is built up, and we vest them with such extraordinary power 
until the American Republic will become a bureaucracy 


| Stead of a democracy—a government in which the bureaus and 


not the people rule. 
If the Federal Government has the power to pass an act regu- 


1 


lating the use of adulterated, misbranded, and deleterious food, 
it ought to stop when it writes upon the statute books that it 
shall be a crime to commit such a commodity for shipment be- 
tween the States or to foreign nations, and leave it to the 
tegrity and efficiency of its judicial officers to vindicate the 
authority of its law. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, in some remarks which I sub- 
mitted day before yesterday I stated that the convention of cer 
tain canning associations at Atlantic City declined to pass a 
That was controverted 
by a written statement made by the president of that convention 
which was submitted to the Senate by the Senator from Nortl 
Dakota [Mr. McCumsBer.] This morning I have had handed ine 
a statement which I desire to have read as a part of my r 
marks, 

The 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In view of the statements made by Senator McCumper in debate on 
the pure-food bill, on Monday, February 19, in which referenc: 
made to the recent convention of the various canning associat 
held at Atlantic City, N. J., I wish to correct any possible misin 
pretation that might have resulted from the Senator's argument. | i 
the president of the National Food Manufacturers’ Association, 1 
newspaper man by profession, and have been intimately connected wit! 
the canning trade for the last twenty years. I attended the convention 
at Atlantic City unofficially, so far as my relationship to the National 
Food Manufacturers’ Association was concerned. I did not attend | 
convention for the purpose of securing any resolutions favoring the 
amendment offered by Senator Money in the Senate, and which 
association indorses. 

Contrary to the statement purporting to haye been made 
President Frazier, I am an honorary member of each association re 
sented at Atlantic City, and entitled to the floor, if desired. 

The following morning after arriving in Atlantic City President }I'ra- 
zier, in his address, asked for a resolution indorsing the Heyburn 
and all his official and private utterances were to the effect that a 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read 


resolution should be passed favoring the Heyburn bill. Doctor W 
Was requested to address the association, in order, if possible, to win 


over any of those who might be wavering in their convictions regarding 
the Heyburn bill. 

Shortly after President Frazier’s address I learned that an atl: 
was to be made by President Frazier to railroad a resolution th: 
favoring the Heyburn bill and cut off all debate by promptly ad) 
ing the meeting thereafter. I at once went to President Frazier and 
told him that such a resolution could not pass and gave as my rea 
tor such a statement, first, that the canners did not know the prov 
of the Heyburn bill, which would mean a continuation of the ! 
laneous condemnation of their product without any hearing 0! 


| vietion, which would mean commercial suicide to their brands and ' 


tations as manufacturers of legitimate food products. On the 
of this statement I interviewed as many of the members of the 
ciation as possible in the short time that was at my disposal, wilt! 
result that a resolution was passed, which was framed at my dict 
which favored no specific bill, notwithstanding Doctor \\ 
presence, and the attitude of President Frazier of the Western I 
Canned Goods Association. The canners of the United States l 
absolutely and unequivocably for pure-food legislation, but the i 
tion as passed is a striking indication of the feeling of the cann: 
the United States toward the Heyburn bill. I wish to add still 1 
that Doctor Frazier did not come before Congress with any aut 
from either association in the matter, and, further, that he is no ! 
an officer in the association of which he was formerly panent 
QO. L. DEMI 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, as I said, I received that s' 


| ment this morning, and I have had it read because of the 


A clerk, upon an insuffi- | 


cient examination, can order a man’s mail discontinued, inter- 


that the statement I made previously was derived from | 
paper sources and of course you can not always tell wl 
they are exactly correct or not. When my friend the Se 
from North Dakota read the statement of Doctor Frazicr, ! 
accepted Doctor Frazier’s statement as being substantially « 
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roct. but I received this statement this morni! 
put it into the Recorp, in order 
her statement may read this, which entirely contradicts it. 
\lr. McCCUMBER. I wish very briefly to answer the Senator 
m Yexas [| Mr. BATLEY c 
\lr. President, the Senator from 
11 doctrine here that I confess I have never before heard 
ted as a proposition relating to the limitation of the power 
the Government under that clause of the Constitution relat- 
to commerce between the States. The proposition of the 
nator from Texas is simply that under the Constitution we 
n regulate commerce, 


that those who have read the 


Texas has promulgated a 


n 


nst fraud and imposition by the manufacturers of other 
‘es. That proposition, 1 am ready to declare, can find no 


nort in any of the decisions rendered by the Supreme Court 


‘he United States. On the contrary, one of the prime ob 
ts in reference to the power of Congress over interstate | 


~ommeree is to protect the people—not only to 
i:etbooks, but to protect their live 
ust injuries to the person, 
ud of any character. 
tet us take the case as it affects the matter of competition. 
We prohibit any two lines of railroads from entering into an 
eement whereby they destroy competition between the dif- 
ent States. For what purpose? 
sition upon the people of those 
ketbooks of the people against 
We justify the power 
‘hat shall fix rates by railroads in interstate commerce upon 
‘he ground that it will protect the people of the several States 
gainst improper charges, against unjust discrimination, against 
Every one of them is an element that affects the 


protect their 
43: not only to protect them 
but also to protect them against 


States. 
res. 


rs 


Tes, 
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| 
ww, and I wanted | 1 per cent of the entire 


but we can not regulate commerce for | 
. yery purpose of protecting the people of the several States | 


Simply because it is an | 
It is to protect the | 
the inposition of improper | 
of Congress to appoint a body 


RD—SENATE. 


—— - — a 


amount of frauds that coul 


ered in a single day in that State. 


Thus we desire, Mr. President, to supplement the power | 

the State. All of the States have their pure-food s All of 
| them say “ we do not want these articles ;” but under the inte! 
state commerce—the commerce from all over the country—these 
| articles are dropping in and scattering over our St so th in 
army of State officials could not in any possible way meet t] 

| Now, how do we supplement it? We come right back to tl 

| manufacturer. We say to the manufacturer ee ‘ 

| import those goods into a State.” That is a power that we have 
| got. We can say to every manufacturer and to every railroad 
| “ You shall not take any fraudulent product into any & 

| the same as we can say to the authorities the Senator has spo 


of in reference to the Post Office that no fraudulent tickets 
pass from one State to the other. 


Mr. President, the Senator would limit this authority to 

allowing every State to seize the article after has been s 

| tered daily over 10,000 cities or stations within the Stat I 
| ean not conceive for one single moment that it is against th 

power of Congress to so reculate interstate commerce betwet 

| the States that the very object shall be the protection of 1 

| people of that particular State. 

I have but one word, Mr. President, to say in reference to t! 

| amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [M1 
Money]. I know the high character and the integrity of tl 
Senator, I know his good judgment, and I do not want him to 
think for a single moment that I fail to place upon those qu 


ties the highest appreciation. But notwithstanding that | 
may have the reverence for the Senator from Mississippt U I 
might have for Isaae of old, 1 know the hand that reaches 0 
| from that association of manufacturers is the hand of Esai I 
| know the voice that speaks from that ame ndment prepared 





ople themselves. that association of manufacturers 1s the yoice of Jacob, and 
Now. that is carried out in every decision that has been given the voice of deception. 
hy the Supreme Court upon the question of the limitation of | The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired 
t power of the Government over interstate commerce, and 1} Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I believe I will ask to 
coy not a single decision can be found that says or even in- | extract from the Plumley case in the Kecorp, and an ex 
i ites that we can not regulate commerce between the States | from the Rahrer case. I ask unanimous colise it that the S« 
for the very purpose of protecting the individuals of the State | tary shall read the parts that I have marked 
wt fraud sought to be perpetrated by the individuals of | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the req rf 
ther State. the Senator from Texas? If not, the Secretary will re vl 
We go further than that. We even go into the State of | indicated : 
Ohio or into the State of West Virginia and we say to the The Secretary read as follows: 
| operators there, ~ You have made an agreement whereby If there be any subject over which ft wou d seem t Sta t 
re to fix the prices of coal in the several States of the | to have plenary control, and the power to islate in respect to whic’ 
(nion.” Under the authority of Congress over the iinkan: it ought not to be supposed wae en or the people against frat and 
commerce of this nation we will condemn that. “ Why?” | deception in the sale of food products. Such legislation 
‘Reeause it interferes with free competition.” “ What harm indirectly = incidentany sae trade in such P : a transported fro 
that do?” “ Because it interferes with free competition, laws a Sas auanaeter alluded to are inconsist at wit i pow ‘ 
thus injures the people of the States of Illinois and Ohio | gress to regulate commerce among the States (Pp M 
Wisconsin, where those goods are to be shipped.” So the | setts, 155 U. S., p. 472.) 
spirit, the whole soul of the power, is for the purpose of Mr. BAILEY. Now, I ask that the Secretary read what I 
ting the people against any character of imposition. send to the desk, from 140 United States. 
Senator says give him a good prosecuting attorney in The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without object S 
of the States, under the authority of the law that may | will read as requested. 
in any State, and he can prevent the importation of spuri The Secretary read as follows: 
‘ drugs, ete. I agree entirely with the Senator from Texas The power of the State to impose ™% trait i 
the limitation of interstate commerce at the dividing line | sons and property in conservation and = 
; xinal packages. aaa . good Ofer, ome oe surrender ah th m { the ‘ ‘ 
» State ean seize the original package the moment it lands, | directly restrained by the titu 1 of 1 Us Stat 
ied that it is a fraud or is not a commercial article. | tially exclusive adele _ 
is the distinction that they make. If it is a commercial Fos eet arposes, aa not i ‘eh on the ¢ 
le. then the State can not touch it until it has been dis- | infringing upon any right which een ¢ <pressly « 
i of for sale and has passed under the State’s jurisdiction. implication to the National Governmen (In re R ‘ 140 1 
the police power of the State can take oleomargarine that | P- 55°) ; ; 
ored as yellow butter and sold for yellow butter. It does Mr. BAILEY. Let the Se retary ud ove the next 
need to wait until the original package is broken, because | The Secretary read follows 
designed as a fraud upon the public, and therefore the In short, it is not © doubted that the p 
.y Cf ach { nary regulations of police 1ins with the individ - 
power can reach it. ‘ne assumed by the National Government, and t s 
it let us see what the Senator wil! do, Mr. President, with it is not interfered with the fourteenth amend Ly 
tistriet attorney. I will take a State like the State of } Connolly, 115 U S., 27, 31; ibid., p. 555.) 
( with its hundreds of thousands of freight trains passing Mr. BAILEY. Now, I will ask the Secretar) to read ¢ 
igh and across it from all sections of the country, every | more extract from the Knight case. 
it train loaded with box after box, with nothing but the | The VICE PRESIDENT. Without obje e Se 
e of the consignee upon a box. | will read as requested. 
package is dropped off at this city, this package is | Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest that the book and page go ! 
od off at the next station, and 10.000, aye, 100,000 of those Recorp in both the former cases. They w' 
ves are dropped off daily and scattered all over the State. | desk. 
do not show upon the face of them that they are frauds. | Mr. BAILEY. Very well. The Rahrer cas 140 1 
it the State can get hold of them after they have arrived | States, and the Plumley case is 155 United State he K 
e, but it may be that two-thirds of them, or 90 per cent of | ®ase, as I remember, is 156 U ed State me ) 
_ are fraudulent goods imported from one State to another | the desk and ask the Secretary to read what [ have 
te, If the Senator had all the State attorneys and every | The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary w?) do as r 


inty attorney busy in the State of Ohio, he could not reach 


? 


| quested, without objection. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
It can not be denied that the power of a State to protect the lives, 


health, and property of its citizens, and to preserve good order and the 
public morals, “ the power to govern men and things within the limits 
of its dominion,” is a power originally and always belonging to the 
States, not surrendered by them to the General Government, nor di- 
rectly restrained by the Constitution of the United States and, essen- 
tially exclusive. (United States v. B. C. Knight Co., 156 U. 8., p. 11.) 


Mr. KNOX. May I ask a question of the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. I did not get the benefit of the Senator’s entire 
rgument on the power of Congress to prohibit the transporta- 
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tion is for each State to deal with for itself, and wisely so, 
because what may affect the health and morals of the people of 
Texas might not similarly affect the health and morals of the 
people of California. Morals do not change with latitude I 
longitude, as my distinguished friend from Idaho intimated 
a few moments ago; but health does change, and what w I 
be health-giving in one climate might be health-destroying ip 
another. 

I am sincerely anxious that each State in this Union sh.}] 
regulate its own domestic concerns without interference or 


gestion from the outside, and when each State does that, and «|! 
the States do that, we have a harmonious system; we hove 
the system contemplated and ordained by our fathers, a creat 
number of local governments concerning themselves with | 


affairs, and a great government over them all attending to 
those concerns which affect them all. Thus, and thus on); n 
we preserve the ideal system created by the founders oi 5 
Republic. 

When you invade the right of a State on one occasion !{t js 
followed by an inevitable invasion on another, and-as y 


crease the power of the Federal Government to do what the 
States ought to do, the States, becoming unaccustomed to the 
exercise of their powers, finally become unfit to exercise . 
It is as true of a State as it is of an individual that long 4 e 
of a power destroys that power, and if the Federal Gover: t 
in progressive encroachment upon the rights of the States 0 
finally deny them the right to safeguard the health and 3 
of their people, pray, Mr. President, what place have t] n 


our system even as it exists to-day? 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amend t, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stat: 
The Secrerary. In line 5, page 10, after the words “or 
place,” insert the word “ therein.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 


amendment will lie on the 


| table. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I do not think that the § r 
in charge of the bill will object to this amendment. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator repeat the amendment? 
I did not catch it. 

Mr. FULTON. In line 5, page 10, after the word “| " 
insert the word “therein.” In a preceding section, on | z 
I think, where the framer of the bill employed the sa: n- 
guage practically—where it refers to drugs—the word “tl in” 


is used. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It seems to me that the insertion of that 
word, as proposed by the Senator, destroys the phraseol f 
the sentence. I can not understand how it adds to it in any 
way. The sentence now reads: 

Fourth. If the pockage containing it, or its label, shall bear an) e- 
ment, design, or device regarding the ingredients or the substa n 
tained therein, which statement, design, or device shall be false 5. 
leading in any particular, or if the same is falsely branded : the 
State, Territory, or place in which it is manufactured or prod 

Now, by adding the word “ therein” 
read : 

Or place therein in which it is manufactured or produced. 


after “place” i I] 


Mr. FULTON. As the text of the bill appears it wou! m 
that it would differentiate the word “ place” from a St or 
Territory. It might have reference to some other divisi he 


district of Alaska or the islands. What I desire is that i l 
be an offense against this act if the label shall be false n 


| as to a State or Territory, but as to the locality in a §S r 


Territory where the article is packed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I call the Senator’s attention to 
that the bill provides that the statement shall be corre ) 
the place—that is, as to the locality. 


the fact 


Mr. FULTON. Not in regard to food, I think. If it d I 
shall be glad to have it pointed out. 

Mr. HEYBURN. On line 16, page 7, that language \ put 
in on the suggestion of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. FULTON. Yes; on page 7, line 16. That app! to 
drugs. Now, on line 5, page 10, where the amendment | have 
offered comes in, it applies to food. I wish to have tl e 

| language employed there that has been employed in r to 


| factured 


tion of impure food from State to State, and I only rise to ask | 
the Senator if he has considered in that connection the case of 
Champion against Ames? Champion against Ames was a case 
where Congress undertook to prohibit the transportation from 
State to State of lottery tickets, not alone by the mails, but by | 
any other means. 
Mr. BAILEY. By express companies or otherwise. 
Mr. KNOX. In that case—if the Senator will permit me just 
a momert—the court said: 
- We ve said that the carrving from State to State of lottery tickets 
t nterstate ccommerce, and that the regulation of such com- 
3 n the power of Congress under the Constitution. Are we | 
wed to say that « provision which is, in effect, a prohibition of the 
e of such ericles from State to State is not a fit or appropriate 
I regulati of that particular kind of commerce? lot- | 
fi arried on through interstate commerce is a matter of which 
‘ Ss take cognizance and over which its power may be exerted, 
7 ssible that it must tolerate the traffic and simply regulate | 
* in which it may be carried on? Or may not Congress— 
And ( s the poln 
‘ t Congress, for the protection of the people of all of the 
i power (0 regulate interstate commerce, devise 
s thin the scope of the Constitution, and not prohibited 
W drive that traffic out of commerce among the States? 
(I tery case, 188 U. S., p. 355.) 
I only wanted to know whether in the conclusion the Senator 
has reached he considered that authority. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Lottery case, like the 
Nagle case, I never refer to if I can avoid it. 
Mr. KNOX. The Senator does not agree with it? 
Mr. BAILEY. I do not agree with it, and I think it is one of 
se instances where one hard case made bad law. Congress | 
wanted to destroy the lottery and the court wanted to help. 
Hence the law first and then the decision. I do not agree to 
that decision, because a lottery is not commerce. It is 
bling. Commerce is not gambling and gambling is not com- 
But all the court decides in that case is that under the power 
» regulate commerce it may prohibit commerce. The con- 
m was that the power to regulate did not include the 
to prohibit. My own opinion is that so far as the case 
0 ything it tends to establish the doctrine of a police 
1 Government, and if the argument, not as 
s lied, is followed, it seems to establish that. 
it imply that to be the opinion of the court | 
s and repeated declaration which I have just 
‘ ‘s desk 
er t time since I have read those cases. 
I i tal ) ne before taking the floor to examine 
I ld hay pointed out how in each one of those cases 
tempts to draw this line—sometimes shadowy and 
S but still a line—between the commerce power of the 
‘ ( nment and the police power of the several States. 
ot Senator from Pennsylvania, for whose opinion as | 
a profound respect, that there is nothing, in my 
! * settled in the decision of the courts than that the 
exercise a general police power. The trouble | 
he li r cases was that they treated the ques- | 
z drinks as a matter of commerce rather than 
regulation, and I think I voice the senti- 
at large when I express a sincere regret | 
the beginning treat intoxicating liquors 
tl as a matter of commerce. If 
Bowman case first, or in the case of | 
9 uld not have had what is 
h performs what, to my mind, 
¢ a power of Congress to the 
] The Railroad, followed by the 
g, tl were followed by 
¢ cast here the court sus- 
t Federal Congress had per- 
distiz n con e—I mean inter- 
f g ‘ s r th { to regulate. 
eS ind what is pol regula- 


drugs. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to say that the Senator w 
strict the meaning simply to the “ State, Territory, or pla: 


in.” It is intended that it shall cover every place, wh 0 


foreign eountries or in our own; in other words, that l 
be broad enough to cover a statement that goods wer I 
factured in Italy when, as a matter of fact, they were 
in New York. When the Senator limits it 
“ State, Territory, or place therein,” he means the plac 1 
such State or Territory. 

Mr. FULTON. On page 7, line 16, where the same ! 
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iestion is applied to the use of labels on drugs, the Senator | would give the richest kind of milk. Ina t] 





ys this language: provision relates simply to the tract ! ! 
» package containing it, or its label, shall bear any statement re for interstate « pro l : 


the ingredients or the substances contained therein, which from it. So if butter fat be abst 


ah 1 e false . slead , ¢ v ‘ 1] + vo he same 
it shall | false or misle ding in any particular, or if the i stearin or deodorized lard be 
randed as to the country, State, or Territory, or place ; 
would come under the inhibition cont 





y does he employ the word “ therein” in that clause? desire to call the Senator's attent to i 
HEYBURN. I will explain that, Mr. President. If the | }8 absolutely protected in getting a | 


prop wed l 


‘country ” was used in the second instance it would then | Milk under this | 


1 to the first, but unfortunately the word “country” is Mr. PILES. I wish to ask the Set 
rong end of the sentence. says, the object of my amend nt 
FULTON. I have no objection to the word “country.” | Provision on page 5 of the bill what ol 
t, then, that we insert the word “ country.” making explicit the statement « 


HEYBURN. Before the word “ State?” Mr. McCUMBER. The objection 
‘ULTON. Yes; preceding the word “ State.” ird. I do not know whi - tees ese - 
HEYBURN. That would make it conform to the provyi- | Ce™t butter fat or whether it should 1 


ots aiken . ; obie ? the bill fe eiran a eeainenaind 
FULTON. I understand the Senator does not object to “t of the bill nply to prey 


dment. . ter fat or anything « id J 
. Vo ,ATrN vs . lone a ic ror . he 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. song as X pul an’ 
. . ‘ ” 7 - ‘ i ‘oo f w ‘ ne +) r 
SECRETARY. Before the word “ State,” line 5, page 10, in I desire to say one other word 
that were sent to the desk ft ‘ it : 


untry ” and a comma ; 
FULTON. And the other amendment “therein,” in line | [Mr-. Batey Phe authorities hi 
10, is to be retained. way, as I understand, conti 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Did the Chair understand the Sen tatement I have made. The 10 qui 
n Oregon to withdraw his first proposed amendment? : mn Ove t e states 
FULTON. I wish to retain the first amendment and 
the amendment I offered by inserting the word “ coun fand P > then Ss 
nediately preceding the word “ State” in the same lin« : 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as proposed will the States lm the police power of those St 


table cise their powers i the slig 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, on yesterday I called at-| tHe Power of Congress over inters 
to the proviso at the foot of-page 6, which I thought was | POWET IS Denelicial to - ' 
1 its construction. The Senator from North Dakota | W®Y !) carrying ou neeere 
CUMBER] suggested that he would draft it-somewhat dif it certainly in not be¢ yectionabie Tor U 


7% . mw" . . thea Hoxe or 
McCUMBER. The draft has been made, Mr. President, | “© PUrP ! 


e it here. We propose to strike out the word “ not,” I had them read, if he suppo that J 


. i 
I will ask the Senator if he has made the draft? Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, t s 











¥: . or t} i 7 rid eTg)t ot T | ~ 
t line on page 6, so as to read: way | : 
} : : ' ; the Federal Gover ent Il referred 1’ 
rhat no drug defined in the United States Pharmacopeia or | ,, , 
ary shall be deemed to be adulterated under this provi u ’ we ns y S 
standard of strength, quality, or purity be plainly stated | prote ts people gainst 
tle, box, or other container thereof, etc . } o art . f food 
ve propose to strike out “as originally packed,” and in- | the conclusion that as the po the S 
eu thereof the words, “although the standard may | plenary. it could not be necessary f { | 
that determined by the test laid down in the United | t) pass any law on the su 
S Vharmacope@ia or National Formulary.” I had the other extracts read f the 
ALLINGER. That proposed amendment meets entirely | the courts have uniformly held tl 
tions which I made to this provision on yesterday, SO | the States and not with the ] ‘ G 
ill have nothing further to say about it. ‘ il as true that t ge 
esident, I offered on a previous day four amendments 7 and always, with the gov 
ge 4, line 19; another on page 4, line 24; another on part of it can be possessed or « ed ( 
e 24, and another on page 8, in lines 10 and 11. The | the United States. That are 
t was simply to insert the words “in sufficient quan pose of submitting to h Se 
be.” I have since then looked the bill over carefully, voted for this bill to regulate te 
there is a provision which practically covers that, tect the health and rals . 
wish to now withdraw those amendments freelv that if the purpose be 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be wwith- | jc’ valid exercisi ( 











McCUMBER. I should now like the attention of the | then it is a matter tl S 
» from Washington [Mr. Pres] for a moment His | vederal ¢ ‘ 
nt on page 10 provides that: s to « i that g 
é ywrated milk or so-called “evaporated cream,” if t) j 3 gned : pr 
1 25 per cent solids, of which s is 28 per cent sl Mr. McC UMBER \\ 
r proposes to make that amendment as to m sea i ee n 
» interstate commerce. AS was explained by t oe ’ 
m Idaho {Mr. Heypurn] yesterday, the object has | |” ’ 
ng this bill that it should not attempt to fix stand 
ice or on any occasion except such as are a oi . 
Pharmacopeia and National Formulary in drugs, | | : ' S 
President, I wish to call the Senator’s attention 1 = 
he is entirely prots l under the provision on ] eS : 
S ] iows 
, iri Ss ll ed ed be ad Q 
” ~ > * - o . 
s ! tances has en subs 
vaiuable cons le of tl « ‘ wu 
d and 
the manufacture of conde nsed milk, if it is the pure 1 1 S 
h it might not be rich enough to contain the per- | must deter 
butter fat required in the amendment of the Senator the Suprem¢ 
ngton, nevertheless it would be a marketable article; | the pol 
feel that we ought to prohibit the sale of pure § case of 


ilk, even though it should not be from a cow that | declare it to be 





Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the court did not hold that. | 
If the Senator will recall the case, the court held that that | 
could not be done in the State of the law as it then stood; but | 
Congress came along and passed the Wilson Act; and now the | 
( rt holds that the State can. | 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the same thing. | 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator, of course, understands me to 
concede, and not only to concede, but to assert, that commerce | 
in liquors is for the General Government, as the courts have 
held, though in holding that they reversed the earlier decisions, | 
ind the earlier decisions were by a unanimous court while the 
later ones were by a divided court. The court did hold that 
liquor was a matter of commerce and not of police; but the 
courts have never held that the question of adulterated or 
poisonous foods is a question of commerce, and, on the contrary, | 
have held expressly that they are matters of police. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I agree entirely with the Senator. The 
court has held that way—that a fraudulent article or a poison- 
ous article or one unfit from putrescence or otherwise, is not a 
commercial article; and therefore, it not being a commercial 
article, the State can deal with it the moment it enters the 
State boundary; but inherently the power is in the General 
Government to determine what is a commercial article and 
what is not a commercial article. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator can not find any warrant for 
that statement—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. But I find that even before the Beer case. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator does not mean to say, if Con- 
gress was to declare that diseased meat was a matter of inter- 
state commerce and that no State should have the power to 
forbid the sale of it when imported from another State, and that 
the mere declaration by Congress would supersede the power of 
the State? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I do not mean to say that Congress 
can declare that an article which is not naturally a commercial 
article can be made a commercial article; but the article which 
the Senator describes is not a commercial article, and can not 
be made a commercial article. Therefore Congress has no 
power to say to a State that it is a commercial article and that 
Congress will exercise its power over it until it has reached the 
State. That is the basis of the decision. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the Senator may make that statement 
little too broad. Meat is an article of commerce very fre- 
quently —— 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ina condition that it ought not to be sold, It 
is a question for the State to determine. The State may permit 
it to be sold within its borders in that condition, or the State 


may forbid the sale of it in that exact condition if it chooses. | 
So it does not necessarily depend upon its condition whether an 
article is merchantable or not, but it depends upon the law as 
applied to that condition. 

My opinion clearly is that Congress can not declare diseased 
meat a commodity subject to the interstate-commerce power of 
the General Government, and thus defeat the police regulations 


of the State: nor can a State declare wholesome meat not an 

article of commerce, and thus withdraw it from the commerce 
power of the Federal Government. 

rhe Senator and myself do not disagree very widely about 

the facts or about the law. ‘The trouble is the Senator says he 

is doing this under the interstate-commerce clause for police | 

J ses. That is just about the size of the difference between 

tor and myselt, 

Mr. McCUMBER. And the whole difference in our conclu- 

*. President, is a difference upon the theory through 

Ww h we arrive at a conclusion. The difference is upon the 


tne law. 


Ve will take the case the Senator mentioned. Here is a 
‘ r of beef. It starts for New York from the city of Chi- | 
‘ t is in a fit condition. It is an article of commerce, 
fl State can interfere with it. If it gets as far as the 
s e of Ohio, and, by reason of the surroundings, a condition 
of itrescence sets in, it no longer is an article of commerce, | 
and the police power of the State of Ohio attaches immediately, 
whether Congress acts on it or not. I simply give that as an | 
illust: n to show that a putrescent article, one absolutely 
unfit for consumption, is one that Congress can not control 
under the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, nor 
one which it can prevent the States from controlling. But there 
are cases where a State may declare absolutely by its law that 


a certain article, pure for that articie, is unfit to be used in that 
State, and Congress can go in and say, “ That is not true; this 
is a commercial article, and while you can reach it, you can not 
reach it in the original, unbroken packages.” A State may de- | 
clare that veal shall not be sold in that State, because it is not | 
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| within the State. I had supposed that whether the; 































































as good as beef; but Congress can say, “ You shall receive tht 
veal into your State, whether you wish to or not, in the orig 
unbroken packages.” That being the case, it seems to fi 
as a natural conclusion, that Congress can so control the rev 
tion of interstate commerce of the country not only as to 
cise its power over an article when the sale of that art 
against the law of the State, but, especially, where its s: 
be, and in most instances would be, in conformity with th: 
of the State. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. President, we are in a fair y 
reach an agreement. If the Senator will cut out of h 
every provision that relates to those things that the St 


| prohibit the sale of, I will vote for it. But the trouble wit 


that these pure, unadulterated things that the States ca 
deal with this bill does not touch. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can explain that in a moment. |] 
State were in the same position in which the United St 
with reference to its ports of entry and could reach an 
before it, got scattered through the State, then I would say 
would be no necessity whatever for a national law supplement- 
ing the State law. The National Government has officers at 
every port of entry and they examine every article that 
into a port, but no State could possibly keep a corps of « 
to examine every train that takes goods into that State, t 
every box of patent medicine or every box of canned good 
is supposed to contain salicylic acid or anything that is | 
ited by that State. Therefore we have to take cognizance 
condition, and the condition is that so many of these i: 


| spurious articles are pouring like a mighty wave over th: 


boundary lines that there is no power within the State, y vut 
enormous expense, to check the dealings in adulterated articles 
But Congress, by its supplemental law, very easily will | 
bled to get right back to the manufacturers in the several! 
and can cut off the sale of these deleterious products pr 
within a year, because the moment a manufacturer finds t 
must sell pure goods in a State he will cease to sell impure go 

The reason given, Mr. President, by most of the manu: 


| ers who are using preservatives, and so forth, that are prohibited 


in the States is this: They say: “We can not compete with 


| others unless we use such colorings and such preservatives as 


will give the proper appearance.” But if we place all the 
facturers exactly upon the same footing, so that each one is 
prohibited from using injurious articles, then all manufacturers 


| or nearly all of them—certainly all that desire to do an | t 


and conscientious business—will do business in the 13 
States upon an equal footing. 

I gave here the other day a statement made by the p: tent 
of the Western Canners’ Association, from the State of \\ 
sin. He says that he cans peas. There are put up i! ; 
country a great many million—I think 700,000,000— f 
peas yearly. In all of his product he does not use an) 
ingredient than sugar and salt. The eans are sterilize 
food itself is sterilized, and it is placed in a can that is px 
tight so far as the ingress of air is concerned. ‘That is 
preservative he uses. He says, however, when he goes o 
New York, or even fn his own State, he is met with a c! 
of canned goods that looks exactly like his own in all r 
but he finds that where he has to pay $10,000, under the 
the State of Wisconsin, for the sugar that is to go into 
ticle he cans, his competitor pays only $750 for saechar 
from a coal-tar product. Of course he can not compet 


| market with that difference in the character of the goods 


So you will see that the divers State laws so act th: 
of them drive the honest manufacturer out of business 
a law of this kind, if it is in the power of Congress to en 
a law—and it seems to me clearly to be within its por 
will eliminate the incentive for all these frauds. 

Mr. BAILEY. You will drive the dishonest manu! 
out of business? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope so. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood the Supreme Court to s 
the question of manufacture was for the State, not 
Federal Government. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is, within the State? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But the moment he manufactures : 
out of that State— 

Mr. BAILEY. There can not be any manufacturing 





be driven out of business or not was for the States t 
mine, under the Knight decision, but I understand ! 
Senator says that the purpose of this bill is to drive t 
of business. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The purpose of the bill is to driv 
out of interstate-commerce business. 
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BAILEY. Oh, no. Mr. McCUMRER It has a richt 
McCUMBER. Oh, Mr. President, certainly the Senator | a commercial article It has 

t understand me or understand anyone on the floor of the | cial article as against the 

e as making a ridiculous proposition that Congress could | was not a « 
a man manufacturing what he saw fit in a State and Mr. BAILEY But 

it wholly within that State. Massachusetts in a food 
BAILEY. Congress has taxed men out of the manu Mr. McCUMBBER One 


ng business. I have no doubt the Senator helped pa the | has the same right in ft 

rgarine law. The very purpose of that law was to tax | mail rvik f the ec 
ufacturers of oleomargarine out of business. It suc- | tal ae ry 1 f 
very largel) - Kentucky It vy be 


McCUMBER. True. g | 4 | 

BAILEY. But the Senator from South Dakota—I mean tion to 1 ry ticl { 

Dakota little games of chance. but ¢ eress « 
McCUMBER. I do not want to hold the Senators from | standing the idea of the ple « » § | 
Dakota responsible for n 
BAILEY. Those two Dakotas have given me a ‘eat | not send your cet eates o oe + 


y statements. to the 1 nm Carry 









trouble since they were admitted to the Union; and the | The one just the s e 
ng that relieves it is that they send very excellent Sena determine the matter 
who vote for very bad bills now and then. [Ls h The people of 11 
prices el red 
President, I asked the Senator if it was the expectation | yet, when tl or f 
ise to destroy these dishonest manufacturers. He said l say they will make a cont t 
He did not say 1 t the purpose was to drive them out! only to a certain extent 
rstate-commerce business. lis purpose was to destroy | Indiana for a certain price, in M 
I remind him that if he is not going to destroy the fa: in Illinois for still another price, 1 
» does not need to bother about their interstate-commerce | nor Indiana nor M wri? . ] 
| s, because the minute they undertake to sell their goods Congress says “ tl 31 HO 
State the power of that State attaches, and the State can | States; they re entitled 
I it, even though the goods may be in original pack tween the several produce ! 





lesire to ask the Senator this tract whatever to reduce the : t of 
McCUMBER. Before the Senator asks me something | mines, and you must enter into no « 
y I answer the first proposition? prevent this spirit of free competition.” ¢ 
BAILEY. The Senator can answer them both at one | the opinion of the people to h ft] 
f ecause they are related to each other. decided upon the broad propo 
; McCUMBER. Perhaps I had better answer the first | gress can regulate commer 
m while it is fresh in my mind and fresh in the Sen Mr. BAILBY The Sena 
5 s denying that I 
BAILEY. Perhaps that would be a little better the 
McCUMBER. The Senator evidently is not taking into | eig 


tion the conditions of the manufacture of the spurious | the r tt 
which are sold throughout the United States. There sure the Si 
t number of manufacturers in the city of Cl igo who | te . 
11 one ounce of their goods in the State of Lllinsis f I 
s law prohibits the sale of their products. They ship | to] 
{ suit of that State into another State. If the State w : nmerce i e AG 
{ ufacturing esablishment is situated prohibits tl sale i, as | I vj I 
State, and then that prohibition is supplemented | Lip n issue between ; l 
Congress prohibiting the shipment of that spurious article | th Stat right iT 
ier State, it necessarily follows that that manufa | e 1 er 
» be driven out of business, does it not? He will be tis t 
it of the business purely as an interstate-commerce | My thes lual 
I f « ( ov he 
BAILEY. And thus the power of Congress to suppress | ne 
‘tory in a State is asserted and enforced, because it | ter g r tl 
of Congress that closes up the State manufactory we recognize t rigl 
words, the law of Congress draws about a dishonest | the State we f 
circle of fire which comes closer and closer until it | reserved wer of f 
that factory, because, according to the Senator’s state I 
ories producing articles prohibited to be sold in the | t 
flourish in the State of Illinois until the law of Con tion tl Is it DS 
mes effective. If that is a conclusive proof, this bill ff t the | ‘ 
vhat the Supreme Court has said n only be done | al uch | 1 | 
indirectly I grant you—control the manufacture of a/ wv be frank ¢ 
cle in a State. no power ft 
[ put this question to the Senator—and sometimes it is Mr. McCUMI t 
eful way to argue by asking questions: Suppose a fa d t all 
ted in the State of Indiana were producing a given | t f 


ty and that commodity were finding a read; 
’ Kentucky, which is only separated from Indiana by Mr. McCUMBER l 





tl taste makes it agreeable and palatable, and, so fat 
ve been able to discern, it produces no injurious eff 
r health. Thus a citizen of Kentucky willingly pur: | ex r y \ 
m the manufacturer in Indiana the given article. If 
vful industry in Indiana, where the manufacture i f interst 
da lawful business to sell it in the Stat Ken- | ] unde 


ill the Senator say to the proposition that of "i 
ngress shall be put upon the books suppressing in effect | | e | 
ul enterprise of Indiana and suppressing in t s 


: ent of that lawful product to the State of Kent Mr. BAILEY rhe 
McCUMBER. It is very easy, in my opinion, to answer | go t f 


sition. Congress, through s inherent power over s that § 
mmerce, has the right to determine ¥ hat is 1 eon nol 
le @ 2 on 





I deny that utterty. | overrule them | 
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tion. The Senator must come back and deal with that not as a 
coal combination—that is admittedly a question of interstate 


commerce—but deal with it according to the commodities in this 
bill, deal with it according to deleterious and injurious food 
products. 
Suppose the State of Indiana should authorize the manu- 
facture of a given commodity, and suppose the State of Ken- 
tucky were to permit it to be sold within her borders, both hold- 
ing that it was not injurious to the health of their people. The 
Federal Government comes along and says, “It is, and thus we 
overrule you in respect to the health of your own people.” 


Mr. McCUMBER. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. Now, I am going one step further. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is not what the Government says. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not going to leave it in that indefinite 
way. 

Take oleomargarine. Suppose the State of Indiana _per- 
mitted the manufacture of oleomargarine within her borders. 
There are a large number of scientific gentlemen—and I do not 


always have as much respect for them as they seem to have for 
themselves, because I find they are just as frequently at dif- 
ference with each other as lawyers are about the law, or as pol- 
about legislation, but I assume that they understand 
their profession—who say that, when oleomargarine is manu- 
factured in a preper way, it is a wholesome food product. Now, 
the State of Kentucky shares with Indiana that opinion as to 
oleomargarine, whether colored or uncolored, to resemble but- 
ter, and thus it is lawful in one State to manufacture and law- 
ful in the other State to sell it. 

The Senator from North Dakota says that the Federal Gov- 
ernment shall come along and, assuming the right to judge 
nahove the people of those States immediately concerned, pre- 
vent the shipment of this article from one State to the other. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator does not quote me correctly. 
I will say that now. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope I do not, because I would hate to see 
the Senator from North Dakota take such a position. 

Mr ‘UMBER. I have tried to make it clear again and 
the Congress could not declare a purely commercial 
to be a commercial article. 

BAILEY. The trouble of it in this case 
the man w manufactures it in the State in 
1ufactured shall not ship it into another State. 

‘Mir. McCUMBER. Let us take the liquor case. 
Mr. BAILEY. Congress, according to the Senator’s theory, 
nly deal with merchantable articles—articles which are the 
merce. Now, that far he and I agree, but when- 

I get him around to the point of taking an article con- 
ig to the police power, then he goes back, as he did 
* to a purely commercial question. 
say this, and I shall be satisfied: I 
that the Federal Government has not 
ght to pass police laws. I want the Senator further to say 
police regulations is, in the language of 

an original, inherent, and exclusive right 
Now, if the Senator will agree that, there 
oom for difference between him and me, except 
i lling within the police power. 
ill indulge me long enough, I will say. with 
iquor that he knows, of course, that the 
in that case was that it was not 
natter within the police power. He 
the Plumley case they decided that a given article, 
njurious to health, but merely colored, as 
trade, was wholly within the power 
d not within the power of the Federal Govern- 
ir recognizes that, does he not? 
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s to pass this bill under the com- 
of making a police regulation. 
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s { Senator want 


thing on which we differ again 
to whether the Government in this 

whether it is exercising its 
commerce, the result of which 
vowers in the State, not always 
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g n of interstate 

ffect the police ] 

ir upon that proposition. As a propo- 
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and in more instances in harmony with the police regulation 
the State. That is all we contend for. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to say- 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me take another case. It gives { 
opposite view. Suppose there is no law or regulation in 
State against the sale of putrid animal flesh in a State. ( 
the Congress enact legislation that no putrid animal substa: 
shall be a matter of interstate commerce? I think the Sena 
will agree that it can. And if it can eliminate it from « 
merce, it can eliminate it despite the fact that the State it 
would not keep it outside of its boundary. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the vote is set for 5 o'clock: 
and as nobody else seems to feel any interest in the matter | 
will entertain myself with the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope the entertaining will be benefi 
at least to the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
kota yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought the Senator yielded to me f 
moment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 

Mr. HEYBURN. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish this. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will pardon me, I wish 
merely to make a suggestion in reference to the conduct of tly 
debate, I being in charge of the bill. 

There are certain amendments which have to be arranged. 
and I desire to have the last fifteen minutes of the time to 
up and briefiy review those amendments. Fifteen minutes wil] 
be sufficient, and I ask the consent of the Senate for that pur 
pose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Idaho? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. These interruptions and colloquies hay: 
been altogether useless at last. The Senator from North ID 
admits that the Federal Government can not pass police 1 
tions to operate within the State—or for the State, as 
presses it. Of course the Senator could have broadened 
statement and said that the Federal Government has m 
eral police power. 

I want to bring that principle to apply at this time as 
preme test, and I tell the Senator there is hardly a line s 
bill which, under every accepted definition, is not a m 
police regulation. If this bill were pending in the legis 
of any State in the Union and its provisions were assail 
lack of authority to pass it, the authority would be fo 
the general police power of the State. That is the arg 
which supports it here. It is purely and only a police : 
tion; and the Senator from North Dakota, with a subtle 
does his ingenuity more credit than it does his candor, « 
ually asserts that it is a regulation of commerce inte 
the States in ordering their police affairs. N 
a rather remarkable circumstance that a regulation o 
gress is going to settle the police affairs of a State. It s 
a police affair within the State it is a police affair und 





i 


I yield to both Senators. 
I desire merely to make a statement. 


Is there objection to the request of 


assist 


is 


| Federal law. 


further | 


Mr. McCUMBER. It can make a regulation as to what shall 
ter into interstate commerce, even though that regulation may | 
n some instances against the police regulation of the State 


Another trouble that the Senator from North Dakota ha: l 
that really explains his ardent support of this bill, is 
is afraid that the frauds are too multitudinous for the > $ 
to deal with. He said that in the State of Ohio ther 
10,000 cities. There are not that many in the whole | 
States. But the Senator need have no fear of that. Ther 
90,000,000 people in the United States, or nearly that nh 
and most of them are honest men. If they are all going 
late the law, you can not enforce it. In the first place 
would not be enough prosecuting attorneys; and if ther 
the rascals would constitute a majority of the jury and 
turn each other loose. The extent of the frauds need no! 
the Senator any alarm. While crime is prevalent and ch g 
is in progress, it is not so widespread as that. 

I think the merchants and manufacturers are hardly : a 
as they are painted here. It will need only a little while 
the bad ones in jail, and make the others honest as a m: 
interest. 

The Senator from North Dakota need have no fear t! 
States of this Union will not preserve the health and m: 
their people. If they do not, this system is a failure 
what I reprobate is that every time justice seems to In!> 
in a State, they appeal to the Federal Congress for a |: \ 
few great scoundrels in New York, as officers of insuranc 
panies, stole trust funds, and straightway the people co! 
tioning Congress for a law to regulate insurance througl 
United States; and that, too, in the face of the fact th 
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justices, and repeatedly indorsed in subsequent decisions, | the Missouri Valley : 
pressly decided that insurance is not for Federal regula- | I think it is true of all 
'hree or four men stole or dissipated trust funds. That | tains—contain such a | 
crime which ought to have been punished. Those men, | possil 
ought to be wearing stripes and living in prison instead | grape. 





J 
eq 


aring purple and fine linen and living in palaces. But In consequence of that 


use a State allows some great rascal to escape is no reason | erable amount—w! t 
e should call upon the States to abdicate their powers; add an amount of sug 
‘ederal Government. wine and to dilute it to 
is the vice of all these evil times. When something hap- | in | i 
1 a State not exactly according to the trend of public | is added. It 

it, the people rush to Congress, until it will happen | true. I undersi 1 that 


a while that Congress will have so much to do that it re semitropical, d 
» nothing well. We have nearly reached that time now. s to the wine 
McCUMBER. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas What I want 
ussed in his last address both the legal proposition and | manufacturers of these y 
iety of the legislation. I wish to say but a word | put only g j 
‘ upon the legal proposition, and we come right back to a brandy in. WI 


1 which I direct to the Senator from Texas. package in order not 
the authority of Congress over interstate commerce, can I i 


law, declare that any dynamite transshipped from one Mr. McCUMBER. Mr 


» another shall have affixed to the box the word “dyna cou! 
If we have that power, what power is it? Is ita police | usua 
is it a regulating power? f it is a regulating power, | all wines Phere m 
the purpose of the regulation? The purpose manifestly 
the preservation of human life; but the preservation of 
life comes within the police power. The preservation of | D 
life is governed by the laws of all the States. Yet we | it 
‘t, in my candid opinion, a law regulating commerce ir 
e, providing that every box containing dynamite sh i 


“i “‘ dynamite,” and that would be done for the very pu! 





protecting the people of the States through which the | & 


te is about to pass. It is not an exercise of the police | by blending with a littl 
{ 
t 


It is the exercise of a regulating power, though its ob- | flavor—change the nature 
y be and its intendment may be for the protection of human | would have to show upon 
he several States, and it may operate to a certain extent | blended. If he simply u 
ce power would operate. | are naturally used in the 
the merits of the case, as the Senator from Texas ] have to be nothing placed uy 
on that subject, I will submit only a few remarks. The | Mr. STONE. Nothing, i 
. r says: “Punish some of the persons who are vending | Mr. McCUMBER. Not! 
icles in the States, and then there will be no more of Mr. SPOONER. Mr. 


1? . ' 
ft ' 


t, covering many pages of a daily paper, sl ] 

articles that were misbranded or adulterated in that | Mr. McCUMBER. I< 
They come from all sections of the United States. | Mr. SPOONER. Mr. 
of them come from the manufacturers who are men- | Idaho and the Senator 
n this organization which is fighting the pure-food bill. | and I know they 


} 
i 


ppose you do prosecute one of these retailers. He sends | the bill shall have as mu 





me Court, in a well-considered opinion, concurred in by all | domestic wines are grown 


owing the | kota yield to the Senato 


Pres 
e the State of North Dakota. I have here, or did have,| The VICE-PRESIDEN 


Y 





» or Chicago and orders some maple sirup. He is en- | render its validity as e 
get maple sirup. He gets an adulterated article, and | sort certain. 
ells it for maple sirup he has committed no moral I am persuaded that 
Punishing him will not help. You are punishing the | in connection with ( 
for the crime of the guilty. shed by the provisions 
st legislation to deal with crime is legislation that will irse, the fundamental 
at the root of the crime, and if the root of all of this | the bill, are the first and t 
lanted in that territory over which Congress has ex-| by a ve penalt 
‘isdiction—the realm of interstate commerce—though | who “ manufacture, s 
hes reach over into and drop its spurious fruit into r cause to be deliver 
*. the best legislation is the legislation that can reach | State, etc., to anotl st 
tly and not the legislation that can reach at it in i , medici 
, hy f id ui 
STONE. Mr. President — t} g of 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North D 
to the Senator from Missouri? No 1 é 
UMBER. With pleasure. there 
ONE I desire to break in for just a moment on this | pj}! ¢] fter, 1 
g and somewhat protracted discussi to ask th t] 5 
fr North Dakota a question relating to one feature | rj 
41] } 
to the last clause of section 9, page 11, relating to the “ag lary. T 
ling of liquor. The language I call attention to, em rhere is not! , 
the first four or five lines, is that liquor shall be | standard to wh he m 
sbranded: e] to which he must 
t is nded or rectified, or consists of an admixture of I want to | the attent 
ides of the same liquo1 sa want f tl 
particularly the words which follow: l d Stat has held 
3, or is mixed with, other substances, and such fact = t If se Ss 
, 1 on the package in which such liquor is offered for | ] y i N ] 
I think tl will 
to know (at least I have been so informed that I | the p f it 


I know it to be true) that in some of the central rd. Referring to the 
tates—like Missouri, Iowa, and Illinois—w ire: 

gz is carried on to a considerable extent in a lar 
The grapes used by the manufacturer o 
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tion of passengers or freight in this State, or for the use of any railroad 
car upon its track, or upon any track it has control of or the right to 
use in this State, it shall be guilty of extortion. 


Which was made punishable by the statute, the court says: 


In Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company v. Commonwealth (99 












Ky., 132), this section was considered. The court held that the sec- 
tion could not be enforced as a penal statute for want of certainty, 
and said 

‘That this statute leaves uncertain what shall be deemed a ‘ just 
and reasonable rate of toll or compensation,’ can not be denied, and 
that different juries might reach different conclusions, on the same 
testimony, as to whether cr not an offense had been committed, must 
als » be conceded 

‘The criminalty ” 

Italicizing the word— 

“The criminality of the carrier’s act, therefore, depends on the jury’s 
view of the reasonableness of the rate charged; and this latter depends 
on Many uncertain and complicated elements.” 

* oe % BS * * * 

There is no standard whatever fixed by the statute, or attempted to 

e fixed, by which the carrier may regulate its conduct; and it seems 
clear to us to be utterly repugnant to our system of laws to punish a 
person for an act, the criminality of which depends, not on any stand- 
ard erected by the law, which may be known in advance, but on cone 
erected by a jury. And especially so as that standard must be as 
variable and uncertain as the views of different juries may suggest, and 
as to which nothing can be known until after the commission of the 
crime 

This was approved by the Supreme Court in the McChord 
Cust 

The court referred to and quoted from Chicago, Burlington, ete., 
Rai ad Jones (149 Ill, 361) and Chicago, etc., Railroad v. The 
People (77 IIL, 443), in which it was held under a ilar statute that 
the want of certainty in lack of reference to a star inder its first 





ection was obviated by its eighth section, providing for the making by 
the railroad and warehouse commissioners of schedules of reasonable 
and maximum rates, which, being done, the supreme court of Illinois 
tid: “There will be a standard of what is fair and reasonable, and 


the statute can be conformed to and obeyed.” (MeChord v. Louisville 
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| 
| 


and Nashville Railroad Co., 183 U. 8., pp. 498, 499.) 
I simply wanted to commend it to the Senators in charge of | 
this bill with a view to some amendment here or elsewhere of 


the bill in the respect to which I called their attention awhile 
and again now as to necessity for standards or definiteness 
as to offenses. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I regret 
the Senator to raise this question earlier. The time now before 
the vote short that I can only say it not customary, 
nor has it ever been held necessary in providing for the punish 
ment of a crime, to define in the act what constitutes the crime. 
Certain offenses are so well established in the law as to their 
meaning by the interpretation of the courts that we do noi, 
every time we say that a man shall be guilty of burglary, define 
term “burglary.” When, in another class of statutes, we 
that a rate shall be reasonable and just, did the Supreme 
Court of the United States ever object to that statute on the 
ground that what was reasonable and just was a question of 
law for the court to determine? The statute does not say what 
shall be reasonable or just or what shall constitute a reasonable 
or just charge. 

1 might follow that 
sustain the proposition ; 


rg 


it did not occur to 
is 


is so 


Lie 


shy 


out; there are plenty of authorities to 
but I have not the time at this hour. 


} on 


Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator might simply add that, in 
this case, we have no standard of anything. We simply say | 
that if a party mixes two kinds of liquor, he should mark it 


‘ Blended.” There is no standard to go by. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I have but a very few min- 
utes in which to-call the attention of the Senate to a conclusion 


we have reached, and to the situation of the bill now before the 
Senate. On page 2, in line 19, after the word “ drugs,” the com- 
{tee propose to amend by inserting the words “ or liquors ”’— 
that was merely left out in printing—so that the bill may be 
perfected in that way. The committee amendments already 
ed upon some time since are in italics. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated at 
desk 
The SECRETAR On page 2, line 19, before the word “ drugs,” 
< eo he word “or;” and in line 18, after the word “food,” 
1, so as to read “ food, drugs; ” and after the word 
‘ : nsert “or liquors,” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the | 
Mr. HEYBURN. Then, on page there is a committee 
mendment, which is re-formed, and which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secrerary. Amend, on page 5, line 3, by inserting after 
the word “and” the words “ after final judgment of the court.” 
Strike out the word “the” on the same page, line 4, and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “such.” After the word “as,” in the 


same line and page, insert the words “ may be prescribed by.” 
After the word “ regulations,” line 5, on the same page, insert 
the words “of the Department of Agriculture.” Strike out the 





| 
| 
| 
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remainder of line 5, same page, also all of lines 6 and 7, and ; 
down to the’ last word of line 8, the word “ party,” and ins: 
the word “‘ any ” before “ party ” as the beginning of a new « 
tence, so as to read: “Any party,” ete. In line 9, on the sy 
page, strike out the words “as may be;” and after the w 
“act,” in the same line, on the same page, insert the wor 
“shall be given.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. Also, 
strike out “as” and insert “ who; ” 
who may be charged.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on the table. 

Mr. HEYBURN. On page 10, line 5, insert the word “ 
try ” before the word “ State.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reporte: 

The SecreTary. On page 10, line 5, before the word “ St: 
insert the word “ country;” and after the word “ place,” in 
same line, the word “therein” was proposed to be insert: 
Mr. FULTON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on the table. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am now suggesting the amendment: 
the committee accepts, and no others. The committee 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusctt 
LopGE], in line 22, page 10, and also the amendment offer 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] on page 11, 
4, 5, and 6. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Leaving out the words 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator desires to 
“or opium ” T shall not object. 

Mr. LODGE. I will make that modification. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then we will accept the modification bh, 
Senator from Massachusetts. On page 11, line 24, stri! 


in line 8, after the word “ part 


so as to read: “Any p: 


The proposed amendment will 


The proposed amendment wi 


“ 


or opium?” 
add the 


| the word. “ convicted ” and insert the word “ prosecuted.’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment w 
the table. Does the Senator from Idaho yield to tly 


ator from Indiana? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator whethe: 
amendment proposed by my colleague [Mr. Hemenway] his 
been accepted? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You propose not to accept the moi! 


tion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will come back to that amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. 

Mr. HEYBURN. On page 12, line 22, after the word 
insert the words “Agriculture or Secretary of.” That is 
case where in the printing they have dropped out the wor 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest 
Senator from Idaho that all the amendments that he is di 


attention to now bave heretofore been stated and are 
table. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I understand that; but the Chair \ 


in a moment my object in stating them. On page 14, |! 
after the word “to,” insert the words “ the provisions 
act or.” 

I desire, before the:time expires, to say, Mr. Preside: 
are the amendments that the committee accepts. Th 
amendments the committee declines to accept. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. With the exception of a modific ( 
the amendment proposed by my colleague. 

Mr. HEYBURN. With the exception of a modificati 
is accepted by the Senator offering the amendment. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is the modification suggested 
day. My colleague is present now. 
Mr. HEYBURN. It is proposed to modify the any 


| offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway], « 


7, line 11, after the word “statement,” by inserting tli 
“as to” and then inserting the word “ constituent.” 
Mr. President—— 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ida! 
to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not want to yield now, b« I 
have but a minute and a half. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

to yield. 

Mr. HEYBURN. At the bottom of page 6, the commi 
cepts the modification proposed by the Senator fron 
Dakota, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.:* The proposed amendment 
Senator from North Dakota will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 7, line 4, strike out the wo! 
originally packed” and insert in lieu thereof the wor 
though the standard may differ from that determined by 


The Senator from Idaho « 








d down in the United States Pharmacopeia or National For- 

ulary.” 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Tie proposed amendment will lie 
the table. 

\ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is not all. 

ir. HEYBURN. On page 6, line 25, strike out the word 


ot.” Those are the amendments that are acceptable to the | 


mittee and none others. 


| 
Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator does not accept my | 


endment on page &. 


ir. HEYBURN. No; not the amendment with reference to | 


wrapping. 

\ir. SPOONER. I wish to ask the Senator whether the 

1“ convicted ” has been stricken out? 

Vr. HEYBURN. That has already been changed and the 
| “ prosecuted ” substituted for it. Mr. President, I sup- 
» we will vote on the substitute first. 

\Ir. KEAN. We must first perfect the bill. 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will first be perfected. 


hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, under the unanimous 


ent agreement the Senate will proceed to vote upon the | 


ling amendments and amendments to be offered to the bill. 


hout objection, the amendments will be taken up in the | 


they appear in the bill. 
MONEY. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in 
Is not a vote first to be taken upon the substitute? 


VICE-PRESIDENT. No; the question first comes upon | 


ecting the text of the bill, and then the substitute will be in 


MONEY. AIl right. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the first 
dment proposed. 

Secrerary. The first amendment proposed by the chair 
of the committee is on page 2, line 19, after the word 
i,’ at the end of line 18, to insert a comma. 
‘amendment was agreed to. 

Secretary. In line 19, before the word 
i word “or:” and after the word ‘ 

or liquors.” 

amendment was agreed to. 

SECRETARY. On page 5 of the bill—— 

GALLINGER. On page 3. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the 
dments proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
(;ALLINGER] on page 4 have been withdrawn. 

GALLINGER. They have been withdrawn, but there is 
endment on page 3, line 4. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee amendments ap 

¢y in italies have hitherto been agreed to. 

GALLINGER. AII right. 

SECRETARY. On page 5 of the bill, line 3, before the word 

insert the following words: “After final judgment of 
mur’. 
mendment was agreed to. 
» SecReTARY. In line 4 strike out the word “ the,” where it 
curs, and insert in lieu the word “ such.” 

imendment was agreed to. 

Secrerary. After the words “ manner as,” at the end of 

nsert the words “ may be prescribed by.” 

endment was agreed to. 

SECRETARY. In line 5, after the word “ regulations,” in 

words “of the Department of Agriculture.” 
nendment was agreed to, 

SECRETARY. After the word “ regulations” strike out the 

ne words: 


drugs,” strike 
‘drugs” insert the 


cribe to all other persons, association of persons, or cor 
in whose possession like articles may be found or known to 
ch article is within the provision of this act; and shall give 


ndment was agreed to. 

SecRETARY. In line 8, before the word “ party,” at the end 
line, insert the word “Any,” with a capital “A,” begin 
ic sentence, 

mendment was agreed to. 

SECRETARY. After the word “ party,” in line 8, and before 
rd “may,” at the beginning of line 9, strike out the word 


“ 


1 insert “ who.” 
endment was agreed to. 
RETARY. In line 9, after the word “act,” insert the 
hall be given.” 
nendment was agreed to. 
RETARY. With those amendments adopted the clause 


retary of Agriculture: shall cause notice the reof to be given 
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judgment of the 
cation in such mar 
Departmen 
ith violation 
On 
“ drug,” 


of 
WwW 


strike 


tl 
tt 


1e 


words 


determined by the test laid down 
} coypxeia or National For 
amendment was 
rARY. On 
strike out 
stituent.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


‘as to its con 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
amendment proposed by the S i 
WAY] in lines 11, 12, and 13 has bee 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The modi 
je sought to be reached th 

The Secretary. As amended 
line 10, page 7: 

Second. If the packa 
stat ‘mt as its S 1 il 
tl in, et 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
Senator from New Hampshire 
his proposed amendment at the | 

Mr. GALLINGER. ‘hat is r 

The VICE-PRESIDENT Als 

The Secrerary. The next n 
Mr. LopveGe, on page 8, line 19, aft 
insert the following: 

P led further. That ! 
ship t tl nt . i x 
I i he p ~ 
t “rt 1 Ww eTrTw 
ce ‘ ed Ss pplyi whe 

Tl mendment Mr. McCus 
4. by striking out the rds “or 

| y 

And a is f 

th vel the | 

Mi LODGE I have no ect 
by the Senator from North Dakot 
th ords “ or otherwi , 

Mr. McCUMBER. consent 

odified that it shall not strike « 

The VICE-PRESIDENT rhe 
iumendment of the Senator from 
to t! amendment of the Sen 
Lopce] as modified. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We accept th 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Wit! 
to the amendment wi e regal 

urs on the amendme pro] 
chusetts [Mr. L nended 


hefore the word st 
the same li aft 
therein so as to re 
Fourt I I 
I | I, ak 
i therei } 
St l \ 
| Iment a 
The Secrerary. The 
PiLes, on page 10, line 
Ir ted 
‘ 1 25 
The amendment was 
The Secretary. Tl 
LODGE, on page 10, af 
line 21, to insert “ and 
any form, if any, cont 
The amendment was as 
The Secretary. The ne 


‘I 
ni 
i 
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! 
he 


The 
The 


‘ statement,” 


i VICE-PRESIDENT. Uhe 
rARY. rhe 1 C i 


page 6 








of this acti 


of the bi 
strike out the 
The amendment was 
The SECRETARY. On 
agreed to by the committee, 


out the words 
“although the 


SECRI 


SECRI 


ties from whom such samples were obtained, and after final | FORAKER, on page 


nmendment 


10, 


st 


the wi 





Lit 
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cut the word “goods” and insert “ foods, drugs, or 
liq 
M FORAKER. I ask that that may be passed over until 
t! t amendment offered by me may be voted upon. 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 


passed over for the present. 

The Srecrerary. The next amendment is one proposed by Mr. 
10 on page 11, line 4, after the word “ imitation,” to insert 
“and to show the amount, if any, of alcohol or of opium in any 
form contained in them.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Sgcorerary. The next amendment is one proposed by Mr. 


FoRAKER, on page 11, line 8, after the word “ any,” to strike out 
the word “ added.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is objected to, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], which has 
just been stated 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 


ment. 
(he yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment 
may be again stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be restated. 

| SECRETARY. On page 11, line 8, after the word “ any,” 
it is proposed to strike out the word “added;” so that, if 
amend the paragraph will read: 

In the case of liquo an arti shall be deemed adulterated if it 
contuin any ingredient of a poisonous or deleterious character. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. LATIMER]. 
if he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when Mr. MALiory’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Mattory] is absent on account of illness. 
fie has a general pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PRocTOR ]. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuntom], who 
is absent. rhe senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Nretson] 
has a general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [| Mr. 
Berry], who is also absent. If it will be agreeable to the senior 
S itor from Minnesota, we will transfer our pairs on all votes 
taken this afternoon, so that the senior Senator from Illinois 
will stand paired with the senior Senator from Arkansas, and 
i Senator from Minnesota and I will be at liberty to. vote. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘That is agreeable to me. 

Mr. MARTIN. Under that arrangement I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when Mr. Procror’s name was called), 
I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. Proctor] is neces 

I ibsent from the Senate to-day. He is paired with the 
‘ si or from Florida [Mr. Matrory]. I shall not make 

further announcement of the pair during the remainder 


SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a 
é ! * with the 


ren- 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], who 


is absent. I do not know how, if he were present, he would vote 
on this amendment, or any other amendment, or on the bill 
j I shall therefore withhold my vote. I make this an- 
I t for the remainder of the day. 
TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
t] rr Sena from Missouri [Mr. Warner]. I do not 
k he would vote if present; but if I were at liberty to 
y I uld vote ** vea.” 
Che roll call was concluded. 
) PETTUS. Iam paired on this bill with the junior Sena- 
tol n Massachusetts |Mr. CRANE}. 
rhe result was announced—yeas 24, nays 46; as follows: 
YEAS—24. 
‘ Wyo Kean P e 
i Is x 1 ns 
1) Load P 
| Mel ry R r 
' ] M i f ind 
( ] Nix 1 i rro 
NAYS i 
‘ er Hi h Ove in 
l i i Patterson 
\ 1) ; Kit 1 Piatt 
| I La l ‘ Scott 
l i | r Lor Ss ons 
r t | er McCreary Si t 
R \ Yr M imber St e 
y _ | } icLaurin Tillman 
( Dp ( nger Martin W n 
é ‘ e M Wwe re 
I) | Gearin N 
DI m Halk Newlands 


puntceanneNaSCARE _ 
—_— 





































































NOT VOTING—19. 








Aldrich Clarke, Ark. Hopkins Proctor 
Bailey Crane Latimer Spooner 
serry Culberson Mallory Teller 


Cullom 
Gorman 


Burton 
Carmack 


Morgan 
Pettus 

So Mr. Foraker’s amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 11, line 13, after the word 
stances,” it is proposed by Mr. Foraker to strike out “and s) 
fact is not plainly stated on the package in which such liquor 
offered for sale” and to insert “ and the label on the package 
which such liquor is offered for sale does not contain the \ 
‘blended’ or ‘ rectified’ or ‘ vatted;’” so as to read: 


Warner 


will 


\ 


Such liquors shall be deemed misbranded: 

First. It it is blended or rectified, or consists of an admixtu 
different grades of the same liquor, or contains, or is mixed with, « 
substances, and the label on the package in which such liquor is of 
for sale does not contain the word “blended” or “ rectified 
“ vatted,” or if the label or any written or printed statement a 
panying the package in which such liquor is kept or sold contai 
false statement as to the character of the contents of such packa 
represents such liquor to be the product of any other country than 
in which it was actually produced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question {s on the amend 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], which 
just been stated. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proce 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HOPKINS (when his name was called). I am ps 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Lari 
If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when his name was called). I am paired y 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Crane}. 


I call for the yeas and nays on the a 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was 

nounced—yeas 33, nays 35, as follows: 

YEAS—33. 
Alger Foraker McEnery Scott 
Bacon Gallinger Millard Stone 
Brandegee CGearin Nixon Sutherland 
Bulkeley Iiale Overman Taliaferro 
Burnham Hlemenway Patterson Warren 
Clark, Mont, Kean Penrose Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo. kK nox Perkins 
Dick Lodge Platt 
Dikins McCreary Rayner 

NAYS—35. 
Allee Clay Frye MeLaurin 
Allison Daniel Fulton Martin 
Ankeny Dillingham Gamble Money 
Beveridge Dolliver Hansbrough Nelson 
Blackburn Dryden Heyburn Piles 
Burkett Dubois Kittredge Simmons 
Burrows Flint La Follette Smoot 
Carter Foster Long Tillman 
Clapp Frazier MeCumber 


NOT VOTING—21. 
Latimer 
Mallory 
Morgan 


Spooner 
Teller 


Warner 


Crane 
Culberson 
Cullom 


Aldrich 
Bailey 
Berry 


Burton Depew Newlands 
Carmack Gorman Pettus 
Clarke, Ark. liopkins Proctor 


So Mr. Foraker’s amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio « 
to recur to his proposed amendment on page 10? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I waive my right to 
that amendment at this time until I see what disposition 
made of an amendment which the Senator from North D 
will now offer. 

Mr. McCUMBBER. On page 11, line 13, after the word 
stances,” I move to amend by striking out “ and such fa 
inserting “ and the word blended, rectified, or mixed, as th 
may be;” so as to read: 

Such Hquors shall be deemed misbranded : 

First. If it is blended or rectified, or consists of an admixtu 
ferent grades of the same liquor, or contains, or is mixed wi! 
substances, and the word blended, rectified, or mixed, as the 
be, etc 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed 
Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is not that the same as the am 
just voted on? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No. 

The Secrerary. On page 11, line 18, after the word 
stances,” it is proposed to strike out “and such fact,” 





906. 


= ——— 
































sert 
iv be;”’ so as to read: 

such liquors shall be deemed misbranded : 

Virst. If it is blended or rectified, or consists of an admixture of dif 
it grades of the same liquor, or contains, or is mixed with, other 
tances, and the word blended, rectified, or mixed, as the case may 
ete, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The only difference is the use of the word 
ixed ”’ instead of “ vatted.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER]. 

‘he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALGER. Following section 3, I desire to offer an amend 
t. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before we pass from the portion of the bill 

h has just been amended 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Rk] proposes a certain amendment. If the Senator will 
hold it until this part of the bill is completed, his amend 


it will be laid before the Senate. 

r. ALGER. Very well. 

r. FORAKER. I now ask that the amendment on page 10, 
25, nay be stated. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. 
he SECRETARY. On page 


at 


will be stated. 
line 25, after the word “ pro 


The amendment 
10, 


ary,” it is proposed by Mr. Foraker to strike out “ goods” 
nsert “ foods, drugs, or liquors;” so as to read: 


j ided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed as 
ng or compelling proprietors or manufacturers of proprietary 
drugs, or liquors which contain no unwholesome added ingre 
to disclose their formulas of production, ete. 
i VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 
‘he amendment was agreed to. 


he SECRETARY. On page 11 of the bill, line 24, it is pro 
d to strike out “convicted” and insert the word “ prose 
1; so that if amended it will read: 


t no dealer shall be prosecuted under the provisions of this act. 
e amendment was agreed to. 
e SECRETARY. On page 12 of the 
“ Secretary,” insert “ Secretary 
t it will read: 


oo 


line 22, 
Agriculture 


bill, 
of 


before the 
the; ” 


or 


mple of such drug, article of food, or liquor to any person duly 
ed by the Secretary of Agriculture or the Secretary of Com 


nd Labor to receive the same 
‘amendment was agreed to 
j HEYBURN. I desire to call attention to the fact that the 
sed amendment in line 4, page 12, not agreed to. 
ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments appearing in ital 
agreed to on a former occasion 
HWEYBURN, The amendment 
| to 
VICE-PRESIDENT. It 
ed the Secretary, on the 
dment will be stated. 
® SECRETARY. On page 14 of the bill, line 15, before the 
“the laws,” insert the words “the provisions of this act 


so that the clause will read: 


was 


ere 


in line 4 has not been 


to, as the Chair is 


January. The next 


was agreed 
loth of 


by 


not be sold 
the laws of 


shall the 


act or 


ch goods in any 


that 


jurisdiction contrary 
jurisdiction 


to 


t this 
unendment was agreed to. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The from Michigan 
proposes an amendment which will be stated, 
SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 


follows: 


Senator | Mr. 


ft so as to 
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‘and the word blended, rectified, or mixed, as the case into effect shall be prohibited until after one 


t. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to 

dards of food products w en advisable for the guidance of the 

charged with the administration of food laws and for the in 

hn of the courts; and in order that the Secretary of Agriculture 

e the best and most scientific advice concerning the wholesome 

wholesomeness of preservatives and substance which 

e ndded to foods, he is hereby author “l to app ta cou 

f tive experts, one of which shall be the Director of the Bureau 

I try and Food one an expert tox ist, one an expert 

ist, one an expert pathologist, nd one an expert physio 

mist, the four members of which commission (apart from 

tor of the Bureau of Chemistry and Foods) shall be appointed 

term of five years, and shall each receive a compensation to 

the Secretary of Agriculture when employed in the work of 

nission It shall be the duty of sald commission to meet 
in the city of Washington, DPD. C., and pass upon all questions | 

to the wholesomeness or unwhole ie of preservatives 

bstances which are or may be a foods, and to indt 

foods In which preservatives and r substances may be 

“dl the nature of the preservative and substances to be 

!, and the maximum amount in which they may be employed 

ry of Agriculture shall, for the guidance of the courts and 

! promulgate rules and regulations governing the use of 

ves and such other substances in accordance with the recom 

ns of this commission: and when the use of a preservative o1 

e has been so authorized not le than one year's notice shall 

1 to the public before the same shall be prohibited. No pre 

ve or other substance in use in foods at the time this act goes 








The Secretary of Agriculture shall cause public n 
findings made under the-provisions of t! ection 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ainendment proposed by the Senetor from M 
The amendment was rejected 
Mr. HEYBURN. Through some inadvert e « 12 
line 4, the words “such article” were ) ex I 
“it.” The word “it” refers to the act 1 tl 
tuted have no meaning whatever l move ft 
striking out “such article” and inse , 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without obj 
which the amendment was agreed to \ ‘ ‘ 
the amendment will be disagreed to 
The bill is still in the Senate as in ¢ ec of tl 
and open to amendment. 
Mr. MONEY. If the bill is now pe ted, I 
my substitute. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator Miss 


a substitute, which 
Mr. FRYE. Is 
read twice 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


be dispensed with. 


will be re 
it 


hecessary 


Without objecti 


Mr. PATTERSON. There are a number of § 
have no knowledge of what the substitute is, ee 
ought to be read, however long it may | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senat 
Colorado the proposed substitute will be 1 

The Se retary proceeded to read the subst ‘ 

Mr. PATTERSON. There seems to be suct t1 
against consuming time in reading the l 
draw the request 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The S« ‘ 
draws his request for the reading of ‘ 

The substitute submitted by M Mon ! 
as follows: Strike out all after the enact 
the following 

That it shall be unlawful i 
ship or transport r delive for si { 

State or Territor: the District f 4 

any other State or Territory, the ID f « 

Sion, or to a foreign untry, for ay < otherw ff | 
or drugs which is adulterated nded 

his act, or not labeled, branded, o1 ved 

this act: or to receive in any State « territory the I 

bia, or insular possession, from an her St 

trict of Columbia, lusular possession, or from a f ! 
deliver in the original unbroken package, f | 

article of food or drugs adulterated or mi nded nm the 

of this act, or not labeled, branded, o a i eq rs 

of this act; or to introduce into any State ‘ 

Columbia, or insular possession, from a fol 

food or drugs adulterated « mm nded withir e me 

act; and any person, firm, or corporat whe 

provisions of this act shall be deemed i 

fined not less than $200 for the f 

offense be fined not exceeding $500 j 

year, or both, in the discretion of the 

St 2. That every person, ol ‘ 
transport, or deliver fot hipment r tre [> 
or ‘Territory, the District ‘ 
oth State or Territory, the ID ‘ 
for pay or otherwise, an irticle « 
in a conspicuous | et to ¢ 
form in which it is tl ped t 
ment or transportat 
individual article, package 
lal brand, or tag Ipon 
I h language of to le ‘ 
addi in some State or Te e | ‘ 
po on f the p nm 
the ame or delivering the ! 

| nm, fir or | tion t 
ft ict for havi re 11 | 
of Colt il ol ‘ ‘ 
the listrie of ¢ imbia, 1 il i ' 
ind delivered it I inal Ke pack 

f food or dr erated I ded 
0 act, if a I é ! ed t ck ' 

nd mas re ired af d t 
erin aid rticl Ire ed, l 
who ll receive in any State « ' 
or ins r possession, fr ny i [ 

f Colut la, 1 ir poss I 
of food or dl not labeled nded 
and form as required herein, s | 
witt their correct name and ad fore 
pay ol her n the oricin ip ’ i 
the That an irticle of food o itende 
deemed to be adults ted or u it} 
when prepared and packed tin ! wit! 
aw ot he country to wi la le 
prepared and packed in a rd r t me 
purchaser. — : : 

See That the Secre ‘ Col é 
in the Department of Commerce and Labor a ‘ 

Bureau of Foods and Lh s; and ‘ ‘ 
of Commerce and Labor to e1 , I 





the said Bureau of Foods an 
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authorized to employ such inspectors, clerks, and other employees as 
may be necessary to enforce the provisions hereof. 
Sec. 4. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall procure, or 
be procured, through said Bureau of Foods and Drugs, under 
r ; and regulations to be prescribed by him necessary to carry into 
‘ he provisions hereof, but not inconsistent with the provisions 
‘ s t, samples of articles of food and drugs shipped or trans- 
| i or delivered for shipment or transportation from any State or 
I { District of Columbia, or insular possession, to any other 
Ss lerritory, the District of Columbia, insular possession, or to a 
f try, or received in any State or Territory, the District of 
( mbia, or insular possession, from any other State or Territory, the 
District of Columbia, insular possession, or from a foreign country, and 
d 1 in « inal unbroken packages, and submit the samples so 
I ed for ex: ition or analysis to the division of chemistry of 
t) yzienic lab of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Serv- 
j r to any director or chemist in said laboratory or any branch 
1! of: Provi i, That any inspector, agent, officer, or other person 
authorized by t! Ss e of Commerce and Labor to procure sam- 
ple i fore 1 ill, at the time of the taking thereof, notify the 
person, firm, corporation so shipping or transporting said article 
or delivel same for shipment or transportation, or having re- 
( “d th ime, deliy ng said article in the original unbroken pack- 
age, as aforesaid, of the purpose for which said sample is taken; and 
! then and there tender to said person, firm, or corporation the full 
price of said samp! if said person, firm, or corporation be 
I to recei said notification or said price: and if said person, 
tir or «¢ on be not present to receive said notification or said 
j ition and said price shall be sent to said person, 





1 as their address can be ascertained, with 
in behalf, by the Secretary of Commerce and 
aid Bureau of Foods and Drugs; and said sample shall 


e divided into three equal parts, and each part sealed 
eal provided by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
»s and one of said parts so sealed shall be tendered to the 
corporation aforesaid, if they be present to receive 
person, firm, present to 








if such or corporation be not 
> said part shall be immediately sent to them as soon as 
an be ertained aforesaid, together with a state- 


forth t time of the taking of said sample and the pur- 


address < > asc as 
ne } 
ig f he 





r purposes for which it was taken; and one of said parts shall 
nitted for examination or analysis to the division of chemistry 
ygienic laboratory of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 





, aS hereinbefore provided for; and one of said parts shall be 
retained to be delivered to the district attorney of the proper district, 
if it is found that the provisions of this act have been violated and pro- 
ceedings are commenced on account thereof on said sample: And pro- 
vided further, That the person, firm, or corporation receiving a part of 
said sample, as aforesaid, may have said part analyzed, at their own 
expense, and submit the results thereof as evidence in any proceedings 


brought on said sample, provided the chemist or person making such 
analys or examination shall appear in said proceedings and testify 
to the same under oath: And provided further, That in any proceedings 
under this act the certificate of the chemist making said analysis or 


examination on behalf of the Government, duly sworn to on oath, shall 


be prima facie evidence of the facts therein stated, but the defendant 
shall have the right to cause said chemist to appear and be cross- 
examined, under oath, in any such proceedings: And provided further, 
That if the results of the last-named examination or analysis differ ma- 









terially from the results of the examination or analysis offered in evi- 
ak y the defendant the court may, at its discretion, have the part 
of said sample deposited with the district attorney analyzed or exam- 
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ined by a disinterested chemist or other person, and the whole evidence 
on the examinations or analyses of the said three parts shall be laid 
before the court; or the whole evidence on the examinations or analyses 
of the first two named parts may be laid before the court in the first 
instance, in the discretion of the court: And provided further, That no 
pl edings shall be instituted against any person, firm, or corpora- 
tion, or on any sample procured hereinunder, under the provisions of 
this act, after the expiration of sixty days from the date of the tak- 
ing of the le upon which said proceedings shall be commenced, nor 
unt ll t isions of this act have been fully complied with. 

Ss ) all be the duty of the division of chemistry of the 
hygienic ry of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
to mak » to be made, in said laboratory or some branch thereof, 
wit lelay as possible, examinations or analyses of samples 
of food ibmitted to it, or to any director or chemist in said 
lal it branch thereof, by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor, o1 ector, agent, officer, or other person duly authorized 
by said S of ‘rce and Labor to procure samples and sub- 
n tt such pose; and the division of chemistry of the 
hygier 4 of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service 
af 1 furnish to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, with 

ay as possible, a certificate of the results of such exam- 
inat or analyses of such samples submitted as aforesaid, which cer- 
t s give the results of such examinations or analyses in full 
al d authenticated under oath by the analyst or other person 
I 
s 6. 7 if it shall appear from any such examination or analy- 
e 4 provisions of this act have been violated the Sec 
(or ind Labor shall at once certify the facts to the 
pl 1 States district attorney, with a copy of the results of 
{ aly duly authenticated by the analyst or per 
‘ nation under oath. 
i ‘ e the duty of every district attorney to whom 
: ‘ merce and Labor shall report any violation of | 
t dir to be commenced and prosecuted without 
and pen es in such case provided: Provided, That 
y p zs have been commenced under any of 
t { i United States rt tl defendant 
) ve f m id district attorney a copy of 
the { nv exami n or analysis which will be offered in evi- 
denc 1 defe n said proceedings. 

S Phat ‘ I , or corporation, including their servy- 
at or ¢ yees f whom the Secretary of Commerce and 
I I I ispector, as t licer, or other person, duly authorized 
j f Secretary of Cor erce d Labor, shall demand a sample of 

cle of food or drugs. shipped or transported, or delivered for 

i t or transportation, from any State or Territor the District 
of Columbia, or insular possession, to any other State or Territory, the 
District of Columbia, insular possession, or to a foreign country; or 
received in any State or Territory, the District of Columbia, or insular | 
possession, from any other State or Territory, the District of Columbia, 


insular possession, or from a foreign country, and delivered in original 















































































































unbroken packages; or introduced into any State or Territory, 
District of Columbia, or insular possession, from a foreign coun 
shall furnish a sample of such article of food or drugs in suffi 
quantity for an examination or analysis of the same under the 
visions of this act: Provided, That the words ‘* person, firm, or corp 
tion,” as used in this section, shall include any person, firm, or 
poration who, whether as owner, consignor or consignee, agent 
broker, is in the possession of or in any wise entitled to the cus 
or control of any article of food or drugs demanded for examinati 
analysis under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 9. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may publish 
time to time, in like manner as other publications of his Depart 
bulletins of the work done in enforcing this act, and such othe 
formation regarding the same as he may deem proper, to be distri | 
as public documents in like manner as other publications of hi 
partment: Provided, That the name of any brand, or the name of 
manufacturer, person, firm, or corporation, shall not be publis! 
connection with examinations or analyses, or results of examinat 
or analyses, of articles of food or drugs found to comply with the 
visions of this act: And provided further, That the examinatio 
analyses, or results of examinations or analyses, of articles of i 
or drugs found to be adulterated or misbranded within the meani 
this act shall not be published, nor the names of any person, fi 
corporation in connection therewith, until.the person, firm, or ¢ 
tion so violating the provisions of this act has been regularly cony i 
in a proceeding instituted therefor in the proper court and the 1 
finally adjudicated: And provided further, That the restrictions 
contained shall also apply to the division of chemistry of the hy 
laboratory of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service and 
branch thereof. 

Sec. 10. That for the purpose of this act the term “food” I 
include every article used by man for food, drink, or as a confection 
or condiment, whether simple, mixed, or compound, other than « 
and any article which enters into or is used in the compositi 
preparation of food, as defined herein. 

Sec. 11. That for the purposes of this act an article of food s) 
deemed adulterated or unwholesome— 

First. If any substance or substances has or have been mix: 
packed with it and its quality or strength is thereby reduced or low 
or injuriously affected. 

Second. If any inferior or cheaper substance or substances | r 
have been substituted wholly or in part for the article or any natural 
or necessary constituent or ingredient thereof. 

Third. If any valuable or necessary constituents or ingredients of the 
article have been wholly or in part abstracted from it. 

Fourth. If it contains any substance or ingredient, whether added 
or otherwise, which, in any quantity in which it might reasonably or 
advantageously be used in food or drink, will injure health; or contai) 
any substance or ingredient which, by chemical combination or oth: 
wise, renders such article of food unwholesome or injurious to the 
health of the consumer. 

Fifth. If it is mixed, colored, coated, polished, or powdered where! 
damage or inferiority is concealed; or if by any other means damage 
or inferiority in such article is concealed. 

Sixth. If it is decomposed, putrid, infected, tainted, or rotten, 
contains any added decomposed, putrid, infected, tainted, or rotten 
animal or vegetable substance or article, whether manufactured or not: 
or if it is the product of a diseased animal or any animal that has died 
otherwise than by slaughter. 

Provided, That an article of food shall not be deemed adulterated or 
unwholesome in the following cases: 

First. Articles having distinctive names of their own, and that are 
not adulterated within the meaning of the fourth and sixth paragraphs 
of this section, and that are not misbranded within the meaning of 
section 12 of this act: Provided, That the term “ distinctive 1 : 
as used herein, shall mean a name which is not the name of any re 
nized article of food. 

Second. An article of food shall not be deemed adulterated or 
wholesome by reason only of being artificially colored with ha 3 
eoloring matter if it is plainly stated on the 


as oor 


label that said art 








colored. 
Third. An article of food shall not be deemed adulterated or un- 
wholesome by reason only of the addition of a harmless preser 
or by reason of the addition of any substance for legitimate 
or in case of fruits or vegetables by reason of containing an 
stance or ingredient existing naturally in such fruits or vegeta! 
Fourth. That the following preseryatives shall not be permi » in 
greater quantities than the following amounts: Boric acid, on f of 
1 per cent, or its equivalent in borax; sulphurous acid, one-twenticth 


of 1 per cent, or its equivalent in sodium sulphites; salicyli 1, 
one-tenth of 1 per cent, or its equivalent in sodium salicylat: 
zoie acid, one-fifth of 1 per cent, or its equivalent in sodium ber 
saltpeter, one-fourth of 1 per cent: Provided, That the nat t 
any substance added to food shall be plainly stated on the | f 
said article, together with a statement of the purpose or purp 
which said substance is added to such article: And provided, 'l! 
substance be applicable for the purpose for which it is added to 
article, and not fraudulently added to increase the bulk, w: 
measure of the article: Provided further, That in stating the 
any added substance it shall be in compliance herewith if t 
name only of any proprietary preparation which has _ been 
food is plainly stated on the label of such article, if said trade I 
said proprietary preparation, together with the formula of sai 
ration, has been placed on file with the Secretary of Commerce 
bor: And provided further, That any formula placed on file \ 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor under the provisions hereof 
held by him and treated as private documents of his Departm: 
be aecessible only to himself or duly authorized officers, and 
tents thereof held in secrecy, except when necessary to dis 
same in any proceedings brought to enforce the provisions of 
but the same shall not be otherwise published, nor published 
of said proceedings. 
Sec. 12. That for the purposes of this act an article of 
be deemed to be misbranded . 
First. If it be an imitation of or below the standard of th 
which it purports to be by the label, or otherwise, on any pa: 
tle. or receptacle containing such article, or on such article its 
Second. If it, or any package, bottle, or receptacle cont: 
shall, by label, brand, or tag, or otherwise, be deceptive as to its 
or measure, or bear any statement, design, or device regardin: 
ticle or the ingredients or substances contained therein, w®! 
ment, design, or device shall be false or misleading in any p 
or if the same is falsely labeled, branded, or tagged, either 


} le 


ress 
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on any package, bottle, or receptacle containing it as to the State, 
rritory, or place in which it is manufactured or produced, so that 
ch article shall be deceptive or tend to deceive. 
Sec. 13. That this act shall not be construed by any specific stand- 
ds for food not incorporated herein; but in any proceedings herein- 
nder the commonly accepted standard for any article of food upon 
hich such proceedings shall have been commenced shall, when not 
conflict with the provision of this act, be the guide in determining 
ether or not the enone of this act have been violated: Provided, 
iat this section shall not contravene any of the provisions of this 
t expressly permitting certain added substances in articles of food. 
Sec. 14. That the term “drug,” as used in this act, shall mean all 
es, medicines, and preparations intended for medical purposes and 
enized in the United States Pharmacopeia or the National Formu- 
as drugs or medicines for internal and external use. 
15. That for the purposes of this act an article of drugs shall 
deemed to be adulterated— 
First. If, when a drug intended for medicinal purposes is repre- 
nted as a drug or medicine under or by a name recognized in the 
ited States Pharmacopeia or the National Formulary as a drug or 
licine, it differs from the standard of strength, quality, or purity 
determined by the test laid down in the United States Pharmacopeia 
the National Formulary official at the time of investigation: Pro- 
ed, That no drug shall be deemed to be adulterated within the mean- 
of this provision if the standard of strength, quality, or purity of 
h drug be plainly stated upon the bottle, box, or other container 
eof, although such standard may differ from that determined by 
test laid down in the United States Pharmacopeia or the National 
mulary. 
Second. If its strength or purity fall below the standard it is repre- 
nted to be: Provided, That an article of drugs shall not be deemed 
adulterated in the following cases: Articles having distinctive 
es of their own, and that are not misbranded within the meaning 
tion 16 hereof: Provided, That the term “ distinctive name,” as 
i herein, shall mean a name which is not the name of any other 
» of drugs. 
SI 16. That for the purposes of this act an article of drugs shall 
leemed to be misbranded 
First. If it be an imitation of or below the standard of the article 
h it purports to be by the label, or otherwise, on any package, 
tle, or receptacle containing such article, or on the article itself. 
Second. If it, or any package, bottle, or receptacle containing it, 
l, by label, brand, or tag, or otherwise, be deceptive as to its weight 
measure ; or if the same is falsely labeled, branded, or tagged, either 
tself, or on any package, bottle, or receptacle containing it, as to 
State, Territory, or place in which it is manufactured or produced, 
that such article shall be deceptive or tend to deceive. 
17. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to common 
ers, aS such, or to persons acting in the capacity of servants, 
nts, or employees for said common carriers. 
{mend the title so as to read: “A bill to regulate commerce in foods, 
nks, confections, condiments, and drugs among the States and Ter- 
ies, the District of Columbia, insular possessions, and foreign 
ries, and for other purposes.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ibstitute submitted by the Senator from Mississippi. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
mendments were concurred in. 


Sp 





+} 





he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and | 


read the third time. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HEYBURN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

(he yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
ill the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). 
| pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan]. 
as authorized to vote as I chose on all the amendments, but 
n the bill I am paired with him at his request. 
ent, I should vote “ yea” and he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BAILEY (when his name was called). I am paired with 


I have a gen- 


senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Exixkrns]. If he | 
present, he would vote “yea” and I should vote “nay.” | 


le is not present, but he has extended me the privilege of vot- 
inyway, and I vote “ nay.” 
FRAZIER (when his name was called). 
i the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. 
detained from the Chamber. 
“ nay.” 
FRYE (when his name was called). I have a general 
vith the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMan], but 
ts terms I feel at liberty to vote. I vote “ yea.” 
HOPKINS (when his name was called). I have a pair 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. lLatrmer]. 
were present, I should vote “ 
TALIAFERRO (when Mr. MaLiory’s name was called). 
1 announce the unavoidable absence of my colleague, who 
red with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 
.. PETTUS (when his name was called). 
inior Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


et 


I have a pair 
He is unavoid- 
If he were present, I should 


” 
yea. 


CRANE] on this 

ir. SPOONER (when his name was called). I again an- 

nee my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 

CK]. 

\ir. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
inior Senator from Missouri |Mr. Warner]. If he were 

esent, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Were he | 


I am paired with | 
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The roll call having been concluded, the result 3 an- 
nounced—yeas 63, nays 4, not voting 22, as follow 
YEAS 
Alger Depew Hey burn O man 
Allee Dick Kittredge i 
Ankeny Dillingham Knox | 
Beveridge Dolliver La Fo te l 
Blackburn Dryden Lodge | 
Brandegee Dubois Long Piatt 
Bulkeley Flint McCreary r 
Burkett Foraker McCumber § 
Burnham Frye McEnery 
Burrows Fulton McLaurin 
Carter Gallinger Martin Stor 
Clapp Gamble Millard Sut 
Clark, Mont. Gearin Money Talia 
Clark, Wyo. Hale Nelson Wa n 
Clay Hansbrough Newlands We 
Daniel Hemenway Nixon 
NAYS 1, 
Bacon Bailey Foster Tillman 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Aldrich Crane Hopkins I 
Allison Culberson Kear Spo 
Berry Cullom Latimer Tel 
Burton Elkins Ms ry Wa 
Carmack Frazier Morgan 
Clarke, Ark. Gorman Pettus 
So the bill was passed. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minute 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursd Fel 
ruary 22, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 21, 1906. 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
proved. 
| SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 
| Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan 
| mous consent for the present consideration of Senate joint res 
| lution 28, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
| The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, ctc., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents t 
| Smithsonian Institution of the class other than Members of ¢ 
| shall be filled by the reappointment of Richard Olney, a t 
| Massachusetts 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan 
| mous consent to discharge the Committee on Library f fur 
| ther consideration of Senate joint resolution and cons ! 
same. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
; hone. 
| The Senate joint resolution was considered, was ordered 
| . . 1 . 
read the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. McCLeary of Minnesota, a motion 
| consider the last vote was laid on the table. 
| 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
| Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House e it 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of th 
Union for the purpose of onsidering the Arn i ition 
| bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Io ve hat the 
| House resolve itself into Committee of the W e ] mn the 
| state of the Union for the consideration f the bill H. R. 
| 14897—the Army appropriation bill 
| Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, pending that 1 I would like 
' - , ¥ 
to see if we can arrange as to the time for g il « t 
has been suggested to me by the representative of the 
that debate shall run for four hours on a side g 
hours of general debate. I ask un 
be eight hours of general debate, one-half to contr l by 
| the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] and the other | 
| myself 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from I i 
consent that general debate be limited to ¢ t | S 
to be controlled by the gentleman from \ Mi H 
and the other half by the gentle n I I 
there objec tion ? 
There was no objection. 
} The motion of Mr. Hutt was agreed 
| Accordingly the House resolved ‘vx t » t of 
the Whole House on the state of ti I h M B ELI 
in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House in n » ‘ 1e 





6\ 


Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the Army appropriation bill, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 14397) making appropriations for the support of the 


Arniy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907. 


1 


ph 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is 
there objection? i 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the report on the bill is so full 
that if Members have given attention to it they will see prac- 
tically all the new legislation incorporated in this measure. 
There is no question but that many of the provisions that the 
committee haye passed upon favorably are subject to a point 
of order, but we hoped they would so commend themselves to 
the judgment of the House that no Member would feel called 
upon to make the point. The bill carries $69,708,000 in round 
numbers, being about $1,000,000 less than the same measure 
earried for the current fiscal year. The estimates were only 

little ever $71,000,000, so that there is not a very radical 
change in the amount asked for by the Department and the 
amount allowed by the committee. In fact, the committee is 
rather of the opinion that some of the appropriations asked for 
by the Department are so small, the cut made by the Secretary 
was so great, that in all probability a deficiency in the appro- 
priation will exist in the bill as it will pass the HHouse and make 
necessary additional appropriations. 

One of the measures incorporated by the committee will be 
found on page 5 of the bill, and is as follows: 

Provid further, That when the office of Lieutenant-General shall be 

eee it shall not hereafter be filled, but said office shall cease 

This is legislation changing the highest office of the military 
establishment by abolishing it. When the reorganization act 
was passed the Committee on Military Affairs and the Congress 
of the United States believed that the officer in command of the 
Army should have one grade higher than the other officers of 
the Army, so as to give greater force and effect to his authority 

sa commanding officer. Of course this committee understands 
rfecily that under our system of government the President 
of the United States is at all times and under all circumstances 
the Commander in Chief of the Army. Since that reorganiza- 
tion act passed creating the grade of Lieutenant-General Con- 
ting a General Staff, and 

fe 


: 
hs 
int 

I 


ress ha adopted another law creanti 
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with that General Staff a Chief of Si who is practically at 
he head of the Army of the United States under the President, 
nd issues the commands to the Army, exercises the controlling | 
influence in its organization and government, and has more 
power than any other general in the Army. 
At the time this law was passed ho action was taken in regard | 
to the Lieutenant-General for the reason that it was assumed, 
l, in fact, stated at the time that the Lieutenant-General would | 
naturally be the chief of staff. Up to this time that has been | 
ise. But, the indications now are, and no one desires to 
he power of the President in this respect. that for the | 
nex irs at least the Lieutenant-General of the Army, if 
the office shall be continued, will have no power beyond that 
which can be legitimately exercised either by a brigadier or a 


g ral in charge of a department and really subject to 
vho will be Chief of Staff, and therefore the head of 


ry establishment, and receive his orders from a junior | 

y e and rank. 
I do not believe, as one Member of this House, that that is 
l try organization. In time of war it may frequently 
y on account of the superior ability displayed on the 
: r officers to assign them to supreme command and 
e the higher generals on waiting orders, or in independent 
is that will not be so particularly under the command 
‘ inior. That this action of the committee has met with 
{ il of the country at large I am led to believe from 
the fact that from almost every section of the country I have 
had commendatory notices sent me of the action. I have one 
here from the St. Louis Globe-Democrat, in which the matter 


is very plainly set forth, and I ask that the Clerk may read this 


as a part of my remarks. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
THE LIEUTENANT-GENERAL ABOLISHED. 


The House Committee on Military Affairs urges that the grade of 
Lieutenant-General in the Army be abolished, and the people will sanc- 
tion this proposition. At the outset the rank meant something, but it 
has had no significance in recent years. It was well to bestow that 
rank on Washington, Scott. Grant, Sherman, and Sheridan. Those men 
rendered service of particular value to the country, but scarcely any of 
the other wearers of the title deserved any especial honors. 

For all the men now on the active roll of the Army the rank of ma- 

















































































jor-general would be high enough to reward them for their deeds. 1 
grade of Lieutenant-General should be reserved for service of especi 
worth. . In the coming time men will appear who will merit that hon 
When the crisis comes demanding service of particular value the nx 
will be on hand. This has usually been the case with the United Stat: 
although in the second war with England men of that caliber were ve 
slow in making their advent, and, except Jackson, no such man appearei! 
during the whole struggle. 

But it was different in the Revolution, in the Mexican war, and in | 
rebellion. In those conflicts men appeared who made themselves m 
ters of the situation, and they were rewarded, in most cases, for t 
work. The Spanish war was too short and too small an affair to gi 
much of a chance for the display of military genius, and no genius \ 
displayed, though, as in all wars, there was lots of patriotism and « 
age at the front. In the wars of the future Grants, Shermans, and 
Sheridans are likely to be evolved. Let us keep the rank of Licutena: 
General and General for those personages. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, while I do not indorse all that 
the article says in regard to these generals that are now in the 
Army, for I think that many of them are as much entitled 
this grade, if it were a permanent grade, as any other man t 
we have had, yet I do believe that the organization of the Ar 
will be better maintained with the abolition grade under t! 
present circumstances than it will be maintained by continuing 
the office. I want to call the attention of the committee to | 
further fact, in the line of the article that has just been re 
that the Lieutenant-Generals of the Army of the United Staies 
from the beginning of the Government are: George Washingt 
from July 3, 1798, to December 14, 1799; U. S. Grant, March 2, 
1864, to July 25, 1866; W. T. Sherman, July 25, 1866, to March 
4, 1869; P. H. Sheridan, from March 4, 1869, to June 1, 187s 
We had only four Lieutenant-Generals of the Army for aln 
the first hundred years of the Government. Some men say | 
General Scott was also a Lieutenant-General, but that is 
quite so. He had the pay and allowances of a Lieutenant-( 
eral without being commissioned of that rank. He was retired 
on that pay, but never was commissioned and confirmed as a 
Lieutenant-General. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to ask the gentleman if he in 
dorzes that portion of his speech which he has inserted in the 
form of an editorial? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I stated specifically that I did: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then what is the particular object in 
slandering the officers of the Army in this indirect way? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I shall try to answer that if it is 
necessary before I get through, if the gentleman calls it slander. 
I do not, and if he will read my remarks he will not. It is not 
the fault of the officers that the Spanish war was a smal! af 
fair. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is slanderous in the fullest degree. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, since 1888 we have had J. M 
Schofield, February 8, 1895, to September 29, 1895. Only a s 
time before he went out of office he was made a Lieuten 
General. We have also had Nelson A. Miles from June 6, 1900, 
to August 8, 1903; S. B. M. Young, August 8, 1903, to June 9), 
1904; A. R. Chaffee, January 9, 1904, to February 1, 1905; J. ©. 
Bates from February, 1905, to be retired, as I understand, in 
April, 1906. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chaffee is not a Lieutenant-General now. 

Mr. HULL. He is retired. He is on the retired list. [| am 
talking about the active list. General Schofield is still a Licu- 
tenant-General on the retired list. General Young is still a 
Lieutenant-General on the retired list. 

There is one thing, Mr. Chairman, that I think I can say 
without slander to anybody, and that is that the war witli Spain 
has made more Lieutenant-Generals than all the other wa: it 
the Republic has engaged in. Now, I suppose that my | d 
from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] might say that that is s! I. 
To my mind it is simply stating the truth—not the fault « 1e 
men and nothing against the men; it was the organizati )- 
vided for by Congress that has brought it about. If I | 
way in the organization of the Army, I would provid t 
every President when he goes into office may designate a (/|ic! 
of Staff to serve during the pleasure of the President, and that 


while so serving he should have the rank and pay and all e 
of a Lieutenant-General, and that we would have no retired 
Lieutenant-Generals, for the reason that it would only be on 
temporary pay, the same as you have for your officer here in 


Washington in charge of public buildings and grounds. 

We have a law which provides that while he is serving in 
such capacity he shall have the rank, pay, and allowance of 4 
colonel. He may be a captain or a lieutenant or any ollicer 
below the grade of a colonel whom the President may select 
but while so serving he shall be a colonel. That weuld always 
insure two things: It would insure the President selecting | 
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n with whom he coulé work in perfect harmony in the organi 
tion, control, and direction ¢? the Army; and the other that 
in having that power while so serving would have a higher 
le than those whom he w 
lieve good military discipline demands at all times, that 
higher grade should command the lower grade and never 
the lower grade command the higher. 
ir, CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman 
(he CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
gentleman from Indiana? 
Mr. HULL. Certainly. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I confess to a lack of knowledge re- 
cting the organization of the Army. Under the law now 
does the title of lieutenant-general go to the senior major- 
‘ral? 
Mr. HULL. Not necessarily. 
the President. 
CRUMPACKER. And at the same time the President 
has power to select a chief of staff who is the real head of the 
\ V ? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
fr. CRUMPACKER. And the title of lieutenant-general 
carries with it only the titular headship and not the real head- 
of the Army. 





It goes to the man appointed 
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uld command—something which | 


Vir. HULL. That is correct, unless he is also made chief of 
Mr. KEIFER. As you are being interrupted now, will the 
eman allow a question? 
e CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 
ir. HULL. I do. 
Ir. KEIFER. For simply one question. I want to know if | 
t! ntleman remembers when the law was passed that made | 
t tice of Lieutenant-General a continuous one? 
Mr. HULL. I,think it was the act of February 1, 1901, the 
t reorganizing the Army. Not having the data before me I 
not have the exact date. Now, I want to say to this commit- 
tee that some of the men who, in the judgment of many Mem- 
bers, would fill the office of Lieutenant-General of the Army | 
with distinguished honor have not had this position yet, and 


House rejects the provision they may have it in the near | 


fijure. I am willing to say to the House and the country | 
that, in my judgment, no man who has held that position for | 
five years is more entitled to it than some of those | 


o are now behind and are coming into the higher office 
not abolished; but in my view of the situation, and the 
nm Military Affairs agrees in this, the time has 
commence action for the abolition of this office in the 
est of the Army and of the Government, and I hope that 
the Committee of the Whole House will retain this provision in 
1 ill, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] will later 
ess the House on the retired list much more fully than I 
> to do at this time. We have another little amendment 
to which I want to call your attention and that is in re- 
gard to the amount that is deducted from the pay of retired en- 
en of the Regular Army for the support of the National 
Washington. 
$s proviso: 


( tee < 





| further, That so much of section 4819, Revised Statutes, as 
. t 124 cents per month be deducted from the pay of retired 
men of the Army and passed to the credit of the commis- 
of the Soldiers’ Home in the District of Columbia, be, and the 
y, repealed. 


personally in favor, Mr. Chairman, of repealing that 
tion and not having the dollar and a half a year taken 
( f the salary—of the pay—of the private soldiers of our 
Army. 


On page 6, line 8, the committee has in- | 


There has been built up by this system a great | 


' Seven or eight hundred acres of land, large buildings, | 


isive administration, by the pittance taken from the 


Army itself. 
has been nothing appropriated by Congress that I can 
ul. Very few soldiers of the Regular Army know that 
yistaken out. They know that there are deductions for 
t things when they come to adjust their pay, and the testi- 
re the committee was that hardly one in ten, hardly 
ty, knew that they were paying it, and therefore it did 
them any; but when a man is getting $13 a month, 
there is not one in a thousand who can receive a particle 


fit from it, when this Government is strong and rich 
eat, and cares for its volunteer soldiers so splendidly, 


ig their pension while inmates of the Home, while we are 
¢ this small pittance from the Regular Army until we have 
iulated a fund of $4,000,000 which has been taken out of 
‘ pay, it does seem to me that the time has come when this 
ernment should take control of that $4,000,000 in the 
inistration of this Home. It is now administered by the 








ment administration; but this Congress s] it ! f 
it. look after its expenditures, | c he 

soldiers as it does the volunteers, and ro] te 1 ‘ 
amount to maintain it. But we were afraid r the t of 
order, and so we agreed to an amend t onl ene 

section so far as it applies to the en] 

Ile gets three-quarter pay th f 
has no show on earth to ever get any f { il 
and yet the Government for the last fifty ye has t 
from this little pittance of three-quarter 
pay a dollar and a half a year, devoting to cl t 
can not under any conditions or cirew 
receive one dollar of benefit from. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why can not he receive i 

Mr. HULL. Because he is not eligible to ad 

Mr. CRUMPACKBER. Who are eligible? 

Mr. HULL. Those who are discharged for injuries 1 I 
admitted to the Home. Now, it seems to me no man 
raise the question as to repealing the law lett these old 
who have served their Government thirty ye in the 1 
at least enjoy the little pittance the Government gives 
is not half as much as many of the pensions, and f 
a quarter as much as some of the pensions that 2 So 
that I hardly think that any Member here will object to tl 

| The retired officers of the Army serve there, and I have no « 
serve well. They get their full pay while serving, as well 
their quarters. The increase pay is from the funds cont l 
by the enlisted men. It is all paid by the privete soldier A 

I am addressing myself to this question e wit! : 
hope that in the near future the Congress of the | ! 

will by appropriate legislation take from the present or 

tion this Home and place it under the control of ( 

of the United States, and relieve the private soldi f 

burden of keeping up a Home that not one in a 

ever hope to enter. I think the $4,000,000 

support it now under proper manageme! 

There is another matter that the cor 
legislation upon in connection with the p ed 
that I desire to call your attention to 1 
believed to be of very great value to the Gover ent It 
as follows: 

Provided, That hereafter « 1 ( 
shall recely ition t $3 pe 
as sharpshoot , per nt ( 
per month, uch ) the S« ) 
scrive, 

Chere was a time 1 the his ( ( 
nearly every man wit 3] I : 
frontic r was bei S devel i wo thi > y 
game, when men lived I tu 
Then we were the gi St of 
Probably no nation has ever app! hed 
rifle except the men of South Aft I 
cities and our dense po] lat the 
has practically gone out G 
steps in the erection of rifle g 
the militia, in the passing of a 
trophies for expert riflemen, to 
United States. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there | t ; 
members of the Regular Army t 
present law gives $1 a 
This increases the com] 

ind in my jud nt Ww | 
f ire we have war 
enough to have ma p 
war. It is the man fl can 
f iiliar with his gun d 
ce n point he will re tl 
é e. When this qu 
y from Iowa [Mr. H 
Ww Ss W how nh § i 1 
} eoN¢ Or! There the | 

S ] t _ I 

g ‘ » 4 x | I iC h ; } ! 
I lil r W b s W ] 
of Europe 

You all that there 1 % I 
any battle such marvelous « t! 
under General Jackso! gainst 
battle of New Ork he w of 18 
manship should be stimulated in tl 
will cost the Government $76,600 y‘ 
while that is true we be ve ti 
ried in the bill is sufficient to meet that 
out further increasing th int ca if 


t Department, and, of course, that is in one sense Govern- | 
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this rerson—that the amount appropriated is for the full num- 
ber authorized by law in the Army. But there is always a 
shortage in the enlisted force. For instance, to-day we have a 
shortage of over 4,000—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will allow me to ask 





him this question. If a man qualifies as a marksman, how long | 


does he get the extra pay? 

Mr. HULL. I suppose as long as he continues in the service 
and keeps up his practice. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Must he qualify at different dates? 

Mr. HULL. It is all under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of War shall prescribe; and the report of his com- 
pany commander will determine how long the extra pay will 
continue. I should think it would not continue at all unless he 
continued to be an expert marksman. 

I was speaking about shortage. We have great difficulty in 
enlisting men for the artillery. There is no trouble in enlisting 
the number authorized by the direction of the President, not 
the full number authorized by law, because the law allows the 
President to increase the number from 60,000 to 100,000, if, in 
his discretion, it should become necessary. But there now is 
a shortage of over 4,000 in the artillery, largely in the coast- 
defense arm of the Government, because we have largely spe- 
cialized the work there. A man who serves a three-year en- 
listment in the Coast Artillery becomes a pretty fair electrician, 
and when his term of service is out he can get two or three 
times as much pay from electrical companies as he can secure 
from the Government. Therefore we are always having dif- 
ficulty in keeping our force for the Coast Artillery even suffi- 
cient to do the necessary work in this arm of the service. 

We have a bill before us, Mr. Chairman, which, while not 
largely increasing the pay of the artillery, not increasing it as 
a whole, does increase the pay of certain noncommissioned of- 


ficers of the company, and thereby we hope perhaps more of | 


them will remain, after becoming experts, on our giving them 
larger pay than is now provided by law. It will not cost the Gov- 


erninent very much more money and will obviate the difficulty | 
we have now in securing artillerymen. It will hang up a prize | 
| Missouri that Secretary Root changed front on that question 


for every man to strive for. That is not in this bill. I would 
be in favor of enacting some law that would give to the militia 
he States on the seacoast such inducements for enlistment as 
would provide a strong reserve of artillerymen in case of war. 
Whenever we have war we would have to increase our force 
enormously, especially for the Coast Artillery, because if the en- 
tire 18,000 now authorized by law were enlisted it would not 
furnish one shift of men to the gun. It would be no effective 


OL fT 





force at all. It would not even furnish one shift of men. The 
Committee on Appropriations have very properly gone along and | 
appropriated for coast defenses from year to year, and if the | 
plan now proposed is carried through a large sum of money | 
will be expended in the future and a very large increase of our 
defenses will be made. These defenses are absolutly worthless 
unless you train men to take charge of the guns and handle them 


in case of need. All that the service is doing to-day practically 
is to keep the guns oiled and cleaned, and it would require a 


very great deal larger force to practice the use of the guns. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
lowa allow me to ask him a question on that subject? What is 
the reason that there is not an available force sufficient to man 
of the coast defenses? Is it in the law or is it a lack 

of ability to secure recruits for that service? 

Mr. HULL. It is lack of ability to secure recruits. I will say 
to the gentleman that you can get men to enlist in the infantry 
cavalry You can get men who will be attracted by the 
pomp and circum stance of war in time of peace. They wear the 
part of the parades, they march, and are part of an 
ve pageantry, but the man who enlists in the Coast Ar- 
y we veralls half of the time. He is a laboring man, 
nisin, and it does not appeal to the imagination | 


g io ¢ ito that class of work at present wages, 


Mr. CRUMPACKER Is it in the power of the War Depart- 


to tail me from the infantry or cavalry to the coast- 
HULI i should say not if they specifically enlist for a | 
certain | h of » service. If it is a general enlistment for 
‘vice in the Army of the United States, I should imagine they 
could be detailed to the artillery. 4 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 


the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HULL. I do. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask two or three 
questions. This bill provides for abolishing the rank of Lieu- 
tenant-General in the Army, does it not? 

Mr. HULL. It does? 














Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does this bill make any provision 
for mustering that Porto Rican regiment out of the service? 

Mr. HULL. It does not. I will say to the gentleman tha: 
by the law which was agreed to two years ago the Porto Ric: 
regiment expires by limitation of law in two years more. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When does it expire? 

Mr. HULL. Two years from now—the 30th of June, 1908, as 
I remember. I may be mistaken as to the date, but I am 
mistaken as to the fact that when that question was bef 
Congress, and was fought over here, a compromise was fina 
reached between the House and the Senate. The Senate wante:| 
to continue the Porto Rican regiment as a permanent part « 
the Army. The House wanted to abolish it entirely. A compro 
mise was finally reached that in four years from that time tly 
should be no Porto Rican regiment; that it should cease to ex 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, is there any provision in t 
bill increasing the term of enlistment of the Porto Rican rey 
ment? 

Mr. HULL. No, sir; not at all. It has not been asked 
from the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it liable to be put into the b 

Mr. HULL. I should say not by the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I saw where the Secretary of \\ 
had changed base on the subject, and was asking that the t 
of enlistment of that regiment be lengthened. 

Mr. HULL. The House committee has had no document of 
that kind. I saw in the paper, as a matter of news, that su 
request had been sent to the Senate. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. If the gentleman from Iowa will yield to ) 
I want to say to my friend from Missouri that former Secr 
of War Root, while he was Secretary of War, expressed him: 
as of the opinion that it would be to the advantage of the Goy- 
ernment to discontinue this regiment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I saw in the paper was t 
the Secretary of War had asked the committee to extend 1! 
length of service of this Porto Rican regiment. Now, it turns 
out that Secretary Root was in favor of abolishing it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. But I wish also to say to the gentleman from 


finally. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He changed over, too? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes; finally. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is a very mysterious sort of a 
performance that gets them to change all the time. 

Mr. HULL. ‘There is another proposition in the bill, on | 
14, that is legislation. It is contained in line 14, to and 
cluding line 17: 

Provided further, That hereafter no officer holding a rank abov: 
of colonel shall be retired on his own application until he sha 
served at least one year in such rank. 

The intention of that provision is plainly to avoid giving l 
a promotion simply to get them out of the way. In other \ 
to promote a man to-day and retire him to-morrow on his own 
application. The committee believes that a man who is entitled 
to promotion to the grade of a brigadier-general ought, u 
his time expires by limitation of law, to be compelled to s 
one year in that grade before he is retired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That will not affect an officer w 
comes entitled to promotion to-day and entitled by oper 
of law to retirement to-morrow? 

Mr. HUE. It does not affect him at all. 

Mr. KE1. ER. Why not? 

Mr. HULL. Because it says “on his own application.” It 
does not affect him at all. It simply cuts off the gri 
through officers coming and saying, “If you will give 
grade of brigadier I will retire.” If a man is entitled t 
brigadier-general and he has yet remaining years of s 
to the Government under the law, he ought to perfor 
service, and not be a charge upon the Government sin to 
get him to retire. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I should like to ask the chairman 
committee if he can tell us to what extent that custo s 
prevailed? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Prin: 
colleague on the committee, will make, as I understand, 
statement on that subject. I have not gone into the s 
with such detail that I could possibly answer the gentl $ 
question. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. It has, in the judgment of the gent 
from Iowa, prevailed to some extent? 

Mr. HULL. My understanding is that within the last 
weeks three men have been promote’l Zrom the grade of 
tenant-colonel to that of brigadier-general with their agre 
to immediately retire. Now, the minute a man becomes 4 
brigadier-general he is above the grade of colonel, and the y 
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nute he becomes thac he has under this provision no right 


) apply 
Vith all 
does 
i lie 
e it 


for retirement unti! he shall have served one year. 
respect to my friend from Ohio, I think it covers that. 
not retire as lieutenant-colonel, and he can not agree 
utenant-colonel to retire as a _ brigadier-general and 
binding. He must retire after he gets to the grade of 


sadier-general, and if he applies for retirement under that 


» he 
We ha 
3 yeal 


must serve one year. 

ve incorporated in the bill a provision for maneuvers 
*. I want to take a little time of the House on that. 
ly I prefer to debate and discuss a bill under the five- 


te rule, but the House is in such circumstances now that 


n not 
time 


We pr 


opri: 


oiine 


ines 


We h 


bla 


trespassing on the patience of the House by taking all 
I want under general debate. 

ovide, without taking time to look it up in the bill, an 
ation of $700,000 to enable the militia to participate in 
suvers this year. The provision will be found on page 
11 to 20, inclusive. 

d a supplemental estimate sent to us asking for $1,200,- 


in round numbers, for the purpose of permitting the militia 
riicipate in these maneuvers. There seems to be a little 


pu 
i) rib 
ruin 
ilit 
Se 


. tar 


rpose and a little misunderstanding between the War 
ent and the committee on this appropriation. The War 
ent claims that they intended their estimates not for 
ia, but for the Regular Army, and yet in the estimate it 
ifically stated that it was for the militia. The Assistant 


y of War was before the committee, and in the hearings 


nguage was used by him: 


Secretary of War, to go to these camps of the Regular Army 
to be established and take part with them, if they desire to, 
exercises they may have there. For instance, if there is a per 
camp in the center of Indiana or lowa for two or three 
the regiments of the adjoining States which have proved 
ves at previous State camps to be efficient can be ordered 
ten days, or whatever time they can spare—two or ihree 
nts at a time. And they will have a very much better educa 
observing the regular troops in these camps than they could 
n any other way. There is no one so eager to learn as the 
Guardsmen, and they learn much by observation. 
We cut the appropriation from $1,200,000 to $700,000. It is 
sed by the Department, and I think wisely, to establish 


+ 


th 


lissouri would probably be marched 
rs—to Fort Riley, Kans., where, I understand, one of the 


ey 


» | 


ot 


Regular Army is, however, just as much a volunteer force 


\ 


i 


( 





is proposed is that you should give us a moderate appropria- 
permit such regiments of the National Guard as may be rec 


i by the governors of the States, and as may be approved 


seven camps of instruction for regular troops this year. 
re to be marched from their permanent quarters to places 


1e camps are to be held. For instance, those of Iowa 


is to be held. The seven camps established throughout 
try will bring it in reach of a very large portion of the 

It is not proposed to have the maneuvers as they were 
time, and thus have the $700,000 expended in only five 
ercises. They propose to have at least three months with 
Regular Army, living in camp and marching to and from the 
f destination. It will be a great school of instruction 


tegulars and of marvelous advantage to the militia. 


I want to call the attention of the House to the fact 
ider the present condition of the Department the amount 
by this bill may not pay the extra expenses of the 
Army. It is supposed that the Department will go to | 
r branch of this Congress and ask for an increase in the 

priation for the purpose of meeting the expenses of 
Army. I do not want the committee to feel that we 
be called upon—I do not say that we will give it—but 


may be called upon later to increase the amount. 


* 
idiers for maintaining itself on the battlefield. 


‘\utional Guard, in some cases more, because every m 


sts in the Regular Army does so upon his own motion, 


s his own name, gives his own certificate of character 


ie can enter the Army at all, sé that he is practically 


but we designate them regulars and volunteers for 
enience of carrying them in our minds. I hope, as does 
her Member of this House, that we will have no trouble 
lear future that will call for the use of an armed force, 
e are conditions existing to-day in the Orient that may 
it necessary for us, in order to preserve our prestige, our 
and our rights, to employ force and show that we are 
if necessary, to fight for them. I think that in some 
ts that has been brought about by the injudicious utter- | the main features. 


the 


iirman, it seems to me that at this time, with the pres- 
litions existing all over the world, that we should give 
great reserve—the National Guard—the very highest 
on that it is possible to extend to them. We have never 
ountry depended on the Regular Army for the main 
ne. There has never been a war of any magnitude in 
try where the country was not compelled to rely on its 
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very much to have the House indulge me 


Clerk reads the same. I send it to his desk 


The Clerk read as follows: 


THE Boyt rl 


The American minister (Mr. Rockhill) 


Tung, president of the Waiwupu, and reminded 


States of America intend to pay back the sum 
Share of the Boxer indemnity, and that a 
to be placed before Congress, but that the anti-A 
ment has displeased the Members of Congress a 
pass the bill 

H. E. Na Tung in answer said the Chinese Gor 
sued orders to stop the anti-American movem 
establish more intimate relations between the 
many Chinese wish to proceed to the United § 
is desirable that the American Government 
treatment to enable Chinese to enter America 

It is understood that the Chinese Govern I 
with the effect of the anti-American movement S 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not be 
sentative of this Government had a prop: 
character of the Chinese people when he 
of £20,000,000, or any sum supposed to repre 


ment’s part of the Boxer indemnity, to be 
people that, in my judgment, would take any 


as an indication of our being rather more 


otherwise, and it seems to me that a man oc 


should have let whatever information was 
the Government of the United States dire 


| the newspapers. I have here a letter from 


I am speaking of the | 


Chinese language and is well acquainted wit! 


of the people. I read: 

















( 
Hon. J. A. T. HULL, Washington 
DeaAR CAPTAIN HULL: The above n 
erning which I have been minded to w: 
ing the Chinese : ose of us do w 
feel that it wo a great mistake n the 1 
to return the B indemnity mons to them 
For after all is and done, the indid mar 
Chinese, dged by all recognized canor f 
tially civilized And the lons } 
thoroughly convinced must they be 
rhe great rank and file of the people (and 
we judge a people) know but little of a 
nd between one nation and anotl 
Nor are the people so much to bl! f 
cradle to the grave this concep uM 
system of gove! lent nd t! f 
Deeds of gratitude, of magnar 
nor do how ay 5 \ 
id a ight, such ‘ 
grat found among t 
The vy Was d led of the ¢ 
in some degree for the unheard-of and dia 
American minister and his fami 
their families, the slaughter of inn 
destruction of property owned Am 
people. Nor was the an I an 
| cording to the standards « the ‘ 
be at all too great They had s 
to annihilate the foreigner n ¢ 
accepted the inevitable wit ast 
Moreover the ilm t 1 of 
set on foot | certain ‘ 
vide p the Chine I ‘ 
mercial ? ‘rests w » ¢ 
And it is fre« ad! a ’ 
it not 1 for t g at 
thr i ite S Sta 
‘ i ( se | I ‘ i 
3¢ on the | t Al ( 
n i 1 t of Ar 
i 5 1 Ad Ira 
cr I And ! 
( : it 
And now ) 
} he «( I 
t ncelve ihe! n Ar ( 
f \ i I wi 
the the n t 
appre ‘ lenie ad} 
1 (chine il make ni 
yward | Ss yor [ ! 
give nu any tro ) ng [ i 
in the pas Tew ‘ s ha 
n China Has it \ i 
Never Ratt t is I 
when they want anythlir of t ( 
demanding unt the get t the 
golden-rule policy, has, inste 
tages, reaped a wh wind 
sacre, the Admiral Tr 
ble, and the prevalent st \ 


ances of the gentleman who represents this country 
of Peking. IL am not very familiar with diplo 

have regarded silence in foreign affair 
a letter sent me from China some month 
ping from a newspaper published in Novembe 


_— a 


whi 

























Retter thousandfold keep the Boxer indemnity, and besides using 
a f it in building three er four battle ships against the not very 
f need of tl if our position in the Orient is to be maintained, 
1 e the remainder in purchasing adequate grounds and buildings for 
{ Ar consulates in China. Of all the nations represented in 
‘ 1 ft er consulate quarters are the poorest and meanest. 
Lj that a people who are so greatly influenced by display 
and erar ir re the Chinese should look with somewhat of con- 
t mn a nation that per ts in maintaining such miserable con- 
t f shim sas does America in China, 
LB f f rt of the Boxer indem: ity money America could pur- 
‘ tes and erect buildin thereon for all its consular es- 
ta me! in China, and thus t a great step toward regaining the | 
confidence and respect of the Chinese people. Nor would this be in any- | 
w ise niu to the Chinese people, for all such money spent in China 
would naturally find its way into the pockets of Chinese laborers, mer- 
chant and landholders And in this manner may the indemnity be 
BeT ck to China under conditions the most advantageous to all 
partie mcerned, 
~ howeve that the money ts turned back to the Chinese in 
tots bec e of it? About 99 per cent will find lodgment in 
the “squeeze” pocket of the Chinese mandarins, and the poor, deluded 
people never receive a penny'’s worth of value from it. And this | 
same 1 be tru even though the American Government stipulates 
that tl yney must be used In the erection of public school buildings 
and hospita flow is the American Government to supervise the 
erect h buildings and the expenditure of that money in China? 
Ho the amount of money in question is a very handsome sum, 
d if i e found necessary to return a part of it, then enough ought 
to be kept back to procure suitable consulates throughout China if 
to enter upon that much talked and dreamed of “ com- 
t of the Orient.” Republican simplicity and plainness 
home, where everybody is accustomed to it, but there is 
! ve or respect begetting In it to the mind of the luxuriant 
‘ ate a our consular service ould, at least, 
I } ing in China as do those of Great Britain and Ger- 
ma f to keep up with those countries in the race for com- 
mercial supremacy in the Orient. And now that the opportunity pre- 
ent » remedy one of the most serious defects in our service in 
China it « tn by any means be allowed to pass without grasping it. 
Mr. SLAYDIEN Mr. Chairman, I would like to know who it 
W that made that talk referred to in the newspaper clipping. 
Mr. HULL. ‘The minister of this country to Peking 
Mr. LAWRENCI I would like to ask the gentleman if there 
has been any investigation or inquiry to determine whether that 
dispatch is entirely correct? 
Mr. HULL. I have no doubt about that. 
TV) entleman goes very fully into matters, closing up with 
th tntement that he believes it would be better for this Gov- 


ernment to take the boxer indemnity, if we have no other use 


for it, and build battle ships to maintain our power in the 
Orient I am inclined to think that he is right and that we 
uld top our work on new ships. 
Mr. SI} wy Who is the author of that letter? 
Mr. HULL. I prefer not to give his name, for it may do him 
harn Al | proposition in connection with this that 
et fe hin th letter and one or two others I have had from 
( 1 is the charge that the Government of Japan is stirring up 
uble. I de to you, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
le some investigation along that line, and I do not believe 
that there is one word of truth in that proposition. The mer 
chants of J I nad the chants of several of the European 
ve ent en t ouble first o1 nated were delighted to 
< he A ‘ n i cott extend, because they were rivals in 
trade. but he fire re Lit was found out that they would be 
hit equal with us, and now they themselves—the merchants 
vr i to furt! tution along that line. The Japanese 
Gor nt is guided by far-seeing men—men, in my judg 
me ‘ t abili men of great patriotisi and Japan Is 
' te lay in} in the Orient, so that they may be able 
t Lild ind develop the splendid empire they are develop 
ther d the Government of Japan will, in my judgment, 
be one of the strong factors in preventing trouble between the 
este! ms and China, 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
fi 1 interruptior 
the CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman yield? 
HULI Cert ly 
Mr. BARTHOLD' China is not a military power, In the 
modern sense of war. A Chinaman rather regards a soldier in 
t} of execut er, and I do not think, for one, that 
qc} ll ewe } yrvie it military power, Attempts have re 
! le, however, to organize the military system ace 
cor tandare and if they should succeed In 
a tha think that we will be able to cope 
with tl the own territory? The fact is that China 
would he le to bring on foot within a very short time a million 
and a half of soldiers. It would be a physical impossibility, in 
my judgment, to tran ort even 100,000 men across the ocean, 
and therefore such a question is out of the range of all possi 
biliti« 
Mr. HULT Well, Mr. Chairman, I only know this one fact, and 
that is of such common knowledge that every man here is pos 


sessed of it, that to-day there have been grave question 
Ing us in oul with this old Empire. 


confront- 
dealings 
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truly says China has not been for the past two thousand 
years a military nation, but it is also true that western ide 
western progress, and western influence has been meddling 
meddling with this great old people for so many years { 
they may finally awake to a sense of their great power; a) 
is also a matter of common knowledge to-day that she is um 
the instruction of competent officers, largely increasing 
military power; and I only hope that as she increases her | 
tary power and comes in touch with the progress of the t\ 
tieth century as exemplified in the western world, as her 1 
bor, Japan, has done, she will also increase in broad-mi: 
civilization that will recognize the rights of all the \ 
while being able to defend her own right. But she 
transition period now if she is awakening, and while th 
going on every government that has business relations , 
China must be ready to protect their interests at all ha ls 
or else pull down their flag, leave the Pacific Ocean, and a! 
don their trade. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit 
to say one word at that point in line with what has been i 
by the gentleman from Missouri? The most significant t! I 
heard in the Orient while with the Taft party last summe) 
said by a Chinese official in a conversation on the railway 
ning out from Canton. I spoke to him of our visit to Japan 
and of the wonderful things which that nation has been < 
He replied, Yes; that Chinamen had been studying J 
that they knew what she had been doing and how she had 
succeeded in accomplishing these wonderful results, 2) 
said: “I assure you that China is going to turn over ’—that 
his expression—* to turn over.” I said to him that his word 


Is 


had tremendous meaning if they meant that China is to adopt 
modern methods in business and warfare, and he answered: “| 


mean what I say.” He was so much in earnest—usualls 
are very quiet and calm in conversation—that he struck o: 
window sill of the car with his hand like this, and said: “I 
assure you China is going to turn over. Powerful influ 
are opposing the movement, but China is going to turn o 
Within a week after we landed in San Francisco I saw, wh 
of you remember to have read, a dispatch saying that 


had organized an infantry establishment of a million or 6 
of men, to be drilled by Japanese and Chinese officers educated 
largely in German military schools. 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that | 
true, and I can only again express the hope that when ¢ l 


does come to an awakening to modern ideas, modern tho 
and modern progress it may have the same effect upon he 
ple that it has had upon Japan, and in place of being a nv e 
to the world it may cause them to join in the great adva) 
humanity everywhere for the uplifting of civilization a: 


protecting of the rights of men. [Applause.] Japan « a 
little more than fifty years ago was a kingdom as far b in 
all the ideas of modern progress as China is to-day. Many 

ple might think that when it was aroused and organized it 1 
become a menace to the civilization of the western wor I 


not believe that has been the result, and I believe th 
splendid progress Japan has made in a little over half a c 
will make for peace In the Orient during the next twer 
years and will make for the rights of men and for the ri 
commerce and for the rights of all parties having in 
there for at least a quarter of a century to come. Now 

I am on that, I was quoted last year as saying that Japan 
great menace to us. I had almost forgotten it. I had 

from all over the world congratulating me on my farsight: 
I got more reputation by what I never sald than I have 
my life from what I have said. [Applause.] I have n 

lieved we were in any immediate danger and I hope nev 
be in any danger of a conflict with Japan. I did say t 
was necessary to maintain a large Navy, since we had o1 
sessions from Porto Rico to the Phillppine Islands, acro 
continent, reaching to the very gate or the door of China 
next-door neighbor to Japan, with a marvelous increase o! 
that has come to the Pacific Ocean, for I believe the pow: 
controls the Pacifie Ocean for the next centrry will large! 
trol the commerce of a greater part of the world. [Ap] 

I snid IT did believe that if we were to ever have trou! 

any nation there and Japan was against us, we would r 

strong Navy and a well-equipped Army to maintain our 

sions, and I stand by that yet, 

And I want to say In passing that while I have largely 
with the Army, I have the most profound admiration 
Navy of the United States. And I ‘an willing, as one M 
of this House to say that every Congiess should see at le 
battle ship started, until! our Navy is equal to all the di ; 
that may come to us under all the erises of the future 
I am glad that Japan got ipte this discussion ¢: 54 


do 





1b. 


a : 7 | 
ne to set myself right on the other proposition, and I hope | 
en that wrote to me from Europe and other parts of the 
will not see my rempr.s now, as I would be delighted to 


il 


TG 


their good will for farsighted statesmanship, even if not 


entitled to it. 





SULLIVAN of Massachusetts rose. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 


ntleman from Massachusetts? 


HULL. Certainly. 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman says that 
m that controls the Pacific Ocean will control largely 


mmerce of the world? 


HULL. The commerce of the greater part of the world. 
iot say of the world. 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Is it the gentleman's 
t commerce follows the fleet or follows the battle ship? 
HULL. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massa- 
living upon the seaboard, should know more about 


than I, beeause until I was old enough to enlist in the 


of the United States and be sent at the expense of the 
ent to the Gulf, I never saw anything bigger than a 
\lississippi steamer or a prairie schooner taking a family 
lowa. |Laughter.] I will say this, that judging by the 
who have accomplished great results in commerce, judg 
the fact that England, confined on land to her little isle, 
hed out and has her coaling stations in every sea and 
n every port, is the greatest commercial factor of the 
ind if she had been content to house herself up on her 
vithout establishing her great navy, without building up 
{ merchant marine, she would have been so insignificant 
r to-day that no part of the world would do her honor. 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman is aware 
land without any. great fleet, possesses a large part of 
imerce of the world. 
11ULL. Holland has been a seafaring power, and used 
vreat naval power, and she was such until she got her 
trade and great wealth in her ships. And she would 
that if she had not been a great naval power to begin 


ULLIVAN of Massachusetts. But to-day Holland is not 
nival power, and to-day she possesses a large shure of 
erce of the world. 1 would like that 

ILI I suppose next to England. 

SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the 


Lt. IT would say to the gentleman now, right on that 
ther, that it seems to me the demand for good coaling 
nl bases of supplies in all parts of the world is greater 
mn it was even when England reached out and took 
In those good old days a man commanding a ship 
on wind to get his vessel through the water. Ile 
| for months and months and months, reaching into 
his food supplies held out, without having to land 
With steam as a factor, it is necessary with these great 
ers, it is necessary with your warships, to have coaling 
t certain points, else your vessel is utterly worthle 
ULLIVAN of Massachusetts. | agree with the gentle 
t under present conditions we must have coaling sta 
his idea is that the larger fleet you have the larger 
nerce is going to be, then it would follow on the gen 
theory that if we were to get the commerce of China 
establish a fleet large enough to overcome the Japa 


HULL. - think the gentleman has misunderstood me to 
tent 1 snid we would control that ocean, and L believe 
ould control the commerce of a large part of the world 
ert that I do not say that we have got to do it by 
| hope my good friend and myself will not live to see 
ir between civilized nations of the world. But 1 do 
is, just as the present Chief Executive has so often 
t the best way on earth to avoid war is to always be 
r it. We have not reached the point yet when man 
Oo unselfish that it would give up any right that it can 
force, What has preserved the peace of Europe since 
of 1870 between France and Germany? The fact that 
tion has stood there, ready to make war too costly 
hation to engage in It, 
tine can come when all the nations in the world can 
t once it will be better, but I do not belleve that the 
the lamb are going to He down together while I remain 
earth, 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts Is it not because the 
of the world think that each must malntain the largest 
vy and naval establishments that these establishments 


‘ize that they are to-day? 


j 
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Mr. HULL. I think that is tru 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts \\ ! 
well if all the nations of the world we 
naval establishments one-half? 

Mr. HULL. Cut them off entirely. W! 
ing any? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusett Co 

Mr. HULL. Abandon the Ariny and keep 
preserve peace among the people, and hav 
arbitration scheme. My friend from Mis 
a scheme of that kind, and I hope he will 
not believe he will during my lifetime. Ju 
ther. The gentleman and I fully agree as to 
is an evil that results in the destruction of 
and creates untold misery, although the wor! 
ahead to higher things through ; horror 
I hope, coming to the point where it shall settle 


out war. It has come to the point where the 
be relieved from the awful burden, the su 
deaths occuring in war. Applause. | rh 
trine of the Prince of Peace, should no longe 
with the sword into any land That is all 
my friends, we have not reached that poin 
until we do reach it we must deal with condit 

Now I will yield to the gentleman 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts In re 
man’s statement that preparation for wat 
averting war, I would like to say it alway 
in those sections of this country whet 
revolvers at their belts there was mucl 
than there was where men were not armed 
to me that the prize fighter was more ready 
man not trained to fight; t! t] wn W 
in his belt was more ready to shoot t 
never accustomed to carry ari lL w 
gentleman with statistics from any of S 
ern and eastern section where th s 
tleman well knows that there stat 
when in the State nd Territori of \\ 
man carried a weapon at his belt I 
and death also. 

Mr. HULL I do not know, Mr. ¢ \ 
tleman ever lived in the West 1 the d 
was practically created publ fety by tl 
zen, but L have rhe t n fy 1 M 
of the oldest settled Stat n the Union, but 
setth every man carried h un lle 
the field to plant corn without hi in I 
tled by a man who felt that if a fellow ul 
that you should offer him the oth ind 
unfriendly Now gentlemen e are rhe 
hen Massachusett hia however, ¢ ed 
condition when every man w ) 
now no man from Massach will « 
longs to a milit iry o1 in | 1 ¢ 1 
not get to that condition | Wi 
because we did not start ‘ I \ 
the civil war I went there | 
a general lawlessness that ye ld t 
sartety 

A great criminal cla had ip tl 
when | woke up and looke 3s tl 
scoundrels were hanging from one of 
we c¢ uld lenve out do ole ] 
guarded and not have T le th i 
love of law in the Il ts of 1 Lora 
which impelled them to administer th 
les Iiverv man carried il but 
mensure vi the use of the gun lv} 

My f vd the entleman fron Ar NI 
ably wn something of that mn th eat W 
outgrown these conditior \ then 
gun was in danger of not be le to take 
wanted it A man who did n irr 
might never have to fire his gun if he did « 
been regarded as a crank and drummed « 
But that is of the past They have law 
Now we are developing a i} 
yovernment as any part of the 1 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massach I 
Are we? The thing that Lie 
ngree with the gentlemar i 
States has developed, that ! 
barbaric period he mentioned 

Mr. HULL. Now, if the { 
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I will to work out 
get so mixed that I shall net be able to straighten it out. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 3ut the nations of the 
world have not kept pace in civilization with the individuals of 


try 


particular countries, because instead of disarming, as the men 
out West have done, the nations are increasing their armament 
every day. They are increasing both their standing armies and 


their naval establishments. In that particular the nations have 
failed to keep up with the march of civilization attained by the 
individual citizens of the leading nations of the world. 


Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Massachusetts must be too 
great a philosopher and too profound a thinker to believe that 
the great nations of the world, under widely different circum- 


stances, can keep up with the progress of the individual citizen 
in the freest government on earth. He must be too great and 
broad a thinker to believe that the peasantry of Europe, or even 
the lower classes of the most advanced monarchies of Europe, 
would keep pace with the splendid progress of the individual 
citizen of the United States, where the public school is taken to 
his door, and where he is taught from infancy up that after he 
reaches 21 years of age part of the responsibility of administer- 
ng the affairs of this great Government will rest upon his 
s] It develops him in mind, in character, and in civil- 
ization in a way that can not be brought to the individual in any 


. 
wulders. 


Government where the individual is not the supreme power of 
the land. And when you come to the advancement of the na- 
tions, let the gentleman look back a hundred years, when wars 


were frequent, when petty conflicts between nations were con- 

stantly going on, and compare that time with to-day, with the 

peace that has lasted during the last quarter of a century, with 

the advanced thought that is coming into all the chancelleries of 

the nations, into the interchange of views, into the rapid com- 
ication. 

Why, the whole world is getting akin to-day. The telegraph, 
the rapid transit by land and water, the constant intercommuni- 
cation of all the communities of all the nations of the world, 
are bringi the world into closer relationship all the time; and 
while the advancement of other nations may be slow, because 


lun 


ne 
iis 


they have not the advantages that we hold for individual devel- 
pment, yet I believe in the Providence of God the time is com- 
: when all the nations will recognize each other as akin and 


ntitled to all the rights of manhood and of self-government. 


Applause.| But until that time comes we have got to face the 
rid as it is to-day, and be ready to maintain our rights in 
every quarter of the globe where any inGividual American citi- 


iS at 


tacked, or when any principle is involved that calls for 
the exercise of the sovereignty of this great nation. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
tion ? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. It may seem illogical for the friends of 

peace and arbitration to vote appropriations for armies and 

ies, but on their behalf I should like to state here and now, 

iny name has been mentioned in connection with the dis- 

ission of this subject, that as long as the civilized nations of | 

ie globe have failed to negotiate arbitration treaties for the 

settlement of controversies by peaceful means, the same as 


renees are settled between individuals by courts—as long 
that has not been done, the friends of peace and arbitration 
y to continue to vote for the maintenance of 
military establishments. So that there is no contro- 


CeSSATY 


naval and 


sy between us. But while I am on my feet I would like to 
eall the attention of the House, with the permission of the gen- 


i from lowa 

Mr. HLULL. I will yield to the gentleman what time he wants. 

BARTHOLDT. I have introduced a resolution providing 

lelegates to be appointed by President Roosevelt to The 

be instructed in favor of two propositions. 
‘bitration treaties be concluded between the dif- 

ns signatory to the first Hague treaty, and, secondly, 


lie ( Lerence 


on congress be provided by that conference at 
Hag if we can pass these resolutions through the House 
1 (mer delegates sent to represent us there will 


se propositions, I have no doubt but that the European 
» ready to accept the American plan. And if that 


plan is adopted, then, gentlemen, it will be no more necessary 

to discuss questions of the increase of the naval power and the | 
Army, be use the reduction of these armaments will gradually 

do away with them, and that will follow as certain as the suu 
ses in the morning. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I think I have trespassed upon 
the patience of the House about long enough. I will take up 
the rest of the bill under the five-minute rule. Before closing, | 
however, I want to say one word. I do not want the House to 


believe that I have in my remarks on China criticised the higher 
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my idea. Otherwise, I am afraid it will | or governing classes, because I believe they have tried and \ 
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try to preserve a peaceful condition. The governing cly 
China, in my judgment, has great difficulties to contend , 
to-day in their administration of affairs. I would not wan 
any chance remark of mine on the floor of the House to le: 
the idea that I was criticising them. 

The Chinese people are not a people familiar with law or \ 
government as we understand it. They are not much in 
with our Christianity. They resent our missionary methiodds 
They resent many of the things that our people do there. By; 
I believe that the awakening of that country, if it ean be cuided 
and directed aright, will ultimately result in China joining ¢) 
civilized nations of the world. That will not come in my day 
because the reenlightenment and work of development of 4; 
entire people situated as China is, without railroads or tele. 
graphs or the daily papers, will take more than the short span 


a 0 


of life allotted to a man of my age. But I believe it will come. 
and while that great work of development is going on, I do not 
want any chance remark that I may make on the floor of the 
House to add to the difficulties of those who must solve this 


problem in their own land. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota rose. 
Mr. HULL. I will yield to the gentleman from Minnesot 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman is no doubt v 
well posted in military and naval affairs, and I assume that 


his statements thus far have this tendency: That preparation 
for war is the most effective remedy to prevent war; that large 
armies, at least of civilized nations, will have a tendency to keep 
peace throughout the civilized world. 

To a certain extent I agree with that proposition, yet it has 
developed at the present time that old China, which has been 
asleep for many thousand years, is now becoming awakened 


and, as the gentleman from Wisconsin said, is about to turn 
over. I would like to ask the gentleman, who is a statesm f 
no mean ability and, on the contrary, of great ability, he 


thinks that this civilized nation of the United States 
present time ought in any manner to encourage the Chinese 
Empire, with its hundreds of millions of population, in an arma- 
ment of that horde or in presenting to the world a live, wide- 
awake navy for the purpose of perfecting business in the Orient? 

Mr. HULL. I do not understand that we are trying to get 
them to arm. I think one of our troubles there, and | say it 
with all reverence as a believer in the Christian religion, one 
cause of our trouble is that our missionaries are overzea!| 
demanding that they burn down their joss houses and erect 
Christian temples. I think that is one of the great troubles. I 
would like to get them so civilized that they would allow the 
missionaries to preach any doctrine that they pleased—Bud- 
dhism, Mahometism, or Christianity—without disturbing the 
placid course of their national life, and because I am in favor of 
their advancing with civilization is no reason to argue that | am 
in favor of a large armament or large navy. I will say this to 
the gentleman, that if when they have awakened and do turn 
over, as suggested by the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
world stands as it does to-day, practically an armed cam), she 
will organize an army and she will build a navy, and let us 
hope that as she turns over she may reach the broader and 
higher ground of our civilization, which teaches that } e is 
best for all nations, and that she will not use her army or her 
navy except when it becomes necessary for the preservation of 
her rights, her dignity, her commerce, or her laws. [Ap] se. | 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Fifty years ago the Japan na- 
tion, as the gentleman has stated, was as far back in bai sm 
as the Chinese nation is to-day. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, it is a little over fifty years 
from western civilization. 


Arn t 5 
ago LD» 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They began to become < ed 
and at the same time they began to arm their people and ld 
a navy, and the result of that armament showed itsel! } 
present Russian-Japanese war and the resultant civil n, 
as the gentleman states and as I firmly believe. Now, , 
Chinese nation is to be rejuvenated the same as the J: se 
and the armament the same, what will be the result > 
peace of Europe and of Asia if they have to establi 
civilization and power in the same manner that the J: 
have established theirs? 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the ge n 
that I would not like to say that the Japanese half a 
ago were not a civilized people. They were not civiliz u 

| our point of view, but they had had a civilization tl r 
| more than four thousand years that answered their » se 
very well. I would not like to say to-day that the Chin 
not a civilized people, beeause they have had a civilization ; 
reaching back when our ancestors were wearing skins_ a 
ing principally upon raw meat, They have their civil i. 


| 
| 










——— 


ey have their religion. It is not according to our ideas or | questions of that kind in connection with the 
views. Does the gentleman believe that the awakening of | which is 


nan and the war with Russia was a disadvantage to the | Mr. HULL. This is a question which 
ilization of the world? Does he believe that Japan’s power have careful consideration, and, so far as | 
esist the encroachments of the “ bear” has resulted in any | far as the committee is concerned, in my) 

ury to mankind? | preconceived preju dices in the matter w 

suppose that Japan had not been able to defend herself. Sup- | oppose a fair adjustment of thi ues 

thi it the great power of Russia had gone and found Japan | that was particularly use ed by the 
; defenseless as China; that power of Russia would have | the senior member of the minorit 
ilo —- up Formosa, Korea, and Japan, and it would have | Affairs. The committee did restrict 1 
d at the point of the sword and by Russian methods a | that it must be, in the opinion of » Py 
ition that to the American mind is just about as bad as | poses, and we did that not becau v 
civilization of China and Japan ever was. The fact that | dividual members to go beyond I v 
ould resist the progress of this great power of the north onunittee would have jurisdicti ver 
mankind breathe more freely, and to my mind in place | that was not connected th t li 
‘ eing something to dread it is something that we should | United States. [Applaus 
in; and if China’s great might in the future should be Now, Mr. Chairman. I resery ! 
ised as beneficially as that of Japan, then I am willing onsen wan 
she should —- soldiers to the ee of a million, or os cae aa 
e than that, which will enable her to do so. [Applause.] ® q he Committee IMLor! ually rose 1M 
DAVIS of Minnesota. I agree with the gentleman in | **¢® the chair as Speaker 
he says has resulted for the advancement of civilization, | 5€2@te, by Mr. Parkinson, its read ‘ 
does the gentleman believe in awakening old China simply | °©&@@te had passed without ams \ 
the purpose of advancing civilization, even if she, with her Flouse wr 
r five hundred millions, is to overrun and conquer every | _ 7’ Ho of hep 
n in the Orient? Ho : on oi ee s ae 
Mr. HULL. No; she is not going to doit. Let us have more | to Elijah 
n the future. The message also announced that th 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does the gentleman believe that | the amendments of the I House of Repré 
s going to do it? 3318) to allow the entrance and clearance 
HULL. I am too much of an optimist to believe that Obispo, Port Harford, arid Monterey, Cal 
is any danger of that. do not believe that we are going The message also announced th at the 
to witness any dreadful effects from awakening China. following resolutions : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I feel again like apologizing for having > i That the § as heard wit 
so much as an hour and a half, and I shall reserve the | oi ncemont of - death ne hg 
| ce of my time. There are many points of the bill that I | tive from the State of Pe al 
intended to speak of, but I was sidetracked off the subject, but | _ Resolved, That a « e f s 
which I will explain under the five-minute rule. J i cenmeeetst age cay ne Beppe meg ae 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, there is one question | deceased * 

i I would like to ask the gentleman. On page 5 of the bill Resolved, That Secretary 
there is the following language: aS d weer ae a 7 
ded, That until June 30, 1907, the line receipts of the Alaskan j ceased the Senate d i rt 
( le ¢ elegrap! sten lav e utilizes ir nakinge suc . ae » : 
ns to the aa ie oo be po RB a By = ; And that in compHance \ th the foreg 
! y necessity, such extensions to be reported to Congress by the | had appointed as said committee Mr. P! 
: ry of War. CARTER, and Mr. CLay. 
Does the gentleman not think that it would be better to as- The message also announced that 
n how much money could be judiciously used for that | of the following title; in which the « 
e and appropriate the money, not make an appropriation | of Representatives was requested 
s indefinite and unsatisfactory language? S. 4016. An act for establish ] 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will agree with the gentleman | Shoals. Massachusetts. 
proposition as a rule. This, however, does appropriate ARMY APPROPRIATION 1} 
$200,000 a year as the outside amount. The receipts of . or are ii 
the Alaskan cable for the last year were about $150,000, and it The committee resumed its session 
\ stimated the receipts would be about $200,000 for the com- Mr. H AY. Mr. hairman, I do ~sorl de 
ir. It is a question in my mind whe ther we should make | discussing the salient features of the bi 
ppropriations, but as originally submitted to the com- | ered by the discussion given to it I ‘ 
I e and urged upon us, it was to appropriate the entire | mittee. There are, however, ™ 
ts for the advancement of the telegraph communication [ will discuss later on under t 
Alaska, regardless of military necessities. Therefore, a Chairn i 
committee believed we ought to safeguard that so that | my remarks in the Recorp 
esident could only use the amount necessary to protect The ¢ HAIRM AN. The i ni 
ferent posts and build such additional lines as in his judg- | mous consent to extend | 
vould be demanded as a military necessity. I will say to | objection? [After a paus c 
sentleman that there is a very wide feeling, not only in Mr. HAY. Mr. Chair: 
( ss but in the country at large, that we can hardly treat | ment the question of tax | 
as we do the other Territories. It is isolated, of great | with wh Congress h had to d I 
its population is far seattered, and it is impossible for | on this qu m when diy pom 
) carry on the work of public improvement that would be | pé ble insient 10-¢ the 
other places, and while I am not willing to enter into | for prot e tar! , le the D 
ding up of Alaska by governmental action, yet I thought | equal determination ! a f for 1 
but a small concession to let them have this much mone} of e Repul y have | 
FITZGERALD. My objection is not to the extension | country for practica nitty 5 
lines there, either for military or commercial purpose sl 1 in the enormous trus 
‘tion is to the form of the provision, and that is to A, uke tria onditions of 1 t 
te receipts and utilize them for doing this worl tended to hold back the i 
them turned into the Treasury and reappropriat ed a hy n taxed to build » Ol 
| suggest, regardless of the amount, it is much Dingley Act, the | t i 
to appropriate directly the money, authorizing th protection, has final ed | 
so much as may be necessary, to be expe! nded ar t! United State by the Optio! t 
nm of the President. directed against on eri 
HULL. That can all come up when we reach it under It is admitted that we | 
-minute rule, and I think that is a question that de- | ucts, and every intellige f 
very careful consideration. arket for this surp! Ger 
FITZGERALD. The gentleman knows we had some | ket for a portion of this sur Lie 
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into effect on March 1, 1896, and as I will show later on we will 
virtually be deprived of this market. If Germany has retaliated 
we may expect other nations to follow her example, and the 
Dingley Act is a constant menace to the agricultural interests 
of the country. Unless some remedy is found, this action on 
the part of Germany will injure permanently the agricultural 
classes of the United States, and also the commercial classes. 
The agitation in Germany which has resulted in the passage 
of the new German tariff act was based upon the idea that Ger- 


many’s present commercial relations with the United States 
were most unsatisfactory. It is asserted that since 1890 the 


imports into Germany from the United States have increased 
$128,520,000, while the exports from Germany to the United 
States during the same period have increased only $18,088,000, 
thus proving that this international exchange trade is over- 
whelmingly in favor of the United States. From the stand- 
point of a German high protectionist, goods from the United 
States will stand a higher rate when imported into the Ger- 
man Empire; that higher rate will protect German manufactures 
and German labor, besides yielding a large revenue. This argu- 
ment is the basis of Dingleyism, and the only wonder is that the 
consequence of Dingleyism has not come sooner. Dingléyism 
exploits a favorable balance of trade and claims credit for it. 
Why should not the protectionists of Germany seek a more 
favorable balance through Dingley methods? 


Our export trade is our greatest source of prosperity. We 

have been exporting : 

Total exports, domestic merchandise : 
I a a le ee a $1, 392, 231, 302 
1904 a ad seth anid 1, 435, 179, O17 | 
L905 rcolieae cealGneaicghn aetna 1, 491, 744, 695 

Our imports were: 
I a ie 1, 025, 719, 237 
1904 anon naeintnmensntneaten 991, 087, 371 
1905 _ 1, 117, 512, 629 


(See Monthly Summary of Commerce and Finance, June, 1905.) 

Germany began the agitation of this question as early as 1902. 
A German tariff commission was appointed, which sat for many 
months and made a most voluminous report. These findings 
became the basis of a new tariff act, passed in December, 1903, 
by the German Reichstag. This law goes into effect as against 
all the world except such nations as have treaty agreements 
with the Empire, on March 1, 1906. 

We have had warning that this war would come, not only by 
the of the act itself, but by the discussion which it has 
engendered in all economic circles of the world. And our own 
consuls to the German Empire, some of whom seem to think 
themselves authority upon the vexed question, have gathered a 


passage 


vast amount of “ patriotic” matter, showing that the United 
States need not be afraid. These consular reports abound in 
one-sided statements and serve to inflame.and keep alive the | 
sectional jealousy of the two nations. 

Notwithstanding this notice, things have been permitted to 
drift along until at the present moment the threatened tariff 
war is et hand, without any preparation whatever having been 


nade 


upon our part to meet it. 
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That the Dingley tariff was the occasion in large part for the 
new German tariff is undoubtedly true. Upon the passage of 
the Dingley Act twelve countries—the United Kingdom, Ger- 

inv, Netherlands, Belgium, Italy, Japan, Denmark, China, Ar- 

tina, Austria-Hungary, Greece, and Switzerland—protested. | 
his was in 1897, Little regard was attached to the protest, 
| because nothing was done at once it was thought that noth- 
ever would be done. The Republican campaign text-book of 
(4 lis attention to the protest, and, because of the fact that 
z was dore at once, made sport of the idea of retaliation. | 
e reason that a policy of retaliation was not taken at once 
be found the fact that Germany in 1897 was under 
obligations with several European countries and would 

t ve in the direction of increase until the expiration of the 

e limit of those treaties, viz, between 1903 and 1905. 

y was at that time operating under what is ealled 
he general and conventional tariff system.” A general sys 
of tariff alone has but one rate of duties for all countries. 

‘ stem of Germany, on the contrary, has two rates, the 
general and conventional, the conventional being brought 

bout by as ; of conventions or agreements with other coun 
tries. One of these conventions was made with the United 
States in 1900. 

rhe system of France differs from the general and conyen- | 
tional tariff system in form and origin. It has two rates, the 


maximum and minimum, the minimum schedule being given te 


those nations alone which receive the most-favored-nation treat- 
ment. In origin it differs more materially in that it is entirely 
legislative. The legislature fixes two rates of duty on each ar- | 


ticle in the tariff. The higher rate attaches to all goods coming 









FEBRUARY 21. 





from countries with which there is no commercial agreement : 
the lower rate attaches to all goods coming from such favor: 
The multiple or maximum or minimum tariff s\ 
tems are in vogue in France, Spain, Russia, Brazil, Greece, 91 
Norway, and the new tariff of Germany is but a change from t| 
general and conventional system to the multiple system. P 
fore the new system could become effective Germany had to ¢ 
notice to all those countries with which she had negotiated ¢ 
ventions under the old system. And as our arrangement wi 
Germany in 1900 was founded expressly upon the tariff duit 
of Germany’s old commercial treaties, it of course ended wi(! 
the abrogation of these treaties. 

The new German tariff becomes operative against all the 
world on March 1, 1906. 

Chancellor Von Buelow’s public expression of the case is ; 


follows: 

A continuation of the present conditions unchanged is not possi}je, 
if only for the formal reason that our arrangement of 1900 wit) ; 
United States is founded expressly upon the tariff duties under the oj\q 


coyimercial treaties with Austria-Hungary, Italy, Switzerland, Belgium. 
Sefvia, Roumania, and Russia. ‘These duties, in consequence of i 
new tariff and our new commercial treaties, will be abolished at 

end of February, 1906. Thus the German-American agreement wi 
lose its basis when the new tariff goes into effect March 1 


next, and 

therefore the Imperial Government is under the necessity of g 
notice of the termination of this agreement on March 1. 

We by no means wish, however, that the present agreement should 

not be superseded by another arrangement. We have naturally a | y 

interest to reach a new agreement with the United States, and this 


wish corresponds not only with the friendly political relations of | 
two people, but also with the economic needs of both. Of course, 
wish in our new agreement with the United States to maintain 
same points of view as those that controlled us in recasting our gen- 
eral commercial relationships and in the new commercial treaties al 
ready negotiated. 


The Official German Report on the Tariff for 1902 states that 
in the future any measures for the protection of the export 
industries shall not lead to any reduction of the tariff duties 


| which are regarded as necessary for the protection of agricul- 


ture. 

The new tariff bill of Germany is in high favor with the 
agricultural classes and is opposed to some extent by the otlier 
classes. Consul-General Guenther, in July, 1905, said: 

In an overwhelming majority, the shipping line, manufacturing and 
exporting interests, and the working population of Germany are averse 
to the new commercial treaties and look with prospective dread on | 
new tariff law. 

The German law seems to favor the agricultural classes of 
Germany and to conserve their interests while attempting to 
fashion a tariff law. The new law will hurt the manufactu 
of Germany, but will help its farmers; it will not hurt 
manufacturers of the United States materially, but it will hurt 
the agricultural classes of the United States. But who "es 
for the farmers of the United States? The manufacturi! 


terests dominate the legislation of the United States, and so 
long ds the manufacturing interest is not hurt materially, are 
willing to stand pat on the Dingley tariff bill, or even to raise 
its rates 25 per cent to meet the German law, even though cvery 


| farmer should be driven into bankruptcy. 


The new German tariff law discriminates against 
every article of import between the United States except coi 
ton, oil, copper, and a few other raw products that are ! 
by German manufacturers and which, under the new law, will 
be admitted practically free. 

THE NEW RATES. 
The following synopsis, under three heads, gives, first 





present rate of duty; second, the minimum rate to which tliese 
duties have been hitherto reduced by treaties with certain 
favored nations, including the United States; third, the rate 
under the new law, per 220.4 pounds: 

| 

Present | rp..o4+ \ 

Description. maxi- 5 heel : 

| mum. 
WEIR onc cveddcantinns cb ananeonsebelans ease $1.19 | $0. 83 - “8 
BVO 5a bink base ncddkc ka eee 1.19 | 83 6 
ORB oink edie cdi elisa eee 95 | 67 
DAP OOT 6 <ad.<cnassuns aba oneeeasn ean 53 47 t 
POAT IOT MODES. « .ccuccacicadnnacendhiias anatase saneee .% 8 i 
Corn w whieh nema within ts cane eee 47 38 y 
Whnt BOG? ook cickincadesde ceil ees 2.59 1.74 wD 
PGR ROOS cin cone scne scancdeudinwe le Free. | Free. J 
Oat « 5. ..1un ae cucnpunvanwceiawies sib eee 2.50 | 1.74 6 
FLOM. « «4. sn'- da dna aa sereccanke ee ae 4.76 3.38 bf 
Dried apples, pears, etc............. =e ee ea . 95 95 » 
Fresh apples in barrels «2... «esc ceccnacovecccens Free. Free » 
Sausages Pe EWE ee Te tar i | 4.76 4.04 % 
Lard Sb dec Sng adiddpk ate a ee 2.38 2.28 ‘ 
CPOE HONOR. 65 bs ccc ckcs dccnbwo dent uunbib aes A 4.76 4.04 i 
Butter euhieceisaneee Ee ae 4 4.76 8.50 if 
CORE oda on ik ccaeice ckceadcudccaceet ae ee 4.76 4.76 4 
Eggs cidabwadubee nedn odes witte eee as 47 te 
CHGOMMATRNENG. ovis cc nsdn ckccwnnso 8 odcsjccde 4.76 8.29 lt 





egotiated. 


s, shell 

alcohol 
38 
um 


otton, flax 


shovels, 
sickles, 


4.76 





and reduced from 


and plowshares, 
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| Treaty | New 
| duties. | rates. 


$2. 14 | $4. 28 
21.42 

do. 53 

1.19 $25 

=f) 

Free. | 4.76 


20.23 
28. 86 
47 42. 54 
| 
38 | 
! 
| 
71 | 8.33 
71 | 4.76 
. 52 | 35. 70 
| 


iber, and most other raw materials, including cop- 
, and aluminum, remain free of duty. 
plowshares, 

cutters were 
o $1.07 for spades, shovels, 


manure forks, 
$2.38 per 220.4 
$1.78 for hay and 


forks, and $2.85 for scythes, sickles, and straw cutters. 


whole bill was a triumph for the farmers; but this re- 


fights ever made 


on upon these articles, coming as it did after one of the 
the German Reichstag, 


illustrates 


wer which the agricultural classes maintain against the 


rial and mercantile classes. 
it under our 


treaty goes into Germany at 8&3 


but on March 1, 1906, will pay $1.78 per 220.4 pounds, 


+a new arrangement shall be made. 


No arrangement can 


however, under the law, which reduces wheat below 


per 220.4 pounds. 
malt, 95 cents; 
rrel of 196 pounds, is practically prohibitive. 
t of Germany includes a vast number of small mills, 
n every part of the Empire, and owned by so large a num- 
’ persons that their interests are certain to be permanently 
urely protected, even though a conventional treaty should 
American flour is practically dead in Germany. 
millers will buy American wheat, even under 
lersell American manufacturers of flour at every bend of 
oad. 


tariff will 


uted 1,071 


is device. 


long distances by rail. 


is the first tariff law passed with the avowed purpose of 
ng the interests of agriculture. 


on oats, $1.19. 


also affect the fruit 

Fresh apples, pears, 
retofore, and a large export to Germany has been built up 
98. During eleven months of the year 190 
1 apples went into Germany, of which the United States 
Under the new tariff unpacked apples, 
and quinces shall go in free from September 
months 
This is a very 
It enables the farmers of Germany and of 
untries contiguous thereto to sell their fruit during the 
harvest at a nominal tariff, while the fruit going over sea 
* distances by rail will be assessed at about $2 per barrel. 
estion of future German trade in fresh fruit will depend, 
re, on whether it can be shipped in sacks or loose over 
The Germans like American ap 
it it is very doubtful whether the fruit can stand 


the 
and quinces 


110.327 


25 of each 


apples must pay $2.88 per 220.4 pounds. 


Every other tariff 


The minimum rate on rye is $1.19; on 
The rate on flour, $4.06 
The milling 


these rates, 





— i 


25 to No 


en dominated by the protective idea to manufacturs 


mparison of the preceding German rates shows that they 
her than were the Dingley rates upon wheat, rye, oats, bar 
{corn. The Dingley rate on wheat is about 92 cents per 
on oats, $1.05; 
y rate on wheat flour i 
ent. The Dingley rate on green apples in barrels is 
The Dingley rate on horses is fron 
eattle, $2 to $4 per 


The Dingle 


‘/ 


n rye, 56 


)cents. The Din 


cents per barrel. 
S30 a head: 


t pounds. 
German 


than the German tariff. 


x June 30, 1905, as to the class from which they originate 
follows: 


arley, $1.38; 
, ad valorem 


hogs, $1.50 per head; 
d if valued at more than $14, 27} per cent. 
lard is higher than the new German rate, being $4.4! 
The Dingley rate on meats is 
The Dingley rate on butter is still 
twice as high as the German 
y tariff on eggs is 5 cents a dozen, which I think is still 
But our agricultural products 
need these rates, for we export all of these articles, and 
lly none of them are imported. 

VALUB OF 
total value of our exports to all countries for the yé 


cheese. 


also higher 
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save that 


agriculturalist. 
the higher or prohibitive rates 
To conserve the hon 
have that market, and the higher 
do save that market, 
outside of 


his market 
which go 


conserves the home mar! 
} a tariff which 
higher prices are there! 
ests than would ob 
Why should 
market and sells 
bear a greater 
sells to the market at inflated 
| value at prices less than : 


For the year endin 
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OUX TRADE BALANCES. 


lor thirteen years prior to 1905 the excess of Germany's im- 

ports from the United States were as follows: 

1892 $22, 000, 000 
LSO4 : it ¢ 22, 000, 000 
1SQ5 — 11, 089, 000 | 
TSOG a 3, 656, OOO 
1807 x _ 14, 000, 000 
1898 pera 85, 000, 000 
TsO £é = E 71, 000, OOO 
1900 aia 89, OOO, 000 
16] _ 91, 000, 000 
1902 dl n 71, 000, 000 
1903 A 74, 000, 000 
1904 105, 000, 000 


Irom 1883 to 1892 the balance was on the other side, as it | 


was in (See Statistical Abstract, 1904.) 

‘The Dingley tariff was prohibitive. Germany could not on 
account of the tariff sell us her manufactured goods, practically 
all had to sell, and the balance went still more heavily 
against her. She bought our agricultural products freely, even 
putting raw cotton on a practically free list, but we taxed her 
out of our markets. 

From 1882 to 1892 the balance of trade was with Germany, 
we during those years buying more of her than she of us, but 
the highest balance was never more than $22,000,000. (See 
Statistical Abstract, 1904, p. 584.) 

The tariff of France, being higher than the old German tariff, 
evenly, and makes a more evenly divided balance. 
In 1904 we bought of France $81,000,000, and she bought of us 
about $84,000,000. The average run of yearly balances is about 
equally divided between us and France. One year it is on one 
side, and vice 

We have been buying more of Austria than we have sold her 
for several ve 

Italy has been discriminated against by 


1895. 


she 


works more 
versa, 


I's. 


Dingleyism, and the 


balance is on our side. 

We sell England about three times as much as we buy from 
her year after year, and she remains our best customer. It is a 
remarkable commentary on the doctrine of free trade that the 


only nation which practices it is not only our best customer, but 








the one which does more for our agriculturists than does our 
home Government. Our Constitution forbids export duties. 
Were this not so the high protectionists of the United States 
would doubtlessly stop free cotton to Germany and free farm 
products to the United Kingdom. The countries of Europe ex- 
ist to support the farmers of the United States. The Govern 
ent of the United States exists to support home manufacturers. 
Said all in 1904: 
l i st ; produce about one-third of the manufa ured totals 
t Si in and wheat, while the population 
x * * American tnufacturers have mul 
we ds 1840, while those of Europe have only 
N ] Al I nutactul are mine ; 
¢ half hand ' * . 
. s is art ial iis protective 
: ‘ e real va > the mounts, there 
‘ t t,464 illions sterling, or the value conjointly 
I | res 
2 persons in the United States in 1900 em- 
g the manufacturing class formed about 
i W! 22,000,000 workers pay a toll of 33 per 
conserve the interests of 7,000,000 that 
~ e pl ion Ilow are we to know that 
s themselves, in their divided sentiment, 
: S ( ind no change; some ask re- 
they represent no insignificant class; 
willing to eliminate the tariff upon 
< S that the tariff is too high. 
thought of tl country is 
| g schedules 
OW th since 1850 proves that 
sfers an unwarranted part of the 
-* t 1 } 7 200000, 
‘ ( destroy 
syst of predatory manufactures 
I y S ¢ untry. 
! Se WW lth 
: gures ; ral or agricul 
7 if 127) 7 iSGO, but did 
: 1S period of thirty years. City 
le from 1860 to 1SSO0 and almost 
‘ le < é Citv we Ith iz 1900 was $73.- 
7 ur ‘ th was but $20.514.000,000. 
Ag? D wit anufactures in the low-tariff 
pe ‘ Mr sit it has never done so since. 
It would se t the farmers of the United States, in their 
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| as absolute as it is corrupt. 


FEBRUARY 2] ; 





own interests, ought to be against the system of high prot. 
tion. The time is ripe for a change, a change which will ¢ 
to the farmer a market for his produce and insure better »); 
permanent prices for the products of his farm. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty-five minutes to the gentler, 
from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, the continued failure 
the Republican party to modify the oppressive schedules 
the Dingley tariff demonstrates its utter incapacity for furt) 
control of the American Government. Almost nine years }) 
passed since the Republican party imposed upon the Ameri 
people the highest tariff taxes in American history. For 
most nine years the American people have borne these t,; 
outrages without rising in righteous anger against the Re) 
lican party. The American people have shown the Republi 
party such leniency, such indulgence, such submission that 
seems to have lost all sense of responsibility. Although |: 


publican leaders know that the revision of the tariff is the st 
clamorous necessity of the time, they treat the question wit}; 
silence so persistent and so insolent that it can result from no 
other source than a sense of power as complete as it is merciless, 


[Applause on the Democratic six, 
So universal has become the clamor, so pressing the need. «o 
just the cry for relief from excessive tariff taxes that 
inactivity of the Republican party may be explained only on the 


| ground that it considers the people’s support an asset so 


| manent as to be the easy subject of perpetual disregard. 


|} can institutions. 





When 
ever any political party reaches this stage of swollen egotisi 
and contemptuous defiance it becomes a distinct peril to Ay 
[Applause on the Democratic side. | 

The course of the Republican party on the subject of 
tariff has been singularly treacherous and oppressive. The 
eutire history of the party is a history of increasing tariff 
charges. It failed to reduce the enormous emergency t:riffs 
of the civil war when the return of peace had removed the neces- 
sity for abnormal rates. It has remained under the do 
tion of the classes its tariffs have fostered. It has evaded cyery 
demand for revision. In 1867, in 1870, in 1872, and in 1882 it 
pretended to undertake tariff modification, but the taxes which 
shielded the favored interests were never lowered. The Mckin- 
ley bill of 1890 established schedules from 10 to 50 per cent 
higher than those of the war. In 1897 the Dingley bill—the pill 
now in operation—added still higher rates. The highest tariff 
of the war was that of 1864: It reached an approximati 
age of 49 per cent. The duties of the Dingley bill range from 
50 to more than 200 per cent. It is amazing that the | 
should tolerate such exactions. In the present Congress a 
prominent Republican has introduced a bill increasing the D 
ley rates under certain conditions. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman having referred to a dis- 
tinguished Republican introducing a bill for the purpos« 
creasing the rates, I beg to call his attention to the fact | 
Washington paper of yesterday contained an interview w t 
gentleman in which he said that was done for the pur) 
searing Germany, and that Germany now having been 
he did not propose to insist upon it. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Then the bill served its purpose. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I understand in reality, however, t 
bill will not prevent Germany from imposing the high tariff 
rates. The only thing that can be accomplished in the G: n 


Reichstag is a mere postponement of the high tariff rates 
were to go into effect on March 1. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I trust the gentleman did not understand 
me to agree with the gentleman who introduced the | I 
think there are some other reasons behind the introdu if 
the bill, and some other reasons behind the statement co | 


in the press than the one which the gentleman gives. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I thank the gentleman for the enlis 
ment he gives on that subject. 

Each Republican Administration seems to have replied 
popular prayer for tax reduction as Rehoboam, King of 
answered the clamors of his subjects for the remission 
taxes levied by his father, Solomon, saying: 


My little finger shall be thicker than my father’s loins. A 
whereas my father did lade you with a heavy yoke, I will add 
yoke; my father hath chastised you with whips, but I wil! 
you with scorpions. 

| Applause on the Democratic side.] 

While studying the subject of scriptural taxation I not e 
fact that the men who grew rich through the gathering 0 s 


in Jerusalem were called “ publicans.”” And I thought o 
party of men in the United States who create vast fi es 
through tariff taxes. And as they seemed to me a reappesrance 
of that ancient class who consumed the people’s subs e 
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Judea, it struck me as particularly appropriate that ton! 
diern tax mongers and tariff fashioners should be called | 


( 
Re 





te-publicans.” [Laughter.] | 
Mr. STANLEY. Are not those gentlemen usually referred to 


s publicans and sinners? 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The present Republican party is worthy 

both designations. [| Laughter.] 

The Dingley tariff is a constant challenge to the world. It is 

menace to the peace of man, a perpetual provocation of com- 
mercial war. It is a fruitful source of international contention. 
Already retaliatory tariffs are frowning from foreign boundaries. 
\We can not forever close our markets to the peoples who con- | 
ime the surplus products of our factories and farms. We can | 


I never saw the word used by itself. 


S 


it interpose the closed door in the face of the world and com- | 


nd it to hold out to us the open door. Harmonious trade re- 
tions form the most permanent basis of national and interna- 
il progress. Wars of commerce lead to wars of arms. How 
tesque is the spectacle presented by the President of the 
United States, who towered into a veritable archangel of peace 
beginning the movement for a second conference at 
liague and in summoning Russia and Japan to Portsmouth, and 
who, through his silence on the Dingley law, gives advocacy 
to a policy which invites universal hostility and universal war. 
[Applause.] If Portsmouth and The Hague have fashioned 
him into a peacemaker, Dingleyism has made him a peace de- 
Indeed the very war which he helped to settle, the 
between Russia and Japan, found one of its leading causes 
in the imposition of a high protective tariff, a Russian Dingley 
law, along the Manchurian frontier. 
If the President would follow with sincerity the rdle he 


“over. 


The | 


has assumed, let him contribute his energies to the abolition | 


commercial system which strikes at the vital sources of | 


world’s tranquility. The Dingley system produces oppres- 
and inequality at home; it arouses hostility abroad. 
every important country is contemplating or inaugurat- 
retaliation. Germany has prepared a new tariff, which 


j 


| enmity; a tariff which levies a duty of 584 per cent on 
heat; a tariff which increases the duty on rye 100 per cent, 
on oats over 148 per cent, on corn over 200 per cent, on mules 
per cent, on cattle and beef over 150 per cent, on flour 
150 per cent, on shoes over 80 per cent, and on practically 
ir exportations to Germany from 50 to 100 per cent. These 
s were to become effective on March 1; it is possible that 
time may be extended. Nothing, however, can prevent their 
ind permanent imposition except a reduction of the Ding- 
irges. And yet we have had in Germany a market for 
hundred and thirty-two millions of agricultural products 
! thirty millions of manufactured articles. Brazil has adopted 
tariff which increases duties on flour, wheat, barvesting 
hinery, and many other articles almost to the prohibitive 
France, Venezuela, British South Africa, and other 
ries have adopted similar measures. 
Canada is slowly but inevitably building obstacles to our trade 
ere long, as history counts time, we shall be unable to 
sunt. Canada is destined to become one of the richest and 
populous regions of the world. It is an unspeakable 
that this marvelous country, a country made one with 
nature, the most promising market of our products on the 
should be gradually estranged in commerce and in affec- 
y the truculence of the Republican party to the benefici- 
f a barbarous customs tax. [Applause.] The estrange- 
unavoidable unless Dingleyism overthrown. The 
s rising in commercial arms against us. 
reign markets are the breath and blood of life to the pro- 
of the United States. We have reached the 
| of internal development in which our sternest and most 
ental need is a widening foreign market. 
demand of the time is not for the erection of barriers 
foreign trade. If foreign markets are to remain open 
rican products, American markets must remain open to 
i products. Trade is an exchange of commodities. Abil- 
sell depends upon an equal ability to buy. Burdens on 
iyer affect his ability to buy, and necessarily react upon 
ller. High tariff rates on foreign goods diminish the abil- 
oreign customers to purchase American goods, and thus 
our foreign trade. If the commercial paramountcy of 
ited States is to be preserved, foreign markets must be 
raged, not destroyed. Close these market# and unparal- 
distress will follow. The loss of foreign markets means 
sation of progress, the ruin of agriculture and all kindred 
tions, the depopulation of cities, universal desolation, the 
tation of conditions which the language of despair would 
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masses 








Al- | 


es out the United States as the especial object of commer- | 
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be insufficient to describe. How prophetic in the light of 
sequent events is the speech of William McKinley on that 
tember day in Buffalo, the speech which he delivered from f 
portal of the tomb, the speech in which he se¢ d to ] rat 


the future and to summarize the past—so wise, so liber SO 


true that he seemed to possess the prescience of the God i 
whose presence he was about to stand. 

The period of exclusiveness is past 

He said— 

The expansion of our trade and commerce is tl a 
Commercial wars are unprofitable. A policy of d i friend 
trade relations prevents reprisals. Reciprocity is in ! with t 

| spirit of the times. Measures of retaliation are not If pet 

| some of our tariffs are no longer needed for revenue or to encoura 
protect our industries at home, why should not they be iployed 
tend and promote our markets abroad? 

Such were the words of one of America’s purest statesm« 
showing either that he was about to surrender the doctrine 
extreme protection or his conviction that there was ho | 
sufficient occasion for its application. He was too great to 
hate. He rose above the noisy prejudices of his time. He illu 
trated the holiness of sympathy, the sublimity of tolerance. Al! 
though many of us differed from him fundamentally on many 
questions, let us pause to mourn and praise him. The memory 
of his gentle dignity, his exalted character, in which the elements 


of nobility shown brightest against the gathering shadows 


eternity, will receive the laurels and the tears of coming ages. 
[ Applause. ] 

His death had a patriotic significance. For while the blood 
the soldiers of the North and South poured out in common 


defense of Cuban liberty did much to erase the enmities of the 





past the American people were more lastingly united by the 
tears they shed together at William MecKinley’s grave. \y 
plause.] More than four years have passed since McKin! 
died, and his last message to the American people, his warning 
against the continuance of high tariff taxes, seems to | 
been buried with him. It has found no response in Repul 
legislation. The hosts of greed now dominant in the l 


of the Republican party revere neither the living nor the dead, 


neither God nor the sepulcher. [Applause on Democrat side 
The Dingley tariff bill itself contains an admission of tl 
excessiveness of its schedules, a distinct acknowledgment tl 
they are at least 20 per cent too high. In section 4 of bill 
provision was made for a 20 per cent reduction of its rates by 


such reciprocity treaties as might be effected with foreign coun 
tries within two years from its passage. 

Let it be remembered that the reciprocity of section 4 of tl 
Dingley bill is entirely different from the unsatisfacto l 
illusive reciprocity of the Republican tariff of 1890, the Ia 
being a false and meaningless reciprocity, confined prin 
to the noncompeting products of tropical countries 1 Ye 
procity shrewdly designed to allay the objections of the f 
ers to high customs through the pretense of cultivating wid 
and more generous markets for agricultural commodities sys 
tem of commercial blackmail which, while making apy 
concessions to the rising sentiment against exor!t ty 
and the general fear of a consequent loss of foreign ; 
provided no substantial relief from excess x l 
offered no permanent basis of effective negotiat his co 
terfeit reciprocity had a pitiful revival in section 3 of the 
Dingley law with sugar and hides restored to the shelt l 
schedules and with argols, crude tartar, w 
sparkling wines, still wines, vermuth, paintings, statuary, coffe 
tea, and tonka and vanilla beans constitut t! s 
list of concessionary articles 

The distinction between the reciprocity of section 4 of tl 
Dingley bill and the reciprocity of the tariff of 1890, whic! 
reexpressed in modified form in section of the D 
can not be too strongly emphasized. It is as ve s 
fundamental. The reciprocity of the tariff of 186% 1 ¢ 
tion 3 of the Dingley law applies almost exclus y s 
not produced in the United States. It is the I 
and ineffective reciprocity of partisan Republicanism, th 
procity of deception at home and retaliation abroad, the « 
semblance of tariff reduction and trade extens worn by high 
protection to disarm objection among its votaries and rebellion 
among its victims. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The1 
procity of section 4 applies the 20 per cent clause to every du 
ble article regardless of the country of its duction lo 
countries and to articles it is universally applicable It 1 ~ 
possible a substantial exchange of commercial concessions with 
every country in the world. The result of its g 1 operation 
would be a remarkable approach to an effective revision of th 
tariff. Its embodiment in section 4 is an adm m of the 
sufficiency of the pretended reciprocity of section 3 and of the 


act of 1890. 
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Although the bare letter of MeKinley’s speech at Buffalo may 
iid to have referred more especially to the doctrine of section 
id of the act of 1890, still the spirit of that great utterance 
deed its inevitable corollary is the reciprocity of section 4. 
Th contention is strengthened by the fact that although 
\icKinley was the author of the act of 1890, there was no refer- 
e to reciprocity in the bill as introduced by him in the House 
of Representatives, and by the further fact that he had seen 
» of the treaties negotiated under the reciprocity 
— in the act of 1890 under pressure from Mr. 
* the | bill had reached the Senate. 
is solaae and more significant distinction. 
city of 1890 and of section 3 of the Dingley 
was em] “l by treaty to modify, to suspend, or to 
‘rtain specified rates on the articles enumerated when- 
the countries producing these articles should make such 
trade arrangements with the United States he might deem 
and the proclamation of the President was sufficient 
eaty into operation. 
tion 4 of the Dingley law the treaties negotiated by 
an not become effective until ratified by the Sen- 
measures were simply threats of retaliation 
se of mere ministerial powers by the Execu- 
noncompeting articles and afforded no 
measure, on account of its un- 
a reduction of the tariff on com- 
peting oe a reduction which 
yw the American masses both as 
arkets. A few treaties under see- 
tion, but so powerful were the tariff- 
States that the treaties negotiated 
, Li ler especially appointed for that 
asson, were allowed to rot in the Senate. The 
nited States contains no gloomier illus- 
tariff relief through Republican 
failure of the Republican Senate 
negotiated under section 4 of 
the Democratic side. } 
interesting commentary on 
failure of the Republican party to modify its 
found in the speech of Mr. DoLitver, a 
from Iowa, in the United States Senate in 
Mr. Dortiver had served with marked dis- 
e of Representatives, having been a member 
ans Committee when it framed the Dingley 
ition to speak with authority. 
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publi ny of the highest character 
ind that they have been vik ctimized 
of tariff taxes, which the Republican 
too high, and which it has never 
way to decrease, which it has prom- 
‘tion to correct and after elec- 
their betrayal at the 


people 
ely made 
hy etlective 
te 
ling eles 
} . 37 av ) 
u, the 5 will avenge 


ery succeet 


id th 
art tof the 


it section 4 of “y Dingley bill 
tariff policy of the United States 
othe ‘r schedule, and that more vio- 
» protective system of the United States 
unicative failure of the United States 
ipon the 
rotests of the Democracy. 
suffalo, 
1 somebody whose convictions did not lie 
1 quietude and ease in our political 
whole future of the protective sys- 
pended upon the wisdom with which 
States fulfilled the aspirations which 
sion so lofty in the last public utterance of William 
on the 13th of January, 
passed since then, and noth- 
modif outrages of the Dingley law. 
i h is the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock], 
the celebrated chairman of the Republican Congressional eam- 
omuinit who few years ago by tl 
consin sat down and wept over the tyrannous schedules which 
abled the trusts to sell their products in fore 
home. [Laughter.] And let us not forget the Presi- 
United States, who in his sincerer days, before the 
d supplanted the scholar, declared protection vi- 


or any 
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cious in theory and harmful in practice, who recommended in his 


first annual message, his message of 1902 
business experts be appointed to correct the inequalities of +} 


, that a commission of 


Dingley tariff. But in his message of 1903, his message of 1904 


and his message of 1905 there was absolute silence on the sy 
ject. The ineffectual character of the bill for the regulation ,; 
railroad rates, which may become a law at this session, 
that he will accomplish little for rate reform, although he | 
succeeded in absolutely obstructing tariff reform. 


} 
Si 


as there descended upon him the mantle stained with McKinle 
blood solemnly assured the American people that he wou 
earry out the policies of McKinley, chief among which was 
abolition of despotic and unnecessary tariff taxes. Never i: 
the reach and sweep of time was there in a free Republi 
instance of such enormous audacity, such official perfidy, 
illustrated in the Republican “stand-pat” attitude on 
Dingley tariff. The situation indicates either the supren 


| competency of the Republican party or its unqualified con 


| earth’s population, 


| agricultural and industrial power of the time; 


to ratify the | 


for both the intelligence and the welfare of the American 
ple. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

With an arrogance that has become habitual, Repub! 
attribute to high protection the chief credit for the vast 
rial development of the last four deeades. It is true that { 
economic growth of the United States, with its ambitiou 
progressive citizenship, its limitless area, its varied and exhay 
less resouree, its unrivaled configuration and environme: 
has exceeded human hope and computation. It is true 
with a population of 83,000,000, less than 6 per cent of 
we produce and consume more than « 
third of all the staple commodities that supply the wor 
comforts, necessities, and luxuries, and that this assur 
commercial suzerainty of the globe and makes us the le: 
but it is 
true that the wealth of this modern Eden has been divert: 
by vicious legislation into the hands of the few, and that . 
thousands of millions annually consumed in commodities b) 
American people a stupendous proportion is taken throug! | 
indirect taxation of an indefensible tariff to swell the cou: 
revenues of the pampered element. If this insatiate 
tion of the people’s means continues, the popular ery W 
be for “ a square deal,” but for “a square meal.” [Laught« 
applause. } 

It is shown by the ¢ 


f 


eensus of 1900 that of the 16,000,000 f 


| lies in the United States less than 5,000,000 own their ho 


| others $100 each, and yet the average per 
When | 


treaties negotiated under this | 


and dramatically stated that | 
| revision of the tariff. 


ie rivers of Wis- | 





| entirely free from incumbrance, and that over 10,000,000 An 


can families either do not own their homes or have them ! 
aged for debt. ‘These figures are an eloquent portrayal of 
aan of wealth under Republican Iegislation. In 
face of such conditions it is idle to talk of averages 
capitas. One man may possess a million dollars and ninet 
“apita wealth of 
twenty would be over $50,000. Such is the situation in 
Republic, where a few thousand millionaires own the overw! 
ing bulk of the nation’s wealth, while the masses must b 
tented with being told that their average per capita we: 
the largest in the history of the country. 
means superabundance for the few and privation for the 
It is not a matter of surprise that the fundamental injust 
the Dingley law has led to unparalleled corruption in 
every phase of American life—a corruption that has sullied | 
once immaculate temple of the people’s liberties and be 
pathway from the high places in polities, in business, 
society to the penitentiary and the grave. [Applause on 
Democratic side. ] 

Too many violated promises and broken oaths surrou 
record of the Republican party to justify the people i 
placing it in control. It has never made a sincere and ef! 
The Democratic party is the onl) 
in American history that has shown the capacity and the 
age to reduce offending schedules. Democrats believe th 
power of taxation is the most dangerous and far-reaching 
with which governments are invested. They believe t! 
use of this power to concentrate the earnings of the m: 
the possession of favored interests, or to defray gov‘ 
expenditure of unnecessary and extravagant character, 
anny in its most subtle and infamous form. The Dem 
party will remove the abuses of the tariff with conser 
and intelligence. The Wilson tariff bill of 1894 was tl 
effective revision of the tariff since 1857. The Dem 
party was given the task of modifying the destructive 
taxes of 1828; it skillfully supplied the needed reform. 

It met the ¢ 


of 1843. emergency with conspicuous success, 


ing the tariff of 1846, which remained in force longer t! 


[Applause. 
And yet this is the man who in that tragic hour at Buffa! 
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her tariff law in American annals, which solved the fiscal ques- | and security which prompted Congress to enact the first excl 
ns of the country so fairly and so justly that the tariff ceased sion law. 

» be an issue, and under which the American people enjoyed a New contingencies arising from time to time ve made 
re genuine prosperity, a more equitable distribution of wealth, | hecessary to enact other laws enlarging the excluded list l 
nat any former or subsequent period of American history. | the crying needs of to-day demand the turning y of thou 


the Democracy will overthrow the absolute monarchy of the | sands of people who should not be allowed 


i Ll ) lis 
lar which Republican policies have estabiished. It will | Before the war the people who came to our s \ 
dify the pitiless tariff taxes which enable the petted few to | otic and liberty-loving home seekers and home builde ho 
p and to despoil the people, which invoke retaliation abroad | are a treasure in any land. But since that time t tid 
| imperil foreign markets. It will restore the tariff to the | immigration has shifted from northern and we n Euro] 


and reasonable level determined by a careful, sane, and | southern and eastern Europe and to an entirely 


nomic management of Government expenditure. The Demo- | different in manners, customs, education, mental an “te 
‘party is the only party in American history that has lived | training, many of them without any sense of patriot 
the first national election to the thirtieth. It is as eternal | regard for our free institutions. though they ar 
the principles of liberty and equality which its doctrines | by them with the ultimate purpose in view that the 
uly and its disciples worship. It will again be summoned | to appropriate our advantages to their own selfish « 
he American people to reconstruct the original Republic | a given time return to their mother country, ¢ g 
the foundations of the original Constitution. We shall! there eyery dollar they earn exc pt what was D ary to 
rebuild truth’s broken altars, the shattered fanes of jus- | soul and body together. 
ind “ our feet shall stand within thy gates, O Washington! ” In fact, the difference between the immigrants t 
ud and prolonged applause on Democratic side. ] country previous to the year 1SS0 and those co 
‘Mir. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, the consideration of the pend-| time might be thus described: That the former we f our l 
1easure serves to remind us that we are annually expending | family—kith and kin—who bade adieu to the d of t 
lreds of millions of dollars in strengthening our coast and! nativity and came and cast their lot with is, pledging 
ication defenses, equipping and maintaining a large army,! their lives and fortunes with ours unto the fullest a 
rging and maintaining a magnificent and powerful navy, all | ment and achievements of this then but young Republic of 
the sole end in view of defending ourselves against the in- | West. ; 
n of foreign enemies, although there is not a whispered sus- | As to the latter, most of them come only at the dicta of asl] 
mn or fear of any danger from this source; but as a justifica- | of commercialism. greed. and rapacity, intending only to st 
for these enormous expenditures we are assured that the | enough to gather to themselves sufficient of our wealth to e1 
guaranty of peace is complete preparation for war. And! them to live comfortably in their frugal way, and with 
theory our people accept as true, and cheerfully pay the! return to their native country without even ¢ Us 
| our generosity in allowing them to hoodoo us. his position 1 
hile we have thus taken steps to guard our country against | will fully susfain further on, when I will go into 
en enemy from without whose coming and purpose would The following table shows the annual im to 1 
ralded by the marshaling of armies, beating drums, and | United States for the past eighty-six y 
banners, we must not deceive ourselves to the belief | year our Government began to keep su 
these are our only dangers which threaten our peace and | yumper of immigrants arrived in the Unit tat ’ 
There is going on every day an apparently peaceful in to 1905, both ip 
1 of our country by thousands of people from foreign | year ending Septet 0 
is who come under the guise of friendship, which enables 1820 
to plot against our Government, to inoculate our people aaa #911 
the noxious diseases they have, and to destroy the stand 1823 ‘ 
of living and wages of the American laboring man and drag 1824 
down to the level of pauper labor of the Old World. +o 
Chairman, this should remind us that one of the most 1827 
tant questions demanding the attention of the Federal! 1828 
Congress is that of foreign immigration. And whom can we | +: - ‘ 
into the circle of our national family without injury to i831 : oo 
domestic, moral, social, healthful, and commercial well- | October 1, 1831, to Decomber 31, 1832 ' 
Our Government was nearly a hundred years old before | ¥°# ,{nd'ns December SI r 
‘ess thought it necessary to close our doors against anyone i824 
» any barriers in the way of free and unobstructed entry 1835 
uur ports. This was in 1875, when a law was passed ex 3 is 
ng prostitutes and persons convicted of felony and serving 1838 
ir sentences for other than political crimes. 1839 
‘to that time almost the entire immigration to this coun +44 
me from northern Europe, of the same stock as our an- 1842 ] 
of a brave, hardy, and industrious type of men and | Janua l s LS 
who were willing to brave the dangers of a new country | * meee ee 
they could build homes for themselves and children and 1845 
the full measure of freedom and independence guaranteed 1846 
* Constituion. We needed no laws to exclude them then. | .aan 
{ none now. We still have an abundance of room for 1849 
industrious, law-abiding, and patriotic citizens, who, 1850 
ed by an admiration for our institutions, voluntarily come Y sign Eto? ty S50 
e this their permanent home. It has been with the aid of 1S51 ; 
id of immigration that we have developed the wonderful | 18: 
es of the country until to-day, although one of the young- | 18 
ong recognized nations of the earth, we are the greatest is 
Lall. [LApplause.] s j 7 
as not until after the civil war that we began to feel the : oar es it ane > — 
ects of an undesirable foreign immigration, and this was “1858 peat 2 1 
ted largely through the operation of the contract labor | L859 
hich brought to our shores thousands of the most abject sons 
verty-stricken of Europe, whose future there was so dark | 1862 
hey were willing to sell themselves into slavery for a time | 1863 
r to get their way paid to this country, where they might | saan 
nee improve their condition. There are instances where | 1866 
vhite slave dealers even went into the jails and prisons 1867 
pe, and, under the promise of bringing the inmates to | saan 
uuntry, secured the release of deep-dyed felons; and 1870 
the slums of the cities where lost women dwelt, gathering aes 
together, brought them all to become fit subjects and citi- pit. 
of the United States. It was this menace to our morals 
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ciate anttiainn indliadg aaa , 026, 499 
of this table will disclose the countries from 
these people came and support what I have just said. 
number of immigrants during these was 


lysis 
which 
Che 


22,931,983. 


ost 


Whore 


years 


To this number Great Britain has been the largest | 


contributor, sending us 7,286,443 of her sons and daughters. | 


In 1851 she sent us 272,740. 
cluding 1904, her annual emigration was less than 40 per cent 
of what it was the preceding forty years, although last year it 
shows a material gain over the preceding thirteen years. Her 
figures of 1851 were never reached by any other country until 
last year, when Austria-Hungary outnumbered her with 

Next comes Germany, a close second, with her contri- 
of 5,187,092. Her largest number in any one year was 

in 1854, standing second to Great Britain until last 
vear she was outnumbered by both Austria-Hungary, with 275,- 
, and Italy, with 221,479. 

Like her neighbor, Great Britain, after the year 1893 her 
annual immigration fell off so largely up to and including the 
vear 1905 that it was not more than 30 per cent of what it had 
been the preceding forty years. Italy ranks third in total 
immigration, ding in all 2,000,252, but, unlike the United 
Kingdom, our advantages did not attract them sufficiently until 


275,698. 


yution 
215.009, 


GUS 


rT) 


sen 


after the year 1880. Up to that year she did not send us as 
many as 9,000 in any one year. In 1832 she only sent 3; in the 
year 1880 the number reached 12,354. From that year on there 


was a steady and rapid increase, until the year 1903, when it 
reached the astonishing figures of 230,622. 
Fourth in order comes Austria-Hungary, with 1,971,431, her 


~ | that they began to come asking to share our blessings. 





shores. The largest number came in 1850, being 20,126. 
one other year has it exceeded 15,000. 

Eighth. From the terraced and vine-clad hills of Switzerland 
and 


Only 


have come 220,299 welcome guests, and we have need 
room for more of them. [Applause.] Although they do not 


seem willing to come and mix up with the ignorant, diseased, 
depraved, and motley set they daily see us admitting to oy, 
household from her neighboring borders of Austria-Hungary 
and Italy, with whom they do not commingle at home. a 
Least in numbers, but not in moral worth, the Netherlands 
have sent us 146,168 desirable sons and daughters from her 
small but loyal and energetic family. China, too, like Austria- 
Hungary and Russia, though much farther distant, was slow 
to learn of the great advantages our country offered, and 
was not until the bewildering stories of wealth accumulated 
in the rich gold fields of California had spread to her sh 
In 
42 of them landed in California. These were followed th: 
next year by 13,100 more. In the following twenty-nine years 
the number reached 288,398, the largest number in any one year 
being 39,579 in 1882, the year before the passage of the Chinese- 
exclusion act, which was prompted by no other sentiment ex- 
cept that they were a threatening menace to the laboring people 
of the United States; that their habits, customs, and reli 


ct 


re 


S 
1Qx0 
ISO 
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rion 
would not permit them to imbibe the genius of our institutions 
or to assimilate their blood with ours, and that they only came 
| for temporary sojourn, intending to return to their native land 
with all their earnings. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 


From the year 1892 up to and in- | 


| bery, sir. 


entire emigration to the United States. Though very late in | 
discovering the great advantages for exploitation our country 


fforded, she sent her first emigrants, 13 in number, in 1861. 


F'rom this small beginning i 


took new impetus, that year reaching 114,840; 1901, 113,390; 
1902, 171,989; 1903) 206,011; 1904, 177,156, and in 1905, 275,639. 
This is the greatest number ever sent us from any country in 


t grew steadily until 1900, when it | 
| rupted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cuartes B, Ls 


one year, and before I close I expect to be able to convince you | 


to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he does not think it strange 
that this great army of immigrants come to this country in th 
face of the alleged conditions of robbery and plunder that exist 
here as set forth by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Suep- 
PARD]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, it is a game of robbery against 
Many of them are robbers themselves, and they have 
been sent, as I will be able to show you later, to rob us. But 
while they are at it your system of protection will rob then 
some if they buy anything to eat, wear, or use while here. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The gentleman contends that 
this vast army of immigrants that have come to this country 
an army of robbers? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not mean to say that, sir. I say that 
part which is unnaturally similated or come here for spoi! 
robbers in a sense, not the honest immigrants that come seeking 
a home among us, not the men who would help develop our re- 
sources and become American citizens; but it is the horde that 
comes here for spoils and gain, that gather from us all th« n, 
and then return to the mother country to enjoy them. | ; 
are the people I protest against allowing to come into this in- 
try. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Just when the gentleman 


A 


rob- 


was 


he spoke of the immigration from Austria-Hungary. |! ld 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether he is not a 
of the fact that a very large portion—in fact, the larg: 


| tion—of the immigration from Austria-Hungary become 


that this is an unnatural condition brought about by improper 
influences exercised by steamship companies, foreign govern- 

ents, and violators of our contract-labor laws, which demands | 
prompt action by Congress to stay its evil consequences. 

Next in order comes Scandinavia—Denmark, Norway, and 

th 1,750,722 of loyal, intelligent, and industrious 
} I ers. Beginning with 23 immigrants in 1820, which | 
number steadily increased until in 1882 it reached 105,326, the 
rege number sent in any one year. During the last twenty- | 
three years her emigration has fluctuated from 81,921 in 1888, 
the | st, to 19,228 in 1902, which was the smallest num- 
i ‘ 

Sixth in order comes Russia, who, like her neighbor, Austria- 
Iiungary, was slow to awake to the great possibilities of the 
new country of the West, but has since made haste to seize 
upon the great advantages it affords. 

In 1820, 14 Russians alone sought homes among us; the 
years 1829, 1831, 1845, 1848, and 1850 brought but one emi- 
grant each. In 1840 not one came, but with the year 1881 


there came 10,655, and since that year it has made a steady 
increase until last year it reached 184,879. 

Seventh comes France. 
she has never furnished a large quota to our immigration list. 


In eighty six years only 428 869 of her people have sought our 





lent citizens of this Republic and proved themselves 
and industrious, and in the large cities and in some 
smaller places of this country proved by their patriotis! 
good conduct, and their work the right to be enrolled in 
citizenship of this Republic. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOPKINS. Many of them likely do. I do not 
the appellation to all of them. Of course, out of tl 
number coming there are many good ones, who are Ca] 
becoming good citizens, and do. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That is not in answer to the q 
that I put to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman says a majority of th: 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman from Kentuck 
HopKkins] pardon me for a moment. He said some 0! 
I asked him whether it is not a fact that most of them—in [ict 
the largest number of them—proved themselves to be 
kind and the character referred to in the inquiry I put ' 


| gentleman? 


Though a rich and populous country | 
a i . } 
| the people who are coming here from Austria under th 


i 





Mr. HOPKINS. No, sir; I do not admit it; and I w! wd 
tain that point from the records which I find in the 4 . 
of this Government, in which it is alleged that a majo Ds 


ent system come here under contract to perform labor, and 
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here with the avowed intention.of returning to the mother coun 
That, sir, 
ds show, 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
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Mr. HOPKINS. 
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ir. HOPKINS. 
Vr. GOLDFOGLE. 


tl 


s of American citizens, who within the last 
rary, and are 
in born on J 


ir. HOPKINS. 


e neighborhood, 


1 
’ but 


BENNET 
ent? 

HOPKINS. 

Mr. BENNET f 

tatement of the gentleman fron 

own district but 

3s of New Yor 

GOLDFOGLE. 

» add that it 


BENNET 


HOPKINS. 
ind of a statement you have perfect lil 
intended to speak 
undesirable portion that I would excl 
evidently there is 
ones; but, sir, as I] i 
s of all nationalities, 
wherever th f 

1 have them under 
GOLDFOGLE. 
HOPKINS. 


SMITH 


juestior 


HOPK 


{ 


HOPKINS. 
‘eport you 
ist in this country. 


C here I want to prove to you 
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and upon that I sta 
Mr. Chairman 
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rield further? 
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I will prefer to say 
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ich » say to this entire House, 
I have the : 


honor to 


I do not ques 
nor as to these immig 
mer years, but my objection is to these re: 
by the Austrian Government. 
GOLDFOGLE. 
I have reference to various 
» reference 
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parts of New | 


also to every other city in this cour 
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ermanent 
one sentence of disrespe: 
the gentleman 
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v, under labor contracts? 
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No. 384, Fifty-ninth Co1 ; 
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filled with balmy air, where the black bread that is wetted by our tears 
sweeter than here the finest honeyed cakes and pastries. 

The dissemination of such statements with their evil effect, 
coming they do from the head of both state and church, 
should not be tolerated in our land. The most effective way to 
accomplish this is to remove the cause. Make it impossible for 
strangers to plunder our household under the guise of friend- 
ship, which they are systematically doing every day. It is not 
exaggerating to say that fully one-half of all the emigrants who 
come to this country from Italy, Austria-Hungary, Greece, and 
Turkey do not intend to make it their permanent home, and 
every influence of the power of church and state is used to in- 
sure their return with the booty they have gathered, in dollars 
they have earned, which rightly belong to our own laboring peo- 
ple. In support of this statement I have but to turn to the re- 
port of Immigration Inspector Marcus Braun, who was spe- 
cially detailed by the Bureau of Commerce and Labor to visit 
the foreign countries from which we are receiving emigrants 
and study and report to find the cause, explaining why we are 
receiving such an unusual number of emigrants from Italy, 
Austria-Hungary, Russia, Greece, Turkey, etc. His first re- 
port was made August 12, 1904, and the second one June 13, 
1905. Each of these reports contained such surprising revela- 
tions as to the means resorted to by foreign governments to 
flagrantly abuse the privileges accorded by our Government to 
foreigners that it was thought best to suppress them. Conse- 
quently they were not made public until called for by a resolu- 
tion of this House adopted on the 6th day of January, 1906. 

He makes the unqualified statement that Italy, Austria-Hun- 
gary, and Greece use all kinds of means to induce their subjects 
to emigrate to the United States for temporary sojourn, with the 
ultimate purpose of returning with all their earnings, and that 
they try to keep them grouped together as much as possible in 
order to maintain their influence over them and prevent them 
as far as possible from being converted to American ideas and 
citizenship. 

Ile says that south Italy is so poor and overcrowded that if 
their present system of emigration to the United States was 
checked it is the almost universal dread among the people that 
t would inevitable famine and not unlikely rebellion. 
This is not surprising, when he tells us in the next breath that 
Itulian bankers and steamship agents told him that Italy re- 
ceived annually from the United States an average of $1 a day 
for every Italian who comes to this country for temporary 
sojourn. It is not, therefore, surprising that she should use 
available means to retain her influence over her subjects 
vhile in the United States. And, he she sends on 
every steamer leaving her ports for the United States a royal 
mission is to coach and instruct Italian 
grants, so as to insure their entry and also to impress upon 
the importance of retaining their allegiance to the mother 
country and not become American citizens. 

I have already made some reference to the manner in which 
Austria-Ilungary is prostituting her character as a nation and 
the imposition she is inflicting upon a friendly power by the 
methods she pursues to wrong and despoil us, which is nothing 
short of a disgrace upon her civilization. 

When we are reminded that during the year 1904 $50,000,000 
went to Austria-Hungary from her subjects in the United 
States, you need not be surprised at the unwarranted, un- 
scrupulous and extraordinary means resorted to by her to con- 
tinue flow of wealth, and that Sigmund Kornfeld, director 
of the Hlungarian Credit Bank, goes about the country speaking 
and lecturi in favor of wholesale emigration to the United 
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States. He painted in glowing terms the splendid opportunities 
forded the Hungarian immigrant here, offoring as proof of this 
statement that there had passed through his bank alone in the 
last year 189,000,000 crowns sent home by Hungarian subjects in 
the United States. In one of these lectures he grew so enthusi- 
‘over the thoughts of the great profit his country was real- 

ing from this new and novel enterprise, that he exclaimed: 
Let » who can earn all the money they can, learn the practical 
ways of the Amet n laborer, and come home with both money and ex- 
The public press is also a strong factor in organizing and pro- 
moting this heretofore unknown or unheard of foreign raid upon 


our institutions, and Commissioner Braun charges that the Hun- 
garian ent maintains subsidized papers, published in 
foreign language, in the United States for the twofold purpose 
of, first, inducing immigration here, and then keeping alive the 
native spirit so as to insure the return to the mother country 
with the rich spoils gathered here. 

In one of the semiofficial organs of Austria-Hungary, under 
date July 26, 1904, it was stated that Hungarian peasants 


Governn 


returning from the United States had purchased in one county 
alone 10,158 acres of land for the sum of 1,874,917 crowns of 
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American-earned money. It was also stated that after a giyey 
time the Government would only charge half fare to prospectiy, 
emigrants over the railroads. 

He further discloses the fact that there is an organization 
the United States giving material aid to this movement, sy), 
as steamship agents, publishers of newspapers in foreign 1;) 
guages, would-be bankers, etce., who not only send to forei: 
countries their publications giving glowing accounts of tho 
chances to make money here, but they actually travel in fo) 
eign countries giving public lectures in which they propose to 
establish homes and-banks in the United States in which e; 
grants can deposit their money and to negotiate land sales 
Hungary with their American-earned money. So complete 
this scheme that a chart is published showing all the avyailal), 
land in Hungary, which is being offered to prospective 
grants at most reasonable prices. It is plain to read between 
the lines that the real agency behind this movement is t), 
Hungarian Government. 

Commissioner Braun says that in interviews with no less t| 
twenty-five members of the Hungarian Parliament they admit 
that their Government was adopting active measures to m: 
tain connection with the people residing in the United Staies 
such as the publication of newspapers in foreign languag 
alleged bankers, priests, ministers, teachers, and private i: 
viduals with whom their Government is in constant touch, with 
the one view of maintaining their control over her emigrants to 
this country. 

Through these several channels hundreds of thousands 
printed cards are annually sent to foreign countries and posts 
of embarkation, giving full detail of the extraordinary efforts 
taken by these agencies to look after the welfare of emigrants. 
From the home countries are sent thousands of national flags 
and hundreds of thousands of copies of patriotic literat 
priests, ministers, and teachers to keep alive the native spirit 
and to prevent their subjects from falling into the ways of tly 
American people and failing to return to the fatherland, adding 
to its wealth their earnings of American money. 

The astounding revelation is contained in this report that there 
are now at least 500 priests and ministers in the United St 
who are not American citizens and whose only mission is to 
teach and plead with their countrymen not to forsake their 
native country and become citizens of this, which one of 
has proclaimed to be “ this godless hemisphere where nothing is 
holy, but all is business.” To prove the statement that thes: 
are not chosen and sent here because of their fitness to look after 
the spiritual welfare of their people, but because of their a! y 
to exercise the temporal control of their home governments over 
them and to prevent their assimilation with American ide:s 
freedom and independence, which, once tasted, would strange'y 
induce in them a desire to enjoy the full measure of its bles 
ings by becoming American citizens. This was the pur| 
which induced the Hungarian Government in the year 12 
issue a document to the Roman Catholic bishops of Hung 


i 


requesting them not to send any other than very strous 
patriotically, inclined Magyar priests to America. Of co 


this was intended to be a secret communication, but thr 
some means it became known and was published in some o! 
papers. Such revelations as these justify the charge that 
influence of the church is being subordinated to commerciilisin 
by these governments. In the countries from which these ! 


isters, priests, and teachers come no one except a loyal cil i 
is allowed to practice these callings; foreigners are not. 
Encouraged by their great success in securing immigrants 
from Austria-Hungary and the handsome revenue paid |) 
steamship companies, these agents and subagents have extende:! 


their field of operations in Servia, Montenegro, Bulgaria, 1 
Macedonia, from which countries we have not had any imn 


tion until very recently. These countries have no emigr n 
laws. 

Greece, which is practically without emigration laws, is «'s° 
a fruitful field for the operation of the steamship ticket agents. 
Strange to say we have a rigid law against the importati f 
contract labor, and but a few immigrants are refused adiniss 0! 
because of that objection. A semiofficial organ of the Aus l 


Government makes the statement that three-fifths of the 
grants who come from that country to the United States 
under contract, adding: “God forbid that the American 
ernment should read this.” 

Commissioner Braun say that nearly all the immigrants ''0'0 
Servia, Montenegro, Bulgaria, Macedonia, Greece, and > l 
come to this country under contract. It is boldly stat n 
Greece by the agent of the White Star Steamship Company 
every emigrant coming from that country has his place s« 
in advance and starts to work the day he arrives it his de 
tion. Many of these are boys from 10 to 18 yea 4s of age id 





» country. 








are brought under contract to work and have their transporta- 


These are usually brought by their older compatri- 


will convince you that 


and 90 per 
ry after 2a few years, 
f $1,000, which they 
It is from Syria that women are brought to act as 
lers of cheap jewelry and other light articles of merchan- 
beeause they can gain admittance to a house where a man 
They come under contract, and the day 
arrive here they are supplied with a pack and start out to 
Instances are related where mothers have left 
children and come here, staying long enough to make 
‘ enough to return home, pay off mortgages on her home, 
ipport her family. 

1 a new house is seen, or a new roof, or otherwise repaired, 
the owner has lately returned from America or is still | 
nd sending money home. 
Chairman, right here is a good place to make a pertinent | 
which is this: Out of whose pockets does the money 
to build and repair these homes in Syria; to purchase the 
) acres of farm land in a single county in Hungary—the 
ndous sum, equivalent to $1 per day for every Italian sub- 
n the United States who is a day laborer, which annually 
to Italy and the fifty millions to Hungary? 
Every dollar of these sums was paid for 
laborers, and therefore comes directly out of the pockets of 
The houses built and repaired in 
the farms purchased in Hungary, and the millions sent 
coming from their wage-earners while 
ess homes and comforts for 


| be turned away. 


merican workingmen. 


and Hungary 
rarily here means that many 
wn worthy laboring men. 
Chairman, we are told every day that the cardinal prin- 
‘ of the 
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East, where in Syria he is 
to himself, but serious detriment to us. 
“i fact that these are the 


cent of 


there 


signalized the 


who have a monopoly on the bootblack stands in our large 
During the last four months of the year 1904, 898 of | 
youths arrived at the port of Boston alone; 
not been sufficiently coached to conceal their mission, and | 
returned because they came in violation of that law. A 
y through the bootblack stands in this, our nation’s capi- | 
is ground to suspicion that 
; of white slavery exists here which our officials have so 
n unable to break up. 
thirst for gain which ha 
in southern and eastern Europe has carried him to the | 
ble to ply his avocation with 
It is a generally 
most undesirable of all our 
rants, as they are recognized to be professional liars and 
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stay here, taking with them an aver- 
have in different ways gathered to- 


It is a common expression in Syria 


The answer is 
yages to for- 


tepublican party is and has always been protection 


\merican industries and American labor; that by levying 
on articles of foreign manufacture, the product of cheap 
1 labor, coming into our markets in competition with the 
ts of our factories, made by intelligent, well-paid Ameri- 


our manufacturers would be enabled to sell their 
high enough to permit them to pay their laborers a 


immigrants refused admission at seaports, showing als 


laws and the laws regulating immigration, 
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’ wages much higher than those paid to the poorly fed, 
lothed, poorly housed, and poorly paid laborers in other 


do this meant an increase of prices on all goods purchased 
sumed in the United States, but as it was the declared 
» of such a law to better the condition of the laboring 
f our country it has been acquiesced in by a majority of 
ople until now we find ourselves confronted by entirely 
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A high official in Washington, in close touch with the immi- 


gration of the country, is my authority for the statement that 
nearly every immigrant from south Italy is more or less im- 
bued with the’ spirit of anarchism, and that it is with these 
people that we have introduced such dreaded and deadly or- 
ganizations as the Mafia, the Vendetta, “ Black Hand,” and 
kindred anarchist organizations into the United States. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman for his authority for the statement that 
nine-tenths of the immigration from southern Italy comes here 


imbued with anarchistic ideas? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know whether I have 
the authority to give the source of my information, but will 
it to me from a high oflicial engaged in the immi- 
gration bureau of this country. I know nothing of the fact 
myself. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I desire to say to the gentleman 
that I believe he is thoroughly in the wrong. We have a great 
deal of that class of immigrants in New York City, and I de- 
i to say that the statement which he makes is not true of 
one-tenth of 1 per cent of the Italian immigration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I don’t know whether 
the gentleman is in their secrets or not, but it took a wholesale 


Say comes le 


fe 
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hanging in the city of New Orleans in 1889 to develop how 
iuany were in it there, and it will take a wholesale hanging | 
over in Pennsylvania, where only last week it was developed 
that dozens and scores of these people had not only com- 
mitted murder of their own people, but had entered into a plot 
against the life of the governor of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I think the gentleman misappre- | 
hends. I am not a Representative from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, but from New York, and so far as we are concerned in 
New York I don’t think this fact is true, and I do not make 


this statement for the purpose of interrupting the gentleman, 


because I know from his appearance before our committee he 


| ernor Pattison, of Ohio, and other leading men. 
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living in sweat shops to-day, who are eking out an existe) 
and barely earning their bread? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. By the law of the State of n; 
York there can not be a nan, woman, or child living in a sw, 
shop, and no one lives there. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is that law enforced? That is the ¢|; 
that comes from every paper published in your State, sir, t) 
your laws are not enforced [applause] and are not car; 
out. I must decline to yield further to the gentleman. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will state it is in force 
there is not a person living in a sweat shop in New York. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am glad that some one denies the 
istence of such unwholesome conditions anywhere in our co 
try. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
fend it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. For the benefit of the gentleman from N, 
York [Mr. BENNET], who seems to have such high opinion of 
the Italian immigrant, I want to say that I should like to t! 
he was right. But his opinion is badly refuted by the follow 
clipping from the Washington Post under date of January 
1906 : 


and 


We have thirty-seven who « 


or 


MONONGAHELA, PA., January 254, 


Warrants were issued to-day for the arrest of 136 foreigne: 
lieved to be members of a band of anarchists, whose headquart: 
Baird, Pa., were raided by the police early Tuesday morning and 4 
mass of literature threatening the life of Governor Pennyba: 
Pennsylvania; Governor Pattison, of Ohio, and other prominent 
in different parts of the United States was found. According 
police, the members of the organization are scattered over a larg: 
and it will take several days to serve the warrants. Secret-s 
officers from Pittsburg and other points are here to-day to assist 
apprehension of the foreigners. The charge against the men ji 
spiracy against the Government. 


or 


PATERSON, N. J., January 24, 1 
The police of this city to-day conducted a search for accomplices in 
the plot to assassinate Governor Pennypacker, of Pennsylvania; ‘ 
Information h: 1 
sent here that letters which were found at Baird, Pa., yesterday, ed 
among other intended victims both of these governors and bo 
Paterson (N. J.) postmark. Some of these letters were apparent 
from an organization known as Liberta Sociologia, located at 405 


| son avenue, this city. 


iS earnest 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the gentleman know I am wrong? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I do not say that, but I know 
you are thoroughly in earnest, and I want to make a statement 
n the same spirit that as far as New York State is concerned 
the Italian element is as law-abiding citizens, and in about the 

ne degree, as other citizens of the State of New York are. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not know. We get some terrible re- | 
ports about New York through the public press, but I know | 
othing of them myself. Of course, you do right to defend your 
home and the people whom you represent, and you would not do 
right if you did not defend them, but we would not go to New 
Yo to find a model citizenship if, as you say, the Italian ele- 
ment is as law abiding as its other citizenship. [Applause and | 

ughter. | 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Our ideas of model citizenship 
differ, but you come to New York for almost everything else. 


‘as my district is concerned there are 150 Italians in 
whole of my district, to the best of my knowledge. 
Mr. HOPKINS. If you haven’t more than a hundred 
i you may be justified in your statement. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. I want to the gentleman 
this question: How many immigrants has he in his whole Con- 


not 


and 


fifty, the 


ask 


essional district? 





The house at this number on Madison avenue is the only ons 
block. The only occupants which the police found in it to-d 
two Italian silk weavers and their families. Both these me: ] 
the police that they had no knowledge of a society called Liberta 
ologia or of the letters said to have been found at Baird, Pa. 

WASHINGTON, Pa., January 25, 1 

While Washington County officers were hunting to-day for lead 
the gang of anarchists whose existence was revealed yesterdas 
ing of the society was held this afternoon at Courtney, about 2 
north of Monongahela. Knowing that nothing was suspected 
place, leaders of the “ Reds,” who are charged with various co 
gathered in a saloon and with impassioned speeches urged the« 
of the society to resist arrest and conceal their fellow-members 
possible 


Vincenzio Valdi and Petro Guiseppo, leaders of the band, ar« 


| have made fiery addresses, in which they urged their countrymen 


| possible to overthrow the Government. 
said 


out their prearranged plot of assassination and not to be intim 
officers. They advised the Italians, it is reported, to use ever 

“Use bloodshed, if n¢« 

Valdi, and Guiseppo reiterated his advice. The meetin: l 
until about 5 o'clock, the Italians then quietly dispersing. 

The officers did not learn of the meeting until it was too | 
prehend any of the leaders. 

One startling disclosure of the day was the discovery that Jud: 
Taylor, of the Washington County court, had been threatened 
“ Black Hand.” During the campaign preceding the November 
when Judge Taylor was a candidate for reelection, he received 
ters warning him that the society was working against him, 
he was in danger. .It developed that the decree ordering his d 


| never issued. as influential Italians persuaded the organizatior 


attempt on his life would only balk the more important cons] 
volving the assassination of more prominent men. 

The county authorities stated to-night that they have 
putable evidence that the death of two prominent Italians in t! 
ntly was due to the planning of this band. Assistant D 
torney C. L. V. Acheson, who has taken personal charge of t! 
of the leaders of the gang, has secured evidence that the 
society has practically honeycombed the county. 


a lry 





Mr. Chairman, while I am on this subject I want to ¢ 
other reasons why we should stop this wholesale 


| criminate immigration, for it is not only filling up th 


with conspirators against all forms of law, but is fil 
prisons, almshouses, and asylums, entailing extra burd: 
our people. 

In 1904 there were 44,668 alien inmates in our penal | 


| tory and charitable institutions. Of this number 4,)! 
| criminals of grave offenses, 5,664 were criminals « 
offenses, 20,389 were insane, and 14,604 were pau] 


Mr. ILOPKINS. We have not very many, but we want to 
hut doors before we get them. We do not want to have 
troy you and the rest of the country realize now. We 
do t want this strike element or pauper element or anarch- 
el We do not want men to come from foreign coun- 
to do tl bor which our people at home can do. We do 
ple reduced to the level of the pauper labor of 
We « not want to deprive our people of an oppor- 
‘ x American wages and living according to 
n standards. [Appaluse. ] 
BENNET of } York. Our mechanics, artisans, and 
s e city of New York are higher paid men 
I l lar avocations west of 
lr. HOPKINS Wi cent of the whole number are the 
? 

\M BENNE'I f Ne York. We have more artisans and 
| riced men in our city than the whole State of Kentucky 
CO bine a 

Mr. HOPKINS. You may have, because you have such a 
large population as well as wealth, and naturally you would 
have in proportion a larger number of skilled workmen. We 
re not objecting to this class of people. 

\T 


Mr. BENNET of New York. And they get the high wages, 


M e 


HOPKINS. How many have you got up there who are 





number of insane are life patients to which can be add 
more from the table. The city of New York is char: 
the burden of 6,000 of these unfortunate people. The | 
table shows that more than half of these people are in 
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| - 3, 359 


Of the number confined for criminal offenses, 809 are murder- 

253 of whom are Italians; 373 are confined for attempted 
, and 139 of these are Italians. Of all the aliens 
| in our criminal and penal institutions in 1904, 32 per cel 
hem were of the Celtic and Teutonic races of northern and 
stern Europe, and 64 per cent were Slavic and Iberic races of 
hern and eastern Europe. 

1905 the total number of all inmates was 349,885. 
ber, 97,074, 28 per cent were foreign born. Of these, 

while the remaining 57,424 have ituralized. 

foreign-born population of the United States, including both 
and naturalized, is only 14 per cent of the whole popula 

In other words, while they furnish only a little mor 
seventh of our population, they furnish nearly one-third of 
riminals, insane, and paupers. 
rther demonstrating the undesirability of the 

of our immigration, I append hereto a table showing 

cy and poverty of these people: 


rder con 


it 
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oD/,646 
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‘e than 
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1 


Illiteracy, 14 
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years and over bringing Have 
| ‘ta Total been i 
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: " reat neither . LP38 money nitec 
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not nor = $50 before 
write write 
iesatcbtitel “<j \ 
lack 18 481 456 1, 864 S88. 016 1.443 
un 3 307 220 1,110 5D. T84 1&8 
und Mora 
8 147 1, 206 6, 347 331,517 668 
ur Servian, 
Montenegrin 12 2,213 91 
; % 1,117 
nand Slovenian 87 12,788 7,068 
id 2 15 4, 942 
n, Bosnian, 
rzegovinian 6 39 
d Flemish 14 1,455 
tH) “a. 
161 > 5 
| 4 004 
180) 13, 472 
10 1, 041 
S07 2, 698 
1s +. G58 
rth 25 8.24) 
th 91 30 264 
Sadana 1.515 
2,153 i 
78 6.575 
2 108 7 t, 268 1a 
le 7 % 2s 
3.519 2. 5th KY 653 1, 32. 230 ; 
3 537 >. 789 12, viz 4 
14 1G 7, 269 110, 068 6 
30 519 2 (62 138, 57¢ 250 
Russniak 139 148 13, 144 179, 83 2, 24 
ivian( Norwe 
Danes and 
159 157 7,139 42.915 1,604, 205 Bo 46 
17 75 5. 74 6.168 R10. 678 { 
40 11,54 1, 169 4,420 S18, 27 ] f 
23 53 2,142 2, 406 336, 105 
American 4 0 1.070 141 Why. 1oe Tx 
ll 2,178 784 2.533 211, 485 744 
6 1, 267 108 1. 53. 634 Ls 
ll 62 847 911 130, 148 6s 
} except 
3 35 695 506 06, 242 ik 
‘ ples 5 102 129 23, 152 69 
8,209 | 290,882 111,652 679,565 | 25,150,012 | 175, 624 
table shows that out of the total immigration for 1905, 
of them who are 14 years of age and over can read but 
tf write, that 230.882 above that age can neither read nor 


This table also shows that the whole number brought 
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$25,159,012, which, if equally divided, would enc! i 
24.60. That 111,652 of them brought over S50 « 1) t 
679,565 brought less than $50 each, whilk ; 
minors and dependents, did not bring Th 0 | 
sand eight hundred and sixty-five English bro R2 O24 
an average of $57 per capita, while 46,0280 M ; 
$695,108, an average of $15 per capita Ii » tl | 
three hundred and sixty Germans brought $3,G00.8 
age of $44 per capita, while South | 
$3,127,207, an average of $16 per head 

The following table shows the relative p 
of the people of northern and western Euro those of 
ern and eastern Europe: 
English — 
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their subjects in this country 

Ilaving quoted the statement of C ¢ 
was the policy of foreign covernments , ore t 
colonies in this country in o1 
retain their control over the ul the ‘ 
teachers, ete., and more effectively and cert 
return with their booty, I will give t 
from the report of Commissioner-Genet 
tain this statement 
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frauds, but citizens and officers of the United States are 
flagrantly violating the law, as shown by the following py 
oranda, now on file in the Department of Justice in this ; 
which accidentally fell into my hands: 
CONFIDENTIAL MEMORANDUM. 

Hon. C. B. Witmer, of Sunbury, Pa., stated as follows, January 
1906: . 

That in Northumberland County, Pa., during the year 1901, f 
1,500 to 1,700 aliens were naturalized; that in one day over 300 
made citizens, and that at the present time the abuse continues. 
further stated that the son of a local judge has his office next dox 
the court over which his father presides, and that he receives a 


} $10 for each alien naturalized, and no questions are asked so lo 


the fee is forthcoming. The son appears in court and hands wu; 
papers to his father, who signs the necessary documents without 


} tioning the sufficiency of the evidence as to the right of the alien ¢ 


naturalized. 

He further stated that he would be willing to give the infor: 
to a trusted representative of the Government who would call 
at Sunbury, but he did not desire to make any public announ 
because he is required to practice before the judge , and he is 
fellow-townsman. The abuses have grown so in number that he 


it his duty as a friend of the Administration to give this inform 


} of you to k them over, for we feel certain they contain matter 
( I iT t IS heid 
j tand on this question is In ] t accord, not 
‘ titude of the North, but also with th itude of the 
‘rn demand for labor has n misconstrued by 
erests into a demand for indis inate immigration, 
umerous eanvasses of the wishes of the South as | 
have been made recently by disinterested per- 
nd newspapers rhe results of the first one of 
1 re | ed in the acturer’s Record, of Baltimore, on | 
I ed tl Soutl be very dist rimin ting and to be 
pI d to the introduction of western Asiatics and south- 
D $ With this conclusion, the Tradesman of Cha I 
the ng ide paper of the South, v hich certainly under 
I wants < the South, is in t ough accord and consta! 
! ( i legisl m 
v EB j S¢ over 5,000 letters 
1d id 1 "es izens all over 
; : ; } 1 7 i} » the illiterate 
east Europe and a d lp ( rv Amer 
f from northwe rhe 
i <« here the mall f with 
I vy t t 1 1 ttle ir he rural districts. 
W I ere was striking unanimity in 
‘ “rsons of poor | i imbe- 
d cities and ave country 
\ tax. ' 
t r various conferences which have | 


1 in their inception 
in transporta- 
i ion conference, which 
lutions in favor of the exclusion 
etc. Similar action w as taken 
ichmond, , on Septembe 
1ercial Associ: 


calling tor 




































These are but some of the abuses, which are by far too m 
for me to go into detail. Before I leave the subject I wis! 
say that 16 per cent of all the persons who become natural 
citizens of the United States leave within six months 1 
after. A great many of them are subjects of Turkey, and 
in favor with their Government, and that they only take 
naturalization papers in order to return home, and under 


| protection of being American citizens defy the Turkish Goy 


f 
; id In refutation 
I t 1] t I ‘he last report | 
M etts § shows since 1900 
t lave b 1,723 ; n paupers in Massachusetts, for 
whom the Commonwealth has been reimbursed $19 Massachu- 
setts prison records show that the foreign born, who are less than one- 
third of the total population, furnish three times as many prisoners 
as those of nativ c arentage, and that the forei element 
fur 3 f inals as the native born. 
lin ner-general’s report there are about 
»,000 aliel ( i titutions of the United States, two- 
t is of whom are of the Slaviec-Iberic races of southeast Europe. 
Out of 800 iens now confined for murder, 253 are Italians, and out 
f 273 confined for attempts at murder, 139 are Italians. | 
M strate New York City, has just made his report on 
d a » increase in arraignments last year of 18,3588 is 
( re to persons born in southeast Europe. He also shows that 
t were 2,450 more persons arrested for felony in 1905 than in 1904 
i Nev York Cit 
In Chicago recently there have been two stirring public anticrime | 
] and an anticrim ague formed. Accordi ng to the 1905 report 
iew York State Lunacy Commission, there was last year in 
N York St an increase in insanity of 20-per cent, which Doctor | 


‘ 3 is due te the fact that New York City is unfortunately 
t port of entr for the bulk of our present immigration. Ninety 
} of the applicants for poor relief in New York City last year 

















it ent e se of idiotic, insane, and poverty 
I ed t y the --General in eport, Mr. 
i n Br I ; that ‘they are “ part 


ic tic persons turned over to 
the Hungarian Government 
immigrants to the line, with an al- 








» be making a great deal of the num- 
have sold last yea 























1 oO cket ( for outward pas- 
Of t at entered the country last year, only 
l 4 | United States before. Consequently 
i was, alien addition to our population last 
5 i! i grants. 
iH you ! * cent of last year’s 1,000,000 influx 
\ to the tl Territories south of the Potomac and 
the Mississippi rivers? The previous year 10 per cent went to 
{ i The point is that the present immigration is a commu- 
nit ving, hop-working people that will not go out into the rural 
dist nd settle the country, as previous immigrations from north- 
‘ n Europe did and would at present if it were not for the com- 
pet n of the classes now e€ nter ing the country. 
7 ir ir I have taken this 
l f writing length, trusting that my letter would 
( you. I hope that you will find time to 
, at least, publications Nos. 30, 33 3, and 43, which I am sending 
} 1 feel certain that they contain matter of interest to you. 
ng t this is not too much of an intrusion upon your good 
l you to send me copies of any speeches that you may 
1 ion, I Ss 
I . H. PatTen, Assistant Secretary. 

( an, the gs] of commercialism which has of re- 
cent years so largely displ d the spirit of patriotism, which 
‘ induced immigrants to seek homes among us, is producing 

, meni lt c +1) +1 xX we lhe . sthiel} » 
ey ; } lili OUTMer Ways than those which I have men- 
1 l. I refer to the frauds practiced to acquire citizenship 
and the fraudulent uses of naturaliz: ition papers. 


Che report of the Unite d States district attorney for souther: 
district of New York shows that two Italians had esablished 
themselyes in New York and were regularly engaged in the 
wholesale issue of fraudulent naturalization certificates and 
placing them on the market through secret allies; that many of 
them are sent to Italy, where they are sold for good prices. 
‘ough the efforts of our officers these men have been caught 
convicted, and 1,916 of their forged certificates have been de- 
tected and canceled. Not only are foreigners engaged in these 


' 
i 


ment while they engage in keeping gambling houses and 
places forbidden by law. 

Mr. Braun says many instances of this kind came un 
while in Turkey, both in Europe and in Asia. That in tl 
of Jerusalem more than a thousand of these ee gr A 
ean citizens live, very few of whom can speak a wo 
English, and that they are constantly involving our G: 
ment in trouble with foreign countries. 

The following table shows the annual immigration, by « 
tries, since the year 1856, and is offered to show the v: r 
cided change in recent years in the source of our immigrati 
Number and stonatitios of immigrants arrived in the United 

from 1857 to 1905, inclusive. 


| 
1857. | 1858. | 1859. | 2000. 1861. | 1562. 





Country 





Austria-Hungary -..-.....---|----.- Sai UNE Sept Res ie 13} 78 
eee eee are ; 137 30 100 
Denmark 3 ¢ 470) 527 154 
ES wittanc cnn camannbtetins 2,772| 3,080 -3s 389} 2, f 
German Empire 3, 407| 69,586 46,635) 43,946) 52,116) 23, l 
ene :6 | 1,051 920) 4) { 
Netherlands -_.............- 986) 1,201) 168 342 369 339 ‘9 
I a ceccricii wnabintinaali is nb aaiebeiensemige tal Le onaked cialis 0 
TED a a nicaweinremieetiones 116) 203 8 88) 92} 22 { 
Russian Empire and Fin- | | | | 
ON RE EER, SOR 74, 108) S14) 156 129) 134 
RII sac citi Uickecich oy we snanlinpnn aha 637) 922; 1,454) 974 804) 381 
a ae ceiecimkiod 881} 2,645 1. #50) 629 287} 1,02 


| Europe, not specified......| 20, 191) 





Switzerland ............-.. | 1,718) 1,671; 866) 676 1,243} 587 


United Kingdom: | | | | 
I osu wine cia amine 27,080} 21,013, 15,188) 12,838) 13, 207) 7,659; J 
I i 2 ano iy hdeciacencl 59,370] 41,500! 34,410) 40,547] 43,351 16,5 aX 





wail 3, 833) 
601 


3,202; 1,981) 1,995) 1,244) 730 
492) 820 547 554 366 
16,823) 11,884! 12, 633) 13,771 7,05 


Total Europe .....--- '209, ‘aol, 77| "9,55 0, 8a, 777} 64,191 


iaadiadealieaedi 


Scotland -.-.-- 
0 
























Di isthe seston 4,524) 183, 3,215, 6,117] 6,094) 4, 174 
oe eae 4) 5) 1) 8 14 i 
Total Asia ........... | 4,528] 7,188) 3,216 6,125 5} 6,108} 4,131 





DEA cacnnnpinan abs ieee | en oe i} as) 
British North America -.-| 6,068) 5,250) 4,544 4, 412 8,221] 2,53 








Central America .........- 77 11} 5 i 9) 31 8 

SN ia che ccincnnti mint irbadanes 401 342) 801) 243 207) 19% 

South America............-. | 85) 130) 116) 204 148 90 1 
| Wes Tee 3... «cccecccas | 808 922) 718) 1,158 853) 543 


All other countries........ 9, 2m 





13, 804) _1,066) a. 506 404 45 


Grand total .........- =, nn = 129, —_ 145142, 87 ‘72, 183 


1868. 





1869. 
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518 87! 392 553) 1, 499 ) 











Austria-Hungary ........- 136} » 
a 4 292] 1,515) 1,173 97} 1,922 f 
A | PIE oo ces cxediiecnas: % 772} 1,082 2, 031) 1,596) 8, 649 ) 
hee ee Ste 2,128} 2,949) 5,724) 5,886) 5,119) 3,879 ; 
German Empire 5 58, 153) 120; 218,124, 076) 122) 677 181, 042 ) 
RII asics ocrunccten ae aa ¢ 504| 1,318 1, 586) 1,549} 1,489 
Netherlands .......0...<..<- 520} 572) 1,613) 2,! 96) 718) 1,134 
EY 2.5... n~sccemaacenaeee | 265) 84) 9,220) 2, 510 4,296) 16, 068 
BRIS iis psn aitheataiai iced 48) 383) 249 320| 294) os 
Russian Empire and Fin- a 
MEE scakcus caine $86 y= 27 999, 618} 376) 5 , 
ene. t oe i te 3 631| 902) 613, 862; 876 1,12 
NOIR. 5. tintinncancianciaipnalsied 1. = 2,500, 2.840, 5, 919) 11,253 ¥ 24, 224 
Switzerland ..............- | 1,022] 12788] 3,751, 4,656) 3,405, 3,600 ° 
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Number and nationalities of immigrants, etc.—Continued. Number and nationalities of immigran 
| 
Country. 1864. | 1865. 1866. | 1867. | 1868. | 1869. | 1870 Country 1885. | 1886 1887 
— t—}—}- 4 |} | 
ted Kingdom: | eee 2 j | Austria-Hungary -....... 27,309 28.680 40. 265 
MEE k6i0 ctieeccaes | See an 35,673; 60,957 | Belgium.--...-.........- 1,653) 1,300| 2,553 
SS 69,161 51,018 133. 061/126. 289/115 ago } 4 7 56.996 | Denmark ...... 6,100! 6.225) 8.524 
hi i 3, 136 3, i) 3, 061/126, 289/115, 392 7 12.521 France, including Cor 
Want. tai Pree £56 332 1,011 sica ae 3.495 3.318! 5.084 
rope, not specified ihe tds 29,222; 19, 599 13 15 9, 40,380 29,216 | German Empire 124.443 84. 408 LOG. 86a 
— —aenatl nae einer - | Gibraltar ‘ 12 
Total Europe ......-.- 181,099 169, 772) 282, 313 278, 930:268, 210 315,543) 328.184 | Greece . j 172 104 ; 
= ————|= = <= —— Italy, including Sicily and 
OR ite, See tel 5,240) 3,702 1,872, 3,519, 6,707) 12,874 15,740 | Sardinia Michele 13,642) 21,315 47,622 
ier ASia@.....---.-------- 2 ll 25 60 63 68 8 | Malta cee eee 3 ; - 
_— a ans ees Netherlands 2,689 2.314) 4, 50k 
Total Asia .......... 5,242) 3,713) 1,897| 3,579) 6,770) 12,942 15,825 | Norway ; 12.759) 16,269 
; = - Poland 939 6.128 
1 ichertnelsee 2) 46  £® 26 21 72 31 | Portugal, including Cape 
h North America 3,642) 3,768) 37,419) 18,128) 5,373) 21,117 40,411 Verde and Azore is 
tral AsmmePrGR .... ..<s-. i l 6 5 2 3 33 lands 2 024 1.194 1 360 
Merxico.... i a | 78 139 244 237 292 320 463 | Roumania 803 494 2045 
ts Ase 142 128 225 266 197 90) 69 | Russian Empire and Fin 
t Indies pails Paces 494 743 988 891 839' 2,237 1,679 land - 17,158 17,800 30,766 
ther countries....-....| 391) 2,084) 9.453) 1,042 485 444 508 | Spain aren ofa 859 4 43 
— Sweden 7 i 22,248 27,751) 42,836 
Grand total.......... 191, 114 180, 339 382,577 308, 104 282,189 352.768! 387.203 | Switzerland 5.895 4.805 5.214 
} Turkey in Europe 138 i7¢ 05 
j | United Kingdom: 
= ~o on - om a. om | “norle " 2s » 9 
Country. 1871. | 1872 1873 1874. | 1875. | 1876. A Englanc 47, 382 49,767) 72,855 
Fy | | Ireland 51. 795) 49.619 BR. BT 
— ——————__—_—_————— a i—— | United Kingdom 
» on — Scotland : 9,226, 12,126 18,699 
.-Hungary -.......- 4,410) 7,112 8,850) 7,658 5, 396 Wales. 17] 10st] 1820 
P 138 ] Li6 7 817 488 Europe, not specified .- sy | 130 
rk : 3. GOO 4.931; 3,082 1.695 
eu. 4 9,317) 14,798) 9,643 ), RSG | ' EF . I 128 200 FOO Geo Qo 
.n Empire.......- 1,109) 149.671) 87.291 20" 20s Sobel Europe ..... ee 
« aaa atenmindioas 4,190 8.757) 7,667 3,19) | China oo in 
na 3248-2. i 993; 1,909} 3,811) 2,444 591 | Othe i. Seep ae VT ~~ 
- ther Asia atone i6 Ab 
y i ..| 9,418) 11,421) 16,247) 10,384 4.588 , . ' 
il o eee neon an= 290 416) a4 ov 1,291 Total Asia 198 vi 615 
Empire and Fin- | ' 4 paéaes 3 
: 1,208; 2,665 4,972) 5,868 5. 700 7,182 | Africa 112 1° 4 
“ 55. 595) 541 455 518 665 | Au + -ali Ts ; a ex) oe , 
’ > 4g an — i a Austri , Tasmania, New 
. Con eee TES 10,69 | 13,464) 14,303) 5,712 5, 603 4.99] Gealetel. gah Pent 
wee ne oes 2,26{| 3,650) 3,107) 3,093 1,549 1, 686 lands. not specified. 679 1.13% 
Kingdom: ot oe ee Gee a D British North America 38, 29 
A. ORR ae 56,550) 69,764) 74,801) 50,905) 40,130) ¢ 19,161 | Central America 4 
Re he ari 57,430] 68,732) 77,844 538,707, 37,957 14,569 | Mexico _ ae Re 
$ SING. ..ccnedaakceen 11,984) 13,916, 13,841) 10,429) 7,310 4.135 | South America ‘4 
-. *_ ete ae Soe 1,214 x40) 665 449 2s] West lr dies , Fs > 47 9 ‘ 
not specified -....| 16, 07+} 65: 104 130 7 74 | All other countries art 
11 Europe ....-.--. 1264, 548 351, 265) 396, 380 261,252 181,635 120,108 105,092 Total immigrants 05. B46 S34. 208 40% 
ene 7,135 7,788; 20,291) 13,776, 16,437, 22,781 10, 594 
AMER. iss netibaces * 102 37 3Y 61 aT 153 39 
i snisinameetaahioee _ Country M 
l il ASS Swe 7,237| 7,825 20,330) 13,837) 16,494) 22,934 10,638 
scene 23 38 22 14 35 4] 16 tria-Hungary 76, 987' 57.420) 38, 
Nor America 47,082 40,176, 37,871 32,960 24,051) 22,471 22,116 rium 1 (P26 1, 74 
America iol 4 8 38 20 15 15 7 mark 10,1 008 
nedtinadis 402 606 B86 610 63] 445 including ¢ 
ica U6 ve 144 132 156 87 a ‘ 1.678 ] m0) 
1, 251 1,829 1,832) 1,413 1,390 man Empire 119,168) 78,756) 53,98 
ntries 707 2,917 2,604; 2,222 2,071 Greece Ho 3 
Italy, including Sicily and 
tal ..-.- 821, 350 404, 896) 459, 803-313, 339 227,498 169,986 141,857 ardinia 631) 72 5| 42 
2 4’ 205, . m . 
Country 1878. | 1879. | 1880. | 1881. | 1882. | 1883. | 1884 a0, Oo ‘f 
1ding iT 
Hungary . 5,150) 5,963) 17,267) 27,935) 29,150 27 ‘a 4 
354 512 l, 766 «1,481 «1, = 
2,105 3,474) 6, 9,117) 11,618 10, and Fir 
ba 4.159 4,655 4, 5,227 6,008 4,8: St, 42 
Empire 20,313 34,602] 84, 638 210, 485 250, 630 194, : : 
ir 4,344, 5,791) 12,354) 15,401) 32,160 31, 79% tI 5 
ip oe 60 753; 3,340) 8,597) 9,517 5,2 6, 88 ‘ Ts 
séoammuael 4.759) 7,345 19,895) 22.705) 29,101 23.: i ‘ “a 
i d 2 660 ou 260 171 42 
1 Empire and Fin- re, ous) ¢ : 
ee ". 1,383) 43,5 
39 “\ ] $ 
eh NR ee } 
IO ccwet ceca oe 6 7 
ngdom: 
OG oc cdecededs 59, 40, Se Ae, 1S 
und 71, a 
and 2 ~ 
<n 1. 
specified rt) su 
al Europe .. 100, 832 138,070 347 j= 4, OS 
8.992 9,604 5,802 11,890 39,579 8,081 79 | Africa 2 . 4 
Asie Nek oie 29 58 BT OP 0) x2 93] Australia, Tasmania, New 
: Zealand, and Pacific is 
tal Aube 0 9,014. 9,660 5,839) 11,982 39,629 8,113 510 lands, not specified. -. ; oA 
British North America 4 
b. . .0. oewbachene aaiiie 12 7 21 25 32 nb 13 | Central America 
North America . 25,568 31.268 99,705 125,301 98,295 70,241 60,584 | Mexi 
America -.. wie 50 9 44 20 20 W 23 | South America ! ’ 
aoe 465-556 492) 825 366 469 430 | West Indies | 2,58 
America ........ 88 69 88 110 91 7 65 | All other countries 5, 78 tan 
ANGIE... ce aimntthsaaaian 1,039! 1,123) 1,351) 1,680, 1,291 903 2,208 A — : 
er countries... 1.421) 2.054 1.969 2.448 2.504 2,300 2,553 | Total immigrants 48, Od 459 
; s gee -—- 
52 COM, «cs nates 138, 469,177, 826) 457, 257 669, 431 788, 992 603,322) 518,592 | It ot ts 
icluded in 
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punish the evil deeds of others, while to leave it with { 
would leave them in a position to select their future homes 


| take care of themselves until they can secure employment. 
| sa . . 
| if we are to receive them, let us not despoil them and th 


lessen their chances of becoming fit for citizenship. Ix 


| test be worthy manhood and womanhood and not paltry do 


| duty 


} can 


and cents. 


{ Applause. ] 

This bill also provides for the creation of a board of nx 
examiners at each of the principal ports of embarkation, y 
will be to examine all persons seeking passage to 
United States, with a view of discovering whether they « 
not be admitted to the United States. The repo. 


| Commissioner Braun says that at a number of foreign 


hundreds of sick and diseased persons who apply for pa 
are placed in the hospitals under the control of the stea 
companies and kept only long enough to be patched vy 
ciently to enable them to gain admittance to the United 
The fact that we are daily admitting immigrants wly 
weak, diseased, and of poor physique accounts for the 
number of dependents, insane, and paupers among our { 
population. If this evil is not arrested, it will in time h 
degenerate effect upon the health and strength, the m: 
and womanhood, of our whole people, of whom we boast as 
perfection of an assimilation of the best bloods of the str 


3 | bravest, hardiest, and most intelligent people of the world 


The Government encourages us to improve the blood o 


flocks and herds by admitting free of duty breeding stoc! 


this purpose hundreds of thousands of dollars are sent 
every year to buy the purest bred and highest types of 
cattle, hogs, and sheep, etc., that we may cross them wit 


value. If we are justified and repaid for improving the 


| of our dumb brutes, how much greater is the necessity of 


keeping our own blood pure, strong, and healthy, which 
can insure our further progress, development, and pei 
as a nation? 

In addition to correcting this evil, the board will be in } 
to detect many a criminal and anarchist, as well as thos: 
ing admission in violation of the contract-labor laws. U 
present law, the only check we have on these debarred 
is through the boards of inspection at our ports of entry 
have to rely very largely on the statements of the inn 
themselves, and it is the almost invariable rule that th v- 
ing defects debarring them are coached in such a way as to 


| deceive the officers and gain admission. 


| time 


The bill also provides for the publication of our imn 
laws in foreign languages and for their distribution th: 
countres from which we get our immigrants. This will : 
place it within the reach of foreigners to become acquaint 
our laws and to be able to judge for themselves whet! 
are admissible or not, and not be, as many of them now : 
dupes of unscrupulous ticket agents who get all they | 
passage to this country, and when they get here find for 
when they are refused entry and ordered depo! 


| they have been the victims of misplaced confidence. |! 


are given where families have been separated by the : 
of some and the deportation of others, causing the m 
rending scenes, for which our Government is rr 
through the inefliciency of our laws. 

r. Chairman, before closing, I want to refer t 
important statements made in the report of Mr. I 
of them is that Germany does not allow Russians or H 


ty 


1 
alt 


M 
] 


) 
ar 


| ans to enter her territory, and when any such are fou 
| are at once taken in charge by an officer and required 


their business, and if found to be a person seeking to 
port of embarkation, they are at once conducted to the 
port and kept in charge of the officials until placed o 
the vessel. During all this time they are not allowed 


| any cities or towns or commingle with the German peop 


Na 1 nationalities of immigrants, etc.—Continued. 
c l 
Country 1899 1900 1901. | 1902 1908. | 1904. 1905, 
A a-Hungary cite 62,491 114, 847/113, 390 171, 989|206,011 177,156) 275,693 
} 1,196) 1,579} 2,577) 3,450) 3,976 5, B02 
rk % OM > PI 3,655) 5,660 LS 8 525 8,970 
\ 16 1,739} 3,150! 3,117| 5,578} 9,406) 10,168 
hi 17,4 18, 5 21,651) 28,304) 40,086 46, 550 40,574 | 
{ 2 », 910} 8,104) 14,080, 11,343 10,515 
] ; ' 
a 77,4 1), 135/135, 996/178, 375}230, 65 
I 1,0 1,735) 2,349] 2,284) 3,! 
? 6 9,575, 12,248) 17,454) 24, ma 
; (b) (6) 
I . ( 
Verdea ind , 1 24 4,165 v 6,715 5,028 
I nia 1,606; 6,459) 7,155 7 9,510) 7,087 4,437 
I in I I | 
6 $7] 85, 257/107, 847}136, ¢ 184, 897 
r u i Mor 
) 5 108 851) 1,761 2,043 | 
s 5 975} 2,080 2,600 
ON Si sinnistoul mrtaded abgnantene 12, 797) 18, 65 0, 894! 46, 028 26,591 
5S RE eens 1,32 1,152 2,344, 3,95 4, 269 
Turkey in Europe.......... S 235 7 187; 1,529 4,542 
l K 
TEE . chro utnnseaiontieaden 10 64. 709 
I eae 31] 35 52,945 
S I : ] >, 1 i 
i a eee ] 764 701 763) 1,275 2, 
Europe, not specified. ...... 2 8 37 5 
| Europe .....-... 19 424, 700 469, 237:'619, 068 814, 507/767, 9383; 974,273 
8 ss 2,459 1,649) 2,209) 4,309 2,166 
J 5,269) 14,270; 19,968) 14, 264 10, 331 
O 5,865) 6,352) 7,7 7,613 11, 428 
t 8,972 17,946, 13,593) 22,271) 29,966, 26,186 23, 925 
A ) 0) 173 3 176 68 757 
A lia, ‘T Ney | | i 
na a | | | 
1 498 566} 1,349) 1,555 2, 166 
I hN 1 5A 656 1, O58 2 R37 2.168 
( A Ne) 4 150 305 678 714 1,195 
M i a aa 347 709 APS 1,009 2 637 
s AY 203 337 589; 1,667 2 576 
ee 3,176; 4,711) 8, 10, 193 16, 641 
Al r l 103 90 161 
r ~ 48, 572/487, 918 743 16,812,870 1, 026, 499 
1899, ] i grants have 1 included in the 
\ th gy 
\ Cl 1, having presented the abuses of our present 
grati t is in order to suggest a remedy. I 
I iced a bill which, I think, if enacted into a law, will 
+) ] 
cy 
S a provision providing for an educational 
sy to comply with, as it only requires persons 
s M4 » be yuugh this would 
l 882 yn i last year, of 
202 » from sout Europe. 
of the bil ider 16 years 
ny ied by ! This is in- 
i to e traffic in brought here 
CoO r 
n iibits the admission of all persons who | 
: ‘ This would debar quite a large num- 
eastern Europe, who are now pouring 
l . 1 because they have no money with 
l o the country, settle in New York and 
North Atlantic States, causing a con- 
g ters of population, which is taxing all 
th uD and State authorities to lessen 
ql 1 such a condition. 
! upport, in a strange land, they | 
l like cattle into cheap tenements, and 
‘red them. In this way they become 
ind do of necessity supplant many | 
upon the wages they are glad to 
iest grouped into colonies by 
pose of re ning their con- 
] enitable bodes here vice 
l ] I tive in to ‘cept his 
d M , Black Hand, 
and g meet st the lives of 
ul peca r the law. 
( I has 1 pl ly this evil by 
1 ] x 1 am opposed to this plan, for this 
G e] 2 go inte he } ines ‘ ST) culating off 
‘ le who \ hv of becoming good « By taking 
the means ¢ pp rom them you only per rate the evils 
I ¢ now deploring, and whatever sum uld be t realized 
would ve to be expended to care for the needs of some and 


chief reason for this is that the German Government i 
stant dread of the disease so common among these pe 
Now, if Germany, which is next-door neighbor to th 
and should be presumed to know most about them, 
discourage their presence in their Empire, and that he 
should give as a reason why the German immigrant: 
largely ceased to come to the United States is because | 


not compete with these people in wages, manners, and 
of living, is it not time that we should take steps not 


guard our country against disease but our Government 
element constantly plotting against it and planning 
throw, as well as the possibility of the ultimate 1 


American laborers to the level in wages and manner < 
of these abject peoples from foreign lands, for wh 
tunate condition we are not responsible? 


Now, Mr. Chairman, charity begins at home, and we l 
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st give earnest thought to our own people who have to work 
their bread, who are our neighbors and kin, and have in- 
sted us with the responsibility of protecting their interest. 
these days of our too often vaunted prosperity we are likely 
forget that they can not last always or to realize that the 
other extreme is sure to follow, and when depression does come 
who are the greatest sufferers? 
he answer is ready: That it will be those who have to work 
their daily support, then when consumption ceases from 
< of ability of the people to buy, mines will have to close 
| factories shut down, turning out their employees without 
means of support, then will the true test of endurance 
yeen our own people and these foreigners come, with all 
.ivantage on the part of the latter; because they can live 
and will work for than our laborers can and 
vort themselves and families according to American stand- 
That these evil days are not far distant we must 
deceive ourselves. Russell Sage and John D. Rockefeller 
each credited with having said months ago that the present 
ysperity could not last more than two years longer, while 
Henry Clews & Co., in their weekly financial review of the 10th 
nt, in summing up the trade condition of the country, used 
words: 





‘ less, less 


t! c 
fact that we are at the top of a big boom fs universally recog- 
I i; and the moment that it is perceived that the unexpected turn 


een reached, we are likely to see a very decided abatement in 
ojects, with a consequent slackening of demand for crude ma- 

1 and labor. 
Mr. Chairman, I have already said that in 1883 we closed our 
doors against the Chinese, whose total immigration up to that 


time only amounted to 288.898, and they had been thirty-one 
years getting here. This was done chiefly because they threat- 
ened to injure the opportunities of our laborers. If such action 


was necessary then, how much greater is the present demand to 
weed out the tremendous flow of immigrants from all the rest of 
the world, which last year reached 1,026,499? At least one-half 
of these are of that class which offers an equal if not far greater 
objection than those alleged against the Chinaman. Does not the 
law of self-defense demand that we effectively deny admission 
to the unworthy, diseased, and dangerous who are daily sup- 


] ting American labor in mines, factories, and workshops, 
f shing an unnatural proportion of the inmates of our asy- 
lums and other charitable institutions, as well as prisoners in 
ou ils and penitentiaries, and those who sell themselves into 
8 ry, in violation of existing law? 

Last, but not least, those who stealthfully teach the lessons of 
anarchy and plot against all ferms of government. Does not 
the ‘ice of both duty and danger urge us to action, to purge 
our household of this lurking disease which threatens us from 
wit and to place additional guards at our gateways of en- | 
trance to see that none are permitted to pass who will harm our 
t political, or economic well-being? 

Let the watchword be “Americ# for Americans,” and those 
( vho come imbued with the spirit of patriotism, love, and | 
f tion for our institutions and the opportunities which our 
( try affords to the worthy, frugal, and industrious to live and 
‘ the full measure of freedom and independence which our 
( tution guarantees to everyone who takes shelter under 
( g. [Loud applause. ] 

‘ HULL. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
| .. PowrErs]. 


r. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I had the good fortune to 
] to a part of the able and eloquent address of the gentle- 
I om Texas [Mr. SHEepparD], and so far as I could under- 
and comprehend his remarks he was severely arraigning 
ingley tariff, the principles of protection, and those of us 
elieve that under existing conditions in this country it 
r and better not-to disturb them by any tariff agitation 
lation at this session of Congress. 
g to dissent from the views that he advocated. I pre- 
am one of those to whom he refers as a “ stand-patter.” 
e, however plausible in theory free trade may be, that 
this country of ours, with its diversified interests, with 
t resources, and its wonderful diversity of soil and 
e, a protective tariff better promotes the prosperity and 
e of all. I am a belwver, therefore, in the principle 
-day, with unrivaled prosperity everywhere, with labor 
ntly and remuneratively employed, with the wheels turn- 
the furnaces blazing everywhere throughout the land, 
1 prosperity such as was never known before everywhere, 
ld be a bold man indeed who would attempt to do au cht 
ould change or imperil this present happy condition of 





f } 


dmit that there are some schedules in the Dingley tariff 
I would like to see changed. and I do concede that per- 


may be advisable in some future time to revise some of 
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those schedules; but I do claim—and I ] lly t 
that tariff was framed by a man who, thoug froy Ly 
State, understood more of tariffs than any ; my g 
ment, that ever served upon the floor of tl! I I re to 
Nelson Dingley, who was the chairman of the co Lit t 
framed that bill and from whom take . [ al 
that that tariff is framed along prot ve ! 

than any that has ever been e1 ted Cong - and l 
know that under it we have experienced a wonderful : u 
precedented prosperity. We have but to contrast the condition 
of our country to-day everywhere with the cor 

Wilson bill, enacted by the party whom tl y 

Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] represents; a tariff that was su “d 
to be framed upon revenue lines, with protection as an i ent 


I can recall the contrast very plainly. I know that in my State 


not a new mill was built, not a new loom was set up while we 
were living under it. Our lumbermen worked, they got em 
ployment at all, for one-half the wages they are getting to-day. 
What did it cause throughout the country? It gave us bor 
out of employment. It gave us soup houses in our cit It 
gave us Coxey’s army marching upon Washington. It gave us 


prostrate business and bankruptcy everywhere. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. May I ask the gentleman a que l 
Mr. POWERS. Yes 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Did not this depre m begin before the 


Wilson bill went into operation? 

Mr. POWERS. When a person or a party has threatened to 
do a certain thing, and has the power to accomplish it, and you 
know they are determined to do it, the effect 


evil is quite as strong and paralyzing as the reality, wh: yu 
receive the blow and know the worst. [Applause on t Re 
publican side. ] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I would like to ask t entle ! 
the Wilson bill of 1894 could have produced nic « 893 

Mr. POWERS. Because the people of the | iv ! 
of what the Democratic party had threatened lo d 
fears were amply realized. That is the plain truth of t 
tion. [Applause on the Republican sid 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Will the gentl n allow e to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I want to vy how y it 
was before the election of Cleveland th: ‘ tatement of 
“Rum, Romanism, and rebellion” was made which de ed 
Mr. Blaine? 

Mr. POWERS. My recollection is th tha is al t 
the close of the Blaine-Cleveland campaign, but I mnfess he 
gentleman that I do not see what relevancy that statem< has 
here. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. The point that you é 
pected to win up until that time, and it was not e expt yn 
of a Democratic victory that brought the panic 

Mr. HULL. That was not the election of 1892 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That was eight years ! I 

Mr. HULL. It was in the election eight years befor 

Mr. POWERS. Eight vears. That is no \ eat t 
for one of our Democratic friends to 1 nd it doe 
surprise me any. It is as close as our | 
often get to the facts of history. I do not ) 
tariff any further. Neither do I \y to d 
of reciprocity with Canada nor any « yun [ am 
to all reciprocity that would allow the pro 
country to compete with the products of our ov I 
opposed to reciprocity for noncompetitive a ve 
our own markets are the best markets in the \ d, a l 
lieve that our own workmen, our ow! r I d our own 
manufacturers should have the monopoly in rket 

Now. I believe also that it is perfectly pr durit 
ting of this committee to d uss almost any t bi I A 
few moments I wish to call attention ft the bill whiel 3 
brought in the other day, and refused consid m by 
of somewhere near two to o to { the Pr t 
consolidate customs districts without t , 
to State lines, which being privileged the gent 1 in ! 
threatens to caM up again wl ll } 
and declines to enter int any al ngement | v 
know the time and be prepared t 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Before the g 
of the tariff may I ask him a que 

Mr. POWERS Ye 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Is the 
amendment wh ever tT the e { 

Mr. POWERS. I could, if I would, s} ber of s l 
ules that I would like t \ r tl 

| passed, any revision that « e 1 be 


























largely a compromise; all the 
id knowing that fact I 
sive than fly to others 


history of tariff legislation shows | 
would rather bear the few ills we 
we know not of. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
ing the duty on hides? 


Is the gentleman in favor of remoy- 
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Mr. POWERS. No, sir; I stand by the farmer on that. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. le doesn’t know it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. POWERS. He knows it in my district. The gentleman 
may learn that he does in his. 

When the gentleman interrupted me I was about to refer to | 
H. R. 7114, introduced by the Committee on Ways and Means | 
by its chairman [Mr. PAYNE]. 


I have generally followed 
tleman from New York [ Mr. 
always, voted for every n 
for consideration, but I object to this bill. 
two re First, I do not believe that this 
surrender its rights to legislate upon a subject of this kind, 
cause it has done enough of that already. 

wlicating its right to legislate in the interest of the people and 


the lead of the distinguished gen- 
PAYNE], and have generally, if not 
1easure that he has brought in here 


isons, 


be- 


ahali 


transfer the same to some Department or Bureau. We resumed 
one of our rights the oth er day when we took back the right to 
grant registers to vessels, which we had surrendered. I do not 
believe it is good legislat n to permit the Secretary of the 
lreasury, no matter how wise and able a gentleman he may be— 
for that is what this means; the President will not have the time 


at it—without 
gard State lines 
established by 
Washington. 

I think that whenever one of these districts should be blotted 
out, whenever a change should be made, the proper way is to 
bring in a bill, 


to look any consultation or any hearing to disre- 
and to blot out customs districts that have been 


act of Congress going back to the days of George 


is in the asiesubhh of economy, if it is right to do so, let the 
Hlouse pass the bill—let is keep its own functions and not dele- 
gate them to some executive officer. I am opposed to bureau- 
cracy. I believe it is better that the people should govern them- 
selves, even if they do not do it as well as some bureau might. 
d that the same rule should apply to this House of Representa- 
tives, which especially represents the people. 
\gain, I want to say gentlemen, that in my deliberate judg- 
this bill will not effect what its authors claim for it; that 
will not decrease expenses and that it may do injury to trade 


nd commerce. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup- 
Certainly. 
‘LETT. I agree thoroughly with the gentleman in 
» bureaucracy; I am in accord with that senti- 
hend that the gentleman would be opposed to 
in the Agricultural Department to fix what sort 
of fo we shall eat. 
“POWB RS. Ia 


that I couldn't 


SARTLETT. 


nN 
il} 


afraid they might 
any of it. [Laughter.] 


Then the gentleman ought to be opposed 


a 
vet 
ret 


POWERS. Now, the authors of this bill point out fifty- 
districts where the amount received is less than 
unt paid out. I want to make this proposition, that 
the amount received is more or less than the amount 
the true criterion to judge of the necessity of a 
entry or a custom-house. I make the statement ad- 
ng had something to do with customs matters, and 

be collector of customs under President Grant on the 
and had charge of a great portion 

the duties that every customs officer 
to perform is to prevent smuggling, 
officer at the small ports and other 
be carried on, you will not collect 


une, 


st of our 
and revenue 


the whole seacoas 
to-day by customs officers 
of these customs might be 
say. There is no evidence in the re- 
before this House that any can 
the doing ay with any of them 
decrea expense and discommode 


ur country, 


districts 


and 
know . 


ld inerease rather than 


none 
aw 


se 


The report of the committee 
a ain number 


accompanying this bill gives us 
of districts where receipts are less than the 


expenditures, but it dees not go any further and show us what 
ices are rendered by the officers stationed there. The gen- 
Ueman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] says that he believes that 


I object to it for | 


House should | baving charge of all this matter, and there are several ot 


I do not believe in its | 


| bill and have it cut down. 


liscuss it before the House on its merits, and if it | 
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the one down at Brownsville—that is the one where the 
| penditures are so much larger than are the receipts—may 
necessary. I have no doubt that it is necessary. As I und 
stand it, Brownsville was one of the old ports of entry, and 
I am informed to-day the several deputy collectors and 
spectors who have charge of the frontier for hundreds of » 
along the Rio Grande are paid at Brownsville. If they y 
paid at El Paso, then the receipts at Brownsville would | 
ably exceed the expenditures. Every customs oflicer 
bursing officer. These various officers 
one place and sometimes at another, 
charge-of that particular territory. 
Now, I desire to make another point as to the cost of these ya 
rious offices. The amount paid to the several collectors in t 
fifty-one districts is $43,982.25. That includes some half «& 
that I think no one will question are absolutely necessary wh 
the salaries are large. For instance, I refer to the one dow 
Brownsville. There the collector gets a salary of nearly $2.(\ 


is : 
are paid sometimes «+ 
depending on who | 


There is one at Eureka, Cal. I know nothing about that, but 
there is quite a salary paid; and there is one at Newbern and 
Pamlico, N. C., and at Sandusky, Ohie, where I understand 
officer has charge of a large part of Lake Erie, and has to ! 


persons all along the shore. It is a large shipping point on t! 


lake. One of the large salaries is that of the collector of Gra 
Haven, which, I am informed, is the shipping port of Grand 
Rapids, Mich. But let me say to you, if any one of these col 


lectors are receiving a larger salary than is a fair compensation 
for services, then let gentlemen show the fact and bring in a 
Of the fifty-one nonpaying collection 
districts which are enumerated in their report, in thirty-six of 
them salaries of less than $1,000 are paid to the collector. 





The principal expense of these ports is not in the salaries of 
collectors, for, as I have stated, the salaries are $43,982.25 all 
told in these fifty-one districts, being some $900 to a district. If 


you send a special deputy there in case you abolish them and it 
is necessary to have some one there, they all get $3 a day or 
$4 a day, and you can see very easily how you would increa 


_ expense from twelve to fifteen thousand dollars in maintain- 


ig this cordon or guard, unless the best interests of the revenue 
rN not demand that anyone should be stationed there. 
there are two in my own State, which I shall refer to in a mo 
ment. There is one in Kennebunk, Me., where the collector re 
ceives the enormous gri and I believe I am using the rds 
of the gentleman from New York—of $78.75. There is another 
in Saco, where there is considerable shipping. Saco and Bid 
deford are cities served by this office having 30,000 people, 
where the collector receives $298.55. It so happens that I met 





| the collector of Portland yesterday, and I asked him about 


two places, for they are some 20 and 30 miles from his district 
He said: 


If you will take away the small salary we are paying there, we 


| have to send a deputy collector and it will cost much more. 


raise the standard | 


I presume that is true of most of these small ports. One 
word more. The amount paid out at all these small port 
somewhere in the vicinity of $150,000. The collector has 
duties to perform, and in some places is the only officer 
port. He is there to certify to vessels and give them 
register and clearance papers, and do everything that is to be 
done; and wherever there is anything paid out at any oue 0: 
these ports beyond the salary of the collector, it is paid t to 
a deputy collector or an inspector, and there can not be a deputy 
collector or an inspector at any port unless the Secre! 
the Treasury, looking to the best interests of the Governmen’ 
decides that he shall be there. And whether there shall | 
there or not, or how many any collector shall have, is 
mined by the Secretary of the Treasury. He can cut the force 
down whenever he pleases, as I have known him to do, 
can enlarge it if it is necessary and he wishes to do so, : 
that was the rule when I was a collector of customs. 
fore, as in the case of Brownsville, Tex., and as in the « f 
a number of others that I could cite where there is quite 4 
large expenditure, that expenditure is in excess of thi it 


sum that is paid to the collector, which in nearly all case $3 
| than that paid to an inspector who would have to be t! be- 
| cause the Secretary of the Treasury decides it is necess for 
the best interests of the revenue that the men should be | 
3ecause we have given the right to consolidate i! 
revenue districts, whether wisely or unwisely, it does not W 
| that we should extend that to customs districts, for | C 
| think that they are similar in many respects. Neithic » I 
think that it is fair to compare the cost of collecting the | al 
revenue of the country with that of collecting the custom ue 
country , 
Internal revenue is collected upon a very few articles anc, of 
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uurse, at no very great expense, and the customs upon very | Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts rose. 

ny articles, and in addition to that the entire costs of pre- The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
enting smuggling and policing the frontier is charged up to the | the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

stoms expense. Therefore it necessarily follows that the ex- Mr. POWERS. In a moment; and if this Congress shall find 

ise of one would naturally be greater than the other. | that any one of them is not for the best inter¢ of the revenue 

You will notice, if you will look at the statement in the/| is not necessary in order to accommodate the 
Treasurer's report of the cost of collecting the revenue in the | shipping interest of my district, I will cheerfully acquie 
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-_ eve 












t e in 
eral customs districts, that he reports other costs amounting | having it blotted out, but I do not care to delegate to anv See- 
$127,204.40. Now, there are what are called “ special agents” | retary of the Treasury through all « ng time the right be- 
of the Treasury Department connected with customs who travel | tween two days or without notice to b! ou r transfer to 
along the frontier, and they visit the collection districts and | Massachusetts, as this bill obliterates State ] otes: <cinally Blinds 
report to the Secretary of the Treasury, and on their report | four customs districts I have the honor to ] e in ( 
force is often cut down or raised. Under these circum- | gressional district. , 

nees I submit to amy person here if there is not a safe remedy Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts rose 

ay for a large part of the expense attendant upon these The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman f M ‘ Mr 
11 collectorships unless the expenses are necessary to protect | Powers] yield to the gentleman from Massac] 
Government and prevent smuggling. | GARDNER] ? 

Mr. SPERRY. You were a collector of the port? | Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS. I was collector of a customs district. | Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I should | 

ir. SPERRY. And you know these facts which you have | the question of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ¢ 

I rted here to be true? | In my district is a custom-house which from noint « 
POWERS. I know they were as stated when I was col- | perhaps—I do not say certainly—of the Tr y Dep: ; 

r, and I think they are the same to-day. is retained for sentimental reasons. Now, ther l rea 

ir. SPERRY. You know that to be true? son why I, for one, should prefer to pr t th : 

r. POWERS. Yes, sir. These collectorships are established | retention to this Congress rather than to the ! l of any D 

S what for the benefit of commerce and shipping. partment. I call the gentleman’s attention ft he fact t 
fr. GILBERT of Kentucky rose. other day the Secretary of the Navy r led 

CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- | tinuance of the appropriation for the m: of 
1 from Kentucky? United States ship Constitut . So far: head of 
ir. POWERS. Certainly. partment was concerned, no sentimental sideration 
GILBERT of Kentucky. I want some information and | serving a historical landmark had any weight | ther 
the gentleman from Maine seems to be entirely conversant with | people of Massachusetts, with one accord, pres 1 tl 
ails of this. Do these collectors at these little ports | Congress through your Committee on Naval Af I 
enses to vessels in the coastwise trade? to say that this body will take a ve 
POWERS. Certainly. Secretary of the Navy as to the ad 
GILBERT of Kentucky. And do they-give clearance | a memorial, even if it be not 1 
: Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gen 
POWERS. Certainly; and more than that they see the | many ports of entry may have been « 
re properly manned and proper food is there. They | tained now for purely sentimental reaso1 
rge number of duties to perform, which if you look at | Mr. GARDNER of Mas husetts M 
Recorp of last Thursday you will find were enumerated. | know that a single one is mai 
I have no doubt but what you will find that in almost! I know that fifty-one in the United § 
one of these cases, except some few of earlier date which | in the last fiscal year, and t g 
established away back in the days of the Adamses and | one was some $156,000. 

( Washington, that they have been established for the | Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey ro: 

] t of the merchants, as in the interior ports, or for the bene-| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentk n fro fassacl < 

f ommerce and shipping, as in the cases along the coast. | [Mr. GARDNER] yield to the gentle » f ‘ J { 
Mr. CRUMPACKER, Will the gentleman allow a question? | GarpNerR]? 

POWERS. Yes, sir. Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. It 
CRUMPACKER. I supported the motion the other day | tleman from Maine [| Mr. Powers}. 
to the Committee of the Whole House for the considera Mr. GARDNER of New Jers Iw 


this bill with the understanding there is no power under | man if he had observed that where the 1 
vy now in the Secretary of the Treasury to abolish a cer- | expenses that the greater the deficit the 
rt. | business done, and the more reason for 
Mr. POWERS. That is so. Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I « erved that. I 
CRUMPACKER. And I had the impression that there | will point out to the gentk t] . port 
were some ports that might be dispensed with, and probably it | United States from the poi 














be good policy to vest the discretion in the Secretary of | de Santiago, or Brownsville, which the « r 
1 reasury to dispense with the supernumerary or unneces- | tee on Ways and Means tells us « pos be al l. 
rts. Now, does the gentleman contend that there is | That port alone costs $40,000 to ntair ( d 
ingle port of entry that ought not to be dispensed with, | Haven, in Michigan, which for \ 
10t profitable it be dispensed with? Is that his opinion? | be abolished. This costs $9,000. Ni u 
POWERS. I will say this: I know not but there may be | in Oregon, which costs $14,000 f 
ich port, but I will say the report of the committee accom- | abolished. Those three ports alone cost $03,000 
this bill points out no such port, and personally I know | $156,000 expended for nonpaying ports, 
: the Treasury would think of abolishing 
CRUMPACKER. One other suggestion | the Democracy [Mr. WititaMs] said 
POWERS. And if the committee will bring in a bill or | which he had with Mr. Assistant 8 
te ports, and assign a reason why it is not necessary to | telephone he was informed tl there 1 
collector, though his salary is the meager one of that of | ishing any paying ports Id t know, so f 3 N 
tor at Port Jefferson, N. Y¥.—$62.30—I will cheerfully | is concerned, of a single one of the 
abolish it, or any other one. | with advantage to the commerce of 
CRUMPACKER. The gentleman from Maine, I presume, | although I will admit that there possibly 
‘ree with me in the belief that if this authority were con | the paying ports that could to advantage be 
| upon the Secretary of the Treasury no port that is of use | other ports. Yet we are told that tf 
lerce or the country would be abolished or dispensed ference with paying ports. 
| Mr. POWERS. The gentleman fri M ! 
- POWERS. Well, I do not know that I should fully agree | ticipated me and presented this questio 


he gentleman as to that point. I will say this to the | comes in better than I could. I wish to lt 
n, that I prefer, so far as the four customs districts in | House to the fact that, of the fifty-one 1 
gressional district are concerned, to be able to be heard | thirty-six of them the salaries of t] 

the Congress if any of them are to be changed or abol- | $1,000, and in many ve I 

for I believe every one is very strongly in the interest of | these small salaries resulted from 

ple of my district, necessary to prevent smuggling and to | early days of the Republic, wh 

Promote the interests of commerce and shipping. money we have to-day, sal 
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‘tors in those ports, and as they have not increased in busi- 
have been kept there ever since. In the ports that 
been established in later days you will find larger sala- 


hess they 


ries. As I remarked, the report does not show a single place 
where it is not necessary to have some one to protect the 


revenue and to do the business of the country, and I repeat I 
shall cheerfully sustain and support and vote for any bill that 

out any port that it not necessary for that purpose, 
An act of Congress alone established each of these ports and 
Congress alone has the power to abolish them now, and I be- 


blots is 


lieve it should retain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
has expired. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman ten 


minutes more. 

Mr. POWERS. I have, as I said, in my district four customs 
districts. One of them is in the nonpaying list, and I believe it 
is as essential as any one of the four. 


The salary of the collector is $990.70. He has under him four 


inspectors. He has some 200 miles of coast line. He has 
twelve ports at which vessels are entered and cleared. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts remarked that he be- 


lieved that some of the paying ports could be consolidated better 
than some of the nonpaying ports. I agree with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts as to that. I have in my district of coast 
line and frontier between seven and eight hundred miles, and 
probably there are stationed along that line at least forty-five 
men. Within the district is the nonpaying port of Machias, 
just referred to. 

I wrote to the collector of Machias and asked him something 
about what he had to do. There is no district, in my judgment, 
in Maine or in New England, where the services are paid so 
lightly for as in the Machias district, for it is generally the case 
that in those small ports where the expenses exceed the revenue 
you can not get very much salary for anybody connected with 
them. That is always so. So I asked him something about 
what he has done this last year. He said the number of vessels 

from foreign ports were 91, and cleared for foreign 
179. Vessels entered from domestic ports, 16; cleared 
for domestic ports, 82. Then he gives the number of permits— 
505—and he goes through a whole list of the various things, and 
he wrote me this letter, which I shall read a little from. He 


Says: 


entered 


ports, 


Some of my ports are only a few miles from Grand Manan, and a 
sail from British possessions, and hence we have to be on 


alert to prevent smuggling, especially of wool and fish. 


few hours’ 


the 

It is very necessary that a collector should be in Machias to 
attend to the shipping interests of these twelve ports. 

With all these vessels and ports they have to look after and 
give clearance papers to, he gets, not the salary that you 
would haye to pay a deputy collector, for they get from $3 to 
$4 a day, but he gets $990.70 a year, somewhere over $100 less 
than would be paid a deputy collector. Now, I submit, gentle- 


men, under these circumstances, if it is good legislation to take 
these various ports that have been established, many of them, 


since the days of Washington, that are necessary to protect the 
interest of the revenue, and that are necessary to have a col- 





lector somewhere on the spot, in order to facilitate our com- 
inerce; I submit if it is good legislation to place in the power 
of the Secretary for all time the privilege of blotting them out, 
of transferring them, of paying no regard to State lines or any- 
thing of that kind. 

From the earliest foundation of the Republic down to the 


time this establishment of ports for the collection of 
luties has always recognized the State line. It has been a little 
recognition of something of State sovereignty that has been let 
Therefore, while I am willing to meet the question on 

or of this House at any time as to the necessity of any 
my district, and ready to vote, I think, as cheerfully 
» gentleman from New York for doing away with any port 

essential, if that port shall be designated and a bill brought 
purpose upon a report showing the facts, I con- 


port n 


not 


in for that 


tend that this report does not show any such facts or give any 
good reason for so doing. I do not know of any that should 
be done away with. I presume there may be some; but I do 
protest against this House vacating its right to legislate and 


turning it over to a bureau, a Cabinet minister, or to anyone 
for all future time. An act of this kind will permit the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, with the consent of the President, to blot 
out and obliterate or consolidate districts established by the 
legislation of a century. Therefore 1 voted against going into 


Committee of the Whole, though I may say in all frankness I 
preferred to discuss and settle the question then and there, but 
I was overruled by other gentlemen, and when the majority are 
against me I cheerfully submit. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentlen; 
from Maine a question if he will yield to me. 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you suppose there is the slic 
est possibility either of the present President or any future 
we might have abolishing one of these nonpaying ports that ii 
necessary to retain in order to prevent smuggling? Do yoy 
think we would ever get such a Secretary of the Treasury 
President as that? 

Mr. POWERS. I will say to the gentleman from Misso 
that while I have the greatest confidence in the President 4) 
all of the officers of the President and all the Secretaries 4) 
Cabinet ministers, yet people are human and we can not 
trate the future. It is not for to-day; it is for the future: 4), 
therefore, without any showing of anything that we need «; 
I for one prefer that this House of Congress do not vacate 
right, but maintain the right to pass upon this question itsel; 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if you will permit me, that 
was exactly my own idea in the committee; but men who had 
served on the committee longer than I, and who had had more 
experience in this very same question, said that it was utterly 
impossible to accomplish this result that way; that if the com 
mittee, for instance, brought in a bill here abolishing one port 
in Maine that the whole Maine delegation in all probability 
would fight it; if there were one in Massachusetts, the entire 
Massachusetts delegation would fight it, and so all around, al! 
over the country, they would “ double team,” to use a comuny 
expression in the country, or, as some people say, “ logroll,” and 
they would all get together and would beat any Dill that the 
committee would bring in. So at last I gave my adherenc 
this bill; but I do not care that much about it one way or the 
other. 

Mr. POWERS. I am sorry the gentleman gave his adher- 
ence. I think his views were right, and I wish he had held to 
them. 

But in answer to the other proposition, that no legislation 
could be passed, I am not of those who believe that this Con 
gress or this House of Representatives is so corrupt that it will 
be swayed from doing its duty, and doing it faithfully, by any 
representations from the delegation from Maine or the deleg 
tion from Massachusetts. I believe that this Congress in a 
matter of this kind, when it is presented to them, will do justice 
and do what is right fearlessly, and it is to them that I would 
appeal. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Some of the grave and reverend 
seigniors on that committee said that human nature is the s 
everywhere 

Mr. POWERS. Yes; that may be so. If you can not trust 
this House, how can you trust a single individual? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And each delegation fighting for 
its own right, or what it supposes to be its right, at | 
that there would be enough of them get together to constitute 
a majority of the House and beat it. Now, it turns out that 
without specifying the districts, there was an overwlhe! 
majority of the House against the bill or its consideration. | 
have no pride of opinion about it one way or the other. 

Mr. POWERS. A great many Members of this House voted 
against this bill because they did not like the principle involved. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not like the principle inyolyed 
any more than the gentleman from Maine does. 

Mr. POWERS. I voted against it and will vote agai! y 
bill of that kind, surrendering the right of the Congress to lexis 
late, as often as it is brought before the House. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. You are getting to be a 
good States rights Democrat. 

Mr. POWERS. I was born a Democrat, but I got out o! 
party as soon as I was old enough to know better. [Laught 
Mr. CLARK of Misseuri. If you were born a Democrat 

are likely to become one again. 

Mr. POWERS. I thank the committee and yield ba 
remainder of my time. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes | 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon]. 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the 
from Maine [Mr. Powers] has seen fit to make an argu! 
this time against the bill which was recently presented tie 
House by the Ways and Means Committee, providing f 
consolidation, reorganization, and formation of the « 
collection districts of the United States, and his argume 
pearing to me to be so untenable, I have concluded that i! 
not be unwise for me to offer a few observations in sup) ol 
the measure. 

The first mistake the gentleman makes is when he unde) 
to argue the proposition from a Democratic standpoint 
says he was once a Democrat, but that he got out of the | 
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at an early age, and then argues that it would be un-Democratic | 
io give the President of the United States power to reorganize 
and reform the custom districts of the country so as to weed 
out all such districts as do not furnish revenue sufficient to 
maintain the operation of them. I have been a Democrat all | 
my life, and I have never seen nor do I ever expect to see the 
noment when I had or will have the least desire to leave the 
rrand old party of the people for a single second of time, and 
hence I believe I am in a little better attitude to argue this 
question from a Democratic standpoint than is the gentleman 
rom Maine, who so willfully and maliciously deserted it. 1 


m not a deserter. I stand by my colors at all times and | 
aces. [Applause.] 

; Mr. POWERS. I did not desert the Democratic party. It 
serted me. 
Mr. MACON. Your evidence of that fact is no doubt satis- 





ctory to you, but it is not satisfactory to the members of the 

Democratic party, that you turned your back upon when you de- | 

serted the party. I therefore decline to accept your statement 

t the party deserted you, instead of you having deserted it. 

e Democratic party stands now where it has always stood, 

n the great economic principle of administering the affairs 

the Government in the best possible way at the least possible 

cost to the people. The Democratic party stood there when you | 

were a member of it, and whenever it reaches the point that it 

; willing to willfully and maliciously desert that great principle, 

you deserted it, 1 hope it will be blotted from the face of the 

h. I thank God that the Democratic party has no higher 

sition than that of doing right by every community and every 
vidual, regardless of locality or conditions. [{Applause.] 

\ few days ago, when the urgent deficiency bill was before 

House, I offered an amendment to the provision making an 

ropriation for the collection of revenues through custom 

houses, limiting the expenditure so that none of the funds so ap- 

‘jated could be used for the maintenance of, a custom-house 

re the expenditure exceeded the customs receipts. While I 

s speaking to the amendment the gentleman from New York 

PAYNE], chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 

in his place and stated that if I would withdraw my 

dment his committee would report a bill to the House to 

( ect the evils that I complained of. To which I replied that | 

would promise me that he would report such a 

tly, I would withdraw my amendment. He agreed to do | 

d I withdrew the amendment, and, according to his prom- | 

‘reported the bill; but, strange to say, when he asked the 

‘to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


bill | 


for the purpose of discussing it, a large majority of both | 


r votes that they did not even want to consider the ques 
getting rid of a system that filched more than $100,000 


rats and Republicans who voted upon the proposition said | 


the purses of the toiling masses of this country without re- | 
¢ a single cent to take the place of what had been filched | 


hem. 

the report of the committee accompanying the bill there ap- 
| a list of fifty-one ports at which customs expenses ex- 

| receipts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, which 
S st L will incorporate in full in my remarks, in order that 
{ ple from one end of this country to the other may ac 


themselves with this governmental leech that has been 
usly sapping it of a portion of its lifeblood for many 


ports at which customs erpenses exceeded receipts for the fiscal 








year ending June 30, 1905. 
Num-| Cost of 
Name of port. Receipts. | Expenses. herem-) collect- 
ployed. ing $1 
$5. 00 $1, 606. 94 2 $321 
5. 00 Po, 41 2 185 
1, 287.87 3 620. 45 4 : 
$38, 80 3 5a. 42 7 8 
1. 400, 0] 2 
OOT. 85 $, 278. 72 1 >, BM 
Santiago (Brownsville), 
bs saabinte 5, 504. 89 31 7.173 
| EN DE ee 491.99 5 2. 868 
n, lowa e 176, 44 ? 585 
Biwi. 50. 61 4. (is 
liete 47.10 y; l 116 
Mi sie 682. 64 4,508. 34 6 6.597 
ga, Tenn 42.73 502. 55 2 11. 761 
me (Cape Charles City), 
; ee J 5.00 1,001.13 4 200. 226 
Crisfield), Md A710 2,402.18 3 42. O70 
vn, Mass 461.72 2, 7&2. 71 { weg 
ans Bay (Ellsworth), Me 208, OF 3, 584. 90 5 17. 229 
I 12. 00 403. 86 l 33. 655 
wn,8.C i e 266. 79 583. 50 3 2. 187 
zg Harbor (Somers Point), | 
iidendinthenes ae 41.59 1,115.25 | 2 | 26. 815 


Rs 


76 





Humboldt (Eureka), 
Kennebunk, Me- - - 


Name of port. 


Cal 


La Crosse, Wis 


Little Egg Harbor (Tuckerton), N.. 


Machias, Me ....... 
Michigan (Grand Haven 
Nantucket, Mass 
Natchez, Miss 


Oregon (Astoria), 


Paducah, Ky 


| Pamlico (Newbern), 


Patchogue 
Plymouth, Mass 


Port Jefferson, N 
Portsmouth, 
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, Mic 
Oreg ...-. 
so... 
SN sties Saiettaandian 
meat mp 
ee isaac 


tock Island, Ill 
Saco, Me 


Sag Harbor, N.Y 


| St 


Vik 
a 


W hee 


Ww 


Mr. Chairman, when I offered my amet 


Mar 
Salem and Beverly 
| Sandusky, Ohio 
Southern Oregon (¢ 
| Tappahannock, Va 
| Teche ( Brashear), La 
F burg, Miss 
»boro, Me 
‘ling, W.Va 
Wilmington, N.C 
Wiscasset, Me 
Yaquina, Oreg 


York, Me.... 


1 


ks 
id 


ys 


Ga 


Total 


‘oos B 


SAY 


( 


Salem), Mass 


R 
v 


deficiency bill I certainly thought 
cratic membership of this body 


abolish custom-houses where they we 


oce pts 
ai} 


YS 


61 


7. 21 


09 
2 oO 
2. 05 


‘x 


47, 242.94 


List of ports at which customs expenses exceed 


it would h 


behind 
a 


it was shown by facts and figures that 


ho 


annum was being paid out for the 

house where not a single cent of custo 
received; the thought of maintaining 
people $1,400 per annu without ¢ oe t 
in return therefor, was so repugnant to 
and so contrary to the principles of the De 
I have always known them, that I « l t 
Democrats would support proposit te 

But, sir, to my great surprise nd utte 
bill correcting the wrong was presented ft 
simple request made by the gentleman fr 
the House go into a Committee of the WI! 
the Union for the purpose of considering w 
incubus should be removed from our bod 
crats voted against the proposition where 

I confess candidly that L do not und 
Democracy. It ay be that mv edu 
been sadly neglected, but, whether ¢ 
or not, I defy anyone to iow ne s y 
cratic platform ever adopted by a towns! 
national convention that s d fot 
sipate the revenues of the people o 

|} $1,400 per annum where no nside 
acter was given therefor. 

The Democratic party cries out S 
such a wrong against the people’s < 
logically justify the continuation of 
humblk representative ol \ I lL } j 
ing with all the force of my e \; 

The gentleman of North ¢ im [M 
sents the district in which Beaufort is s 
defend the policy of maintai cust 
the expense of $1,400 per ann rnothis 
argument for its continuance except that 
and distant past it furnished e re 
that was required to maintain it and 
permitted to exist, it may at some 
vague way, rain retut to the poi 
greater sum into the Treasury than it ext 
ts maintenance. Such an argument we I 
presented by so serious a gentleman 

The gentleman from Maine | Mr. IP 
not know of a single one of the pot 
braced in the report of the Com: ee « 
it is not necessary to mainta ord 
I believe that in my benighte yniclit 
or two that I am sure it is not ct 


prevent smuggling. 
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Take the port of Vicksburg, Miss. (And I speak of Missis- 
sippi with the kindliest feeling possible, because that great State 
is close kin to Arkansas; we in Arkansas look upon Mississip- 
brothers and 


sisters. 


| 
| 
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Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I have just pointed out th: 
ports that no one on earth who desires to do right by the Ame) 
can people could object to the abolishment of, and I think I ea 
safely point out one in the district that the gentleman f; 





| Massachusetts represents, because a few minutes ago, in t 


pians as A great many of them are now 
making their homes with us, and many of us sprung from a 
worthy Mississippi ancestry. But that is no reason, sir, that | 


honest Democrats from Arkansas should not be against wrongs | 
existing in Mississippi.) At that point a custom port is being | 


maintained at an expense of $513.65 per annum, when it does 
not return a single cent in compensation or justification of such 
expenditure. Is it that the gentleman from 


possible 


time of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers], he stated 
effect that the necessity for the maintenance of the port in | 
district was founded upon sentiment; and I assert here that 


| sentiment that works to the injury of the whole people for t! 
| sole purpose of gratifying the sickly whim of a few in a giy 


Maine | 


thinks that anybody could smuggle anything into Vicksburg? | 
There are customs ports below that point on the coast line that 
would prevent such a thing. 

Naichez, Miss., is in the same boat with Vicksburg. We pay 


out $500 per annum at that point for the maintenance of a cus- 
toms port and do not receive a penny in return. 

But, Mr. Chairman, before getting too far away from the port 
of Vicksburg I can not refrain from applauding the vote of the 
gentleman who represents the district in which that city is situ- 


ated, the Hon. JoHN SHARP WILLIAMS, the illustrious minority | 


leader of this body. He voted to consider the bill reforming the 


locality is as injurious to the proper conduct of the affairs o: 
great Government like ours as is foul air to the habitation o: 
cellar. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Apart from the one that 
I represent, and in time I shall endeavor to inform the Hi 
more fully upon that question, can the gentleman point out 4 
other port on that list where a condition of things is sh: 
that the port can be abolished with advantage? 

Mr. MACON. Why, in my judgment, many of them could | 
consolidated with others, and in that way many of them a 


ished. I have just named several that could be abolished y 
| out regard to consolidation. It might be that the gentleman 


who represents Beaufort, N. C., might be able to save his mu 


| beloved port at that place if the process of consolidation were to 


customs districts, and would vote to strike down an evil in his 
district as quickly as he would yote to strike one down in the 
most remote bounds of this Union. He is a Democrat of the 
pure type, and realizes that a man can not be a Democrat in 
the true sense and vote a Democratic vete upon one question 
‘and a Republican vote upon another. He knows that Democ- 
racy means Democracy everywhere and at all times, and that | 
whenever you surrender any part of its teachings you surrender | 
all, just as the Christian surrenders his Christianity when he 
violates any one of the Ten Commandments. 


After having pointed the gentleman from Maine to Vicksburg 
and Natchez as being two points where no smuggling could be 
done, because of the ports upon the coast line, 1 will ask him to 
a little higher up the Mississippi River with me, and let us 
turn up the Ohio until we reach Paducah, Ky. It is true that 


Lo 


set in, for I notice, in glancing over the list of ports, that he 
has another port in his district that does not pay sufficient 1 
nue to justify its maintenance. 

It will not do to heed his argument, that if you allow the 


ports to remain as they are now that there may come a 
time in the unfathomable future when some vessel of some 


sort might bring enough railroad iron to Beaufort to in 


| compensate for having maintained it for so long a time wh: t 


when this subject was before the house a few days ago the 
gentleman who so ably represents the First district of Ken- 
tucky [Mr. James] undertook to show that there were several 
rivers at that point, and therefore the port was necessary. 
Why an interior port upon two rivers should be any more nec- | 
essary than a port upon a great river like the Mississippi is | 
something that I am too dull to understand. Paducah is more 
than a thousand miles from any border or coast line of the 
United States, and certainly nothing could be smuggled into 
1 cit 

rhe gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powerrs] and the gentleman 
f North Carolina [Mr. Tuomas], who are unusually exer- 
cised over this proposition, attempt to frighten us from our po- 
§ 1 by referring to the port at Brownsville, Tex., where the 
cost of ntenance exceeds the revenues received; and they 
seem to fear that if this bill is enacted into law the Govern- 
ment will abolish that port. Why, Mr. Chairman, a Presi- 
dent would be a simpleton of the worst character if he abol- 
ished a port like Brownsville, Tex. The Republic of Mexico, 


foreign country, is just across the Rio Grande River from us, 
nd at most seasons of the year that river can be forded, and 
! smuggling from Mexico into 
irried on the year round by the greasy 
tants of that country. 


were t! T port abolished 


‘¢4 ron! 
STATES V ould be c: 


ore it is 


I absolutely 
and a President would be a fool to even give a thought to a dis- 
continuance of it. Therefore the argument they offer, to the 

t tl if this bill becomes a law the President would abol- 
ort at Brownsville, is what I would call “ tommy rot.” 
just what that means, and in the absence of better 
as to the meaning of the term I am going to assume 


I< not } rw 


t s the cheapest kind of rot on earth. [Applause.] 

Beaufort, N. C., can show that it has a foreign territory 
j S shallow river from the United States, where its 
‘ ens 1 ford the river and smuggle articles into this coun- 
try the year round, the gentleman who represents that district 
need not fear that the port at that place will be abolished, 
any more than that the port at Brownsville, Tex., will be abol- 
ished. 

Sir, gentlemen can not make such illogical argument as the | 
gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina have done in regard to this matter and expect sensible men 
to listen to it, much less believe it. 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman point out on that list which, in his opinion, could 


with advantage be abolished, in order to give the gentleman 
representing the port an opportunity to testify before this 


™m 
il 


eeting ¢ 


the | 


paid no revenue. Gentleman, do you think that to be a 
policy to pursue? I do not, nor can I find anything but pure 
and unadulterated selfishness upon which it can be given a | 

to stand. 

Hie says that at one time, in the leng drawn-out history of 
Beaufort a vessel did land there and unload a lot of railroad 
iron, upon which there was suflicient revenue paid to maintain 
the port for several years. But, gentlemen, in view of the fact 
that this country is manufacturing railroad iron and sending it 
abroad and selling it for from five to eight dollars less per to 
in the foreign markets of the world than it is sold to the y« 
of this country, and in view of the further fact that it ¢ 
manufactured here and sold abroad at all, when it must co 
in the open markets of foreign countries, can you justify 
lief that another vessel will ever unload railread iron at beau- 
fort, N. C., again? [ Applause. ] 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
terrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I understand the gentle- 
man is referring in his remarks to the port of Beaufort, N 
upon which I commented in my speech the other day. I want to 
ask the gentleman if he noticed in my speech that I show: r 
letters from Secretary Shaw that the receipts from duties 
imports into the harbor of Beaufort for three years amounted to 
$120,000 and the expenses of the port are $1,400.01 per ? 
Now, $120,000 duties upon imports would pay the expe 
the port of Beaufort from the foundation of the Goverm 


Mr. Chairman, may | 


| from the time of George Washington down to the present 


necessary to maintain that port, | 








| speech in my time. 


Mr. MACON. Oh, yes; I remember all that. It is 
-Recorp. But because the port paid for three years of i 
ence is no reason why it should be eternally maintained \ 
is not paying. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
upon the committee—— 

Mr. MACON. The gentleman will have to excuse me fo! 
allowing him to interrupt me further if it his purpose to make a 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 


tA ant to call the att n 
of the committee— 


Mr. MACON. The gentleman has made his speech 
and it is in the Recorp, so anyone who cares to may read I 
therefore decline to yield to him to make it again in m) 

I will say to the gentleman that there was a time no 
when Beaufort was of some importance as a port, and 

as a town, perhaps of more importance in every way t! 

city of Chicago was at that time; but he can not say | it 
occupies that position to-day. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
ask him another question? 


Well, I want to im] 





Will the gentleman ! ; 


Mr. MACON. Yes; I will yield for a question, but not tor 4 
speech. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Is the gentleman a\ 3 
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the fact that the port of Beaufort, N. C., has become the ter- | 

inus practically of a through system of railway extending 
rom the mountains of North Carolina to the seashore, and that 
ie last river and harbor bill carried for that port an appro- 
riation of $45,000 to deepen the water to make a depth of 24 
et at high tide—— 

Mr. MACON. Is that a question or a five-minute speech? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina (continuing). Up to the 
railroad wharves and piers? 

Mr. MACON. TI can not afford to yield for that kind of a 

stion. It is too long. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Does the gentleman know 


Mr. MACON. No: the gentleman does not know it, and in his 
opinion such a condition does not exist, unless it be a little 
{ by-four railroad that amounts to no more shan a side-show 
affair leading out from some insignificant railroad station to a 
tolerably fair town a few miles distant. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Now, I want to say fur- 

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I must decline to yield further 

the gentleman who seeks to take my time in which to make 

speech over again. [Laughter and applause.] Mr. Chair- 
. 1 will say, as a further response to the gentleman’s long 
drawn-out question, that I was not aware that Beaufort was 
uch consequence as he undertakes to make us believe it is, 
[ do not think any other Member of this House believes it 
so important a place. In dealing with it in relation to the 
‘r now under discussion we must deal with it by the amount 
<tracts each year from the Treasury and the returns it 
es to it, which I have shown to be $1,400 to nothing against 
port. 

might be, Mr. Chairman, if this bill becomes a law, that 
President could re-form the various districts so as to pre- 
the gentleman’s pet port—Beaufort—that he seems to 
e to have maintained at all hazards and regardless of cost. 

ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman- 
MACON. Ah, the gentleman from Massachusetts seems 
joined forces with the gentleman from North Carolina 
effort to maintain his port, which is founded upon senti- 
while the gentleman from North Carolina’s port 
“1 upon nothing and has nothing but old age to support it; 
says, it used to be one of the ports of colonial days. 
sir, it has sentiment connected with it, too, on account 


Is 


P ps, 
( age. 
THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman—— 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield? 
MACON. No, sir; I will not yield for the gentleman to 
i speech. 
THOMAS of North Carolina. Just a question. 
MACON. Then begin. I can tell better after you have 
d whether it is to be a question or a speech. 
THOMAS of North Carolina. Does the gentleman think 
0 in three years is sentiment and not solid fact? 
MACON. That is the same old question; you have asked 
o or three times. But let us see how long it took for it 
that amount. 


THOMAS of North Carolina. Three years. 


MACON. How many years has it been maintained in 
01 to pay that amount? 
THOMAS of North Carolina. Well, that is enough to 


expenses of the port since the days of George Wash 


MACON. Then you believe that because it was a paying 
tion for the period of three years under peculiar cir 


ncees-—circumstances that will not arise again in the 
of things within all time—it ought to be maintained 
ss to the Government forever? You might as well talk 


bout working a coal mine forever that only paid for 
ears, and had to be worked for all time at a loss because 
paid to work it. There is just as much sense in work- 
it kind of a mine as there is in maintaining a port that 
r three years and will never pay again. 

THOMAS of North Carolina. With the construction of 
hama Canal it will be one of the greatest ports on the 
Atlantie coast. 

MACON. Then, sir, when that day comes I will join 
with you to have your port reestablished. 

THOMAS of North Carolina. It is already a port of 
Inportance, 


MACON. Perhaps so, if viewed through abnormally self- 


greatly exaggerated glasses. No facts that you have | 
or can show will justify your declaration as to its 
of great importance. There is nothing in this bill nor 


history of the Presidents of the United States that jus- 








tifies anyone in concluding that if the bil 1 ] 
will be abolished indiscriminately and without regard to tlhe 
importance. 

You gentlemen who are opposing this bill know that thet 
no necessity for maintaining the ports that you nov itt 
defend. You know that the President, under his oath, 


abolish any port if given the power to do so, if rt, 
judgment of a sane man, is worthy of maint 

If you really and truly felt that the Governny jus 
in maintaining such ports as Beaufort, N. C., you \ ld 1 
more afraid of the passage of this bill than you are 
zephyrs that press your brow each day 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will the gentleman 
me there 

Mr. MACON. No, sir; your questions are too long vd t 
are the same thing over and over again. Hence I must de 
to yield. To my Democratic colleagues I want to s 
candor compels me to admit that one of the most humil 
moments that I remember to have experienced since I | 
been a member of this body was when the gentk n fi 
New York, the chairman of the Committee on Way ind Me 
delivered himself of the following language upo1 quest 
a few days ago: 

Now, I have ed out a few of these I 1 
I have been in Congress a good deal has beet d 
of the House in favor of economy and re I 
watchword always with the Democratic part 








And here he goes out of his way to make an exception th 
do not think relevant and that I know is not tn 
except when it is in power, and still I noticed st olid 
on the other side of the House comir m same \ 
into the Committee of the Whole on a |! t dic 
possibly a few ports in the South where Rep 
a comfortable salary for doing i tl 
That is economy, I suppose. That is the i D 
cratic economy. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen l ‘ 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten 1 ites 
the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. MACON. I thank you, sir 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts M I 
a question’? 
Mr. MACON. Not just now Mr. Cl 
majority of the Representatives of a 
clean and upright, so vigilant ‘ | 
cts perta ning to the maintenance and « I i the 
of this Government, having « itted ju 
dyed in-the-wool Republic: li naing ’ I 
flinging into our very teeth the ict that lL) 
bership of this body had willfully violated the « 
party along the line of economy 3 re r to e: | 
worst of it all is, gentlemen, he can tu i fe pcre b 
in the Recorp and prove it by a majority of the D 
cast upon this question a few days ago \pp ‘ 
God! Has it come to that—that Demo , el ! 
honest yeomanry of their party to repres 
this House and so conduct the elves, so 
‘an flaunt into our faces that e \ 
trampled upon the rights of those we repres \ 
lias it come to that that Il) 
this floor can be taunted \ t 
a wayfarer and have it p 
only af hours before? Laught ind 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts ros« 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle: f \ 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 
Mr. MACON, Yes, sir; for a short quest 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachuss IL) t 
it is fair to the chairman of the Ways and Meé ( 
who is on his side of the question, to prejudice mind 
colleagues against his support of the 
Mr. MACON, The gentleman fre Ne \ \i I 
is amply able to take care of himself l 
crentleman from Massachusetts, and I ex v ‘ 
Arkansas will be able, in sort of way, to tain |} 
as he goes along without the l of the g I y 
and applause. | 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina Mr. ¢ 
Mr. MACON. I do not care to hear t old 
more. The House has heard it until it 
just a little tired of it myself. Laught 
| Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. | 
| omy this is. 
Mr. MACON. The saving of the s 
| ! 


$100,000 to $200,000, and it 
President he will be a 
more, 


ble to fine 
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Mr. Chairman, in his speech of a few moments ago the gentle- | much power in the hands of the President when he is given this 


man from Maine [Mr. Powers] undertook to deliver a lecture 
upon the subject of State rights. Mighty Jehovah! [Loud 
laughter and applause.] The very thought of State sovereignty 
coming from his lips would be offensive if it was not so ridicu- 
lous. [Great laughter and applause.] Gentlemen, 
the States to do with this question? They have no more to do 
with it than I have to do with working the eternal hinges of 
heaven. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

The gentleman seemed to be bowed down under a great load 
of State sovereignty, but, judging by his close affiliation with a 


party that cares no more for State rights than I care about 
the seasons of a century ago, I am constrained to think that 
what he said was all a sham. He must have thought that he 
could deceive some State rights Democrat and induce him to 
come to his assistance in his opposition to the abolishment of 


unworthy ports. 

it enough to make an ordinary Democrat sick to hear 
State rights utterances fall from the lips of the gentleman from 
Maine. He did not tell us the names of the four ports in his 
district, and hence I am unable to tell from the list before me 


is 


just what ports he is afraid will be abolished if this bill be- 
comes a law. I can easily imagine, however, judging by the 
uneasy appearance of the gentleman, that all of them are un- | 


worthy of maintenance and ought to be abolished without delay. 

Upon the same principle that “ the guilty fleeth when no man 
pursueth,” the gentleman protests against the abolishment of 
his ports when there is nothing in the bill that we are consider- 
ing that says anything about abolishing them, but only provides 
for the abolishment of such ports as return no revenue to the 
Government and are not needed. 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that these gentlemen who protest 
so loudly against the passage of this bill know that in justice 
to the honest citizenship of this country their nonpaying ports 


will be abolished, and ought to be abolished, if this bill becomes 
a law. 
The fact that the Government has long maintained a nuisance 


does not justify it in continuing it when it finds by facts and 
figures that it is such; and it is not the judgment of right-think- 


people that an institution that once paid, but has ceased to 


what have | 
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slight additional power. 

Some of the opponents of the bill have said that they thouglt 
this matter ought to be left with Congress, to-which I ansy,; 
that Congress seems to have made such a bad job of its manag 
ment of it in the past that I, for one, am not willing to trust 
to deal with it in the future. 

Whenever any branch of this Government refuses or fails to 
discharge efficiently and honestly the duty laid upon it by the 
Constitution and laws of this country, I am in favor of taki 


from it the further right of dealing with the abused or neglect«| 
question. 
Mr. POWERS. If the gentleman will allow me, I und 


stood him to say that there would be a saving by the abolition 
these customs districts of some $150,000. 

Mr. MACON. I said anywhere from $100,000 to $200,000, ; 
that I hoped that the President would be able, in reorganiz 
and re-forming the districts, to find a way of saving even more 
than that. 

Mr. POWERS. The entire salaries of every one of the « 
lectors, good and bad, those that should be retained and th 
which should not, if any such could be found, is $43,928. 

Mr. MACON. I am surprised that the gentleman should 
dertake to tell us that $43,928 would virtually be all the say 


1 


, 


|- 


1 


ty ae 


| that could be had by the abolishment of all the custom-hou 


good or bad, in the face of the fact that the list that I referred 
to, as showing the fifty-one custom-houses that did not pay, 
shows that the expenses of maintaining them are $156,185.67, 


and that the revenues received from them only amount to 
$47,292.94. 

Mr. POWERS. Every other officer is subject to be removed 
now, just as the law is. 

Mr. MACON. ‘That may be so; but has the gentleman fro) 
Maine seen any of them removed under existing law?  [ Lauch- 
ter.] Under this bill several districts could be combined, l 

| in that way there is no telling how much could be saved: but it 


do so should be continued forever because it did pay at some 
tin in the past. We owe it to the American people to dis- 
pense with every nonpaying institution within the bounds of 
this Union, and if we mean to be honest with them we will do it. | 

We pledged our people at home that if they would send us 
here to represent them we would stand for economy, and we 
owe it to them to vote to carry out that pledge whenever an 
opportunity presents itself, like this one has, and we should 
embrace it with joy and gladness. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, in the short time allotted me, I can not hope 


is reasonable to assume that much good would come of the pas- 
sage of the act, and we owe it to our constituents to do all t! 
good we can for them, whether it be little or much. 

in conclusion, I appeal to you gentlemen who stand upon the 
Democratic platform, that proclaims so loudly against 
profligate waste of the people’s money, to do what you can to 
correct the wrong you perpetrated against them the other day 


when you voted against going into the Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering this bill. [Applause. 
While I know I am not the keeper of your conscience or 


your polities, still my great desire to have every wrong com- 
mitted against the people righted and to see Democrats 
Democratic votes has impelled me to attempt to show yor 


matter as I see it. I am sure many of you did not fully unde 
stand the question when you voted “no.” Gentlemen who see 
to be greatly burdened with a desire to defeat the nv 

| started runners out to tell gentlemen as they came in 
their committee rooms to vote “no,” and the idea soon prevailed 


on this side of the House that the question had been nh 
party one, and that we were to vote “ no.” 

We have voted against the propositions of the gentleman fro! 
New York so regularly and unanimously since we hav 
here that I can easily understand how you, without being 
informed, could arrive at the conclusion that ‘you ouglit to 
vote “no” when he yoted “aye.” [Applause.] 

Ah, gentlemen of the Democratic faith, “be not like | 


who sold his birthright for a single meal of meat,” and se 


| one of the cardinal principles of your party for an unpro! 
| customs port for your Congressional district, “ for you nw 


that afterwards, when he would have inherited the bl 
he was rejected, for he found no place of repentance 1 
he sought it carefully with tears.” [Loud applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


Mr. HULL. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. 
Samvuet W. SmitTH]. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to be 
heard at this time regarding the pending bill, but I do desire to 


| submit some brief remarks reg 


to ent into the details of this important question, but I ean, 
in an humble way, call the attention of the country to the fact 
that we have fifty-odd customs ports in this country that are 
being maintained at a great sacrifice, and then let it consider 
whether or not it wants such a policy continued. But knowing 
the integrity and wisdom of the people as I do, I am inclined 
to think that when their attention is called to this particular | 
evil they will exact a pledge of their representatives to correct 
it or they will retire them to the shades of private life. 

The CONGRESSIONAL REcorRD goes to every community, and by 

ching it it can easily be discovered what Members of this 
body are in favor of upholding this unjust charge upon the 
peopl 

Mr. Cl in, the gentleman from Maine, in his speech, indi- 
( | tl hing terrible would come of allowing the Presi 
( to reo ize and re-form the customs districts of the coun 
I the ht he had more faith in the ability and integrity 
( President th that. Why, sir, I am not even afraid of 
the P ident, and I do not believe there has been a President 

in the days of George Washington down to this good hour 
that ever had so little sense, integrity, or patriotism as that 
he would deliberately enter upon the destruction of any privi 
lege or necessary institution, no matter where located in this 
broad land. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
THOMAS], in his speech upon this question a few days since, 
stated that he opposed this bill because it placed too much 
power in the hands of the President; that he was opposed to | 
the centralization of government. I confess that all he said 


vas lost upon me, for when I consider that our 
it to place the selection of the judiciary of this 
that passes upon the liberty and the rights of all the 


upon that subject 
forefathers saw f 
untry, 
pe ple, 
did not consider it too much centralization of power, I can not 


in the hands of the President of the United States, and | 
| but there has been a marked reduction in freight and pas 
help but laugh at the gentleman’s argument about placing too | rates, and the receipts of the railroads are largely in ad 


< 
< 


irding the subject of railw: 
pay. 

We all like to feel and know that we stand for the econ 
administration of governmental affairs. 

Quite often economy is sought to be practiced in the r l 
of the pay of some Government clerk or teacher who « 
afford to have their salary reduced, rather than apply te 
remedy in cases like this. 

There has been no reduction in railway mail pay sin 
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both in passenger and freight earnings, as compared to what they 
vere when railway mail pay was last reduced. 
It is to be regretted that the correct solution of this matter 
can not be arrived at with greater precision, but it does m 
» me that a reduction of 10 per cent would be no more than 
ir and just and that the railroads ought to have no cause for 


See 
































complaint. Mr. Shallenberger proceeded 
I hope, after a most thorough and careful consideration of | 9p the ground of improved servi 
- - . : oO etwee ‘allroa compat! 
s whole subject, that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post among them for favors from t 
toads will be able to arrive at a unanimous decision recom- | is keen competition between the 
m office cars. is unauestioned. anc 
nding a reduction of at least 10 per cent in railway mail pay, | (CS GAPS Bucs ones ae 
ives 1 BecuUring ese pre lé 
I believe that no one thing will commend itself more to the | impressed the Post-Office Depat 
ple than this action upon the part of the committee. | p lar i ighly s sful 
Chere is a general feeling that the railroads are being over- | moe eo 
for carrying the mail, and much has been said and written | ~ = werr. % 
n this subject. To those who have manifested any inter n, and Sout 
this matter there must be cause for feeling greatly encour i 
i, because the Washington Post has recently taken up. this These ra y yp 
ject, and in several able and well-written articles has spoken | JMce Vepartment. alli 
no uncertain manner as to what ought to be done in this evient uentt feat Tin. ae 
connection. For this reason, and because of the widespread to see that t ‘vice is 1 
uence of this paper, I ask to insert in the Recorp as a part of ae “ = a ae 
niy remarks several articles which have recently appeared ah anewta 
en of Ira E. Bennett. i how s rt 
‘ 3 : - ; ‘ t f the same 
[The Washington Post, February 19, 1906.] 2 ' 
IDLE CARS MAIL-CARRYING RAILROADS GET ENORMOUS PROFIT Is 
KS’ LIVES IMPERILED—USUALLY ARE KILLED IN ACCIDEN ‘ re 
rO INFERIORITY OF VEHICLES—-ON ONE ROAD IN MICHIGAN ONL) I 
) MILES LONG THE GOVERNMENT PAYS 58 PER CENT OF THE EXPENSE i 
OPERATION AS COMPENSATION FOR THE CARRYING OF LETTERS ' 
LLENBERGER SPENT A YEAR IN MODIFYING VIEWS ON THE SUBJE‘ ; 
[By Ira E. Bennett.] ann 
little railroad running from Pontiac to Caseville, Mich., consti Aint 
postal route 137064, 100 miles long. Two trains carry mail on ee. re ' thes 
yute, the daily weight of the mail being 926 pounds. The United Post-Office Departmé nt He a 
s pays $8,262.17 a year for this service. The trains also carry | they were paid for. His last 
cers and express. ‘The total cost of operating these two trains is Che following extrac fro 
0 a year. The United States therefore pays 58 per cent of the | manner in which idle cars 
oO ‘ation. Mr. FiInuey. I observ ni 
ubjoined statement of the actual expenses for wages and sup- | perintendent of the Railway 
running the two trains in question was obtained from an au how many cars on June 350, 
t yurce IDI 
1-2, leaving Pontiac 8.15 a. m., returning at night: Mr. Gran At the cl f 
WAGES. reserve 
] ctor, per month .. $75.00 Mr. FIN! You do! ) 
n, per month J zs 50. OO Mr. SHALL :. The 
zeman, per month itnbemengeedbuhen i 50. 00 which is paid r der tl la 
] neer, per month m 100, 00 nd one ca if ece ry, in 
008 De nn es = 50. 00 Mr. FIN! I 1 you do 
- $: » OO ra as the « it 
SUPPLIES. Mr. SHA We 1 
mouth i OS $250. 00 ire included in e lin \\ I 
per month mbes a 15. 0O Mr. Fi i There re 215 
vaste, per month . 15. 00 Mr. SHA ¥ 
s$, per month__-_- a “ a 10. 00 I ch way ev d Phe 
200. OO | t u I ars t% e 
r wages and supplies, per month ___- i as ed 615. 00 ‘ \ ut of servic t! 
: | eact y every day Three « 
tal for one year_ snnptnipawes - ‘ 7, 380. 00 Mr. I 1 TI smallest 
Mr. G Né eces 
NEW ADJUSTMENT NEXT YEAR. r m mal : nds ; 
i, running at night, has the same expenses as train 1-2, less | e * 
of one brakeman. This train therefore costs $565 a mont M What I { 
0 a year, making the total cost of the two mail-carrying tr | there ‘ O15 n W 
a year. This is making no allowance for interest and taxes, | ye; ‘ \ 
oportionate cost of these items is very small, the total “ ‘ e l 
for interest and taxes of the railroad and its entire equipn $1 , 
y $37,784. | 
st adjustment of mail pay in the section through whic ’ ir. I 
is was made July 1, 1903. Next year there will be ; 
and it is reasonable to expect a decided increase vided f \ 
daily mail carried over the route. The cost of operating the 
however, remains the same, so that the Post-Office Depart } 
look forward to contributing much more than 55 per cent | Mr 
nse of operating these trains : u 
the receipts from express as well as from mail on the tw d in i 
total is more than &5 per cent of the total operating ex le f l 
ving the passenger traffic almost clear profit so far as these | ! t li 10 
ire concerned, 1G nt ; 
ng specific comparison between the cost of operating tl y i 
in trains and the compensation received from the Govern strued ‘ i 
dded force to the recent statement of Second Assistant | a i 
“(<;eneral Shallenberger before the House Committers m t nte u y ti 
nd Post-Roads His attention was called to a statement iilroac M s 
in 1898 to a Senate committee to the effect that the rat to it yt “ 
to the railroads for the carrying of mail were less than the | two, a : y 
ved them by the express companies. He replied that when | ivy 1 é ' 
hat remark he had been but a year in office, and that his t a rate which practica 
re now changed. This colloquy ensued : \ t Cie i Sul 
: were repaired, | ted, li 
HE MODIFIED HIS VIEWS. old cars $ thereby virt 
SNAPP. Do I understand, then, Mr. Shallenberger, that your | draw more than $5,000 5 
is that the compensation to the railways for the transporta years rhe total ear 
e malls is not excessive? . profit, arte r manu ; 
SHALLENBEGER. I can not say that it is excessive, but I can say in rhe « uality of tne / 
is greater, in my judgment, than the pay received from express | notoriously ba Senator ‘I 
and for fast freight. In those particulars l have modified | resolution cai : upon the ! 
very considerably.” the life of postal « ur t ( 
uired considerable time for Mr. Shallenberger to modify _ was induced to do th , r 
nform toe facts that are known of all men. A glance at wi j h postal cars were § 
of the railroads of the country from mail and express m d and killed 
4 rested a less conservative man long ago. The interstate Com: The Ge neral Superintendent 
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appropriation of $100,000 to enable the Postmaster-General to pay 






$1,000 to the legal representatives of each postal clerk or substitute 
killed while on duty. The number of clerks killed during the last fiscal 
year was §& ller than during the previous year, but the percentage of 
those seriously and slightly injured was greater. The mortality in 





1903 and 1904 was the greatest in the history of the Service. 


[The Washington Post, January 29, 1906.] 


PROBLEM OF MAILS BELIEF THAT RAILROADS GET TOO BIG COMPENSA- 
PION REDUCTION IS SUGGESTED GROWING FEELING IN CONGRESS FaA- 
VORS LOP-OFF OF 10 PER CENT PERFECT SOLUTION IS IMPOSSIBLE BE- 
CAUSE EXACT COST OF TRANSPORTATION CAN NOT BE DETERMINED, THE 
INVESTIGATIONS OF VARIOUS COMMISSIONS HAVING PRODUCED LITTLE 


THAT is SHOWN, BUT REMEDY IS 


LACKING, 


TANGIBLE—MANY INEQUALITIES 
[By Ira E. Bennett.] 
Does the United States pay to the railroads too much money for car- 
rying the mails? 
This is a question that opens up many complicated problems, upon which 
le and painstaking legislators and Government officials have bestowed 
h study, with varying conclusions or none at all. The public con- 








ue 








ction that the railroads are getting too much for their service, and 
in Congress the feeling is growing stronger that a horizontal reduction 
of 5 or 10 per cent might be advisable 

If it were possible to ascertain the cost to the railroads of carrying 
the mails, the question of reasonable compensation could be solved with | 
comparative ease Or, if it were possible to ascertain the relation be 
tween the receipts in postage upon various classes of mail and the cost 
of transporting each class, a scheme might be evolved for paying the 
railroads varying rates for different classes of mail. But apparently 
the best expert both on the Government and the railroad side, are 
unable to obtain these basic facts. 

it the present system of railway mail pay and postal car pay is 

unsatisfactory, inequitable, and unscientific is generally admitted. It 








is the outgrowth of expedients adopted from time to time in the early 
days of railroading in an effort to meet changing conditions and to cope 
with the enormous growth the service. The introduction of railway 
postal cars greatly complicated the task of ascertaining the cost of 
transporting mail, and brought about certain extravagances which seem 
to be increasing the Government expenditure without adequate returns. 
MAIL PAY. 

The United States mails are transported on the railroads without re 





BASIS OF 


gard to the class of the mail, as a rule. Letters, newspapers, printed 
matter, and merchandise are dumped together and carried at the same 
rate of speed. The basis of pay is the * ton-mile ’—that is, the rail- 
roads are presumed to be paid so much a ton a mile a year, whether 


the mail consists of letters, printed matter, merchandise, or all classes 











together The weight of the mail is ascertained—or, rather, guessed 
at-—by estimating the total weight for four years upon the weights 
ascertained by ninety days’ actual weighing on each route. 

Charges of “stuffing” the mails during the weighing period have 
bec made frequently against various railroads. The wholesale ship- 
ment of bags of franked matter containing the speeches of Con 

nd kindred valuable information, in order that it might be 

s part of the reg r daily mail, has been alleged. It has also 

“i that great quantities of bogus mail have been shifted about 
i 

















‘nt routes, so that it would pass over the weighers’ scales 
estimates for the four-year period 
rl pportunity and temptation to fraudulently increase the weights 
a ct tible,’ said Senator William E. Chandler, in his report 
‘ railway pay, in 1901, “ because every dollar thus dishonestly 
d by inails for one month is with absolute certainty a gain 
to t lroad company of $48.” 

Phe rail companies themselyes protest against the quadrennial 
wW hing sy ‘m, on the ground that it makes no allowance for the nor 
mal increase in the volume of mail consequent upon the crowth of the 
« t Chey argue that while, perhaps, they may 1 » a fair com 
p n at the beginning of the four-year period >f has expired 
tl d themselves carrying great quantities of mail for nothin It 
is ¢ i yvertly suggested by some railroad men that stuffing of the mails 
is permissible, in order to equalize the pay to meet the increase during 
t s eeding four years 

RATES OF PAY. 


The rai 


roads receive pay in three forms for the transportation of the 





















n s: First, compensation for the transportation of the mail itself, on 
the basis of weight second, compensation for the postal-car service, 
i, third, direct appropriations for “ special facilities.” ’ 
Phe w fixing the rate for mail transportation was enacted in 18 
and amended in 1876 and 1878S. The law of 1876 made a horizontal 
reduction of 10 per cent, and that of 1878 made another reduction of 5 
I t sim 1878S no reduction in rates has been made, although 
t ! tes for transporting freight and passengers have been 
re y and great economies have been introduced in the cost 
{ n 
i of pay for transporting mail under the law of 1873 ranged 
Oa e a year for 200 pounds daily to $200 a mile a year for 
ao ds daily, and $25 for every 2,000 pounds daily weight above 
0) pounds rhe reductions of 10 and 5 per cent by the acts of 1876 
ISTS, agg ting 144 per cent reduction from the rates of 1873, 
I for 200 pounds a mile a year at $42.75, with correspond 
u intermediate weights up to 5,000 pounds, the rate for 
xed at $171 For every 2,000 pounds weicht above 5,000 
e rat me $21.37 a mile a year. These rates are now in 
\ lroad « ‘ving 100,000 pounds receives exactly as much 
ved in 1879 for carrying the same yvyolume of mail. 
POSTAL-CAR SYSTEM 
I t rtant improvement ever made in the postal service, 
pt vy, W t oduction of the traveling post-office. This en 
i ed the mai to keep pace with the passenger, wherever received and 
wherever delivered fhe system began in a small way, but its adapta 
l to the needs the American people caused it to expand rapidly, 
and railway st-office cars are steadily performing more mail distri 
i ” 
\\ mail is carried in an ordinary baggage or compartment car 
t dad does not receive compensation for the ear or any part of 
it i by the mails. Its pay is | «1 solely on the average weight 
of 1 iil carried daily the whole length of the route. But when a 
full iy post-office car is added to the train, the Post-Office Depart 
ment | to the railroad a rental for the entire car, based upon its 
length. The mails carried in these cars are paid for, in addition, by 
weight A car 40 feet long earns $25 a mile a year, a 45-foot car 
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earns $30, a 50-foot car earns $40, and a 55-foot or 60-foot car earns 
$50 a mile a year. re 

The railway post-office cars used on most of the large railroad roy: 
are 60 feet long, and weigh about 100,000 pounds. They cost aly 
$5,500 each, and are built by the railroad companies according ;, 
specifications approved by the Post-Office Department. The Depart 
ment requires the railroads to fit these cars with every convenie; 
for the sorting of the mails, including lights, heating, water, etc., 
they must be placed in position for use from two to seven hours be{ 
the departure of the train to which they are attached. Altho 
capable of carrying from 20 to 380 tons of mail, these cars, as 
rule, carry from 3 to 6 tons, on account of the space required { 
sorting. On dense mail routes storage cars are hauled, in addition 
the railway post-office cars, and the railroads receive no direct pay 
these storage cars. They are placed on the same footing as bag; 
or compartment cars, and the railroad receives its pay on the basi: 
weight of mail transported in them. 

A railway post-office car travels on an average of 100,000 mil 
year. It earns, therefore, about its own cost every year. This 
has served frequently as the basis of the erroneous charge that 
Post-Office Department paid the railroads in full every year for po 
ears without obtaining ownership of them. The important fact 


hauling and maintenance were overlooked. Some railroad men 
mate that the average cost of maintaining a postal car is $2,000 a 


year. The cost of hauling the car is difficult to ascertain. 

The most searching analysis of the cost of hauling postal cars 
made by Prof. Henry C. Adams, for the Congressional Commission, in 
1901. He took the most dense mail route in the country—that betwoon 
New York and Philadelphia, on the Pennsylvania Railroad. Thx 
road at that time carried an average daily weight of 809,000 pounds 
of mail a mile of line, or about 150 tons a mile a day. It was paid an 
annual compensation of $3,422 a mile, or $93.75 a mile a day Che 
mail was carried on 140 trains daily, although 90 per cent of i/ 
earried on 26 trains. Taking the average cost a train mile at | 
although it is actually much less, and calculating that 2 tor rf 
mail would be carried to the car, Professor Adams reached the co: 
sion that the cost of the mail service would be $3,796 a mile a y 
This is more than was received from the Post-Office Department 

But if 34 tons were carried in the postal cars the cost would |x 
decreased to $2,244 a mile a year, affording the Pennsylvania a hand 
some profit for carrying the mails. And if the Post-Office Dep ent 
should load 5 tons into a car the railroad could carry it at a co 
only $1,766 a mile a year, or less than half the sum actually paid 
the Government. 

This calculation was made on the estimated cost of running a train 
at $1 a mile, taking into account all operating expenses. The actual 
cost, however, is much less, according to the Interstate Commerce ( 
mission. The New York Central estimates the cost of its pas 
trains at 71 cents a mile, and mail trains are classed as pa: 
trains on account of the speed and other requirements. 

If the actual cost a train mile could be ascertained, and if the p 
cars were loaded more heavily, it is demonstrable that the Governmen 
could make a great reduction in the rates of pay to railroads, at least 
upon the denser mail routes. Economy in loading appears to be an 
important factor in readjusting rates to a reasonable figure. 

RAILROAD SUBSIDIES. 

The third form in which the railroads receive pay from the © 
ment for carrying the mails is that of a direct appropriation for 
cial facilities.” This is nothing but a subsidy paid by Congress to 
tain railroads, and there is apparently no reason why all other 1 
in the country should not be granted the same concession. ‘I 
items are: 

Southern Railway: 
a year; Danville to Charlotte, 
lotte to Atlanta, 267 miles, $< 

Western Railway of Alabama: 
$21,451.25. 

Louisville and Nashville: Montgomery to New Orleans, 318 
$39,776.25. 

Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe: 
miles 25,000, 

This is a total of $167,175 exnended for “special faciliti 
money going to four railroads. The attitude of Postmaster- 
Cortelyou toward this method of improving the postal service 
understood from the fact that he has omitted the items altogetl: 
his estimates of appropriations for the next fiscal year. It 
understood that the Post-Office Department has authority to 
the facilities on any railroad mail route whenever the public 1) 
demands it, and while the railroads might refuse to comply w 
Department’s request, they have not done so, but, on the other |! 
are invariably prompt in installing improvements. Doubt! 
Vostmaster-General has omitted the estimate for $167,175 for 
facilities’ because he is certain that he can secure these f: 
without giving the railroad companies a subsidy. 

The subsidy to the Southern Railway and the other southern | 
paid to maintain two fast mail trains southward, by which a 
day is saved between New York and New Orleans. ‘The ar: 
made that these fast trains would not be operated without a 
from the Government. Meanwhile the running time of trains is 
reduced in all other parts of the country, and the mails se 
benefit without subsidy. The time between New York and Sa! 
cisco has been cut down twenty-four hours, so that mail betwee! 
cities is carried in three and a half days. <A new fast mail f 
Louis to the Southwest has recently been established without i 
expense to the Post-Office Department. 

The active competition between the railroads of the count: 
venled in the eagerness with which mail contracts are sou 
policy of the Department is to give all through mails to the 
making the best time, ignoring all pleas for an “ equitable 4 
The prestige of being a fast mail route is a valuable advertisem: 
railroad, aside from the profit in carrying the mails. The Po 
Department, being unable to change the rates fixed by law, does 
it can by exacting faster time and better connections by the ra! 
thereby securing what is In effect a reduction of rates. All thi 
without the payment of subsidies, except in the cases mentio! 
some cases trains are run consisting entirely of mail cars. W 
competition exists the Post-Office Department seems to be able to 
entirely satisfactory service without the use of subsidies. 

COST OF THE SERVICE, 

The total number of railroad mail routes Is 8,064, and the total 
of these routes is 200,965 miles. The annual travel on these i 
362,645,731 miles. The annual rate of expenditure for mail tran 





Washington to Danville, Va., 238 miles, 820,777.50 
N. C., 142 miles, $17,750 a year; Char 

3,420 a year. 

Atianta to 








Montgomery, 172 





Kansas City to Newton, Kar 1 
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n by rail—not counting the rental of postal cars—was $41,504,345 | routes and a progressive red 














July 1 last. The estimated expenditure for the next fiscal year is | exes of 20 cents a ton at ; 
53,000, being 5.75 per cent more than the appropriation for the} rout receiving 20 cen i 1a » I t 
nt fiseal year, which was $40,900,000. routes receiving 7 to 7 ‘ ' 
al number of postal-car routes is 294, the total length of these This scheme of p1 ‘ ! 
s 000 miles, and the appropriation for the current fiscal year | the dense routes o 
’ 5,000. The estimated expense of this service for the next | degree than the spa 
| year is $6,021,000, an increase of 2.48 per cent. follows increased density of 
he combined expenditure for railroad mail transportation and rail- | way mail pay under Prof r A 


d postal cars was $44,695,610 in 1904, an increase of 6.70 per cent 
than the preceding ye: 


Professor Adams made « 
rv. The combined expenditure in 1905 was | the transportation of mail, 











176,515, an increase of 1.97 per cent. The increased expenditure for | pressed the opinion, from the data * 
il-car service alone, however, was 4.08 per cent more than 1904, | higher than freight rates or express l 
is estimated that the railway postal clerks during the fiscal year | extends not only to the dense rout 
handled 18,000,000,000 pieces of mail matter, exclusive of regis- | The conclusion of Professor As 

d matter, of which 9,050,000,000 pleces were first-class matter, and | * Whether, then, the 1 

balance pieces of other classes. Of the second-class matter, 618,- i age or car-mi e t. « 

000 pounds were handled during the year, an increase of nearly of pay received by railways from 1 

00,000 pounds. from that ¢ the rat t 








e defieit of the Post-Office Department for 1905 was $14,572,584.13. | Government to the gr ‘ f \ ) 

CAUSES OF THE DEFICIT, | other services, a reasonable red min ra } 
: i. — >. ae . 2 | i ‘oO Office Departme I > made j ) ( 
is the opinion of Chairman Overstresr, of the House Committee on General Freight 2 id Pa ie : 


Offices and Post-Roads, that a moderate reduction of the railway 
ind postal car pay and a proper reclassification of mail matter 
d wipe out the postal deficit and enable the Post-Office Department 
self-sustaining. The necessity of overhauling the law relating to | 
classification is apparent. Great abuses exist in the transportation | 
ond-class matter, and the extravagance inthe use of the franking 
re and other “ Government free” matter is notorious. Mr. Over 
vr is considering the advisability of restricting the franking privi 


‘Our express comp 
in New York to the st 
and deliver at the d 
pounds, but the railways tax ‘ 
a ton, for tl f > 
over 442 














by permitting Members of Congress to send franked matter only | Senator in his y 
the boundaries of their districts. Pay Commiss dt ! t “ 
naster-General Cortelyou speaks frankly of the extravagance in | facts at h ns wh i 





‘Government free ’’ matter through the mails. He refers to the | roads f 












































r e Thal wa i 
h” of all mails in 1899, which affords a basis for calculating the | of the difficulties in the way 
tage of free matter carried, and adds: of what is . omy sate ! ‘ ‘ 
ippears from this report that *‘ Government free’ matter, exclu- “Does it follow, therefore, that the Gove : 
equipment, constituted 12.58 per cent of the entire weight car indefinite period to pay the present rates for 
and applying this ratio to the revenue ($137,747,020.03) from | The undersigned does not so conclude rl 
mailed by the public during 1904—which, according to that | weights were first fixed in 1873, w red d 
is 87.42 per cent of the entire weight carried—the franking and | 5 per cent more in 1878 It is not | i 
envelope privileges are found to have occasioned, in round num- | then, and it is not probable that it is 
n estimated loss in revenue of $19,822,000.” | of rates when freiz nd passenger 
not expected, of course, that there will be an abolition of the | during the same period 
and penalty envelope privileges, but a reasonable curtailment | “Accuracy of compensation 
extravagance now rampant would unquestionably result in a | all persons having to deal with tl i 
tive inerease in reyenue. Mr. Cortelyou suggests that each | “The Commission, as authorized ( 
iment Department should pay postage upon mail matter according | competent expert (Prof. Henry ¢ Ad 
lass, thus making each Department responsible for the entire | duction of 5 per cent of the com ' 
of conducting its business, instead of throwing the burden of | reduction varying from 1 per cent to 1 
| transportation upon the Post-Office Department. | where the trafiic is most dens 
l-class mail matter approximates in weight two-thirds of the | percentage of reduction which l 
all mail matter, according to estimates which are accepted as | changed conditions The unde ed 
y the Postmaster eral. It pays, however, only 4 per cent ing in recommending the foregol: ! 
stage revenue. Second-class matter pays 1 cent a pound, | present limit of progressive reduct t " 
estimated cost of transporting all mail matter, according to | In Mr. Fleming's recommendat ? 
‘lyou, is from 5 to 8 cents a pound. This estimate, it must be | for railway post-office car 
i, is almost guesswork, but postal experts generally believe that | While the matter of 1 . 1 
* the truth. The actual revenue from second-class matter last | p ible that me attent 
$6,186,647, while the cost of transporting it, at the estimate I greatest shipper in t f 
a pound, was $33,155,356. receiving a re « 
tmaster-General points out that the elimination of matter iy mail r to! tt 
econd class that does not belong there is a tedious process, 78, Congress is not ha ered 
progress is being made The postmasters at New York and iority to ft 
ive eliminated 4,000,000 pounds annually of books which had 
operly placed in the second class. Other matter to the ‘The Wa ae Pont 
16,000,000 pounds has been eliminated from the second , ; : 
lation, however, is required to correct the great abuses | cUT MAIL TRAIN ¢ I I 
and Mr. Cortelyou recommends a thorough review of the CENT—NO REDI ION & 1 LS78 
t by Congress. ' INFORMATION ty 
INVESTIGATIONS BY CONGRESS. TiON BILL FIND THAT ROADS | 
. FROM WHAT THEY MIGHT B 
has endeavored through at least three commissions to 
irate information on all phases of the subject, in order to [By Ira ] 
whether or not excessive prices are paid to the railroads for An effort will be made in the 
tation and for postal-car service. Volumes of testimony adoption of an amend nt to 
printed. In 1876 a commission recommended that the Post the railway mail ps vy 10 
ral be authorized to determine the amount of space required | tend to pre the ma ; 
nsportation of mails by railroad, proportionate to the quan- | framing an amendment tl 
il carried. No action was taken on this recommendation. | lation or matter not gern 
commission recommended that the compensation to railroads Skillfully worded am / 
on the basis of space used, modified by the weight and fre priation bills heretofore \ : 
ie mails. This recommendation was ignored by Congress. to the statute books. and if 
t exhaustive investigation of the subject was made by the | {jt can be done again 
nal commission created in 1898, which reported In 1901 The House Committee on Post-O ind J 
ission consisted of Senators Wolcott, ALLISON, Chandler, and | Second Assistant Postm: r-4 
and Representatives Loud, Moody, Catchings, and Fleming. | railway mai! pay, and w! 
was taken in several parts of the country. The commission | jg ‘ned that Mr. Sha 
n reports, signed by one or more members. Senators Wolcott | of pay, but has me further, and 1 
‘N reported that, upon a careful consideration of all the evi paid for the space used by the ms ! 
1 in view of the services rendered by the railroads, they were The railroads have never | 1 paid 
nion that the prices paid to the railroads for mall transporta When the amount of mail on ! 
not excessive, and recommended that no reduction be made facilities are needed, ig 1 i f 
MARTIN and Representative Loud concurred in this recom company to put on “full ra p 
with modifications, Representative Fleming recommended | ernment pays a rental. On ! 
n of 5S per cent from the existing rates of pay. Senator | transported in apartment cars, t 
joined in Mr. Fleming's recommendation, with some reser linear feet The railroads are pald 
Messrs. Moody and Catchings agreed that it was impossible | witheut regard to the space o 
le upon the evidence presented that the rates of pay were Mr. Shallenberge propo n v 
nd recommended that further Investigation be made. rhe | qa linear foot for space in apart nt 
the Commission to present a conclusive report resulted, of | full railway post-office cars to 50 cent 
1 failure by Congress to reduce the rate. mile a year is paid for 40-foot | 
AN EXPERT'S CONCLUSION 50-foot cars, and $50 for } . ) 
mission, reallzing early in its investigation that a multitude foot the ee rates would be red tO ev I 
problems were presented, all bearing with more or less force 60-foot cars. i 
question of reasonableness of compensation, employed Henry Al . 
professor of political economy and finance in the University | It was argued by the | 1A I’ 
a8 an expert investigator. | outlay on apartment « ! 
or Adams submitted a voluminous report, in which he ana full postal cars, 0 
ir as possible, all the arguments presented to the Commis. | pay to all railre » the 
ainst, and discussed the fundamental principlea relative | or full postal cars 5 
mail compensation. He recommended a horizontal reduction | When Mr. Shallenberger wa 1 to ] 
nt from the existing rate of compensation on all railway ' actual result of the pi 1 ¢ he \ 
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Members of the committee made rough calculations which convinced 
them that such a change would result in increased pay to the railroads, 
and they were inclined to find fault with the suggestion for paying 























still more morey to the railroads for transporting the mails. 

here are 3,064 railway mail routes in the United States, with a } 
total length of 200,965 miles. On only 294 of these routes are postal 
cars used, and the total length of routes covered by postal cars is 53,089 
I : During the last fi year full postal cars displaced apartment 

rs on 5,417 miles. On routes, covering 147,876 miles, the mails 
are now rried with no charge for the space occupied, although con- 
stant improvement is being made in the service by installing postal 
clerks in apartment cars, where they perform the same service as full 
postal cars on heavier mail routes. 

The proposal by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General was taken 
by the members of the committee to be a recommendation from the 
Post-Office Department, since Mr. Shallenberger has entire charge of the 


The statement was made yesterday by a member 


might be a rumpus when it became known 


eervice. 


Railway Mail 


‘he committee that there 
that an attempt was being made to pay the railroads more than they 
are now receiving from the Government. 


be an amendment reducing railway mail pay. 


rHINKS REDUCTION UNJUST. 


In his annual report Mr. Shallenberger explains that, in his opinion, 














there can not justly be a reduction in railway mail pay. He admits 
that there has been no reduction in railway mail rate since 1878, but 
he insists that “there has been a ®adical change in the character and 
amount of service rendered by railway companies for the compensation 
paid them.” He refers to the increased speed of trains, the allotment 
of space in railway stations for the use of mail transfer clerks, and 
adds : 

sa growth of the postal business makes necessary a much greater 
number « of special agents, inspectors, and traveling officials, all of whom 
must be given transportation by railroad companies without additional 
com] neation.” Mr. Shallenberger might have added that the free trans- 
portation of postal officials and clerks, their wives, children, aunts. 
cousins, and friends, is an old-established custom that explains, in part, 
the inability of postal officials to see any defects in the present system. 
Division superintendents of the Railway Mail Service have no trouble 
in obtaining transportation for their friends. Postal inspectors are 
cultivated by the railroads, and if there is any stuffing of the mails at 












weighing time the in ctors have not discovered it. The railroads did 

not include the families and friends of post-office officials in their anti- 
pass order of January 1. 

ut the imony of railroad officials before the Railway 

mission ran the note of insufficient pay. It was impossible 


ascertain the cost of transporting the mails. The 
figures of 
ompensation was 


mmission to 


('¢ 


for the 
ilroad officials declared that it was impossible to furnish the 


t, but they had no hesitation in declaring that the ec 





below the cost. whatever it was. They raised questions of ‘“ dead 
freight’ and “live freight,” of the speed of trains, of the hauling of 
postal clerks free. of the trouble and expense of carrying mails from 
tations to post offices, of the wear and tear upon roadbeds, of apart 
ments furnished for nothing a year, and a thousand and one additional 

‘ms bearing upon the cost of transporting the mails. The only infer- 
ence to be drawn was that the mails were carried by the railroads at an 
€ rmous loss. 

ONLY AS ADVERTISEMENTS. 
Yet Mr. Shallenberger, in his annual report, speaks of competing lines 















































between terminal points, ‘pleading’’ for an equitable division of 
{ uugh mail, as though the railroads were anxious to accommodate 
the Government, even at great financial sacrifice to themselves, 

One of the great mail routes of the country is that between Chicago 
and Omaha, on the Burlington railroad. The officials of that company 
ntir d that there was no profit in this business, and that they car- 
ried t mail only as an advertisemen:. rhe railroad runs three exclu- 

em! t ite pay is 92 cents a train mile. As 
{ It Commission estimates that the average cost 
‘ i ‘ents a mile, the public is left to 
infer fast mail trains at a loss. The 
frant estern and the Burlington for this 
t eround of its great value as an 

\ ixor . Kennett, generai traveling agent of the Missouri lines 
‘ he Burlington system, testified before the railway mail commission 
that he had charge of the mail on tue Burlington route between Chicago 

Omah He made this staccment to the commission: 
Che fast-mail trains earn, inclucing cay for railway post-office cars, 
2 its pel in mile The six through passenger trains earn, for the 
distan nd over the same route, an average of $1.26 per train 
mile from passengers alone. The earn‘ngs of all passenger trains over 
from is lone, $1.03 p train mile. The earnings of 
freight ! : 2,600 miles of main line and branches, were 
~1 ; Mi 
i ired that the passenger and freight trains earned much 
, e than mail trains. It occurred, however, to members of the 
: n to ask w many cars made up these trains, and these facts 
\ icited from Mr. Kennett: Mail trains average 34 cars, through 
passenger trains average 74 cars, and freight trains dverage 25 cars. 
» it roug out that the Burlington received 26.29 cents a mile 
f mail car, 13.86 cents a mile for hauling a passenger car, 
15.9 its a m for hauling a freight car. 
[The Washington Post, February 5, 1906.] 
I i D VERNMENT HAS NEVER BEEN ABLE TO PROVE 
r AT 1 HING TIME—-USE OF REPRESENTATIVE BAR- 
LOW’S OFFICIAL FRANI IS RECALLED—RAILROADS ENRICHED AT THE 
Vt NITED STATES——-PAPERS SENT OVER A SHORT NEVADA 
i POSTAL CLERK’S REPORT NEVER REACHED WASHING- 
TON—SEED ( SIONAL RECORDS, AND CIRCULARS SENT BY MAIL. 
[By Ira E. Bennett. ] 

It is ther re that some railroads find fault with the sys- 
tem of weighing and at the sar time fly to the defense of 
the system when it is pointed out that gross frauds ay be com- 
mitted against the Government and in favor of the railroads. 

A recent defender of the railroads makes the unqualified statement 
that it is impossible to send wholesale shipments of franked matter 


through the mails at the we ig hing period, and that stuffing of the mails 


is not and can not be practiced without detection. 
‘The railroad companies,” he says, “ have literally nothing to say 
about the routipg of ‘the mails and nothing to do with the weighing, 





Ile thought the result wou!d 
| 
| 
| 
! 


and therefore can not cause bogus mail to be twice weighed nor ¢ 
shipments of franked matter.” 


This is cunningly stated. Of course, the railroads have nothin- 


- with the routing of the mails. Nobody alleges that they 1 
Nor do they have anything to do with the weighing. Nor do they 
rec tly cause bogus matter to be “ twice” weighed, nor do they in } 


own persons direct the shipments of franked matter. 

But this does not mean that the mails can not be and are not si 
It is not a denial of the fact that bogus matter is introduced j; 
mails during the weighing period, and that this matter, once wei 
and sometimes twice weighed, is counted as part of the average 


mail passing over that route, and that the railroad carrier is paid 
cordingly. The railroad company may not have been the stuffe; 
it is the beneficiary, and the United States is the leser. The ral 
companies may not themselves, of course, “direct the shipn 


franked matter,” but the fact remains that large shipments of tt \ 
matter have been discovered during the weighing period, swelline 
mails and adding to the compensation of the railroads. 

The mails are weighed for a period of ninety days once in four 
There are four weighing districts in the United States, and the’ 
are weighed in one of these sections every year. The first section 
prises New England, New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, the ID 
of Columbia, and the Virginias. The mails were weighed in thj 
tion last spring, and the mail pay readjusted on the basis of 
weights, beginning July 1, 1905. 

The second section consists of the South, 
Middle West, and the fourth section of the territory west of 
souri River. Mails will be weighed in the fourth section durin 
coming spring. 


the third section o7 


DOOR OPEN TO FRAUD. 


It was formerly coer that the railroad companies were s 
notified of the time selected by the Post-Office Department fo 
weighing of the mails, and that the railroads, or their friends, 
vantage of this information to stuff the mails during the weigh 
riod. At that time the weighing period was thirty days in 
ninety days as now. But it was pointed out by Mr. Loud, of t! ( 
Commission, that it was unnecessary that there should be corr; 
vices from persons in the Post-Office Department as to the wei 
period. In reply to a witness who alluded to an allegation t! 
railroads had been corruptly advised of the weighing period in 
tain section and had taken advantage of the information, Mr 
said: 

“Of course, 
the railroad companies, 
themselves for the time, 








there need be no corrupt advices in this matter, bex 
if they desire to pad the mails, could p 
which always comes in the spring. Thy 


is not set, nor need it be set, because it covers thirty days, and 
would have an opportunity after the weighing actually begun to 


the mails if they desired to do it.” 

There is nothing here as to the “ impossibility ’ of stufiing the 1 
but merely a statement that the way is open for fraud if the d 
commit it exists. As the padding of the mails is a misdeme 
one will be found who admits that he is guilty of it. 

The “ Barlow case” is often cited as an example of the man 
which the mails can be padded without identifying the pene S 
of the offense. Mr. Barlow was a Member of Congress from C 
During the weighing period in the West a large number of sac ck 
with documents bearing Barlow's frank were he!d up at New Ori 


” 


The matter had been sent from Washington and was destin 
California points. If it had been weighed the Southern Pacific: 


pany would have profited greatly through the increase of its pa 

on the daily average for the four years succeeding. 
Congressman Barlow was at first accused of stuffing the r 

interest of the railroads, but it was soon found that he was inn 


ails 


any intentional wrongdoing. If he mailed the matter himse! 
was not clearly shown, it was in ignorance of the fact that th: 


ng 
posse ssion 
was never 
called Mr. 
his frank, 


If agents or friends of the railroad « 
franks and dispatched the stuff, their 
disclosed. When the postal authorities at New © 
Barlow’s attention to the accumulation of paneer 
and suggested that it be held up until the end of the 


period had arrived. 
of Barlow's 


ing period, he promptly acquiesced. 
SPECIFIC CASE OF STUFFING. 
The Postal Commission, while taking testimony in California 


earthed a specific case of mail stuffing. The circumstances in 
to some extent, collusion on the part of the postal authorities, 
Commission did not investigate this feature to the end. 














| On February 23, 1898, the superintendent of the railway 
| ice, eighth division, issued a circular headed ‘* Confidential 
! to railway postal clerks in connection with weighing of mails 
| circular read in part as follows 

‘it having developed during the recent weighings of the n 
| other sections of the country that large quantities of newspape! 
| had up to the beginning of the weighing been forwarde 


edi 





were, during the weighing, forwarded by mail, and imm 
wards dispatched by express, it is desired to ascertain, as f 3 
ble, how much this is done in this division during the coming pet 
weighing.” Then follow instructions to clerks, requiring them t 
record of daily-paper mail and to note any increase during the 
| ing period. 

| In due time a report, dated March 








28, 1898, was received fr 








Gray, a railway postal clerk in the Amadee and Reno Railway 
service, as follows 
“‘In response to your confidential instructions of February 





I wish to state that I received at Reno, Nev., extra San 
Daily Calls, single wrappers, in the sacks, m ade up by San 


post-office for Vinton, Clairville, Beckwith, Mohawk, Johnsville, © 
and Crescent Mills, and extra San Francisco Daily Examine: 
wrappers, in Amadee and Reno tie sacks, for the same places 01 





25, 26, and 28, 1898. On March 25 I received about 100 pounds 
on March 26 about 200 pounds extra, and on March 28 abo 
pounds extra. All this extra mail is for the Cuba and Clairvi 
road.” 


The weighing began on March 22 and continued for six wee! 
Gray reported, on the same form as the report just quoted, tha 
newspaper mail had passed through his hands from March 29 to 
the daily extra weight running from 106 to 682 pounds. May 
the last day of the weighing, and the weighing period covered 
nine days. 

The Commission examined Henry A. Bowen, president and ma 
of the Sierra Valley Railway, sometimes cated the Cuba and 
ville road. This road is 30 miles long. 
secured the shipment of the extra newspaper mail in question 
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the M 


He testified that he had ! 




























d 








1906. 









ilroad, and had not authorized any other person to do so. He had 
rarded his mail pay as inadequate, but declared that he had never 
ne anything to pad the mails during weighing time. 





he managers of the San Francisco Examiner and the San Francisco 
were examined. The manager of the Examiner testitied that one 
his circulation solicitors came to him and stated that he had a list. 





ould get a list, of names in towns along the railroad in question, 
d that “it would please Goldberg, Bowen & Co. to have them sent up 
Rowen of Goldberg, Bowen & Co. was the Bowen who owned and 


aged the 
charged 
ified : 

Somebody in the mail service happened to see me one day and told 
that we had been sending a big lot of papers to that little road of 
n’s and that they were used for the purpose of stuffing the 


railroad. The papers were sent accordingly, and the bill 
to Goldberg, Bowen & Co. The manager of the Examiner 





heing 
pelns 








s on that road. When I spoke about it to the committee I sup 
d, of course, it was a matter with which you were thoroughly 
liar. 

ORDERED BY BOWEN. 

The manag of the San Francisco Call gave testimony which defi 
ly exposed the scheme of stuffing the mails. He testified that a 

number of Calls were sent as sample copies over the Bowen rail 

and that they were ordered by Mr. Bowen himself. The exact 


ement was follows: 
Q. Were they ordered by anybody ?— 
en, of Goldberg, Bowen & Co. 

Mr. Bowen the president 
Company ?—A. Yes; 


as 
A. They were ordered by Mr 





and manager of the Sierra Valleys 
so he represented at the time. 























Q. He ordered those papers sent?—A. Well, he came in here and 
d it if we would send a certain number of papers to the names 
nt parties along his road, he would have his agents act as 
gents, and thereby increase our subscription list through that se« 

I asked him about how long he would require those papers, and 
said probably a month or so. He said he would give instructions to 
perintendent to have his agents look out for our interests, do 
canvassing, and get a number of subscribers. It seemed to be a 


plausible proposition, and he being a man of standing, I accepted 





fet Hie agreed to send the list of names, which he did, and it 
» me that there were between 300 and 400 names.” 

e papers were sent for five weeks, and there being no report from 

iilroad agents, the Call manager stopped the papers. He dis 


d later that the papers were sent during the weighing period. “ ] 


o get hold of Mr. Bowen,” testified the Call manager, “ and tried 
d out if he had fully carried out his promise to have his agents 
< after our interests, but he was out of town, so I simply shut off 
imple copies.” 
e bookkeeper of the Examiner testified that copies of the 
ner were sent daily the towns along the Bowen road for a 
dof thirty days, and that they were charged to Mr. Goldberg, of 
Bowen & Co. 








a0S 
io 


iberg 


NOT REPORTED TO 
Commission examined William C. Hammond, 
ntendent of the railway mail service, eighth division, 
at the report of Postal Clerk Gray regarding the bogus 
orwarded to Washington. “I took these slips in my 
d, “to Superintendent Flint, and asked him what I should do in 
se I asked him whether I should include this in the report 
king out on the matter on which postage had been paid. He 
o,, and took them from my hands and put them in his desk. He 
not to report | hy 
perintendent Flint was 
of the matter. 
ey contained no re 


WASHINGTON. 
a the 


testi 


secretary to 
who 
mail 


hand,” 


was 














examined. He testified that he had no 
The copybooks of his office were inspected, 
rd of a report having been made on the mat 


ection 


( 
Mr. Flint admitted that he knew Mr. Bowen, but denied that he 
ntimately acquainted. 

ferbert P. Thrall, who had succeeded Mr. Flint as superintend 


1e railway mail service*in that division days 
ission niade these discoveries, was also examined He 


some bef 


said 


ore 








i report the facts to Washington immediately. The Bowen case 
the only one he had discovered, he said, which ‘‘ would seem to 
te fraud.” Mr. Thrall testified that Mr. Flint and Mr. Bowen 


t only friends, but “ 
tified, in response to questions by Representative William 


closely 














mber of the commission, that the fraudulent mail mat 
‘ n was sent over two « railroads, *‘ innocent roads,” in 
*h their destination. ' papers traveled from San Fran 
via the Southern Pacific, 244 miles, and the Nevada, Cali 
egon Railroad, 35 miles, where they were turned over to 

I ilroad. 
asked: “So that in case this turns out to be a fraud, 
or the sake of perpetrating this fraud on the Government in the 
tation of this matter 30 miles, there has incidentally been pet 
ed a fraud upon the Government by the transportation of this 
é 279 miles on the two railroads, whi you ha named, ap 
ly without knowledge or inte upon their part?” Mr. Thrall 


is correct.’ 


1: ee 
i the investigation Sena 


course of 
Ti 














st appropriation bill we put in a very 1g 
ils We found one case two years ago ra 4 P Lin 
h they attempted it, but they were di yvered very quickly 
m 


iteresting outline of the manner in which the mails 


fed for the benefit of the railroad companies was made the 
f by a Government official, who requested that his name be 
ld from the public because he did not care to incur the enmit 
railroad ‘Tle has been in close touch with the transportation 


iils for 


years. He said: 

in which the mails may be padded without 
but we can’t bring it home to anybody 
hanging around Capitol a lot of railroad 


situation. When 


more than ten 

re are several ways 
We know it 

instance, there are 


ion. is done 
the 











ists who keep close watch of the railway mail c 

weighing period in the section covering their particular railro: d 
3 around they can easily obtain the franks of Members of Con 
and of Senators, and send out great quantities of public docu 

ts, speeches, seeds, ard other stuff. so that this matter goes over 
s and is weighed as part of the average daily mai Personally, 













ve no doubt that these fellows used Congressman Barlow’s frank, 

1 that he was innocent in the transaction. 
rhe Government documents thus sent out pay no revenue what 
ey The matter is very heavy and bulky. Yet it is weighed by the 
| nd, and. counts as much in mail pay as first-class m iil does. Every 


extra pound weighed for thirty days counts for 48 pounds in the four 
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ECORD—HOUSE BRIO 
VW Lv LENS U lide  ( ; 
ve mail pay Evet 1 f lulent i l ‘ 
l s the railroads $48 

Now tl t 1} per ] f , - = ’ 
there is a bigger ch ( Lol ( it 

Phe I ison W ( } 4 
obtain a better b fou S \ 
1 r year The i o w 
d period gives thr tir d 
I i s the thirty-d l I 
just that uch mot if id G 
" “Tt is probably t » 1 
me or other fraudulent ili ‘ 
pe It doesn’t have to, and the sk 
I Ss who attend » 7 t rhe 

r business, and I don't see how é 

Take the big mail routes as examples Vi ) t z 
bag of inked matter on the Penns inia R . 
is put there to pad the mails? Kt t N 11500 
and Philadelphia, carri 217,740 pou! 
the readjustment of July 1, 190 I : 
v can determine what is bogus during 
Vhiledelphia and Pittsburg the : rage daily 
pounds; between New York a1 ; ) é 
411.838 pounds, and between New York and | 
mail route in the United States, t average d ‘ t 


408 S74 
” a 


pounds 
is p 


rfectly easy 


ipon dozens of other routes t fe 
to say that it is not done Lo | t i 

OTHER } M 

One usual way of stuffing t \ t 

1 m the expl ss to Line I 
d in former i ‘ 
pretty close watch on these t 
of circulars and cat ! ! 
road companies ind so <¢ In ‘ ‘ 
house may send out t a time f the é 
irculars or catalog : If it happens ) ‘ 
weighing period, it must be co ted f 




















because there is not to show that i 
“1 have heard of cases w rt of 
tain route mn whicl VW gh \ 
over anoth route a we ‘ ‘ 
at work. s bogus matter is pn le t do d ‘ 
fit of more than one railr« i 
‘One of the bad features of this syst 
of postal inspectors by the railroads Cae 
received great favors from the railroad 
nicely treated always, they get ransport 
friends, and they make warm friends am 
invariably pleasant, congenial fellows It 
cumstances for an inspector to be a littl 
is not goiong to stir up t ble by se ‘ pon t ‘ 
prove is fraudul 
The ra l s y tl LZ { 
daily average at the beg ! f 
lowance fe e no wt! 
hinted to me that t fling t 
get even Che oT 1 i! 
1 1 to thir I \ Ia 
of d f 
Vv ¥ , } 
te : e \ 
t | r 
1, and probably I 
t S during the ¢ 
i I [ 
to the Government, wl S 
riers nad it 1s un tt I ‘ rrie 
for the nat ul ir ease of mal 
[The Washington Post, I 7 - 
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to it stination by the simple expedient of tying to it a ““Gov- | | The increase in the length of railroad mail routes over the preceding 
{ envelope. The transfer of a big safe by mail is no | fiscal year was 2.06 per cent; in length of railway postal car routes 





although it may weigh 1,000 pounds or more. The } 2.02 per cent, and in the number of pieces of ordinary mail mat; 

‘a Government office of any kind anywhere means the | handled was 5.77 per cent. Yet the increase of cost in transportai 

il of de chairs, tables, and complete e ment. | was 1.67 per cent ; of postal cars, 4.08 per cent ; in number of employ: 

3 | mal effects are included, as a matter of course, in these | 7.34 per cent, and in expenditure for employees, 10.74 per cent. — 
The percentage of increase in the total cost of the Railway Ma 
ade, it | Service was 9.75 per cent, while in the total number of pieces hand 





), when the report of the “ weigh” of all mails was 





































































































































\ ed that this “ Government free’’ matter, exclusive of it was only 5.77 per cent. If Congress grants the recommendati: 
ed 12.58 per cent of the entire weight carried. | of the Department, the discrepancy between the expenditures and 
atio to the postal revenue from the public in 1904, {amount of work performed will be still greater. This is not taki 
General Cortelyou found that the matter carried f into account the out and out gift of $167,175 to certain railroads 
t rovernment occasioned a loss of $20,000,000, in round “special facilities ” or the losses sustained by failure of the Post-o 
DOXH IN WEIGHING PERIOD | — to exact fines from railroads for failing to perform their 
sotapctislaie Set ses aes gations. 
transportation of this stuff goes on throughout the year, without | : INCREASE IN MAIL PAY. 
I he welching veriods ok ere are four weichi , sectio ce ‘ 
‘ if On tes. ieee ib - se eerie mie cae fon coe anen 4 The increase in the appropriation for railway mail pay, includ 
‘ of these sections. If it happens that a public building is to | both transportation and postal cars, was only 3.2 per cent 
be furni 1 with safes niture, carpets, ete.. and the stuff is sent | Current fiscal year over that of 1905. Yet the proposed increase 
in the mails through tion where weighing is going on, every | the ensuing fiscal year is 5.75, nearly double that of lasi year, 
Do es upon the 1s and helps to swell the estimate of the | he bulk of the proposed increase of pay to the railroads is for 1 
ce d weight of mails.” Upon this estimate the railroad | W8Y post-office cars. ‘The increased expense to the Government in 
‘ ous as : transportation for the ensuing four years, | USe of railway post-office cars is a matter of grave concern to Congress 
> railroad are not at all averse sporting safes, | Several matters have come to light in the past few days which are li 
1 rd table heavy #1 ht tter durine the | to call for further explanation. The railroads in some cases 
' ing pe the stuff is sent at : riod subsequent secured chief clerks and other postal employees by paying them | 
hing 1 ads get nothing extra for transportation. It is | Salaries, and these men are now employed in obtaining from the P 
t to obtain evidence that influence is used with Department | Office Department additional postal cars for their employers. P 
to stuff the mails with this character of freight during the clerks in some cases are suspected of being in the employ of the : 
g | i. but some officials of the Post-Office Department | T0ads over which they travel. Through them a demand is made 
the conviction that improper influence is used in this direction, | 24ditional postal cars, and if the division superintendent is “ all ri 
way is always open for fraud, and no check worthy of the name is | the increase is usually recommended. : 5 
: va 4 F The railroad companies make it a point to win and hold the 
; i tice of throwing this vast bulk of freight into the mails, to will of the postal authorities, from the head officials to the che: 
id : Post-Office Department in its settlements with the | Clerk. The families of railway postal clerks are carried free, and 
' 1 ' nly in the overpayment to the railroads for | SioD superintendents and others are the recipients of valuable fa 
{ niet lacing upon the Post-Office Department the | It is these division superintendents, and not the post-office insp . 
rd for the nine executive Departments. | W ho have general supervision of the postal-car service. 
\ Tadde ie Post-Office Committee, and indi- CARS INCREASE RAPIDLY. 
1 that, s its the shipment of this stuff with- 
ra : oot vRrtch of the G etaiaae. In the five years, from 1900 to 1905, inclusive, the number of full 
i at period mail pay is swelled, Congress must | W®y post-office cars increased 32.5 per cent. The number of pie 
, ct to face a deficit in the achat “ennnaieneaanen ; mail handled during the same period increased 31.39 per cent, whi 
to li a it li he postal revenues. “ rn OO , ; 
| greater cost of the service was 50.28 per cent. When these 
WOULD CHARGE IT TO DEPARTMENTS. | were called to the attention of Second Assistant Postmaster-G: 
Postmaster-General Cortelyou’s remedy for this state is a | Shallenberger the other day by Chairman OVERSTREET, of the H 
I | that each Department of the Government shal y postage | Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, Mr. Shallenberge1 
its mail matter according to its class. He said in his annual | plained that the cost of the service was dependent upon the “ fi: 
; ; of separation.” He said the Department was separating mail in | 
Che weight of opinion seems to be in favor of this plan, so modified as | cars not only for, distribution in cities, but for rural mail roi 
to eliminate the necessity of affixing stamps, but maintaining the prin- Further questioning brought an admission from him that the a 
e that each Department be charged with the whole expense of con- | to separate rural-deliyery mail on postal cars was not a success. 
ineting its 1 iness From this change there would come some great It was brought out in the hearings that three full lines of post 
I res; t tendency to use the mails for matter that ought to be] cars are run over the same piece of railroad in the Southwest 
e transported would be restrained: merchandise, including | tween Afton, Ind. T., and Sapulpa, a distance of 90 miles, two 
iantities of printed matter not requiring expeditious handling, | are run in the same direction twenty-five minutes apart, in the : 
S¢ y cheaper modes of conveyance; only matter requiring | both carrying post-office cars. The cost of these two services is $ ) 
delivery and on which postage can properly be paid for as | a year. 
‘ n¢ would be cal by mail, and ie eee wr lation of Chairman OVERSTREET also brought out the fact that a full p 
Of Department to the other Departments as regards actual | car service exists between El Paso and Tucson, on the Southern P f 
; would be more accurately determined.” a distance of 312 miles, and that only two postal clerks are en i 
n ¢ of the House Committee on P Offices. ex- | in the cars. All the miail handled by these clerks could be ham 
I ‘ \ erday ft t a law should be framed requiring | apartment cars, thus saving the rental of postal cars—about $7,5 
Department to keep count for a year of its mail ship- | year. 
ot t nd character. This would give a clew to the | COULDN’? TELL THE WEIGHT. 
; : 4 y rted “ Governme free.” anc nig 
eae oa Se eaaned ith this ees | Mr. Frintey, of South Carolina, a member of the committee, ! 
in favor of the railroad would | Mr. Shallenberger to state the average weight of mail carried 
} 1 his ¢ put a stop to the shipme ’ billiard | Way post-office cars. Mr. Shallenberger replied that he did not 
{ f i heavy rniture by revealing the of the | the information, and that the Department had no data of that 
5 5 | The Department, he admitted, made an “ estimate” of the amo\ 
S AGAINST NUMI | ried, in passing upon requests from the railroads for full railway 
; te pernee ee : : | office service. Mr. FIntey wanted a little more light: 
I t has developed incident ’ ly during tl e hearings of the House | ‘“‘Mr. Finutey. Can your office give a statement of information 
é t a reeord is kept in the Post-Office Departm the | that line? 
inked matter sent out by every Senator and Rep nta ‘Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I do not at present see how we could 
i time of shipment Nearly every member of both brancoes | statement that would be at all intelligible.” 
is said, is on record as having unwitti y sent franked The total number of railway post-office cars in service last year 
' s to some portion of the country at the time the | 1,015, and the number in reserve was 215. The Government paid 
g¢ weighed This matter has thus added to the estimated | $5.500.044.65 for the cars In service, an average of $5,427.62 a . 
mail transported by the railroads, and they have drawn | The cars cost about $5,500 or $6,000 each and are maintained l . 
: ae ie ; é paired at an annual cost of about $1,200. They are built and « 1 
cht out railroad lobbyists have approached | by the railroad companies and rented to the Post-Office Depar 
ters and Representatives, suggesting that they withhold | The pay for a line of these cars is $25 a mile for 40-foot cars, $50 
nd « until such time as it might | for 45-foot cars, $40 for 50-foot cars, and $50 for 55 or 60 
I c - cars. A “line” consists of a car each way every day over a 5 i 
RUIN that he had received at his home | route, with a car in reserve for use in case of accident. Thr . 
ked i ter m W ashington which he had not or- | as a rule, constitute a “line,” although a short run may be c i 
; it me during the weigning period and passed | by one car alone, in which case this ome car receives full pay : 1 
lr es He was unable to ascertain the identity | entire line. 
K the shipme ar = ee — REMAINS A MYSTERY. 
iched by he yice-presiden ot a "allroat col . 
that he should save up his franked matter and tepeated efforts have been made by legislators and investi 
t 1d during the weighing period. generally to obtain from the Post-Office Department a statement 
money earned by railway post-office cars—not as lines, but a 
<7 This information has never yet been obtained, The Departme 
\ 1 Post, F cials insist that as the pay is for “lines,” and not for particular « 
3 ‘ N SI 5.75 per | they are unable to furnish the information. It is said that some | i 
‘ rEE—DI I /PRIATION | Cars on certain routes earn as much as $10,000 a year each. 1 ; 
or $43,250, SHOW MINIMUM OF $5,427 IS PAID IN RENTAL, | in addition to the pay for the mail carried in the car, which is paid 
WITH ‘ ra : MAI YANCE OF $1.200 EXTRA AMOUNTS by the pound. i 
HARNED \SED ON WEIGHT CARRIED—-MR. SHALLENBERGER FAILS TO The representatives of the railroads lay great stress upon the 
GIVE LIGHT ON IMPORTANT POINT AT ISSUE. that a comparatively small amount of mail is carried in a posta . 
[By Ira EB. Bennett.] Nobody knows just how much is earried—at least nobody who | ; 
ae en ees ‘ j will tell. At first glance it would appear that the railroads : 
The appropriation wv railway mail transportation for the current receive higher pay proportionately for a car carrying only 2 
fiscal year was $40,900,000, and the Post-Office Department asks for | tons of mail than for a car carrying 20 or 30 tons. It is argued 
$43,250,000 for the next fiscal year, an increase of 5.75 per cent. while a freight car carries an immense amount of live paying f 
rhe appropriation for railway post-offix ars for the current fiscal | in proportion to its own weight, a mail car carries a very small 
vear was $5,875,000, and the Department asks for $6,021,000 for the | portion of live weight. The fact is, however, that a railway mai! 
xt fis an increase of 2.48 per cent. is fully paid for by the Government whether it carries a pound of 
rhe : priation for officers, clerks, and other items of the Railway | or not. It earns pay by the mile, without regard to its load : 
Mail Se for the current year was $14,487,500, and $15,681,100 is | empty, it earns just as much as when full. If loaded, the wei: f 
asked for the next fiscal year, an increase of 8.24 per cent. | the load Is paid for by the pound in addition to the rental of the car. 











1906. 


If a man should engage an expressman to haul his trunk to the sta 
ion, and should pay for the service according to the weight of the 
runk, and should then pay in addition a certain sum as rental of the 
agon, according to the distance traveled, he would be conferring upon 

expressman t! benefits as are conferred by the 
pon the railroads for the transportation of mail. 


LIVELY 


same Government 





SCRAMBLE FOR 


CARS. 



















It is not remarkable, under the circumstances, that there is a lively 
‘ramble for railway post-office cars by the railroads, and that the 
ief item of estimated increased expense of the service for the next 
il year is for pos cars. Mr. Shallenberger told the committee 
at demands for ra ay post-office cz came from division superin 
ndents, based upon personal information and from reports of chief 

s; from postmasters, and from postal clerks, who aimed to in 
use the number of crews, and thereby secure promotions; but he 


avored to remove from the committee’s mind the impression 
railroads themselves demanded postal cars. 

his colloquy illustrates how Mr. Shallenberger met the issue when 
sed by Chairman OVERSTREET : 
“The CHAIRMAN. Is not true that railways often seek the estab 
ment of new full railway post-cfiice service in order to prevent com 
g¢ lines from getting possession of mail which they would haul? 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They ask additional railway post-oflice service 
ddition to pay for transportation, both of which wou!d justify them 

ting on a given train service and expediting the mail. 

CHAIRMAN. My question Do not roads often 


th: 


is 















is, seek to hi 


ive 














railway post-cffice service established in order, by reason of that 
railway post office service on their lines, to prevent competing lines 
I tting the haul, as you give preference to a road where there is 

lway post-office service—the natural preference—by reason of 


et that 
nd as 


S iffice 


the mail is more readily worked on railway post-office 
between two competing lines, one having a full railway 
rvice and the other not having that service, the probabili 
e that the one having the full railway post-office service will get 
larger amount of pay? 


SHALLENBERGER IS DIPLOMATIC. 








‘Mr. SHALLENBERGER. But I think I may say that we do not lister 
é peal for that railway post-office service for the reason stated 
a given line of railway post-office cars is preferred necessarily by 
Department. It is only preferred when it will expedite the mail, 
e a competing line, knowing that that is the only point involved, is 
I yi 


as likely to get the full railway post-office service as the line seek 
» draw mail from it. There is no preference necessarily given to a 

ause it has railway post-office service, because we can get rail 
post-office service on any line. 















The CHAIRMAN. You never have any difficulty in having it 
d? 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. No. 
CHAIRMAN. They are always glad to have it inaugurated, are 
rt 7 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER, Not always glad. When it is apartment-car 
e purely, which requires them to give us space without additional 
hey are not always ready to do it, but they are, as a rule, willing 
» it—not anxious to do it.” 


this point Chairman OVERSTREET dropped the subject, and the 
i fails to disclose any admission on the part of the Second Assist 
Po aster-General that the railroads are glad to secure full rail 

»st-office service, which pays them an average of $5,427 a car at 
nual cost for maintenance of $1,200. 






WHAT 


e report of the Second Assistant 
was a net deduction of only 


REPORT DISCLOSES. 


Postmaster-General shows that 
$5,658.68 in the pay of the railway 
ervice during the fiscal year 1905. When questioned by the com 
ir. Shallenberger acknowledged that the exaction of fines for 
failures had been practically abandoned, but insisted ti 
re still exacted in certain Fines for delay in kee; 
es have been abandoned for the reason, as advanced by Mr. Sha 
rger, that increased frequency of train service prevents ut 
in delivering the mails. 
n possible it is sometimes fined and sometimes 
ear to be any rule in the matter. 
1 asked how the trains were kept up to hedule, Mr. 
replied that competition was all that was depended upon. 
they will lose the mail if they do not carry it well 


roads,” he said. This testimony was received with interest, 


of the often-repeated assertion of the railroad representatives 
mails are carried at a loss. 
MACON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
iy remarks in the Recorp. 
re was no objection. 
HULL. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who had intended 
up the bill have gone home on the idea that those to 
time has been yielded would take up the entire time for 
I therefore move that the committee do now ris« 
BARTHOLDT. Pending that motion, I would like to 
sentleman a question. I would like to know whether 
itains a provision for the restoration of the canteen? 
HULL. Oh, no. 
lr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. HULL. No. 
BARTHOLDT. Then I have this to say, Mr. Chairman, 
e of all the evidence submitted on the canteen question, and 
e of the unanimous demand of the Army for its restora 
f we fail to restore it we are cowards. 
i¢ CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion of the gen- 
iin from Iowa, that the committee do now rise. 
Che motion was agreed to. 
the committee accordingly rose; and Mr, DALzeELL having as 
d the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Bouter, Chairman 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
orted that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill i. R. 14897 and had come to no resolution thereon. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


























Mr. SHERMAN, by direction of the ¢ ttee on I in 
Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 15331) making ypropriat 
for the current and contingent expenses of t Indian Dep 
ment, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Ind 
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1907; which was read a first and s¢ l time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on tl tate { ou 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered t 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all order 
on the bill. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRES 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee « Ent i Bill ! 
ported that this day they had presented to the | len 
United States for his approval the following bills 

H. R. TO85. An act authorizing the Pea River Power ¢ 
to erect a dam in Coffee County, Ala. ; 

H. R. 8773. An act granting an increase of pens to W 
H. Joslin; 

H. R. 11045. An act to amend an act entitled “A t t 1 
thorize Washington and Westmoreland counti he § ‘ 
Pennsylvania, to construct and maintain a | re OSS 
Monongahela River, in the State of Penns i i 
February 21, 1903; 

H. R. 11263. An act to authorize the construct ‘ bi 
across the navigable waters of St. Andrews B 

H. R. 13567. An act to authorize the Campbell Lumber ¢ 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. Fi it n ¢ 
County, Ark., at or near the point where the 
sections 21 and 28, township 19 north, range 9 « 
river; and 

H. R. 13568. An act to authorize the Campbell Lumber ¢ 
pany to construct a bridge across the St. Fra I ( 
County, Ark., at or near the point where the se ( 
sections 23 and 26, in township 20 north, range 9 « 
said river. 

SENATE BILL REFERI 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of t! fo 
title was taken from the Speaker's table d err ‘ 
propriate committee, as indicated belo 

S. 4016. An act for establishing a light vesse ff N 
Shoals, Massachusetts—to the Committee 
eign Commerce 

RI INT ¢ LJ 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Speake [ as 
consent for a reprint of tl bill (HL. R. 14611) te 

tureau of Geology and Mining and tl eport 
being Report No. 1154. 

There was no objet tion: and it was so orders 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move tl t! 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and a dingly ( 1 « 

28 minutes p. m.) the House adjou 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIO>S 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXI\ 
nications were taken from the Sy) s 1 
follow Ss: 

A letter from the Acting S« 
ting a copy of a letter f1 he ¢ 1) 
Columbia submitting an est ate 
trial Home School—t l Co tiee « \ 
ordered to be p “l. 

A lett from the Acting 8S 

ng a copy of a letter he ¢ | 
Colu ia submitting f e of 
tation of nonresi« t ers 

< to the C‘omn ( mm \ I T 

ted. 

\ letter f1 l the § I I of t] I rie é 
pape 1 the pension ¢i s of Minerva | R 
con ting widows of J ‘ Robinson, f 
Comuinissioner of ] s ns re mmedning s ‘ ‘ 
mav give—to the Committee on Invalid P¢ ‘ 

A letter from the Secretary of War, tra r 
reference to the ex! l es of the State « i \ 
of State volunteers or oe n defense of 1 
Committee on Appropriations 

A letter from the Acting tary of I 
ting a copy of a letter Secret ( ‘ 

Labor submitting an ¢ rop ) 
| cers and crew of relief 1 Ne ) { l 





i Claims, and ordered to 
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A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- | tional Society of the Sons of the American Revolution, accom. 


ting, in response to the inquiry of the House, a statement as to 
appropriations for permanent specific and indefinite objects—to 


I 


the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be priuted. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with 
1. copy of a letter from: the Commissioner of the General Land | 
Office, a draft of a bill for the relief of Albert R. Herlig—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
\ letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
N h Haven, Me.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
i ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination of 
Cape F« River at and below Wilmington, N. C.—to the Com- 
mitt Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
A lett 1 the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a cor- 
rection of his response to the inquiry of the House as to the 
ile of the custom-house in New York City to the National City | 
Bank—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


é 


REPORTS OF 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (8S. 134) establishing an 


additional recording district in Indian Territory, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1556); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


same 
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panied by a report (No. 1635) ; which said bill and report we 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10101) aut) 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to sell and « 
vey to the State of Minnesota a certain tract of land situated 
the county of Dakota, State of Minnesota, reported the xs 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1636); w!] 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred { 

bill of the House (H. R. 10480) for the relief of certain sett! 
upon land within the indemnity limits of the present St. P 
Minneapolis and Manitoba Railway Company, reported the s 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1637); w! 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of ¢! 
| Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Publie Lands 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15085) ¢ 
apart certain lands in the State of South Dakota, to be ki 
as the Battle Mountain Sanitarium Reserve, reported the ; 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committ 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on the Territories, to y 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13675) to ratify ana 
confirm the acts of the legislative assembly of the Territor 
Oklaboma, passed in the year 1905, relating to an insane as 
for the Territory of Oklahoma, and providing for the esta} 
ment and maintenance of an insane asylum for the Territory of 
Oklahoma at Fort Supply, in Woodward County, Oklahoma 
ritory, and making appropriations therefor, reported tiie s 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1676) ; y 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


{ 


Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the Senate joint 
resolution (S. R. 32) instructing the Interstate Commerce Com- 

I ion to make examinations into the subject of railroad dis- | 


minations and monopolies, and report on the same from time 
to time, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 


Ci 


report (N. 1557); which said joint resolution and report were 
referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 


(11. R. 11946) to amend. section 6 of an act approved February 


8S, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in 
severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend 
the protection of the laws of the United States and the Terri- 


tories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1558); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURNETT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to | 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13194) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to reclassify the public 
lands of labama, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1559) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state | 
of the Union. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 

Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 


(H. R. 13987) granting an increase for the authorization of 
light-ship to be placed on the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., 
SO0,.000 to $150,000, 


ompanied by a report (No. 1560) ; 


-~ | 


irom 


7 


which said bill and 


! rt were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

M ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Comm«e to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14812) to authorize the purchase or construction of a steam or 
napht launch for use in the customs collection district of 
Norfolk, \ reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a re (No. 1561); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Un 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Library, to which was referred the Senate joint resolution 
(S. R. 26) p 
possession of the Department of State to the State of North 
Carolina, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1562); which said joint resolution and report 
were referred*to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 


of the Union. 
Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 13192, 


Koon 


reported in lieu the bill (H. R. 15332) to incorporate the Na- 





reported the same without amend- | 


roviding for the return of certain archives now in | 





| REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
| RESOLUTIONS. 

| Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
| of the following titles were severally reported from co 

| tees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committ 

| the Whole House, as follows: 

| Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois, from the Committee on For 


eign Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senat 
4198) granting permission to Prof. Simon Newcomb, United 
States Navy, retired, to aecept the decoration of the or 
“Pour le Mérite, fiir Wissenschaften und Kunste,” reporte: 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 15: 
| which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on I 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (I! 
5553) granting an increase of pension to Oliver L. Kend 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
(No. 1555); which said bill and report were referred to 
| Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1142) for the 1 
Ephraim Greenawalt, reported the same without amendm 
companied by a report (No. 1563); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to whi 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14541) for the r 
Cc. R. Williams, reported the same without amendment, : 
panied by a report (No. 1564) ; which said bill and repo! 
| referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on War Clai to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6837 
| relief of Carl F. Kolbe, reported the same without amen 
accompanied by a report (No. 1565); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5539) for the 
of the State of Rhode Island, reported the same with : 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1566) ; which said | 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to ' 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10015) for the 
of the estate of Capt. Charles E. Russell, deceased, report 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. ! 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to \ 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7670) for the ! 


D> 
bt 


oi) 
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| 
the legal representatives of the estate of Benjamin Lillard, | 
‘eased, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
port (No. 1568); which said bill and report were referred to 
e Private Calendar. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
is referred the bill of the House H. R. 4401, reported in lieu 


thereof a resolution (H. Res. 278) referring to the Court of | 
( ms the papers in the case of the estate of Joseph M. Witt, | 
ompanied by a report (No, 1571); which said resolution and 
ort were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 8001, reported in lieu 
reof a resolution (H. Res. 279) referring to the Court of 
ns the papers in the case of heirs of J. B. Fuller, dece; 
upanied by a report (No. 1572); which said resoluti 
ort were referred to the Private Calendar. 
also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the House H. R. S002, reperted in lieu thereof a resolution 
[. Res. 280) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 
of heirs of Hardin P. Franklin, deceased, 
report (No. 1573) ; which said resolution and report were 
erred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the House H. R. 8008, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
Res. 281) referring to the Court of Claims in 
ease of the administratrix of John H. Record, deceased, 
mpanied by a report (No, 1574) ; which said resolution and 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the House H. R. 7987, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
Il. Res. 282) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in 
ease of the estate of Alfred Swearingin, deceased, accom- 
i by a report (No. 1575) ; which said resolution and report 
» referred to the Private Calendar. 
lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the House H. R. T7990, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 


1 and 


rY 
ie 


the papers 


of the estate of Andrew B. Conley, deceased, accompanied 
report (No. 1576); which said resolution and report wer: 
red to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
f the House H. R. 7996, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
(H. Res. 284) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 

he case of the heirs of John Parham, deceased, accompanied 
report (No. 1577) ; 
red to the Private Calendar. 


le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
f the House H. R. 8035, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
(H. Res. 285) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
case of the estate of A. M. Doak, deceased, accompanied 
eport (No, 1578); which said resolution and report were 
red to the Private Calendar. 
also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
the House H. R. 8036, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
(H. Res. 286) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
ise of the heirs of John D. Martin, deceased, accompanied 
report (No. 1579) ; which said resolution and report were 
i to the Private Calendar. 
also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
of the House H. R. 7993, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 


Re 


ise of the estate of W. T. Eason, deceased, accompanied 
report (No. 1580): which said resolution and report were 
red to the Private Calendar. 


also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
f the House H. R. 7994, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
(H. Res. 288) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
of the of Mrs. E. J. Matlock, a 

inied by a report (No. 1581); which 


ise estate deceased. 


said resolution 
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ised, | 


accompanied | 


which said resolution and report were | 


s. 287) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | 


ac 
and | 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ilso, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 


the House H. R. 7995, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
(H. Res. 289) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
» case of the heirs of Mrs. Charity Clements, deceased, ac 
inied by a report (No. 1582); which said resolution 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
if the House H. R. 7999, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
(H. Res. 290) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
he case of the heirs of William M. Kimmons, accompanied 
report (No. 1583): which said resolution and report were 
‘red to the Private Calendar. 
iT 


le also, from the same committee, to which was refer 


of the House H. R. 8037, reported in lieu thereof a resolu é 
1 (LH. Res. 291) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | in the case of the estate of a rail de sed yinied 


and | 


red the | 


in the case of the estate of Jacob J er, de ed ) d 
by a report (No. 1584): which said 1 | ! 1 re rt 
referred to the Private C ndar. 

Hle also, from the same committee, to which 
bill of the House H. R. 13066, reported 
tion (H. Res. 292) referring to the t of ¢ $ 
in the case of the heirs of Will | l 
by a report (No. 1585); which dl 
referred to the Private C i 


He also, from 1 
bill of the Hoy 
tion (H. Res. 293) referrir to the ¢ 


in the case of 


1586): which said re hi n and 1 t t 
Vrivate Calendal 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the C« tee o \ ‘ 
which referred the bill of the I tI kt | 
in lieu thereof resolution (HH. Res t) referring 
of Claims the papers in the case of Jol Li l 
by report (No. 1587): wh d 1 i 
referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee « \\ ( ns, to 1 
was referred the bill of the House Hl. R i I 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 295) re ( t 
Claims the papers in the case of M. V. S 8, % l 
by a report (No. 1588): wl hb said re Ll report 
referred to the Private Calendar 

He also, from he same co ittes oO % ‘ 
bill of the House H. R. 12117, reported in lieu thereof 
tion (H. Res. 296) referring to the Court of ¢ 
in the case of the estate of M. Light, de ed \ 
report (No. 1589); which said resolution na 
ferred to the Private Calend 

He also, from the same committee, 
bill of the House H. R. 4419, reported 
tion (H. Res, 207) referring to the ¢ 
in the case of the estate of J. C. We 
a report (No. 90): which said re ; 
referred to the Private ¢ 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Ce e « \\ ‘ 
was referred the bill of the | l om. BR. 8 ! | 
thereof a olution (H. | ps 
Claims the papers the « LD. W. ¢ ‘ 
by a report (No. 1591): which said resolution 
referred to the Private C: l 

Mr. FULKERSON, fro tue Com! tee on \ ( 
which was referred the bill of the He | 


in lieu thereof a resolution 
1f Claims the papers in the « 


(No. 1092): ti 


by ) report = Lid . 
referred to the Private Calendar 
Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on W ( 
referred the bill of the H se Hl. R. SS41 
a resolution (H. Res. 300) ret iZ ‘ 
papers in the ise of t s of A 
Sulphur, W. Va., acco } 
said resolut and report were 
Mr. FULKERSON, from the ¢ 
which was refe! i the bill he Hi Li. | 2 
lieu thereof a resolutio! H. Res. : ) > ti ( 
of Claims the papers in the case of J ] 
panied by eport (Ne 14) 
were referred to the P te ¢ ( 
Mr. SPIGHT, from ti if t t \ ( 
was reported the ll « | ! 3 
thereo! res n (H. Re ‘ ‘ 
‘ ms th 3 in t 
panied | t (No. 1 
VV é ‘ | P ( 
He from the s 
bill of the Ilouse Hl. R. S004 ‘ 
tion (H. Res. 305) ‘ e { ( 
in the case of the le ; of Jonathan Db Ss. «lh ec. 
panied by a report (No. 1596) ; which ad resol] 
were referred t I ( nd 
Ile also, from the s o wl 
bill of the Il st II kt ast it re] l ‘ 
tion (H. he O4) ge to the ¢ C] 
in the case ft John VP. ¢ 
pal ed by l pp { ri wih S 
were referred t { a 
He also, from the s f 
bill of the House H. R. S04 re] 
tion (H. Res. 305) referring to the Court of ¢ 
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by a report (No. 1598); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4114, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 306) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of Edward A. Buder, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1599) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3851, reported in | 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 307) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of John A. Fairfax, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 1600) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 5166, reported in lieu 
thereof resolution (H. Res. 308) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of George W. Guzer, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1601); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4890, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 309) referring to the Court of 
the papers in the of estate of Dewitt 

accompanied by a report (No. 1602) ; which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 8033, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 310) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the Old School Presbyterian 
Church, Panola, Miss., accompanied by a report (No. 1503) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Hlouse H. R. 8006, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 311) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of W. E. Tomlinson, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1604) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 1306, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(H. Res. 312) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the 


Claims case 


deceased 


case of W. M. MeKie, accompanied by a report (No. 1605); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 4569, reported in lieu thereof 
i. resolution (H. Res. 313) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the estate of Archibald W. Tanner, de- 

ased, accompanied by a report (No. 1606); which said resolu- 
tion and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12536, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. 314) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of James H. Birch, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1607); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Res. 


Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 8031, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 315) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of Mrs. Polly Calla- 
han, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1608) ; which said 
resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LER, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 4568, reported in lieu 
thereof resolution (H. Res. 316) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of Thomas G. Verdine, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1609); which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7992, reported in lieu | 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 317) referring to the Court of 


Claims the papers in the case of Minor Saunders, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1610); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 9558, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. 318) referring to the Court of 


Res. 


panied by a report (No. 1611); which said resolution and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4576, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 319) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the legal representatives of J. P. Lamar, deceased, 


Slawson, | 











!a resolution (H. Res. 325 


| tion 
Claims the papers in the case of Robert M. Williamson, accom- | 


accompanied by a report (No. 1612); which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred ¢) 
bill of the House H. R. 4567, reported in lieu thereof a res 
lution (H. Res. 320) referring to the Court of Claims the pay. 
in the case of Aaron B. Stripling, accompanied by a report (\ 
1613); which said resolution and report were referred to t! 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred { 
bill of the House “H. R. 1023, reported in lieu thereof a 1 
lution (H. Res. 321) referring to the Court of Claims the pay. 
in the case of the heirs of Archie B. Forbess, deceased, acc 
panied by a report (No. 1614) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to whicl) 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 13062, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 322) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Abner W. Lanier. 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1615); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred |! 
bill of the House H. R. 7998, reported in lieu thereof a 1 
lution (H. Res. 323) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of Samuel Scott, deceased, accompanici 
by a report (No. 1616); which said resolution and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 14564, reported in 
lien thereof a resolution (H. Res. 324) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of William B. Payne, aceom- 
panied by a report (No. 1617); which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LEER, frem the Committee on War Claims, to which \ 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 4575, reported in lieu thereof 

25) referring to the Court of Claims the 
papers in the case of the heirs at law of Emily R. Hathorn, de 
ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1618); which said 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred th 
bill of the House H. R. 13453, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 326) referring to the Court of Claims the p: 5 
in the case of the heirs of James Stewart and John Lee \Me- 
Michael, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1619) ; which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4572, reported in lieu thereof a re 
tion (H. Res. 327) referring to the Court of Claims the pa 
in the case of the estate of Daniel Brewer, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1620) ; which said resolution and re} 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 1! 
bill of the House H. R. 4573, reported in lieu thereof a 1 1- 
tion (H. Res. 328) referring to the Court of Claims the p 


g 


reso- 


in the case of the estate of Samuel M. Farrar, deceased, 2 
panied by a report (No. 1621) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to \ h 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 7988, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 329) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Joseph N. Moru 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1622) ; which said reso 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House H. R. 13064, reporied in lieu thereof a r 
tion (H. Res. 330) referring to the Court of Claims the p 
in the case of the estate of Mark M. Harwell, deceased, 2 
panied by a report (No. 1623); which said resolution and | 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULKERSON, fromthe Committee on War Clainis 
which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11481, i | 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 331) referring to the ‘ 
of Claims the papers in the case of Flat Creek Baptist C! 
of Pettis County, Mo., accompanied by a report (No. |! 
which said resolution and report were referred to the I’ te 
Calendar. px 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referre’ | 
bill of the House H. R. 5922, reported in lieu thereof a | I- 
(H. Res. 332) referring to the Court of Claims the | 
in the case of Paschal Henshaw, accompanied by a repor' 
1625) ; { e 


which said resolution ara report were referred t 
Private Calendar. : 
Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to 5 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 13063, reported | u 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 333) referring to the Cou! 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Harriet W. ! % 
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eased, accompanied by a report (No. 1626); which said 
olution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
le also, from the same committee, 

f the House, H. R. 13065, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
1 (H. Res, 33 
the ease of the estate of Francis 8S. Jones, deceased, accom- 
ied by a report (No. 1627); which said resolution and report 
re referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 

erred the bill of the House H. R. 4574, reported in lieu 

reof a resolution (H. Res. 335) referring to the Court of Claims 

papers in the case of G. W. Clark & Son, a firm composed 

W. Clark and J. H. Clark, of Spalding County, Ga., ac- 

companied by a report (No. 1628); which said resolution and 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
hill of the House H. R. 5476, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
(H. Res. 336) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 

the ease of S. C. Stewart, administrator of the estate of Dr. 

M. Curry, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1629); 
hich said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

\ir. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 

h was referred the bill of the House H. R. 4175, reported 
eu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 337) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of George K. Kirchner, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1630) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 4571, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 338) referring to the Court of Claims the 
‘rs in the case of Mrs. Izabella R. Napier, accompanied by 

port (No. 1631); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


des 


T l 


} if the House H. R. 4577, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
(lI. Res. 839) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in 
the case of Sabini Jones, accompanied by a report (No. 1632); 


] 
\ Ad 


said resolution and report were referred to the Private 


Calendar. 

\lr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
1 referred the bill of the House H. R. 8038, reported in lieu 
t of a resolution (H. Res. 340) referring to the Court of 
( ms the papers in the case of the heirs of John C. McGehee, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 1633); which said reso- 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 


P ons, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
77 granting a pension to Alexander Kinnison, reported the | 

s with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1640); 

‘ 1 said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 
t ‘lich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1803) grant- 
ing a pension to George S. Taylor, reported the same without 
dment, accompanied by a report (No. 1641); which said 
! nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
red the bill of the House (H. R. 4596) granting an increase 
usion to John J. Hughes, reported the same with amend- 
accompanied by a report (No. 1642); which said bill and 
t were referred to the Private Calendar. 

RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5426) 

relief of Martha J. England, reported the same with 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 16483); which said 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
ns, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
granting a pension to Henry P. Will, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1644); which 


i ( 


§ bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
AMES, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
red the bill of the House (H. R. 6963) granting a pension 
illiam P. Knowlton, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
panied by a report (No. 1645); which said bill and report 
\ ‘ referred to the Private Calendar. 
AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
r ‘ed the bill of the House (H. R. 8607) granting an increase 
‘nsion to Arthur Haire, reported the same with amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 1646) ; which said bill and report 
‘referred to the Private Calendar. 
\Ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 


so tp 


vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8891) grant- 
+ 2 pension to Mrs. R. C. Rogers, reported the same with | crease of pension to Eliza L. 


| 


to which was referred the | 


4) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1647 Ww 
| bill and report were referred to the P1 te ( 
Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Tensior to which 
referred the bill of the House (HT. R. 9248) n x 
of pension to James T. Butler, reported the th ; d 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1648 vhi d bill and 
report were referred to the Private Cal | 
He also, from the same committee, to wl \ fe t 
bill of the House (H. R. 9249) granting an increase of | mu 
to R. S. Cromer, reported the same with : 
|} panied by a report (No. 1649); which said b , port 








referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was rr ‘ 
bill of the House (H. R. 9267) granting an increase of p 
to William Cook, reported the same with amendnx 
panied by a report (No. 1650) ; which said bill and report we 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pe1 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9287) granting a pensik 
to Eliza Byron, reported the same without amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 1651); which said bill and rep 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9955) granting a pension to 
James W. Baker, reported the same with amendment, ac 
panied by a report (No. 1652) ; which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions 


Committee on 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10166) grant 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Morgan, reported the f 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1653); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Priv Calend 

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pt is, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11078) ger 


pension to Rosa Zurrin, reported the same without amend 


accompanied by a report (No. 1654); which said nad re 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which lt 
bill of the House (H. R. 12351) granting an it f i 
to John Foltz, reported the same with amendme ed 
by a report (No. 1655); which said bill and rej] ere r¢ 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee o Ve l 5 ! $ 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1 4 I 
of pension to Tillman T. Herridge, reported e same W 

| amendment, accompanied by report (N 1656): wh 


bill and report were referred to the Pr te Calendar 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, wi s 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12715) er yap ! 
tu George B. Kirk, reported the sai 


ne with amend 


panied by a report (No. 1657); which said bill é 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the C ‘ Pet 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13161 
ing a pension to Cynthia A. Embry, reported t s 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 1658 
bill and report were referred to the Priv: ( 

He also, from the same co! ttee, to 1 vas ref 
bill of the House (H. R. 138165) grant . \ l 
Noland, reported the same with an 
report (No. 1659); which said bill and r 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on P ‘ ! 
referred the bill of the House (IL. R. 1352 
to Willard V. Shepherd, reported the sar y 
companied by a report (No. 1660) ; which said | 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same « t ¢ To W h I < 


bill of the House (H. R. 13761) granting an inet e of pr 


to John Cook, reported the same with amend: ;' 
by a report (No. 1661) ; which said bill ar epol I ! 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Co to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R 
an increase of pension to Andrew J. Bak« ‘ 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
said bill and report were referred to the P1 te ( 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on I‘ t 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1 
crease of pension to J. M. Cage, reported 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1663) l 
report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensio to v h was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14558) ¢ ting ! 

Norwood, reported the same with 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1664); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14642) 
granting a pension to James P. Himes, reported the same with 
umendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1665); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14646) granting an increase of pension 
to A. R. Fisher, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1666); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14653) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sophronia Lofton, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1667); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
14669) granting an increase of pension to Anna H. Wagner, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1668); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14694) granting an increase of pension 
to Samuel R. Dummer, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1669); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was | 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14793) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Howell, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1670); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14848) granting an increase of pension 
to Samantha KE. Heratd, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1671); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14925) granting an increase of pension 


purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907—to the Uni 
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the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building :) 
the city of Manhattan, Kans.—to the Committee on Py)}) 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H.-R. 15326) to ; 
for the Government’s proportionate share of the expense 
paving the alleyways on the north and east sides of the pu! 
building at Janesville, Wis.—to the Committee on Public By 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LARRINAGA (by request): A bill (H. R. 15327) 
granting to Carlos Conde Casariego a franchise to build, msin- 
tain, and operate a wharf and pier in the harbor of San Ju 
Porto Rico, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 15328) to 
approve certain final proofs in the Chamberlain land district, 





| South Dakota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 15329) to prevent common car- 
riers engaged in interstate commerce, or any director, officer oy 
agent, receiver, or operating trustee thereof, directly or in- 
directly, from having any control or part ownership or int: 
in or prosecuting or engaging in the business of mining or manu- 
facturing or trading in any commodity transported by such 
carriers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ( 
merce. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A Dill (H. R. 15330) granting 


mM- 


pensions 

to teamsters of the war of the rebellion, from 1861 to 1865, in- 
clusive—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


1533 


A bill (H. R. 1) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for othe: 


mn 


|; Calendar. 


By Mr. OLCOTT, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia: A bill (H. R. 158382) to incorporate the Nationa! 
ciety of the Sons of the American Revolution—to the House Cal- 
endar. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: 


So- 


A bill (H. R. 15333) for the division of 


| the lands of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma Territory—to the 


to James Grizzle, reported the same with amendment, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 1672) ; 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. 


Pensions, 


which said bill and report were 


to which was referred the bill of the House 
14937) granting an increase of pension to William 8S. Nagle, re- 
ported the with amendment, accompanied by a _ report 
(No. 1673); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14988) granting an increase 
of pension to James B. Cox, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1674) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONG WORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
wis referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15062) granting an 
i of pension to Thomas Sparrow, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1675); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


same 


increase 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 
sy Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 15334) to authorize the con- 
struction of dams and power stations on the Coosa River, at 


| Lock 2, Alabama—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on | 
(HH. R. | 


Commerce. 
By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15335) 
for the protection of game animals, birds, and fishes in the 


| Olympie Forest Reserve of the United States, in the State of 
| Washington—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


to which was | 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered | 
to t Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 
\I MATION, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


W ferred the bills of the House (H. R. 14876 and 12026) 
fi he relief of William Bushby, reported the same adversely, 
xu paied by a report (No. 1569); which said bill and report 
wel l ed laid on the table. 

[le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (Hl. R. 9578) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of the late firm of Lapéne & Ferré, reported the | 
Same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1570); which 
said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1445) for the 


relie? of Noah L. Cochen, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1639) ; which said bill and report were 
ordered laid on the table. 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, 


AND MEMORIALS. 


resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 


By Mr, CALDERHEAD; A bill (H. R. 


15325) providing for 






| 
j 
} 
| 


| 
| 
| 


By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 15337) to authorize the 
macadamizing of road from Fort Robinson across military 
reservation to Crawford, Nebr., and appropriating $80,000 there- 
for—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R. 15338) to amend an act re- 
adjusting the salaries of pestmasters, approved March 3, 188° 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 15339) to empower 
the Secretary of War to authorize the construction or ext: 
of wharves, piers, or other structures on lands underlyi 
harbor areas and streams in or surrounding Porto Rico 
islands adjacent thereto—to the Committee on Insular Aff: r= 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 15340) to establish © fish 
hatchery and fish-culture station in the county of Cum! 1, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, for the propagation of trout 
and other game and food fishes—to the Committee on t! 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15341) to provide for the purchase o! 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Carlisle 
State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Public Bui! 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 15342) to prov 
the establishment, control, operation, and maintenance 
general hospital for the Army and Navy and marine ser 
the United States at Mineral Wells, in the State of Te 


-» 


| the Committee on Military Affairs. 













By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 15348) for the re 
of services of a military nature rendered by certain « 
in the late war with Spain—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A biil (H. R. 15544) 
apart certain lands in the State of Colorado as a public | 
be known as the Royal Gorge National Park—to the Co 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 15345) to create a ne 
sion in the western judicial district of Missouri, and for wc 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


M 


1906. 


Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 15346) to apply a portion 
ie proceeds of the public lands to the State normal schools 
the United States for the advancement of instruction in 
ulture—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 102) 


iorizing the Georgia Soldier Roster Commission to obtain | 


s of certain records of the War Department—to the Com- 
ee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SOUTHALL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 103) au- 
zing a commission to examine the battlefields around Pe- 
urg, Va., and report whether it is advisable to establish a 
‘field park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A concurrent resolution (H. C. 
°1) directing the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
» report to Congress upon the improvement of the Anacostia 
- Flats—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McNARY: A resolution (H. Res. 276) requesting the 
lent of the United States to direct the Interstate Commerce 
iission to furnish the House with certain information—to 
ommittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida: A resolution (H. Res. 277) for the | 


ntment of a committee to investigate St. Elizabeth Govern- 
liospital for the Insane—to the Committee on Rules. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A | 


ion (H. Res. 278) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 

1 (H. Res. 279) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
to the Private Calendar. 

from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 280) re- 

- to the Court of Claims H. R. 8002—to the Private Cal- 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 281) re- | 


- to the Court of Claims H. R. 8003—to the Private Cal 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 282) 
ig to the Court of Claims H. R. 7987—to the Private 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 283) 
ig to the Court of Claims H. R. 7990—to the Private 


rom the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 284) 
¢ to the Court of Claims H. R. 7996—to the Private 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 285) 
to the Court of Claims H. R. 8035—to the Private 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 286) 
ig to the Court of Claims H. R. 8036—to the Private 


rom the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 287) 


to the Court of Claims H. R. 7993—to the Private | « 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 288) 
g to the Court of Claims H. R. 7994—to the Private 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 289) 
¢ to the Court of Claims H. R. 7995—to the Private 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 290) 
¢ to the Court of Claims H. R. 7999—to the Private Cal- 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 291) 
ng to the Court of Claims H. R. 8037—to the Private Cal 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 292) 
¢ to the Court of Claims H. R. 18066—to the Private Cal 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 293) 
¢ to the Court of Claims H. R. 7991—to the Private Cal 


Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 

on (HH. Res, 294) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 





on (H. Res. 295) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. | 


to the Private Calendar. 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 296) 
ng to the Court of Claims H. R. 12117—to the Private 


from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 297) 
: to the Court of Claims H. R. 4419—to the Private Cal- 


Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
XL——177 
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resolution (H. Res. 29S) referring to the Court 


8034—to the Private Calendar. 


By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Cl 
to the Court Cl 


resolution (H. Res. 299) referring 


| 7526—to the Private Calendar. 
By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War ¢ 
lution (H. Res. 300) referring to 


SS41—to the Private Calendar. 


By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Cor 


resolution (H. Res. 301) referring 
4112—tto the Private Calendar. 


By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Com 
resolution (H. Res. 302) referring to the Court 


8039—to the Private Calendar. 


Also, from the same committee, : 


ferring to the Court of Claims 
Calendar. 


Also, from the same committee, a 


ferring to the Court of Claims 
Calendar. 


Also, from the same committee, : 


ferring to the Court of Claims 
Calendar. 


By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Com 
A resolution (H. Res. 306) referrin 
H. R. 4114 to the Private Calendar 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Com 
resolution (H. Res. 307) referring 


3851—to the Private Calendar 


By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Cor 
resolution (H. Res. 308) referring to the 


5166—to the Private Calenda! 


By Mr. FULKERSON, from the 


A resolution (H. Res. 309) refe 


H. R. 4890—to the Private Calend 
iv Mr. SPIGHT, from the Com: 
| olution (H. Res. 310) referring 


| SO33—to the Private Calendar. 
Also, from the same committ« 
referring to the Court of Claims 
Calendar. 
Also, from the same committee, 
referring to the Court of Claims 


Calendar. 


Gy Mr. LEE, from the Committee 


tion (H. Res. 313) referring to the 
to the Private Calendar 

by Mr. MAHON, from the ¢ ! 
olution (H. Res. 314) referring 
12536—to the Private ¢ 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Cor 
lution (H. Re S15) re 
S031—to the Private Cal lar 

By Mr. LEE, from the Committ 


tion (H. Res. 316) referring to tl 
to the Private Calendar 

By Mr. SPIGHT, f 
olution (TH. Res. 317) 
7992—to the Private Calend 

By Mr. LEE, froin t ( 
tion (H. Res. 31S) referring to t 
to the Private Calend 


Also, from the same cor tee, 


referring to the Court of ¢ 
Calendar. 


Also, from the same ce nittee 


referring to the Court of ¢ 
Calendar. 


Also. from the s °° comn 





referring to the Court of Cl 
Cc 1 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the ¢ 
olution (H. Res. 322) referring 
Pee to the Priv e Cale 


(iso. from the same committ 


ref ng to the Court of Cl s ll 


. ’ 
Cuda 


By Mr. FULKERSON, from t! 
A resolution (H. Res. 324) ré 
H. R. 14564—to the Private ¢ 

By Mr. LEE, from the Co! 
tion (H. Res. 325) referring 
to the Private Calendar. 





Also, from the same committee 


resolution 





al 
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referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 13453—to the Private 


Cale 4 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 327) 
ret ‘ing to the Court of Claims H. R. 4572—to the Private 
("s ] le r. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 328) 


referring to the Court of Claims H, R. 4573—to the Private Cal- 
endar 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A res- 
olution (TI. Res. 329) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
TOSS to the Private Calendar 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 330) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims H. R. 18064—to the Private Cal- 


by Mr. FULKERSON, from the committee on War Claims: 
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A resolution (H. Res. 331) referring to the Court of Claims | 


HI. kt. 11481—to the Private Calendar. 


Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 332) | 


referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 5922—to the Private Cal- 
endal 
by Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A 


resolution (11. Res. 333) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. | 


15063—to the Private Calendar. 
Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 334) 
referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 13065—to the Private 
Calendar. 
ty Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 835) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
1574—to the Private Calendar. 


’ 
Chaat 


By Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 337) referring to the Court of Claims 
H. R 175—to the Private Calendar. 

hy Mr, LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu 
tion (Il. Res. 338) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 4571 
to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 339) 












Also, a bill (H. R. 15360) granting an increase of pensi: 
Attison W. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15361) granting an increase of pen 





| Johnson White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15362) granting an increase of pensi 
William H. H. Buchanan—to the Committee on Invalid 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15368) granting an increase of pen 
Ezra Keeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15364) granting an increase of pen 
Susannah Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15365) granting an increase of pen 


} 


) 
John W. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15366) granting a pension to Elvia | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15367) granting a pension to G« D, 
| Wellons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15368) granting a pension to Mary yy. 
Haney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 15369) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Means—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 153870) granting a pension to Mahala Hy 
| att—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15371) to correct the military record 
Jacob Lamont—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15372) to correct the military re | of 
Patrick Sweeney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15873) to correct the military r l of 


| John Freeman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
\lso, from the same committee, a resolution( H. Res. 336) re- | 
ferring to the Court of Claims H. R. 5476—to the Private Cal- | 


| 


referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 4577—to the Private | 


Calendar. 

By Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (H, Res. 340) referring to the Court of Claims H. R. 
SO38—to the Private Calendar. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions ¢ 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follow 

By Mr. BEALL of Ti 3: A bill (H. R. 15347) granting an 
increase of pension to .ohn M. Love—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15348) for the relief of the heirs of John 
W. Corpier, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 15374) granting a px 
Alice N. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 15375) for the ; 
W. R. Austin & Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 15876) for the relief 
H. Fralick—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15377) granting an increase of yp 
tufus J. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 

Also, a bill (H. R. 153878) granting an increase of per 
Isaac N. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15379) granting an increase of pe: 
James McNetton—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

ty Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 15380) granting 
crease of pension to Valentine Gunselman—to the Comm 
Pensions. 


ty Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 15381) for the relief | 


| Kountz—to the Committee on War Claims. 


f | 


By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 15349) granting | 


an increase of pension to Alphonse L. Stacy—to the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 15350) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Marion L. Metcalf—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

iy Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 15351) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Robert Y. 'Thompson—to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill CH. R. 15352) granting an increase 
of pension to Effie L. Young—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 15353) granting an increase 
of pension to Abby J. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. CONNER: A bill (HL. R. 15354) granting an increase 


of pension to William Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (HI. R. 15355) granting an increase of pension to 
Geo M. Daily to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\Iso, a bill (11. R. 15356) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles M. Curtis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (U1. R. 15357) for the relief of Elmer E. Johnston, 
late postmaster at Rockwell City, lowa—to the Committee on 
Claims 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 15358) granting 
an inerease of pension to Thomas A. Agur—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 15359) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph F, Andrews—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 15382) granting an 
of pension to Mary C. Moore—to the Committee on Pe 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 15383) granting an i 
of pension to William P. Squire—to the Committee on | 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 15384) for the relief of 
Joseph B. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 15385) granting an 
of pension to William Lucas—to the Committee on Pe: 

sy Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 15386) to correct the 


| record of Henry Finnegas—to the Committee on Milit 





fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15387) to correct the military r 1 of 
James Brady—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15388) granting a pension to 
Treat—to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 15°89 
ing an increase of pension to George Trussell—to the | 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. I. ENNEDY of Ohio: A bill (FH. R. 15390) gr 
pension to John D. Lindsay—to the Committee on In 
sions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15391) granting an increase of p 
Walker L. Cobb—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 

By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (11. R. 15392) granting a 
of pension to John W. Wise—to the Committee on In 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15393) granting an increase of p 
Nancy N. Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

ty Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 15394) for the relief 
A. Haas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (1. R. 15395) for the relief of t 
of W. J. Langston, deceased—to the Committee on Wa: 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (HL R. 1560° 
ing an increase of pension to John T, Jacobs—to the ‘ 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 15897) g1 
increase of pension to Edward Gillespie—to the Con 
Invalid Pensions, 











1% 6, 

ry Mr. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R. 15398) for the relief of 
Abner GC. Preetor—to the Committee on Claims, 

ny Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 15899) granting an increase 


ision to Charles Windolph 


ne to the Committee on Invalid 
" ns. 
\iso, a bill CH. R. 15400) for the relief of Fred F. B. Coffin 
to tue Committee on Military Affairs. 

iy Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15401) for the 
r f G. R. West—to the Committee on War Claims. 

ny Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 15402) granting a pension 
to Juiniel Dye—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (HL. R. 15408) granting an increase of pension to 

El Iledden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill CH. R. 15404) granting an increase of pension to | 
Ny n ©, Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\ a bill CH. R. 15405) granting an increase of pension to 
LA Nassaman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\ a bill (1. R. 15406) granting an increase of pension to 
Cl in Keuneke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\ a bill (HL. R. 15407) granting an increase of pension to 
M Shoup—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (HL. R. 15408) granting an increase of pension 
to M (. Wentz—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Rhy Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (1. R. 15409) to appoint and re 


eorge R. Rogers a second lieutenant in the Army 
Co ttee on Military Affairs. 

Ry Mr. RAINEY: A bill (CH. R. 15410) for the relief of FE. 
to the Committee on Claims. 
iy Mr. REID: A bill CH. R. 15411) 
i to Jesse C, Corn 

a bill (H, R. 15412) granting an increase of pension to 
( I’. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 15418) granting a pension to 
I \nn Gregory—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 15414) granting an increase 
on to John 8S. Blinn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

bv Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 15415) granting an in 
e of pension to Ann R. Nelson—to the Committee on Pen 


L. 


By Mr 


ar 


STEPHENS of Texas: 
r Mrs. S. EK. Underwood 


A bill (HL. 


the 


R. 15416) 


Committee 


the 
War 


for 


to on 


I; I SI 


LLOWAY: A bill 
to Charles W. 


(H. R. 
Leavitt 


1417) 


granting an in 
the Committee on 


pen 
Pensions, 
bill CHL 
l’. Sargent 
bill (HL R. 
Mimerson 


bill (H. R. 


son 


> 
\- 


I 15418) granting an increase of pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
15419) granting an increase of 


to the Committee on 


to 


pension 
Invalid Pensions. 
15420) granting an increase of pension 
I’ ll. Potter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
by Mr. TAWNEY: A bill CH. R. 15421) granting an inerease of 

» Paul Diedrich—to the Committee on Lnvalid lensions. 

l TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (CH. R. 15422) 
to John H. Ashbaugh—to the 


t | J 
to 


granting an 


nsion Committee 


of pe 
d Pensions. 
VREELAND: 
harge to 
\ffairs, 


I WACHTER: 


1 


bill 
©. 


A 
Dewitt 


(H. R. 15423) 


Robbins—to 


an hon 
Committee 


granting 

the on 

A bill (11. R. 15424) granting a pen 

A. Rhodrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

i bill (HL, R. 15425) granting a pension to Edward Wis 
e Committee on Pension 

ll (H. R. 15426) to remove the charge of desertion 

rd of Henry East—to the Committee on Military 


410T) 


ll (TI. R. 15427) for the relief of the heirs of 


) Hes 
! to the Committee on War Claim 


ivy 


bill (HL. R. 15428) for the relief of William P. Trimble 
executor of the last will and testament of Isaac R 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
WEBBER: A bill (HL. R. 15429) granting a pension to 
J boker—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
WILSON: A bill CHL. R. 15430) granting an incrense 


to Oliver L. Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid 


WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (1H 


to Theresa Creiss 


R. 154381) 
to the Committee on 


granting 
Invalid Pen 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
2 of Rule XXII, committees 
of bills of the 


clause 


consideration 


were discharged 
following titles; which 


creupon referred as follows: 
(H. R. 2202) granting a pension to Ellen Harriman 





to the | 


granting an increase of | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
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Committee on Invalid Pensions 





discharged, and referred to 
Committee on Pensions 
A bill CH. R. 12651) granting a pension to Louis G i 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 
PETITIONS, BTC 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the followi: netit nd 
papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, and referred foll 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Paper to accompany bill 1 relief of 
Patrick Mooney—to the Committee on Invalid Pension 
By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the Pennsylvania V1 n 
Society, for bill S. 83250—to the Committee on the Judi 
Also, petition of the Lawrenceville Board of Trade, for a 
| post-office building in VPittsburg—to the Committee on Pul 
| Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, petition of the Workmen’s Federation of New Yo nel 
| the Central Federated Union of New York, inst | H. FR 
| 5281—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisher 
Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsyly 1 Women 
| favoring the Morris law—to the Committee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania Women 
| for forest reservation in the White Mountain to the Commit 
| tee on Agriculture 
Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania Women 
| for preservation of Ningara Falls—to the Committee on R 
and Ilarbors 
Also, petition of the Western Union ‘Tel ph Comy 
favoring bill S. 2165—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
Also, petition of the United States Brewer \ intion 
a Federal judicial circuit court in the Orient—to the ¢ 
on Foreign Affairs. 
| By Mr. BATES Petition of the National Bank of | Pn 
| favoring bill Hl. R. S9738—to the Committee on Tha 
Currency. 
Also, petition of Charl Miller Divi Ne | in 
of Railway Trainmen, of Meadville, I’a., for t! 
bility bill and the anti-injunction bill—to the ¢ 
Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Grange oO. 147, « | i |’ 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized le ol} ) ‘ 
on Ways and Mean 
By Mr. BEALL of Te Paper to a 1 
of heirs of Jobn W. Corpier—to the C War 
(lao paper to accompa bill for re j \I | 
the Committee on Pensior 
Ivy Mr BONYNGE Petition of Be ( 
Junior Order United Ame n Mechar f 
of immigration—to the Committee on Imi 
tion 
Ry Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania Petit 
States Brewet 4 tion, for judicial ( 
to the Committee on Foreign Aff 
Also, petition of the Lawrence Board | 
propriation for new post-office buildis 1] 
Committee on Public Building ind «jrou 
Also, petition of the Western U1 5 RN { 
bill S. 2165—to the Committee on I 1} 
Iso yp tition of the 1’« isVi ! i 
ae to the Committee on the Jue 
hy Mr. BURLEIGII he t M 1) 
Veterans, against bill IER » tl ( \] 
Affair 
Also, paper to omp bill elief of ¢ C. 1 
to the Committee on Milit Aff 
By Mr. COLE Pet f ZA f ¢ ( 
Ohio, for rep lof revenue ta 
Committee on WW and Mean 
By Mr. CONNER Petition of I Jol 
Iowa, favoring treaty of reciprocits nh @G 
(Committee on Ways and Mean 
Also, petition of many citizens of Ne 
relief for het of victims of General 
(‘ommittee on ¢ lnims 
By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsit }’ on of I | 
108, of Racine, Wi Painters, Dy ! nd | 
for repeal of revenue tax on det | ( 
mittee on Ways and M i 
ty Mr. DALZELL: Vetition of tl ‘ ( 
perance Union, of Alleg! ‘ I 
the law protecting cattle in tr f t ( 
state and Fore ign (Commerc 
Also, petition of the W i HI e M 


for mainte 


Vernon, Pa., ine 
Affair 


| Committee on Military 


2]! 


) 
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By Mr. DAWES: Petition of citizens of Ohio, for an appro- | Also, petition of the Workingmen’s Federation of the sj 








priation to preserve the old National Road—to the Committee | 


on Appropriations 
By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the State Charities Aid Asso- 
ciation, for establishment of a bureau of information to benefit 


childre to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of many eitizens of New York and vicinity, for 
relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
( ninittee on Claims. 


Also, joint resolution of State of New York, relative to Amer- 


ican shipping in the foreign trade—to the Committee on the Mer- | 


chant Marine and Fisheries. 


1345—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


tt 
By Mr. ELLERBE: Petition of citizens of the county of | 


Georgetown, S. C., against the bill to abolish compulsory pilotage 
on coastwise vessels—to the Committee on the Merehant Marine 
and | sheries. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Vir- 
ginia K. Hahn and Mary E. Carroll—to the Cemmittee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the United States Brew- 
ers’ Association, for a Federal judicial court in the Orient—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York State Sheep Breeders’ Associa- 


New York and the Central Federated Union of New 
against bill H. R. 5281—to the Committee on the M: 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Company A, Fourth Regiment, Sons 
erans, Reserves of the United States Army, against i]! 
8131—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. 8S. Huxson and Rey. D. F. Mi 
the MeCumber-Sperry bill—to the Committee on Alcol 
uor Traffic. 

Also, petition of D. 8S. Greene, for the MecCumber-Sper: 


| to the Committee on Aleoholie Liquor Traffic. 
Also, petition of the National Business League, for bill S. | 


tion, favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agriculture. | 


Also, petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclusion League, 
for continuance of the present Chinese-exclusion law—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the New York State Grange, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Mea 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Lyon & Healy, of Chicago, for 


the consular-reform bill (S. 1345)—to the Committee on For- 
n Affair 

\lso, petition of Carson, Pirie, Seott & Co., for consular- 
service reform—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

\lso, petition of the Brooks-Cohen Company, for two classes 
of 1 | matter only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

by Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of the Japa- 
nese and Korean Exclu n League, relative to the Chinese- 
ex’ ion act—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 


\lso, petition of the Haverhill Board of Trade, for repeal of 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
{ li ; 

\lso, petition of the Peerless Motor Car Company, for repeal 
of revenue x on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
VW 4 1 Meat 

by Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Floyd L. F1 e o the Committee on Military Affairs. 

B Mr. GARRETT Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Te min F."*Greer—to the mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the Sonn Brothers Com 
par for the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
] , hnmerce 

\ } tion of the United States Brewers’ Associ tion, for a 
re iicial court in the Orient—-to the Committee on For- 
« 

tion of the Lozier Motor Company, against bill S. 
40)! » the Com! tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petit 1 of ft Merchants’ Association of New York, 
opposing the present sl 2 ly bill—to the Committee on the 
Mer: t Marine 1 Fisheries. 

A IM 0 «‘urtice Brothers, of New York, and Marco 
A r ‘ W food bill to the Committee on Interstate 

| ‘ 
the Postal Progress League of California 
st law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
p 

of the Homeopathic Medical Society, for a pure 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
f New York and vicinity, for 
ré f he of tims of Ge » disaster—to the 

ol ' 

A 1 e New \ < State Charities Aid Associa- 
tiol pure 1ior the wt ire of child i to the Committee 
on Judicia 

\ , petition of the adju reneral of the National Guard 

\ York, for a law t ease the « ency of militia, 
e to the Committee on Milita Aff 

R \ir. GRAHAM: Petition of the Pennsylvania Prison So- 

cle for bill S. 8250—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of the Lawrenceville Board of Trade, fo; 
post-office building for Pittsburg—to the Committee on 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Western Union Telegraph ( 
favorable to bill S. 2165—to the Committee on Inya! 
sions. 

Also, petition of the United States Brewers’ Associ 
a judicial court in the Orient—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Lafayet 


cil, No. 37, Order United American Mechanies, of East 

| Conn., favoring restriction of immigration—to the Co 
| on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Connecticut Lumber Dealers’ Asso 

for a forest reservation in the White Mountains—to the | 


tee on Agriculture. 

ty Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the Bricklayers’ Int: 
Union, of Portland, Oreg., and the Federated Trade 
against bill S. 27—to the Committee on the Mercha 
and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 50, United Brot! 
Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Portland, N. y 
bill S. 27—to the Committee on the Merchant M 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the City Front Fed 
San Francisco, against passage ef the Foster bill—to 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of « 
Paterson, N. J., favoring restriction of immigratio: 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Olive Braneh Grange, No. 142, of M 
N. J., for a good-roads law—to the Committee on Agr 

Also, petition of Olive Branch Grange, No. 142, of M 
N. J., for a parcels-post law—to the Committee on t! 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Olive Branch Grange, No. 142, of M 
N. J., for a 10-cent tax on imitation butter—to the ( 
on Agriculture. 

ty Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of many citize 
York and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims « 
Slocum disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

iy Mr. HUFF: Petition of Mount Chestnut Grang 
of Butler County, Pa., for a parcels-post law—to the ‘ 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

ty Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petition of 
tional Grange, for repeal of revenue tax on denatu: 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Paper to accompany bill fo 
Thomas A. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid P¢ 

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of Great Bend Grang 
of New York, and Peru Grange, No. 928, of Peru, N 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Paper to accompany bill for re! 
W. Forest—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Church & Dwight 
favoring bill H. R. 11986—to the Committee on the 
and Post-Roads. 

\lso, petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
relative to an improved merchant marine—to the ‘ 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the New York State Sheep Bre 
ciation, favoring bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on 

Also, petition of the Grant-Bergen Company, for t 
ber pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

ty Mr. McNARY: Petition of Hardwood Fin 
Union, No. 109, of Boston, for repeal of revenue tax 
ized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bili for re! 
of Harrison Davis—to the Committee on War Claii 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of National Grange, No 
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an 
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———————EEE Se 


il 


Vil 


Mr. 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol 


1 l 


Mr. 


ve to 


] f 


Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of 900 citizens of Carlisle, Pa.. 


of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol 
ys and Means 
MARSHALL: 


to the Committee 
Petition of citizens of North Dakota, 
to the Commit 
Ways and Means. 

MURDOCK: Petition of citizens of Stafford, 
modification of the pension laws of the 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. NORRIS: Petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive | 
n, Overland Lodge, No. 123, favoring the Gilbert anti 
tion bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Kans., | 
United 


sage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on | 
lic Liquor Traffic. 


\ 

o, petition of Council No. 82, Order United American Me- | 
; of Harrisburg, Pa., favoring restriction of immigra 
{ to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

petition of Colonel Ellsworth Camp, No. 87, Sons of Vet- | 
é United States of America, for amendment of bill H. R. 
8] to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

», petition of 900 citizens of Carlisle, Pa., against sale of 
] in any Government building—to the Committee on Alco 
} Liquor Traffic. 

Ry Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Petition of citizens of 
] ina, for reduction of the tariff on hides—to the Committee | 
‘ s and Means. 

Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Sugar Loaf Council, No. 150, 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Central, Pa., favoring | 
! on of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
f turalization. 

petition of General James A. Garfield Camp, Sons of 
Ve ns, against bill H. R. 8131—to the Committee on Military | 
A ’ 

Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of Camp No. 21, Sons of Veterans, 
of Brookville, Pa., against bill H. R. 8131—to the Committee on | 
M ry Affairs. 

Ry Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of | 
J L.. Blinn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mor 
g anagh—to the Committee on Claims, 

petition of citizens of Middletown, Conn., against bill 

H 10501—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

hy Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for 
rr of Sylvanus Cobble—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Crescent Lake Grange, of | 
N Barnstead, N. H., for repeal of revenue tax on denatur- | 
i ihol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of citizens of Lake Benton. 
M against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post 
0 ind Post-Roads. 

Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Barre Grange, No. 1026, 
P of Husbandry, for a parcels-post law—to the Committee 
( Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Ir. WATKINS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 

A 1 T. Husbrook—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

«tition of citizens of Natchitoches Parish, La., that the 

l it repealed condemning Cane River as a navigable 
» the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

ir. WEBB: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John H. 

I itt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
jessiliptinnsetienasiian 
SENATE. | 
Tuurspay, February 22, 1906. 
Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp EB. Hate, offered the following 
i l up the righteous man?, Who called him to His 


the nations before him, and made him rule over kings? 

th wrought and done it? I, the Lord, the first and with 
IT am He. 

Almighty, King of Kings and Lord of Lords, and our 

well Thee 

n Thou wert pleased to send forward—first in war, 

and first in the heart yantrymen. O. God, 


we ask to consecrate to us every memory 


of his ec 


people of this land remeniber him and his; remember 
ybedience to the divine law is; remember that the 
cht Thee and found Thee, because they sought for 


| 


ull their heart and will and soul and strength 
and mothers may teach their children such 
loyalty, such unselfishness as his, that 
grow up into men and women ready to die for their 
r to live for their country-——not in vain that we have 
ries of this sacred day. 
Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. 


hers 


pOvs ina 


Thy 
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I am influenced by no diminution of zeal for your f 
est, no deficiency of grateful re 
am supported by a full 
with both 


nert for vour 1? | 


Conviction that thy 


The acceptance of and continu e hitherto. tn 
which you! evnffraces have t e enlled 6 have hee! 
sacrifice of inclination to the opinion of j if 
for what appeared to be your ce ré | n 
would have heen much earlier } rT 
motives which I was not at liberty to disregard 
retirement from which I had been reluectar 
strength of my inclination to do this previous to 
had even led to the preparation of an ade 
you; but mature reflection on the then pe 
posture of our affairs with for on nn arul the 
advice of persons entitled to my confidence 
don the idea I rejoice that the state of vo 
as well as internal, no longer renders tl ' 
incompat ble with the sent ent if duty o 
persuaded, whatever partiality may be reta 
that in the present circumst ) f 
disapprove my determination to retire 

The impressions with which I ret undert 
were expla ned on the proper ¢ nm | 
trust I will only say that I h 


tributed toward the ore 


ernment the best exertion ) 


‘ ipable Not uli ; rT 
of my qualifi tions 
re in the eve of othe 

{ eof 1 f 1 ¢ 

Ine hes meé more } e 

n } | ‘ he 
1 } tal have tT 
ere ‘ 1" eB 
ea ) f 
a t f 
In lo ¢ fo 

nate rie r ! 
me ft sus | the 
tnde wil h I ) 
has conf lw 

ith wl . @ . 
h e th e ¢ ( 1 « 

y ser s fail 1] ' 
equal to zeal I 
These ‘ ‘ t 

: 1 in ! 

stares n WwW wl I 
j hie to ‘ 


I h no ‘ 
yrit of ! hye 
| prop of the efforts ‘ 





Dimiod | 
kingdom come, Thy will be done on earth a 
Give us this day our daily bread | give 
we forgive those who trespas t | 
temptation. But deliver us from evil. For i 
dom, is the power, is the glory, f 
The Journal of yesterday's | eed | p 
proved. 
READING OF WASHINGTODR FARI I 
The VICH-PRESIDENT. The addres of ¢ e W 1) 
will be read, under the order of the Senate { : 
Kentucky | Mr. MoCrerary |} 
Mr. McCRBARY (at the Secretary's desk) 1 1 thy 
as follows 
An address of George Washington to the people « t} | 
States, September 19, 1704 
lo the people of the United Stat 
FRIENDS AND FetLow-Crrizens: The period for a new 
iof a citizen to administer the executive governme 
United States being not far distant, and the time actual 
rived when your thoughts must | emploved j cle enatiy 
person who is to be clothed with that nportant ft f { 
to me proper, esper allv as it mav conduce to a} re a 
pression of the public voice, that I should no pp ul 
the resolution IL have formed to decline bei nsiders 
the number of those out of whom a choice is to be mace 
I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be 
that this resolution has not been taken without a strict ' 
to ali the considerations appertaining to the relation } : 
binds a dutiful citizen to his country: and that in withd: 
the tender of service, which silence in my situation n 
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they were effected. Profoundly penetrated with this idea, I 
shall carry it with me to my grave as a strong incitement to 
unceasing vows that Heaven may continue to you the choicest 
tokens of its beneficence; that your union and brotherly affec- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





FEBRUARY 22. 











necessity owe the secure enjoyment of indispensable outle: 
its own productions to the weight, influence, and the f; 


| maritime strength of the Atlantic side of the Union, direct, 


tion may be perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the | 


caret 
WOrk 


of your hands may be sacredly maintained; that its ad- 


ministration in every department may be stamped with wisdom | 


and virtue; that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these 
States, under the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by 


so careful a preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing 


as will acquire to them the glory of recommending it to the ap- | 


plause, the affection, and adoption of every nation which is yet 
a stranger to it. 

Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for your 
welfare which can not end but with my life, and the apprehen- 
sion of danger natural to that solicitude, urge me on an occa- 
sion like the present to offer to your solemn contemplation and 
to recommend to your frequent review some sentiments which 
are the result of much reflection, of no inconsiderable observa- 
tion, and which appear to me all-important to the permanency 
of your felicity as a people. These will be offered to you with 
the more freedom as you can only see in them the disinterested 
warnings of a parting friend, who can possibly have no per- 
sonal motive to bias his counsel. Nor can I forget as an en- 
couragement to it your indulgent reception of my sentiments on 
a former and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven is the love of liberty with every 
your hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessar 
or contirm the attachment. 


as 


ligament 
y to fortify 


an indissoluble community of interest as one nation. Any 
tenure by which the West can hold this essential adya 
whether derived from its own separate strength or fi 
apostate and unnatural connection with any foreign power, 
be intrinsically precarious. 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an in 
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined ¢ 
fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts 


| strength, greater resource, proportionately greater securit 


| external danger, a less frequent interruption of their pe 


foreign nations, and, what is of inestimable value, they mu 
rive from union an exemption from those broils and w;: 
tween themselves which so frequently afflict neighboring 
tries not tied together by the same governments, which thy 
rivalships alone would be sufficient to produce, but whic! 

site foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues would 

late and embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the mn 

of those overgrown military establishments which, unc 
form of government, are inauspicious to liberty, and wh 
to be regarded as particularly hostile to republican libert In 
this sense it is that your union ought to be considered as 

prop of your liberty, and that the love of the one ought to e: 


| to you the preservation of the other. 


of | 


The unity of government which constitutes you one people is 


also now dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar in 
the edifice of your real independence, the support of your tran- 
quillity at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your 
prosperity, of that very Jiberty which you so highly prize. But 
as it is easy to foresee that from different causes and from dif- 
ferent quarters much pains will be taken, many artifices em- 


ployed, to weaken in your minds the conviction of this truth, | 


as this is the point in your political fortress against which the 
batteries of internal and external enemies will be most con- 
stantly and actively (though often covertly and insidiously) di- 
it of infinite moment that you should properly esti- 
mate the immense value of your national union to your collect- 
ive and individual happiness; that you should cherish a 
dial, habitual, and immovable attachment to it, accustoming 
yourselves to think and speak of it as of the palladium of your 


rected, is 


cor- 


political safety and prosperity; watching for its preservation 
with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever may suggest 
even 2 suspicion that it can in any event be abandoned, and in- 


dignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every attempt to 
any portion of our country from the rest or to enfeeble 
1 ties which now link together the various parts. 

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that couptry 
has a right to concentrate your affections. The name of Amer- 
ican, which belongs to you in your national capacity, must al- 
ways exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appella 
tion derived from local discriminations. With slight shades of 
difference, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and po- 
litical principles. You have in a common cause fought and tri- 
umphed together. The independence and liberty you possess are 


1} ie 


the sncre 


the work of joint counsels and joint efforts, of common dangers, 
sufferings, and successes. 

But these considerations, however powerfully they address 
themselves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those 
Which apply more immediately to your interest. Here every 
portion of our country finds the most commanding motives for 


carefully guarding and preserving the union of the whole. 


The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, 
protected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in 
the productions of the latter great additional resources of mari 
time and commercial enterprise and precious materials of manu 
facturing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, bene 
fiting by the sai agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow 
and its commerce expand. Turning partly into its own ¢chan- 
nels the seamen of the North, it finds its particular navigation 
invigorated, and while it contributes in different ways to nour- 
ish and increase the general mass of the national navigation, 
it looks forward to the protection of a maritime strength to 
which itself is unequally adapted. The East, in a like inter 
course with the West, already finds, and in the progressive im 


provements of interior communications by land and water will 
more and more find, a valuable vent for the commodities which 
it brings from abroad or manufactures at The West de 
rives from the East supplies requisite to its growth and comfort. 
and what is perhaps of still greater consequence, it must of 


home. 


These considerations speak a persuasive language to ey; 
flecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there ; 
whether a common government can embrace so large a 
Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation in 
case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that a proj, 
ganization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency of 
ments for the respective subdivisions, will afford a happ 
to the experiment. It is well worth a fair and full experime 
With such powerful and obvious motives to union affecting ; 
parts of our country, while experience shall not have 
strated its impracticability, there will always be reason 
trust the patriotism of those who in any quarter may ¢! 
to weaken its bands. 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our | 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground shou) 
been furnished for characterizing parties by geograph 
criminations—Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Wes! 
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a_ be! 
there is a real difference of local interests and views. On: 
expedients of a party to acquire influence within particu 
tricts is to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other 
You can not shield yourselves too much against the j 
and heartburnings which spring from these misrepresent 
they tend to render alien to each other those who oug 
bound together by fraternal affection. The inhabitan 
western country have lately had a useful lesson on t! 
They have seen in the negotiation by the Executive a) 
unanimous ratification by the Senate of the treaty wi 
and in the universal satisfaction at that event throug 
United States, a decisive proof how unfounded wer 
picions propagated among them of a policy in the Ge ( 
ernment and in the Atlantic States unfriendly to their 
in regard to the Mississippi. They have been witnes 
formation of two treaties—that with Great Britain 
with Spain—which secure to them everything they co 
in respect to our foreign relations toward confirming | 
perity. Will it not be their wisdom to rely for the p! 
of these advantages on the union by which they were 
Will they not henceforth be deaf to those advisers, if 
are, who would sever them from their brethren and co! 
with aliens? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your union a go 
for the whole is indispensable. No alliances, however 
tween the parts can be an adequate substitute. Th 
evitably experience the infractions and interruptions 
alliances in all times haye experienced. Sensible of 
mentous truth, you have improved upon your first ¢ 
adoption of a constitution of government better calcu 
your former for an intimate union and for the effica: 
agement of your common concerts. This Governmen 
spring of our own choice, uninfluenced and unawe 
upon full investigation and mature deliberation, com 
in its principles, in the distribution of its powe! = 
security with energy, and containing within itself a pr 
its own amendment, has a just claim to your conf 
your support. Respect for its authority, compliance 
laws, acquiescence in its measures, are duties enjoi 
fundamental maxims of true liberty. The basis of ow 
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ems is the right of the people to make and to alter their con- 
utions of government. But the constitution which at any 
exists, till changed by an explicit and authentic act of the 
people, is sacredly obligatory upon all. The very idea of 
nower and the right of the people to establish government 
upposes the duty of every individual to obey the established 
ment. 
obstructions to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
issociations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
design to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular de 
tion and action of the constituted authorities, are destruc 
f this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. They 
to organize faction; to give it an artificial and extraordi 
ree; to put in the place of the delegated will of the 
the will of a party, often a small but artful and enter 
i¢ minority of the community, and, according to the alter 
triumphs of different parties, to make the public adminis 
the mirror of the ill-concerted and incongruous projects 
on rather than the organ of consistent and wholesome 
digested by common counsels and modified by mttual 
fa 


ever combinations or associations of the above descrip- 


now and then answer popular ends, they are likely in | 


‘se of time and things to become potent engines by which 


g, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled to | 


the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves 


; of government, destroying afterwards the very engines | 


ive lifted them to unjust domiaion. 
| the preservation of your Government and the perma 
your present happy state it is requisite not only that 
lily disecountenance irregular oppositions to its acknowl 
thority, but also that you resist with care the spirit 
tion upon its principles, however specious the pretexts. 
O ethod of assault may be to effect in the forms of the Con 
alterations which may impair the energy of the sys 
thus to undermine what can not be‘directly over 
In all the changes to which you may be invited re 
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- that time and habit are at least as necessary to fix the | 


cter of governments as other human institutions; that 

e is the surést standard by which to test the real tend 

f f the existing constitution of a country; that facility in 
upon the credit of mere hypothesis and opinion exposes 

tual change, from the endless variety of hypothesis and 

and remember especially that for the efficient manage 


f your common interests in 2 country so extensive as ours | 


iment of as much vigor as is consistent with the perfect 
of liberty is indispensable. 
rovernment, with powers properly distributed and ad 
ts surest guardian. It is, indeed, little else than a name 
e government is too feeble to withstand the enterprises 
on, to eonfine each member of the society within the 
cribed by the laws, and to maintain all in the secure 
nquil enjoyment of the rights of person and property. 
e already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
th particular reference to the founding of them on geo 
| discriminations. Let me now take a more comprehet 
v, and warn you in the most solemn manner against the 
| effects of the spirit of party generally. 
rit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hav 
t in the strongest passions of the human mind. It 
under different shapes in all governments, more or less 
ontrolled, or repressed; but in those of the popular form 
n in its greatest rankness and is truly their worst enemy. 
ternate domination of one faction over another, sharp 
the spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which 
ent ages and countries has perpetrated the most horrid 


es, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at 
to a more formal and permanent despotism. The dis 


nd miseries which result gradually incline the minds of 
eek security and repose in the absolute power of 
and sooner or later the chief of some prevailing f 
ire able or more fortunate than his competitors, tur 
sition to the purposes of his own elevation on the r 
‘ liberty. 
out looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which 
$s ought not to be entirely out of sight), the e m 
nual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to 
the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage and 


an i 


mm 


if 


ves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble 
lic administration. It agitates the community with ill 


jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of 
against another; foments occasionally riot and insur 
[It opens the deor to foreign influence and corruption, 
ind a facilitated access to the Government itself through 


Liberty itself will find in | 





the channels of party passion. Thus the pe id tl 
one country are subjected to the policy and will ¢ noth 
There is an opinion that partic in free ) ‘ | 
checks upon the administration of the ; e] ent 1 x to 
keep alive the spirit of liberty rh } 
probably true, and in governments of a n } { 
ism may look with indulgence, if not 
of party. sut in those of the popu 
purely elective, it is a spirit not to b« | 
natural tendency it is certain ere W 
that spirit for every salutary pu 1d t 
danger of excess, the effort ought to be f 
ion to mitigate and assuage it A fire not | | 
demands a uniform vigilance to prevent its bur 
lest instead of ning it hould econ me 
it is important, likewise, that tl ibits of i 
country should inspire caution in tho itru 
ministration to confine themselves within tl ‘ ‘ 
stitutional spheres, avoiding in the exe ‘ 
department to encroach upon another Tl 
ment tends TO coms lidate the po ol 
one, and thus to create, 
real despotism. A just est e ¢ hat 
proneness to abuse it which predon ites hu 
is sufficient to satisfy us « 1 of 
cessity of reciproeal checks in t exercise « 
by dividing iad buting it ji d i | 
constituting each the guardian « pul 
ons by others, has been evineed eT 
and modern, some of them in our cow ad ley 
eyes. ‘To preserve them must be 
them. If in the opinion of the ype 
fication of the constitutional power ‘ 
let it be corrected by an amendment tl! 
stitution desigmates But let thers 
for though this in one in nee 1 . 
i J the customat ‘ n | 
de troyed. rhe precedent mu 
permanent evil any partial o1 
can at any time yield 
Of all the dispo ons | 1 | vhiel f ] 
prosperity, religion and mot d 
vain would that man ¢) m 
labor to subvert thes eat | 
firmest props of the duty of m« 
tician, equally with the piou { f 
cherish ther 4 volume ild not 
with private and publie fel | 
is the security for propert for 
of religious obl tion dese 
ments of investigation i eo t 
caution indulge the sup tion 
without religion W ‘ 
of refined education on ming ! 
experience both forbid us to « 
pre lin exclu nm of lig ‘ 
It is substantially true that I 
spring of popular co ent Li ed 
more o less fo f to ¢ I 
that is a sincere friend to it 
itter ts to sl the found 
$n ob jec t of pl ! 
diffusion of knowledge I 
government g for | f 
publ opinion wuld be « 
\ t very nt = 
publie eredit. O method of yp 
nol 4 4 iwoid , ‘ 
ry ‘ bya eT 
n is ral frequen | ' } 
rene] : lit like eT 
hive vr ‘ ‘ oft ; ' 
eharve ‘ leht 
‘ t ungenerou 
h we ourselves ought to he SP 
elongs to vour repress tat 
opinion should « pel f 
ce of their duty it is e 
in mind that toward the ‘ det 
ni that to dim revel 


be devised which 
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of acquiescence in the measures for obtaining revenue which the 
public exigencies may at any time dictate. 

Observe good faith and justice toward all nations. 
peace and harmony with all. 





Cultivate 
Religion and morality enjoin this 
conduct. And can it be that good policy does not equally enjoin 
it? It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no distant 
period a great nation to give to mankind the magnanimous and 
too novel example of a people always guided by an exalted jus- 
tice and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of time 
and things the fruits of such a plan would richly repay any tem- 
porary advantages which might be lost by a steady adherence to 
it? Can it be that Providence has not connected the permanent 
felicity of a nation with its virtue? The experiment, at least, is 
recommended by every sentiment which ennobles human nature. 
Alas! is it rendered impossible by its vices? 

In the execution of such a plan nothing is more essential than 
that permanent, inveterate antipathies against particular nations 
and passionate attachments for others should be excluded, and 
that in place of them just and amicable feelings toward all 
should be cultivated. The nation which indulges toward another 
an habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in some degree a 
slave. It is a slave to its animosity or to its affection, either of 
which is suflicient to lead it astray from its duty and its interest. 
Antipathy in one nation against another disposes each more 
readily to offer insult and injury, to lay hold of slight causes of 
umbrage, and to be haughty and intractable when accidental or 
trifling occasions of dispute occur. 

IHlence frequent collisions, obstinate, envenomed, and bloody 
contests. The nation prompted by ill will and resentment some- 
times impels to war the government contrary to the best calcula- 
tions of policy. The government sometimes participates in the 
national propensity, and adopts through passion what reason 
would reject. At other times it makes the animosity of the na- 
tion subservient to projects of hostility, instigated by pride, 
ambition, and other sinister and pernicious motives. The peace 
often, sometimes perhaps the liberty, of nations has been the 
victim. 

So, likewise, a passionate attachment of one nation for another 
produces a variety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite nation, 
facilitating the illusion of an imaginary common interest in 
cases where no real common interest exists, and infusing into 
one the enmities of the other, betrays the former into a partici 
pation in the quarrels and wars of the latter without adequate 
inducement or justification. It leads also to concessions to the 
favorite nation of privileges denied to others, which is apt 
doubly to injure the nation making the concessions by unneces 
sarily parting with what ought to have been retained, and by 
exciting jealously, ill will, and a disposition to retaliate in the 
parties from which equal privileges are withheld; and it gives 
to ambitious, corrupted, or deluded citizens (who devote them 
selves to the favorite nation) facility to betray or sacrifice the 
interests of their own country without odium, sometimes even 
with popularity, gilding with the appearances of a virtuous 
sense of obligation a commendable deference for public opinion 
or a laudable zeal for public good the base or foolish compli- 
ances of ambition, corruption, or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such at- 
tachnents are particularly alarming to the truly enlightened and 
independent patriot. How many opportunities do they afford to 
tamper with domestic factions, to practice the arts of seduction, 
to mislead public opinion, to influence or awe the public coun- 
cils? Such an attachment of a small or weak toward a great 
and powerful nation dooms the former to be the satellite of the 
latter. Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence (I con- 
jure you to believe me, fellow-citizens) the jealousy of a free 
people ought to be constantly awake, since history and experi- 
ence prove that foreign influence is one of the most baneful foes 
of republican government. But that jealousy, to be useful, 
must be impartial, else it becomes the instrument of the very 
influence to be avoided, instead of a defense against it. Ex- 
cessive partiality for one foreign nation and excessive dislike 
of another cause those whom they actuate to see danger only 
on one side, and serve to veil and even second the arts of infiu- 
ence on the other. Real patriots who may resist the intrigues 
of the favorite are liable to become suspected and odious, while 
its tools and dupes usurp the applause and confidence of the 
people to surrender their interests. 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations 
is, in extending our commercial relations, to have with them as 
little political connection as possible. So far as, we have al- 
ready formed engagements, let them be fulfilled with perfect 
good faith. Here let us stop. 

turope has a set of primary interests which to us have none 
or a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in fre- 
quent controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign 
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to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us ; 
implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissity:jo< 
of her politics or the ordinary combinations and collisons of 
her frendships or enmities. 

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables ys +, 
pursue a different course. If we remain one people, und 
eflicient government, the period is not far off when we may ( 
material injury from external annoyance; when we may 
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we may at a) 
time resolve upon to be scrupulously respected; when belliv 
ent nations, under the impossibility of making acquisitions \\)) 5) 
us, will not legally hazard the giving us provocation; whe) we 
may choose peace or war, as our interests, guided by justice, 
shall counsel. 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? \jhy 
quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by inter- 
weaving our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entingle 
our peace and prosperity in the toils of European am} 
rivalship, interest, humor, or caprice? 

It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances wit} 
any portion of the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now 
at liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as eapable 
of patronizing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the 
maxim no less applicable to public than to private affairs that 
honesty is always the best policy. I repeat, therefore, let those 
engagements be observed in their genuine sense. But, my 
opinion, it is unnecessary and would be unwise to extend them), 

Taking care always to keep ourselves by suitable establish- 
ments on a respectable defensive posture, we may safely trust 
to temporary alliances for extraordinary emergencies. 

Harmony, liberal intercourse with all nations are recom- 
mended by policy, humanity, and interest. But even our com- 
mercial policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither 
seeking nor granting exclusive favors or preferences ; consulting 
the natural course of things; diffusing and diversifying by 
gentle means the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; es- 
tablishing with powers so disposed, in order to give trade a 
stable course, to define the rights of our merchants, and to en 
able the Government to support them, conventional rules of 
intercourse, the best that present circumstances and mutual 
opinion will permit, but temporary and liable to be from time 
to time abandoned or varied as experience and circumstances 
shall dictate; constantly keeping in view that it is folly in one 
nation to look for disinterested favors from another; that it 
must pay with a portion of its independence for whatever it 
may accept under that character; that by such acceptance it 
may place itself in the condition of having given equivalents for 
nominal favors, and yet of being reproached with ingratitude 
for not giving more. There can be no greater error than to ex- 
pect or calculate upon real favors from nation to nation. It is 
an illusion which experience must cure, which a just pride ouglit 
to discard. 

In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of an old 
and affectionate friend I dare not hope they will make the strong 
and lasting impression I could wish—that they will contro! the 
usual current of the passions or prevent our nation fr run 
ning the course which has hitherto marked the destiny of 
nations. But if I may even fiatter myself that they may be 
productive of some partial benefit, some occasional good—that 
they may now and then recur to moderate the fury of party 
spirit, to warn against the mischiefs of foreign intrigue, to 
guard against the impostures of pretended patriotism—this 
hope will be a full recompense for the solicitude for your wel- 
fare by which they have been dictated. 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I ha 
guided by the principles which have been delineated tlie | 
records and other evidences of my conduct must witness to you 
and to the world. To myself, the assurance of my ow! Coll 
science is that I have at least believed myself to be guided by 
them. 

In relation to the still subsisting war in Europe my prociailit: 
tion of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. Sale 
tioned by your approving voice, and by that of your represents 
tives in both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure has 
continually governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to deter 
or divert me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the beo! )sht 
I could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, wider all 
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» been 
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the circumstances of the case, had a right to take and \ ound 
in duty and interest to take a neutral position. Havins take 
it, I determined, as far as should depend upon me, to ntain 
it with moderation, perseverence, and firmness. p 
The considerations which respect the right to hold this duct 
it is not necessary on this oceasion to detail. I will onl) erve 


that, according to my understanding of the matter, the‘ right, 
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so far from being denied by any of the belligerent powers, has 
been virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, with- 
out anything more, from the obligation which justice and hu- 
manity impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free to 
act, to maintain inviolate the relations of peace and amity to- 
ward other nations. 

The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will 
pest be referred to your own reflections and experience. With 
me a predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time to 
our country to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, 
and to progress without interruption to that degree of strength 
and consistency which is necessary to give it, humanly speak 
ing. the command of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my Administration I 
am unconscious of intentional error, I am, nevertheless, too 
sensible of my defects not to think it probable that I may have 
committed many errors. Whatever they may be, I fervently be- 
seech the Almighty to avert or mitigate the evils to which they 
may tend. I shall also carry with me the hope that my country 
will never cease to view them with indulgence, and that, after 
forty-five years of my life dedicated to its service with an up- 
right zeal, the faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned 
to oblivion, as myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 

Relying on its kindness in this as in other things, and actuated 
by that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a man who 
views it in the native soil of himself and his progenitors for 
several generations, I anticipate with pleasing expectation that 
retreat in which I promise myself to realize without alloy the 
sweet enjoyment of partaking in the midst of my fellow-citizens 
the benign influence of good laws under a free government—the 
ever-favyorite object of my heart, and the happy reward, as I 
trust, of our mutual cares, labors, and dangers. 

GO: WASHINGTON. 
Unitep States, September 19, 1796. 


ALBERT R. HEILIG. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter | 
inclosing | 


from the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
the draft of a proposed bill for the relief of Albert R. Heilig; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


FREEDMEN’S HOSPITAL AND ASYLUM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of 
the Board of Visitors to the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum at 
Washington, D. C., and transmitting the draft of a bill to repeai 
so much of the act of March 3, 1903, as requires the trustees of 
Howard University to supply all medical and surgical service at 
the Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claim’, transmit- 
ng a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
the cause of Charles R. Delatte, administrator of the estate of 
Louis Delatte, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the 

‘companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
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A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 


b. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On February 15: 

S. 2582. An act to authorize the American National Bank, of 
Graham, Va., to change its location and name. 

On February 19: 

8.56. An act authorizing the extension of Rhode Island ayve- 
nue NE.; 


S. R. 23. Joint resolution providing for an extension of time 
for completing the highway bridge and approaches across the 


Potomac River at Washington, D. C. ; 

.16. An act granting a pension to Susan H. Cutler ; 

. 164. An act granting a pension to Helen A. Frederick ; 
.314. An act granting a pension to Aletha E. Reynolds 
509. An act granting a pension to Annie L. Tredick ; 
707. An act granting a pension to Alice BE. Gilley ; 
715. An act granting a pension to Georgia A. Rollins; 
.950. An act granting a pension to Emma M. Rea; 
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. 1303. An act granting a pension to Harrison Brott; 
S$. 1456. An act granting a pension to Joann Morris; 
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S. 1709. An act granting a pension to Florence Greely De 
Veaux; 

S. 1841. An act granting a pension to Robert Catlin; 

S. 1987. An act granting a pension to Ella T. Hape 

S. 2023. An act granting a pension to Amanda M. Richey; 

S. 2555. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Bargar:; 

S.9. An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 
Bolster; 

S$. 11. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth P. Gu 
ney ; 

S. 74. An act granting an increase of yp eT Aaron J 
Currier ; 

S.80. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A 
Stanyan; 

S.81. An act granting an increase of pension to David ] 
Everett; 

S.96. An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Francis; 

S.120. An act granting an increase of pension to John M 
Buckley ; 

S.122. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Stump; 

S. 126. An act granting an increase of pension to Will id 
Street; 

8.1388. An act granting an increase of | ion to Michael 


Linehan ; 


S$. 140. An act granting an increase of pension to Maitland J 
Freeman; 

S$. 142. An act granting an increase of pe on to Wil 
Furlong; 

S$. 145. An act granting an increase of pension to Ws 
Marlatt; 

$.178. An act granting an increase of pension to Ir \ 
Cochrane ; 

$.179. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H 
Mayhew ; 

8.183. An act granting an increase of pé m to Henry I 
Hunt; 

S.185. An act granting an increase of pe 1 to Lewis HI. 
Cate; 

S.195. An act granting an increase of pen to John 
Eberly ; 

S. 206. An act granting an increase of p 1 to Gordon II 
Shepard ; 

S$. 209. An act granting an increase of pension to Geo I 
Ross; 

S. 210. An act graating an increase of pension to §S re 
Hall; 

S$. 211. An act granting an increase of pens to Wils J 
Pool: 

S.212. An act granting an increase of | sion to John 17 
Liddle ; 

S. 238. An act granting an increase of pension to John Sava 

S. 244. An act granting an increase of p n to I 
Bramel, alias Thomas Bramble ; 

S. 279. An act granting an increase of p¢ to He e ] 
Barker ; 

S. 315. An act granting an increase « to G 
Pike; 

S. 322. An act granting an incre of pe m to ] 
Workman; 

S. 328. An act granting an increase of pens to Jol W. 
Warner; 

S. 329. An act granting an increase of pension to W j 
Blewett; 

S. 330. An act granting an ir e of | mn to ] 
A. N. L. Collins, alias Lewis Col : 

S. 3885. An act granting an increase of | 1 to Ge W 
Gearey ; 

S. 393. An act granting an crease of x n to J ! 
Stamper ; 

S. 407. An act granting an increase of pe! »G W 
Purvis; 

S. 472. An act granting an increase of | 1 to D i |] 
Magee; 

S. 493. An act granting an incr e of | » ¢ 
Wittig; 

S. 508. An act granting an increase of pe t W 
Kress ; 

S$. 515. An act granting an increase of | I) 3B 
ley McCready, alias Thomas Buckley ; 

S. 531. An act granting an increase of p nto Wil Ss 
terthwait; 

S. 534. An act granting an increase of | 1 to Dennis A 


Davis; 
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S. 564. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson 


Hyatt; 

8. 565, An act granting an increase of pension to Lumbard B. 
Aldrich ; 

S. 572. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Salisbury ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to John Flynn; 










































































Go oon 
>. Died 


Shelley ; 


S. 596. An granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 


(27. An act granting an increase of pension'to Jasper H. 


Ke ; 
785. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. 
P pe 
(sv. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
s. S37. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
C. Dunton; 
» An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
J 
“50. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur F. 
] eaux ; 
ot. An t granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Ii 
23. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel L. 


3. An act granting an increase of pension to Osear R. 


An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 


S. 576. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick J. | 





Harding 
03. An act granting an increase of pension to Lide S. 
I rd 
106. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Crowell 
S. 622. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Swain; 
S. 625. An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe J. | 
Bennett ; 
S. 637. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 
O’Brien ; 
644. An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Tl ely 
647. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
TI 
666. An act granting an inerease of pension to Andrew 
Pati 
{ An act ¢ ting an increase of pension to Laurence | 
Mi ‘ 
G70. An act granting an inerease of pension to Anthony 
Ba t 
(OG. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha BE. 


| 


| 
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S. 1432. 
Foreaker ; 

S. 1466. 
Davis; 

S. 1467. 
Blodgett ; 

S. 1474. 
Davis; 

S. 1509. 


Hodges; 


An 
An 
An 


An 


S. 1517. An 
Kennedy ; 
S. 1524. An 


| Berkey ; 


S. 1526. 
Bradfield ; 

S. 1529. 
Small; 

S. 1559. 
Clark ; 

S. 1735. 
Hogans ; 

S. 1827. 
Chase; 

S. 1828. 
Abbott ; 

S. 1842. 
Thayer ; 

S. 1852 


wae 
Mareh:; 
S. 2071. 
Ansbutz ; 
S. 2112. 
S. 2113. 
Zentz ; 
S. 2144. 
M. Brown; 
S. 2229. 
Hilkey ; 
S. 2255. 


Thompson ; 


An 


An 


S. 2256. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexands 


F. McConnell : 


act granting 


act granting 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alvi 


An act granting 


An act granting 





act granting an increase of pension te Jehn W. 


An act granting am increase of pension to Jehn Heck; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Ag 


an increase of pension to James 


FEBRUARY 22 


, 


an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Phileng 
act granting an increase of pension to Laura A, 
act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas T, 
an increase of pension to John ©, 
an inerease of pension to John M, 
act granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
act granting an increase of pension to James L, 
An act granting aw increase of pension to Laura 
An act granting an increase of pension to Washington 


An act granting an increase of pension to George C. 


1 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ransom O, 
An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T, 


A, 


I, 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


~ 


S. 2293. An act granting an increase of pension to William C, 


Hitchcock ; 


S. 2415. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie 


Edgerton ; 

S. 2481. 
Wilkins ; 

S. 2564. 
Matheney ; 

S$. 2583. 
Robey ; 

S. 2730. 
Ford: 

S. 2779. 
Egan ; 

S. 2825. 
Scott: 

S. 2879. 
Hoge: 

S. 3180. 
Geiger : 

S. 3248. 
Johnson ; 

S.. 3244, 
Keith; 

S. 3286. 
McGehee ; 

S. 3307. 


An 


An 


| Cornman; and 


relating to the admission to registry of repaired foreign wrec! 


a 
‘9. An act granting an increase of pension to Jaceb H. 
I Bs 
S6. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. 
l> 
1. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane | 
McMahon ; 
Ss. 994 An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
We i | 
1015. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 
vi« be 
S. 1085. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
M ss 
$ O38. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
It I 
1041. An act granting an increase of pension to Myron E. 
B gS; 
12. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
j : 
An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
G 
S. 1163. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha G. 
Cushing: 
S. 1212. An act granting an increase of pension to John S§S. 
Wilcox 
S. 1258. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Paige, alias Jackson Morse; 
S. 1270. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Barr ; 
S. 1271. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Irwin; 
S. 1867. An act granting an increase of pension to Almon | 
Foster ; 


S. 714. An act granting an increase of pension to Susie Pla: 


On February 


An act 


An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 


An act 


granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
granting an increase of pension to Mich 
granting 
granting an inerease of pension to James 
granting 
granting an increase of pension to John 
granting an increase of pension to Mary 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
granting an inerease of pension to Ake) 
granting an increase of pension to Anna 


granting an increase of pension to Mary 


S. 1007. An act to repeal section 4136 of the Revised Statu 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
its Chief Clerk, ; 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the d 


sROW NING, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


announced that the 


agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 


Senate to the bill (AH. R. 12320) making appropriations to su 
ply urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiseal y: 


an increase of pension to Thon 


House bh 


RK. 


el 


P. 


an increase of pension to James J. 


M. 
J. 
A. ’ 
C. 
H. 


y 


An act granting am inerease of pensiom to Phillip W. 


l 


| ending June 30, 1906, and for prior years, and for other pur 


poses. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the 





1906. 


a 
joint resolution (S. R. 26) providing for the return of certain 
rchiyes now in possession of the Department of State to the 
State of North Carolina. 

NROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The further announced that the Speaker of the 
Hlouse had signed the enrolled bill (S. 3318) to allow the entry 
and clearance of vessels at San Luis Obispo, Port Harford, and 
‘Monterey, Cal., and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 


message 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Eliza- 
beth, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
lections, 

Ile also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Moundsville; 

Garfield Council, No. 3, Junior Order of United American 
Mechanics, of Benwood, and of sundry citizens of McMechen, 
ll in the State of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of 
islation to restrict immigration and for a revision of the 
vs governing naturalization; which were referred to the Com 
ttee on Immigration. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of 56 citizens of Meri- 

Conn., praying for an investigation of the existing condi 
ns in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the Com- 
ttee on Foreign Relations. 

lie also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Manchester, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the 

ending destruction of Niagara Falls on the American 
the diversion of the waters for manufacturing 
hich was referred to the Committee on Forest 

d the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Afternoon Musical Society, 
Danbury, Conn., praying for the passage of the so-called 

uure-food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Hoisington Lodge, No. 564, 
therhood of Railway Trainmen, of Hoisington, Kans., pray 
for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill” 

1 also the “ anti-injunction bill;” which was referred to the 
inittee on Interstate Commerce. 
Mr. ELIXINS. I have been directed by the Committee on In 
ite Commerce to present to the Senate a great many tele 
grams received by the committee in relation to the Hepburn bill 
nd rate legislation generally, and to ask that these telegrams 
iy be printed as a public document. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to 
Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 
Mr. ELKINS presented sundry affidavits to accompany 
(S. 2577) granting an increase of pension to F. 
h were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
lr. WETMORE presented a petition of the congregation of 
Chureh of the Ascension, of Auburn, R. 1., praying for the 
tinent of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 

xicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 


1 


side 
purposes . 


Reservations 


the request? 
the 
M. Lynch; 


‘stnte Commerce. 
; life also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem 
, nee Union, Washington, R. I., and a petition of the congre 


on of the Coventry Central Baptist Church, of 
l.. praying for an investigation of the charges 

lion. Reep Smoot, a Senator from 
h were referred to the Committee on 


Anthony, 

made and filed 
the State of Utah: 
Privileges and Elec 


REGULATION OF 
Ir. TILLMAN. I 


RAILROAD RATES. 


present a memorial of the Independent 
Association, composed of independent oil companies of 
Pa.; and Oil City, Pa., relative to railroad rate legis 

It is a very interesting and instructive document, and I 
t it be read and referred to the Committee on Interstate 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator 

iat the memorial presented by him be read 

Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
memorial is as follows: 





from Sou ‘arolina 


and referred 


Is there ob je tion? 


INDEPENDENT REFINERS’ ASSO¢ 
Titusville, Tl’a., I 


President and Members of the United States Senate 
and House of Representatives, Washington, D. ¢ 


[ATION 
hruary 20, 


1EN: At this time when the railroad rate question is being 
ly discussed in he pe of some final | rofitable action on the matter 
‘ s, it seems to be the duty of interested citizens to give such 
tion on the subject as they can for the use of yourself, Con 


nd the people to assist in 
ii the needed radical 
yy plain law, for 
es that are 


showing the defects of 
changes, if full justice is 
the unprotected publi : 
typical in showing what a travesty on protection Is 


the pt ent 


intended to be 
al 
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represented in the 
the subject, and making clear the need of dit 
ing or delaying provisions 
an examination is invited of the 
stituted over ‘ 


present met d of 

















seventeen yet o, VW I ! 
ing ‘They are what are generally know: 1 det a) R 
finers’ cases against a nul r of y i 
placed before the Interstat a 
shifting processes of delay they h: 
Commerce Commission to the U1 
years, with no finished result beyond tl 
of existing methods of holding tl 
for the abuse of their powers 
Chronologic statement Increa f freigl 
by railroads, September 13 LXSS | 
the Interstate Commerce Comnm@pssion, f 1 Ds 
plaint No. 163 before the Interstate ¢ } ‘ 
ary 30, 1889; hearing by the Interstate ¢ ‘ [ 
ISS; decision by Comn ion a 
tion (5 I. Cc. C. Rep... 415). Nove 14 1 ¢ 
Commission (6 I. C. ¢€. Rep., 52), Octol 1), 189 
state Commerce Commission, award reparation tf efine 6 ‘ ( 
Rep., 378), October 22, 1895; pr ling it t ! ) e | 
Commerce Commission before the Uni l 
its order, May, 1896; decisior 3 { I 
clining jurisdiction of repar: la } ! 
question of unjust discrim ition sti pendi t 
Rep., 192), February, 1906; decisi 1 the l 
circuit court on damage cla i ivor of M 
nents rendered by United States rt, Febru 
aside by the United States circuit court of ap; i Fed. R 
343), May, 1905; on appeal to the United Stat : e ¢ I 
ary, 1906; after ove eventeen yea the 
the railroads continuing to refuse to obey the Interstate ¢ me¢ ( 
mission, February, 1906 
The main cause for these complaints may be ited 
From the years 1881 to 1885 the publ ra 
oil, in barrels, from t} Pennsvivania oi . ns to N 
for export, was from 5o to 39 cents pet 
From 1885 to september 13, 1888, t 
and a very large volume of busine wa 
On September 13, 1SS8S8, the ra wil id 1 ( 
prohibitive tariff. I onl re n giver 
advance is stated in a letter written the | 
vania Railroad Company to the ship lated A 
"a advance of rates ! been in a rd 
scr by the Interstate Commerce ( 
carriage of oil, and against whi we 
that any advance in the rates for tl t 
been forced upon us by the Interstate ¢ merece ¢ 
work harshly upon your interest Vet I ] 
He also said of this advatr d rat i 
would rather have it remair re 
‘| ‘ } } f +} t a N | 
Western I lroad ¢ I \ ‘ i 
ae t i ed ta 
, t} r 
of tl l tat ( } ( S 
to strict mply w | ( 
(De ior ibit, N 
About \ er 24 Ss I ( ( / 
I | p tat I i a 
t ( I It 245), 
rate il a nm and ft t 
d in accorda wit di 
(‘o ssion l itt y 
} " i if I “Ww W 1 the p t ' 
v ht was understood t i 
’ ‘ innhwe Was I 1 ] iil 
Co ission in closir rid lt 
Ls ption on id 
ha n j d 
deci ) int ible t I ] ? 
re al n i 
that somethi j 
dvan in rre ate 
It was ) l 
it on reste ] i 
- wy i d noti is 
ill 
the i i 1 1 
3 and ! I ] 
iva i rate ind 
“il on tl 
ind w find t 
( n tl 
Co ‘'o i 
i d I 
! ' 
: I i 
‘ { I 
I i 
, ' 
1 ‘ 
! ” 
‘ j 
1 I 
nt y tt t 
o ad i ki ] 
i il i af 
t! is have 
itered *x 
from the d st I l 
vored ppers rm 
ried on thi ist clair 
expense, and now 
and waitir not 
circular of Novembe« ] 
- n jal own s ; 
changed s¢ il tin ‘ ! ! 
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FEBRUARY 2?, 











| 


” 
ring that the prior contract was in itself void because it also embodied 
an agreement to take less than the published rates and was discriminat- 
ing, it was charged that the New Haven had entered into both avree- 
ments with the Chesapeake and Ohio knowing that they were in viola- 
tion of the interstate-commerce law. The prayer was that the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio and the New Haven be made parties; that both roads 


| be enjoined, the one from further executing the verbal agreement to 


release from all liability. A railroad can apparently destroy a ship- 

per business, then change its name, reorganize or cancel leases, and 

escape all responsibility. This lawyer's snarl, coupled with the deci- 

sion that the Interstate Commerce Commission had not presented this | 
plainly unusual, destructive, and inexplainable advanced rate com- 

plained of as an “‘ unreasonable and unjust”’ fact, so shown by the evi- 

dence taken before them, but had merely stated it as their opinion, 

were the main reasons, as understood by us as laymen or business men, | 
why the United States circuit court decided in May, 1905, in favor of 

the railroads and against the Commission. The only business ques- 

tion involved, cleared of the fog made by railroad lawyers, being whether 

this destructive advance of 14 cents per barrel, made from a long- 

established rate of 52 cents to 66 cents, and an increase which the 

! ads themselves declared they did not want to make, was, as a mat- 

ter of fact, an “unre sonable” rate, and could be so shown unmis- | 
ti y to the United States court by the Commission. 

This matter involved a very large am@unt of money and claims against 
other railroads besides the ones complained of, the shippers, having 
large, long-time contracts, continuing to ship at the prohibitive ad 
vanee for yine time thereafter, fully expecting, under the extraor- 
d ry circumstances and the notice of the Commission, that the old 
rates would be restored and the advance refunded. As was confidently 
expected, the Commission did, after a long delay, decide the rates un 
reasonable and awarded reparation; but the railroads again refused 
compliance with the Commission’s views, and the shippers have received 
no relief to this time, though, as the records show, more than seven- 
teen years have elapsed since this arbitrary railroad action. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission has thus been powerless to re- 


lieve this shameful situation themselves or through the assistance of the 
United States courts. What equity is there in a “ judicial review” de- 
layed until the injured parties die or their business is destroyed long 
before relief comes, if ever? ‘There is nothing complicated in these cases. 
foregoing is not a prejudiced private yiew, but is a plain state- 
ment of untangled facts, easily verified from the public records. These 
shippers have been jammed in a disastrous wreck for more than seven- 


I'he 
I 


teen years between the railroads and the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, and the most radical railroad advocate of noninterference 
with railroad rate making could not insist that the law as it now 
stands has given the survivors anything like a “fair chance” or a 
“square deal 


All of w hich is very respectfully submitted 
INDEPENDENT REFINERS’ ASSOCIATION. 
Tupoporn B. WestTcatsr, Secretary. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I should like to have the paper 
presented by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrriMan] 
followed in the Recorp with the unanimous opinion of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, delivered by Mr. Justice 
White on Monday last. I do not care to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quests that the opinion of Mr. Justice White referred to by him 
may be printed in the Recorp without reading. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made. 

The opinion referred to is as follows: 


{Supreme Court of the United States. Nos. 24 and 27.—October term, 
1905. New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company, ap- 
pellant, v. The Interstate Commerce Commission. The Interstate 
Comm Commission, appellant, v. The Chesapeake and Ohio Rail 
way Company and the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad 
Company. Appeals from the tircuit court of the United States for 


the western district of Virginia. February 19, 1906.] 


Mr. Justice White delivered the opinion of the court. 

Following an inquiry, begun in consequence of a complaint to it made, 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, through the Attorney-General of 
the United Stat filed under the act to further regulate commerce 
(32 Stat., 847) in the circuit court of the United States for the west- 
ern district of Virginia, this proceeding against the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Railway Company, a Virginia corporation, and the New York, 
New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company, a corporation of the State 















The Senator from New Jersey re- | 





of Connecticut. In this opinion we shail hereafter respectively speak 
of the parties as the Commission, the Chesapeake and Ohio, and the | 
New Haven The petition averred that the Chesapeake and Ohio was | 
engaged in the carriage of coal as interstate traffic between the Kana- 
wha district of West Virginia and Newport News, Va., for delivery thence 
to the New Haven, in Connecticut, and charged that the traffic was 
being moved at less than the published rates, and in such a way as to 
produce a discrimination in favor of the New Haven road and against 
others, all in violation of the act to regulate commerce and the amend 
ments thereto Specifying the grounds of the complaint, it was alleged 
that in the spring of 1893 the Chesapeake and Ohio made a verbal 
agreement with the New Haven to sell to that road 60,000 tons of 
‘ to be carried from the Kanawha district to Newport News, and 
thence y water to Connecticut, for delivery to the buyer at 8.75 
per ton, and that a considerable portion had already been delivered and 
the r was in process of delivery it was averred that the 
price of th oal at the mines where the Chesapeake and Ohio bonght 
it d the cost of transportation from Newport News to Connecticut 
v igvregate $2.47 per ton, thus leaving to the Chesapeake and Ohio 
‘ & cents a ton f carrying the coal from the Kanawha dis 
t { port News, whi the published tariff for like carriage from 
tl ‘ trict was $1.45 per ton | 
i t to the developments before the Commission, and annexing 
as it the testimor taken on such hearing and the documents con- | 
nm i erewit the petition further alleged that the Chesapeake and 
Oh f ted that, althou the total price which it received for the 
ce cove 1 by the ver greement was less than the total outlay in 
delivering the coa including its published rates, such fact did not 
amount to a departure from the published rates and was not a dis- 
crimi { for t reason First, because if such difference existed, 
it was a loss suffered by the Chesapeake and Ohio not from taking less 
than published rates, but because it had received less as purchaser 
than the coal had cost; second, that even if it had not the lawful richt 
thus to impute the payment of the price of the coal, the Chesapeake and 
Ohio had, in fact, received much more for the coal than the price in 
money agreed on, bes se at the time the verbal agreement to sell was 
made the New Haven had a claim exceeding $100,000 against the 
Chesapeake and Ohio arising from a previous written contract to deliver 
c which was to be exting hed by the completion of the delivery of 
the coal, and this caused that price largely to exceed the cost of the | 
coal to the Chesapeake and Ohio, including its published rates. Aver- 





| of the petition. 


deliver coal and the other from seeking to enforce it; that the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio be enjoined from “accepting or receiving any rebate, 
concession, or discrimination in respect of the transportation of any 
property in interstate or foreign commerce carried by it” and be, more- 
over, enjoined from “doing anything whatever whereby coal or any 
other property shall, by any device whatever, be transported * * * 


| at a less rate than named in the tariffs published and filed by such car 


rier, as is required by the act to regulate commerce, and acts amenda- 
tory thereof or supplementary thereto, or whereby any other advantage 
may be given or discrimination practiced,” and that the New Haven 
road “ be enjoined and restrained from accepting or receiving any re 
bate, concession, or discrimination in respect of the transportation of 
any property in interstate or foreign commerce carried by it.” 

A preliminary restraining order was issued conforming to the prayer 
The Chesapeake and Ohio by its answer admitted that 
it had made, in the spring of 1903, a verbal agreement with the New 
Haven road for about 60,000 tons of Kanawha coal for the price a'leged 
in the petition, to be transported by it to Newport News, and thence 
delivered by ocean transportation to the New Haven in Connecticut. It 
was admitted that the purchase price agreed to be paid was less than 
the market price of the coal plus the published rates and the cost of 
transportation and delivery from Newport News to Connecticut, but it 
was averred that this was only apparently the case, because the con- 
tract to sell included the discharge of a debt of about $100,000, arising 
from the previous written contract to which the petition referred. Th« 
validity of both the previous written contract and the later verbal! 
agreement was averred. The right ot the Chesapeake and Ohio to buy 
and sell coal, and to impute any loss on the sale of the coal to itself 
as dealer instead of to itself as a carrier, was averred. Both the orig 
inal contract and the one of 1903 were averred to have been made 
good faith, not with any intention to avoid the published rates, and it 
was charged that at about the time the original contract was made a: 
rangements had been made by the railroad for a rate of transportation 
from Newport News to Connecticut which would have caused the con 
tract price to be adequate to pay the market price of the coal and al! 
other charges, including the published rates, but that, subsequently 
thereto, the pees with whom this contract for transportation was 
made had violated their agreement, and that by strikes the price of coal 
had advanced, and thereby the loss of $100,000 to the Chesapeake and 
Ohio was occasioned. 

The New Haven road in its answer asserted its good faith in making 
both the original contract and the verbal agreement. It alleged that 
by the original contract it was a mere purchaser of coal from the Ches 
apeake and Ohio, and not a shipper over that road; that the coal bought 
was intended for its own use in the operation of its railroad; that | 
had no knowledge of the price which the Chesapeake and Ohio would be 
obliged to pay for the coal or the sum which it would cost that road to 
deliver it, and therefore had no knowledge that the total cost would not 
equal the market price of the coal, the cost of delivery, and the pub 
lished rate of the Chesapeake and Ohio. It averred the validity of ¢! 
agreement, the legality of the debt of $100,000 which resulted from it, 
and charged that, taking that debt into consideration, the sum wiijich it 
paid the Chesapeake and Ohio for the coal under the 1903 verbal agree 
ment largely exceeded the market price and the cost of delivery, includ 
ing the published rates of the Chesapeake and Ohio. It denied that 
there was any departure from the public rates or any discrimination, 
asserted that at the time the original contract was made the price was 
sufficient to have enabled the Chesapeake and Ohio to perform the « 
tract without losing anything either as a seller or as a carrier, and that 
if in execution of the contract a condition arose where a loss was « 
fered by the Chesapeake and Ohio in either capacity, it was caused by 
subsequent events which could not affect the validity of the coniract 
when made, and especially denied that in any way, directly or indi 
rectly, had it knowingly lent itself to any discrimination, or any taking 
by the Chesapeake and Ohio of less than its published rates. 

The case was heard on the testimony taken in the proceeding befor: 
the Commission and the documents forming a part of the same and 
upon further documents and testimony stipulated by counsel. 

For reasons to which we shall hereafter have occasion to advert, t! 
court held that, considering both the original contract and the ver 
agreement of 1903, there was no violation of the provisions of the s« 
ond and sixth sections of the act to regulate commerce, forbidding 
taking of less than the published rates. It, however, held that t 
contracts amounted to an undue discrimination and a yiolation of 


third section of the act. The court hence permanently enjoined t 
Chesapeake and Ohio from discharging any obligation arising 1 


the original contract of 1896 and from further executing or attemptir 
to execute, in any manner whatever, directly or indirectly, the \ 
agreement of 1903, and it permanently entolned the New Haven 
asserting or attempting to enforce any claim arising from the cont 
of 1896, or in any manner, directly or indirectly, attempting to enforce | 
verbal agreement of 1903. Thereafter the court denied a r 
made by the Commission, that the injunction be expanded so as 
general terms to command the Chesapeake and Ohio perpetually to « 
serve in the future its published rates. 

The Chesapeake and Ohio and the New Haven appealed. The © 
mission also prosecuted a cross appeal because of the refusal o! 
court to grant its prayer to make the injunction against the Chesap: 
and Ohio general in its nature. 

[It is apparent from the case as thus stated that, In order to decid 
issues which arise, we may not confine our attention to the verbal! 
ment of 1903, the execution of which it was the immediate « 
the proceeding to enjoin, but must consider the prior contract of 1* 
since primarily the rights, if any, which arose under the verba! 
ment are inextricably involved in and dependent upon the cont 
1896. In other words, the controversy as considered by the C: 
sion on the Inquiry by it conducted and as decided below, and as 
presented, involves an analysis of all the dealings under both cont 
and the legal rights, if any, which arose from them. We must, | 
fore, consider the subject in this aspect, and to do so we state at 
the facts which are admitted or which are indisputably estal! 
reserving such questions of fact as are in dispute for separate cv 
eration when we approach the legal propositions which arise fro 
undisputed facts. 

The Chesapeake and Ohlo, chartered by the State of Virginia, or 
ates a road which reaches both the New River and the Kanawha 
fields of West Virginia, and extends to Newport News. The 
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Haven, chartered by the State of Connecticut, operates a road princi tract nd during the w 
pally situated in New England On December 1896, these two roads ‘ y a 
entered into a written contract, the one to sell and the other to buy j e to net 
between July 1, 1897, and July 1, 1902, net to exceed 2,000,000 I 
t bituminous coal to be taken from the line of the Che 1896 fo » 2 000.000 
Ohio road, deliveries to be made not exceeding 400,000 ton the act to 1 t : 
ium. ‘The price agreed upon was $2.75 per gross ton, Ne consid tion of t 
; tlement to be made monthly. The coal was to be delivered by t of w t : 
seller on the line of the New Haven. The contract is reproduced, | enc: pon t \ 
as 1oliows: purpose rf ac iH 
; 1 f t 
Contract made between the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company and oe aes 
the New York, New Haven and Hartford Ratlroad Company. leant rams 
Said Chesapeake 1d Ohio Railway Company, for the consideration td transporti i 
hereinafter mentioned, hereby agrees to furnish to said railroad « ye i 
pany not to exceed 2,000,000 gross tons of bituminous coai from it ne | visior f i 
in such quantities monthly as wanted from July 1, 1897, to July 1, 190 attent { x1 ( 
without charge for demurrage. Deliveries to be made not ex ding fat t to d 
400,000 tons per annum. rep I to the eneral d 
And said Chesapexke and Ohio Railway Company further agrees that ; ! tl Dow d 
all said bituminous coal shall be of the best quality, first class in « y ® unlaw irre f 
respect, and satisfactory to said railroad company, and said railway rhe question, therefore, to be 
company has the right to terminate this contract at any time if said n ! te commerce the p« 
bituminous coal be of poor quality or if its delivery be unnecessarily ny n of tl tract | 
delayed. ted in : ntract d not 
And said Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company further agrees to | de ’ nd the | ed ft 
deliver all said bituminous coal to said railroad company in its bins at I previous de 
such ports upon its lines as required by the monthly requisitions of its e act d : 
purchasing agent. r the case. : 
In consideration of the faithful performance by the said Chesapeake ye t mcerning the 
d Ohio Railway Company of all its agreemen he n yntaines l | ns have not 
railroad company agrees to pay for said bituminous coal at the rat f i" erning t 
t ind seventy-five one-hundredths dollars per gross ton, New Haven | the prohibitions aga ad 
basis, settlement to be made monthly. ha ! t ncerned 
Said railway company has the right to ¢ancel any and all portions of | involved deciding whe 1 
iid quantity of bituminous coal remaining undelivered on July 1, 1902 \ i by the ; in ¢ ; 
Witness the names of the parties hereto this the 3d day of Decembe | There are several | 
1896 relied upon by the 
CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY COMPANY, have stated. | 
By M. B. INGALts; President now 
Tue New York, New HAVEN AND HARTFORD I a 
RAILROAD COMPANY, kit 
By Cc. B. Mevuen, Second Vice-President. f 
For value received, I hereby guarantee that the Chesapeake and Ohio ; d 4 
Rai y Company shall not fail to deliver coal on account of strike : 
J. Pieri MORGAN ; ; 
I Chesapeake and Ohio, not in its own name but through others | entitled . 7 
‘ ) really although not ostensibly acted for it, made a contract with | the great | lic p ) , 
rators in the New River district of West Virginia for the delivery to arrier en red ' { 
i the coal to fulfill the contract which had been made wit the | merce to the command f 
P Haven. In consequence of failure of some of the operators it 1 y 
I no their part of the contract, changes were made at t t ‘ t 
whi it is unnecessary to note Deliveries of the coal nade to | Now ew of t 
{ New Haven as required up to the winter of 1900-1‘ 1en that 
f strikes and other difficuities, delivery ceased and the New iy 
Haver yught coal in the open market and presented to the Chesapeake ‘ 7 
and Ohio a bill for the increased price which it had paid and : tra ' 
( peake and Ohio paid $160,000 to cover such loss. Subsequen a t i 
1902, f ther strikes superve i and deliveries again ceased, at a for ! 
when about 60,000 tons remained yet to be delivered The New Haven of 
presented a bill f damages amounting to $103,000 rt ; | 
e verbal agreement of 1903 was made, by which it was provided | 
{ t the shortage of 60,000 tons upon the o inal contract might be t \ 
t irged by delivery on the part of the Chesapeake and Ohio of that i 
f f coal from the Kanawha district at the contract price of $2.75 Lf 
when this delivery was consummated it was agreed that ie Che rt 
[ ind Ohio would be absolutely relieved from the payment of the that Pr 
4 aim just referred to i ment 
e time this verbal agreement made the contract price was, 
I ! put of view the cla for dam inadequate to pay the market ) 
l admitted by the pleadin of the coal plus the pu ed ra 
t esapeake and Ohio to Newport News, and the « ur 4 en 
oint of delivery. lo put itself in a position to carry ou 
it an individual who represented the Chesapeake and Ohio 
t tracts in his own name with operators in the Kana i dis y ‘ 
ft to irnish the desired coa Without stopping to state the pa 
{ ethods of accounting y which e result was accor ished 
table that the Chesapeake and Ohio bore the loss a 
t ence bet *n the contract price, the price of e 
published rate to Newport News i the 5 f trans} 
the point of delivery 
)tedly long prior to the making of the first « uct the ¢ 
i Ohio, besides its | j 4 a er. boug! ind sold 
iness was carried on | the company from about 1874 
he making of the contr yf 1596, as testified by @ Dp 
e that contract, as f Ww 
coal was handled by a separate and di net depa nt o 
ompany, the mine operators deliverin r 
es to the coal agent of the railw pap ‘ I 
net result realized from e a 
reight earned by the railwa yn pad 
same oll al testified that he made the cor t fF 1896 
f ation of this syster 
1895, however, the State of West Virginia pass« 
} ud compa ea fron wing ' 
liscrimination The first section of this 
I road yrporatio to engag ) 
I uyil nd i ; ( 
> Mm: of the t t of 1806. ft 
3 abo d AT s t ‘ ' 
ch ent ad the ¢ eand U0 } I 
n Wi i nia to ‘ to 
> the New Haven jo so not in il { 
vin t tl ’ ‘ Nr : ' l | ! ’ 
mn we n aif ri ! : ‘ ! 
yite: ft t is, W the pi the ¢ \ ind © 
1 in 1896 to sell the » the New Hla I tt 
the t of the coal at the min _, the e of 
z the pub hed fre { W to nf 
we content oursel \ 
w correctly held that the | \ e t i 
these purposes, and that from the inception of delivery under t a in I 
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flict an injury upon the public. In deciding that the act of Parliament 
granting the charter to operate the railway implied a_ prohibition | 
against the company’s engaging in any other business, the reason for 
the rule was thus expressed (p. 798) : 

‘* * * These large companies, joint stock companies generally, 
for whatever purpose established, and more particularly railway com- 
panies, are armed with powers of raising and possessing large sums 
of money—large amounts of property—and if they were to apply that 
money, or that property, to purposes other than those for which they 
V » constituted, they might very much injure the interests of the pub- 
ic In Various ways. 

Illustrating the danger to the public, as established by the case be- 
fore him, the vice-chancellor said (p. 792) : 

* Here we find this company, having the traffic from the north of 
England, where the great coal fields are (at least some of the principal 

al fields), supplying the country with coal, or capable of supplying 


it; this company buys the coal, which gives to the company an interest 
in checking, as much as possible, those who will not deal with them; 
ind it is quite clear that it is possible, by the mode in which this com 


pany may I will not say has—but by the mode in which this com- 
any may exercise such powers as either it has or assumes to have, 
this company may get into their hands the traflic—that is, the dealing 
in all the coal in the large districts supplying coal to the country. 
rhey have to a considerable extent done so, and there is no reason 
why it should not go on progressing. I observe that in the eight (7?) 
years from 1852 to 1857, inclusive, the amount of their coal business 


s increased from 73,000 tons to 794,000 tons; and there is no reason, 
affidavits show, why they should not—there is great danger that 
y may—get into their hands the entire business in the coal of all 
t district of the country. If they can do so with regard to coal, 
at is to prevent there doing it with every species of agricultural 
all along the line? Why should they not become purchasers 
orn, of all kinds of beasts, and of sheep, and every species of agri- 
cultural produce, and become great dealers in the supply of edibles to 
the markets of London; and why not every other species of commodity 
t produced in every part of the country from which or to which 
I do not know where it is to stop, if the argument 
the part of the company is to prevail. There is, therefore, great 
detriment to the interests of the public, for this reason, taking merely 
article of coal.” 
lt apparent that the construction of the statute which is now 
imed by the carriers would, if adopted, not only destroy its entire 
emedial efficacy, but would cause the provisions of the statute to ac 
ntuate and multiply the very wrongs which it was enacted to prevent. 
Without a statutory requirement as to publication of rates and the 
imposition of a duty to adhere to the rates as published, individual 
tion the shippers as between themselves and in their dealings 
th the carrier would have full play, and thereby every shipper would 
the opportunity to procure such concessions as might result from 
voritis other causes. Interpreting the prohibitions of the stat- 
it is contended they should be, it weal follow that every indi- 
il would be bound by the published tariff, and the carrier alone 
ld be free to disregard it. Thus the statute, while subjecting the 
p ic to the prohibitions, would exempt the carrier and would thereby 
‘ usly increase the opportunities of the latter to do the wrongs 
tatute was enacted to prevent. 
considerations previously stated serve also to demonstrate 
the prohibitions of the act to regulate commerce concerning 
unreasonable preference or advantage,” “‘undue or unrea- 
prejudice or disadvantage,’ and “unjust discrimination” are 
onflict with the asserted right of a carrier to become a dealer in 
mmodities which it transports, and as such dealer to sell at a price 
than the and the published rates. Certain also is it, when 
he rewsons previously stated are applied to those prohibitions of the 
he possession of the power by a carrier to deal in merchandise 
d to sell and transport at less than prohibited rates would not only 
destroy the remedy intended to be afforded by the provisions in ques- 
i d cause the statute to fructify the growth of the wrongs 
it was intended to extirpate. In a general sense the consid- 
which we have previously stated, moreover, dispose of all 
at bar to establish the right of the carrier to 
the circumstances stated. Even although it may 
repetition, we more particularly notice the various 
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It is said that when a carrier sells an article which it has pur- 
ind transports that article for delivery it is both a dealer 
d a carrie When, therefore, the price received for the commodity 
to pay the published freight rate and something over, the 
the statute as to adherence to the published rates is com- 
the price will imputed to the freight rate, and 
y, attributed to the company in its capacity as dealer 
a carrier. This simply asserts the proposition which we 
that a carrier the power, by the form in 
e deals, to render the prohibitions of the act ineffective, since 
right of a carrier to shut off inquiry to the real 
ticular transaction on the published rates, and thereby 
i | er of disregarding the prohibitions of the statute. 
It is said that, as in the case in hand, it is shown that there was 
ntion on the part of the carrier in making the sale of the coal 
the prohibitions of the statute, and, on the contrary, as the 
an arrangement made by the carrier for transporting the 
Newport News to Connecticut, which, if it had been carried 
ovided for the full published rate, therefore an honest 
t made by the carrier should not be stricken down because of 
things over which the carrier had no control. The proposition involves 
assumption of fact and an unwarranted implication 
true the court below found that the proof did not 
ence that the Chesapeake and Ohio had, in 1896, made 
to sell the coal to New Haven with the purpose of 
iding a compliance with the published rates. But in this conclu 
n of fact we can not agree. Whilst it may be that the proof 
‘ that the contract for the sale of coal was not made as a 
! for avoiding the operation of the statute, we think the 
proof no doubt tRat, in making the contract in question, the 
Chesapeake and Ohio was wholly indifferent to and did not concern 
itself with the prohibitions of the statute, of which, of course, it must 
to have had full knowledge. As we have seen, the presi- 
lent of the Chesapeake and Ohio, by whom the corporation was repre 
ed in making the contract, expressly testified that from the begin 
ning that corporation had pursued the policy of acquiring all the coal 
mined on its line and sold it, relying upon the net result of such sales 
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for its freight compensation, and that the particular contract was 
made in continuation of that policy. We find it impossible to conclude, 
from the proof, that the Chesapeake and Ohio could have made a 
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contract for so large an amount of coal, to be delivered over so long 
a period, without taking into view the existing prices and‘*the cost 
necessarily to be occasioned by the delivery of the coal, if the full 
published freight rates were to be realized. Indeed, the proof leaves 
no doubt upon our minds that, in making the contract, the Chesaneake 
and Ohio sought to accomplish results which it deemed beneficial by 
means which it considered effectual, even although resort to such 
means was prohibited by the interstate-commerce act. 

In other words, we think it is established beyond doubt that, desir 
ing to stimulate the production of coal along its line and thereby, as it 
conceived, to increase the carriage of that commodity and to benefit the 
railroad and those living along its line by the reflex prosperity which 
it was deemed would arise from giving a stimulus to an industry 
tributary to the railroad, the Chesapeake and Ohio bought and sold 
the coal without reference to whether the net result to it would realize 
its published rates. And it would seem that this means of stimulating 
the industry in question was resorted to instead of attempting to bring 
about the same result by a lowering of the published rates, because to 
have so done would have engendered disparity between coal rates 
and the tariff on all the other’ articles contained in the same classifi 
cation, and would besides have caused other and competing roads to 
make a similar reduction on the published rates, and thereby would have 
frustrated the very advantage to itself and those along its lines which 
the Chesapeake and Ohio deemed it was bringing about by the method 
pursued. That is to say, we think it is shown that the mode of dealing 
adopted was simply the result of a disregard by the Chesapeake and 
Ohio of the economic conceptions upon which the interstate-commerce 
law rests and a substitution in their stead of the conceptions of the 
Cnesapeake and Ohio as to what was best for itself and for the pub 
lic. Further, as the prohibition of the interstate-commerce act is 
ever operative, even if the facts established that at the particular time 
the contract was made, considering the then cost of coal and other 
proper items, the net published tariff of rates would have been realized 
by the Chesapeake and Ohio from the contract, which is not the case, 
it is apparent that the deliveries under the contract came under the 
prohibition of the statute whenever for any cause, such as the en 
hanced cost of the coal at the mines, an increase in the cost of the 


ocean carriage, etc., the gross sum realized was not sufficient to net 
the Chesapeake and Ohio its published tariff of rates. This must b 


the case in order to give vitality to the prohibitions of the interstat« 
commerce act against the acceptance at any time by a carrier of les 
thar its published rates. We say this because we think it is obv 
that such prohibitions would be rendered wholly ineffective by decidi: 
that a carrier may avoid those*prohibitions by making a contract f 
the sale of a commodity stipulating for the payment of a fixed pric 
in the future, and thereby acquiring the power during the life of th 
contract to continue to execute it, although a violation of the act | 
regulate commerce might arise from doing so. Besides, all the 
tentions just noticed proceed upon the mistaken legal conception 
the application of the statutory prohibitions depend not upon whet! 
the effect of the acts done is to violate those prohibitions, but 
whether the carrier intended to violate the statute. 

(c) It is urged that if the requirement of the act to regulate con 
merce as to the maintenance of published rates and the prohibitions « 
that act against undue preferences and discriminations be applied | 
carrier when engaged in buying and selling a commodity which it tran 
ports, the substantial effect will be to prohibit the carrier from beco 
ing a dealer when no such prohibition is expressed in the act to rez 
late commerce, and hence a prohibition will be implied which sh 
only result from express action by Congress. Granting the premise, 
deduction is unfounded. secause no express prohibition against a ca 
rier who engages in interstate commerce becoming a dealer in comr 
tics moving in such commerce is found in the act, it does not f 
that the provisions which are expressed in that act should not be 
plied and be given their lawful effect. Even, therefore, if the result of 
applying the prohibitions as we have aaron them will be pra 
cally to render it difficult, if not impossible, for a carrier to deal 
commodities, this affords no ground for relieving us of the plain duty 
enforcing the provisions of the statute as they exist. This conc: 
follows, since the power of Congress to subject every carrier engacgi! 
in interstate commerce to the regulations which it has adopted is u 
doubted. 

But it is in effect said, conceding this to be true as an original 
tion, the prohibitions of the act ought not now to be interpreted as : 
plying to a carrier who is a dealer in commodities, because of an adn 
istrative construction long since given to the act by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, the body primarily charged with its enfo 
ment, and which has become a rule of property affecting vast inte 
which should not be judicially departed from, especially as such 
struction, it is asserted, has been impliedly sanctioned by Congre 
frequently amending the act without changing it in this particular 

Passing, for the present, the legal conclusion, let us first ascert 
whether the premise itself is well founded. The two rulings of 
Interstate Commerce Commission upon which the premise is based 
Haddock v. Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company 
I. C. C. Rep., 296; 3 Inters. Com. Rep., 202) and Coxe Brothers & Co 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Company (4 I. C. C. Rep., 535; 3 Inters. C 
Rep., 460), decided respectively in 1890 and 1891. 

Without going into detail, we content ourselves with saying that 
both of the cases complaints were made to the Interstate Comm 
Commission concerning the defendant railroads, and it was chars 
that whilst acting as common carriers they were dealing in coal, 
as a result violating the prohibition of the interstate-commerce 
as to rates and undue preferences and discriminations. It was sho 
in both cases that the carriers prior to the adoption of the interst: 
commerce act were authorized by their charters or legislative autho: 
to carry on both the business of mining and selling the coal so mi 
and transporting the same to market. Indeed it was found in }b 
eases that the functions of producing and transporting as authori 
were so interblended that it was impossible to separate one from 








r 
that 
t 


other. Whilst it is true that in both of the cases it was also shovy 
that the carriers bought, sold, and transported some coal which w 


not produced in the mines which they owned, this fact was eviden' 
treated, in view of the other circumstances of the case, as of mi! 
importance, since the commingled powers of producing, selling, 
transporting were alone made the basis of the conclusion reached 
the Commission as to the character of relief which could be afford: 
Solely in view of the lawful power of the carriers to mine, sell, 
transport existing before the passage of the act to regulate comme! 
the Commission decided that its authority, under that statute and und 
the circumstances of the case, was confined to compelling the exact 
of rates which were just and reasonable. The fact that the rulir 
in the two cases just referred to were solely placed upon the pecu! 
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powers of the defendant corporations possessed by them prior to the | 


passage of the interstate-commerce act was pointed out by the Com 
m m in Grain Rates of Chicago Great Western Rwy. Co., (7 L Cc. C 
Rep., 33). In- that in deciding that the defendant carrier was 
t power to purchase grain for the purpose of securing the right 
sport it, and thus evade the law which would have applied to its 
‘tation had it been owned by any other party, the Commission, 
tinguishing the case before it from the Haddock and 
(] 33) : 
These eases are in no respect similar to this. In both the common 
earrier was also the owner of extensive coal fields, and, indeed, it had be 
a common carrier largely for the purpose of transporting the prod- 
those mines to market. This state of things existed before the 
ige of the act, and had no reference to the act. Unless the carrier 
‘mitted to transport its coal, the result would be in effect the 
tion of its property, and to order it to charge itself with a par 
rate would merely result in a matter of bookkeeping. Under 
1 » circumstances it was held that the only 
whether the rate charged the complainant was a reasonable one.” 
N without aft all intimating that as an original question we 
in the view expressed in the case last cited, that to have applied 
regulate commerce, under proper rules and regulations for 
regation of the business of producing, selling, and transport 
‘nted in the Haddeck and Coxe cases, would have been con! 
cate and without reviewing the rulings made by the Interstate Com 
Commission in those cases and adhered to by that body during 
many years which have followed those decisions, we concede that 
4 the interpretation given by the Commission in those cases to the act to 
I ite commerce is now binding, and as restricted to the precise con 
; which were passed on in the cases referred to, must be applied to 
tly identical cases in the future, at least until Congress has 
d on the subject. We make this concession because we think 
constrained to so do, in consequence of the familiar rule that a 
ction made by the body charged with the enforcement of a 
», which construction has long obtained in practical execution, and 
en impliedly sanctioned by the reenactment of the statute without 
ion in the particulars construed, when not plainly erroneous, must 
ted as read into the statute. Especially do we think this rule 
thle to the case in hand, because of the nature and extent of the 
y conferred on the Commission from the beginning concerning 
t prohibitions of the act as to rebates, favoritism, and discrimination of 
kinds, and particularly in view of the repeated declarations of the 
rt that an exertion of power by the Commission concerning such 
3; was entitled to great weight and was not lightly to be interfered 
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wit rhe concessions thus made, however, are wholly irrelevant to the 
before us. This follows, since the Chesapeake and Ohio was, 
by its charter nor by legislative grant existing at the time of 


loption of the act to regulate commerce, possessed of the com- 


attributes of carrier and producer, which was the controlling | 


tion in the decisions made in the Haddock and Coxe cases. 
Concluding, therefore, that both the contracts made by the Chesa 
I ind Ohio with the New Haven were contrary to public policy and 
iuse in conflict with the prohibitions of the act to 
it obviously follows that such contracts were not 
x enforced by the New Haven, and afforded no legal basis for a 
of the New Haven against the Chesapeake and Ohio, and there 

the court below was correct in so deciding. 

leaves only for consideration the question raised by the cross 


of the Interstate Commerce Commission. That proposition is 

t stated in the first of the assignments of error filed on behalf of the 
‘ ission : 

That the circuit court of the United States for the western district 


Virginia, after finding that the claim of the New York, New Haven 
liartford Railroad Company against the Chesapeake and Ohio Rail- 
ympany for $103,910.69, asserted as damages arising from a par- 
nonperformance by said railway company of a contract of December 
1896, set out in the record, is, as to the whole of said claim and in- 
st thereon, an illegal and unenforceable claim, and after finding 
the verbal agreement between said companies, made in April, 1903, 
out in said record, whereby said railway company undertook to 
West Virginia to Newport News, Va., over the lines of said rail- 
ympany, and thence transported by vessels to certain New Eng- 


land ports, said coal to be delivered at said ports at the price of $2.75 | 


ton, 


New Haven basis, to be an invalid and illegal agreement; that 
court merely enjoined and restrained the said Chesapeake and 
Railway Company, its officers, agents, and employees, from in any 
er, direct or indirect, executing or performing, or attempting to 
te or perform, either said contract of December 3, 1896, or said 
nent of April, 1903, and from in any manner discharging or satis- 
any obligation or seeming obligation arising from said agreements 

r of them, or arising from any arrangement or agreement made 

1 of said agreements, or either of them; whereas said court should 
further enjoined and restrained the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway 
ny from giving to said railroad company, or to any other per- 
m, or company, any undue or unreasonable advantage or prefer 
and should further have restrained and enjoined the Chesapeake 
Ohio Railway Company from transporting coal from one State to 
hrough any ‘other State for the New York, New Haven and L[lart- 
| Railroad Company, or for any firm, person, or company, at a less 
in the duly established freight rate of the said railway company 

» at the time, and from further failing to observe its published 


¥, or from giving to the said New York, New Haven and Hartford 
ad Company, or to any person, firm, or company, in any manner 

ever, any undue or unreasonable preference or advantage, and 
decree, entered by the court on the 19th day of February, 1904, 
dition to the provisions thereof, should have enjoined and re 
ed the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company 


officers and agents from seeking or accepting, in any manner, 
direct or indirect rebate of the duly established freight rates of the 
peake and Ohio Railway Company on any interstate commerce, 
from seeking or accepting in any manner from said railway com 
any undue or unreasonable preference or advantage.” 
contention, therefore, is that whenever a carrier has been ad 
ed to have violated the act to regulate commerce in any particular 
3 the duty of the court not only to enjoin the carrier from further 
Violations of the act, but to command it in general terms not to 
te the act in the future in any particular. In other words, the 


osition ig that by the effect of a judgment against a carrier con 
ing a specific violation of the act the carrier ceases to be under the 
tection of the law of the land, and must thereafter conduct all its 
under the jeopardy of punishment for contempt for violating : 


To state the proposition is, we think, to answer it. 


ral injunction, 
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remedy was to inquire | 


reguiate | 


susceptible | 


to said railroad company 59,966 tons of coal, to be transported | 


(Swift 


& Co. v. United States, 196 1 s 7 
the cited case is inapposite be« se it did 
late commerce, but involved a violati t 
is also answered by the mer stater 
quirement of the act to regculat mm e t Ls l 
observance of the statute air ( \ } 
have violated its proy ; in no y 
tion that Congre ended that ’ 
such a general char ter would 
principles of justice Phe i netion w l f 
In re Debs (154 U. S., 564) ¥y it 
terms were no broader than th ) , 
the proceeding to 1 rai 2 i ! 
compel us, under the lise ¢ p ) 
announce a ruie I we A 
of the citizen. 
As the court below did not d le 
of the act, relating to the maint i ] 
injunction by it i ed was not te l 
commands of the statute on tl t t 
| been We therefore conclude at tl 
modified and enlarged by perpetually e ! 
Ohio from taking less than the rates fixed 1 ! l 
| freight rates by means of dealing in the purcha id si \nd 
} as thus modified the decree below is affir: 
| True copy. Test: 
Clerk ( | 
REPORTS OF COM MITT! 
j . » . ‘ - 
Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to w 
| was referred the bill (S. 2789) for the establishment of 1 ! 
| Sites and for the sale of lots within the cor on lands of 
' ws '‘ . 
| Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians in Ok ioma, submit ! 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to 1 the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
bill (H. R. 481) to open for settlement 505,000 : gs | i in 
| the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indian reservations, in O 
| homa Territory, reported it without amend: { 1d I 


a report thereon. 





Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committ: Military 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1141) f the relief of W 
EF. Mct ue, reported adverse Ly thereon. id ed tl 
definitely postponed; which was agreed to. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the Ju ; 
| whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13538) to incorporate T! 
Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, ) ! 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereor 
Mr. DRYDEN, from the Committee on |] B ! 
| Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1792) to . 
the erection of a public building at Baker City, in t 
Oregon, reported it with amendments, d nitted { 
thereon. 
He also, from the Committee on the Library, to wl 
| ferred the bill (S. 39) for the erection of an equest 
Maj. Gen. John Stark, in the city of Manchester, N. H ! 
| it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
He also, from the same committee, to whom w refe 
bill (S. 48370) to appropriate the sum of $40,000 to the ¢ ( 
Pilgrims’ Memorial Association, to be used in erecting 
| incetown, Mass., a suitable memorial « ! 
Pilgrims, reported it with an amend t 
mitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| bill (S. 333) in regard to 2 monumental column to co 
the battle of Princeton, and appropriating $30,000 the 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report t 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committ j 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. to ( 
gambling in the Territories, asked to be discharged 
further consideration and that it be ref« 1 to the ¢ 
on Territories; which was agreed to. 
Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Pt B ! 
| Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 58 to « 
Government building at the town of Moscow, | 
with amendments, and submitted a report tl 
| Mr. WETMORD, from the Committee on t ] 
| were referred the following bills and 
| them severally without amendment 
| thereon: 
A bill (S. 38) for the erection of a 
Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. H 
A bill (S. 685) for the erection of a t tO 
ory of John Paul Jones; and . 
| A joint resolution (S. R. 1) for th 
to the memory of Dorothea Lynde Dix. 
Mr. WETMORBE, from the Com I ) 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R 
selection of a site for the erection of a ! \\ 
| ington, D. C., in honor of the late Her \ ta 
| fellow, reported it with an amendment, and su l rt 


thereon. 
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He also, from the Committee on Fublic Buildings and Grounds, 
to who: was referred the bill (S. 684)) providing for the eree- 
tien of a public building in the city of Quincy, Mass., reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6009) to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. STONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1694) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Carthage, Mo., reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Ile also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 4130) to authorize the Capital City Improve- 
ment Company, of Helena, Mont., to construct a dam across the 
Missouri River, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10697) providing for the 
issuance of patents for lands allotted to Indians under the 


Moses agreement of July 7, 1883, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a repert thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2701) providing for the issuance of patents for lands 
allotted to Indians under the Moses agreement of July 7, 1883, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3294) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Alton, Ill; and 

A bill (S. 1881) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Eureka, Cal. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2264) to provide for 
enlarging the public building at Roanoke, Va., in order to ac- 
commedate the United States courts, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4434) ceding a parcel or strip 
of land to the city of Hot Springs, Ark., for use as a publie 
street, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


[le also, from the Committee on the Library, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 111) to aid in the erection of a monument or me- 
morial at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the battle of 


the Revolution fought at that point between the colonial troops 
and Indians October 10, 1774; and 

\ bill (S. 1082) to aid in the erection of a statue of Commo- 
dore John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Monterey, Cal. 

Mr. PERKINS, from -the Committee on Fisheries, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1459) to encourage private salmon 
hatcheries in Alaska, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4128) permitting the building of a 
dam across the Red Lake River at or near the junction of 
Black River with said Red Lake River in Read Lake County, 
Minn., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
t] ) 


Luereoh, 
Mr. MILLARD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
ls, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1683) to provide 


Grounds, iv) 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 


thereon in the city of Kearney, State of Nebraska, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
nd Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1878) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
ihereon in the city of Provo, State of Utah, reported it with 

ents, and submitted a report thereon. 

ir. CLAY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4839) to amend section 4502 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to bonds and oaths of 
shipping commissioners, reported it without amendment, and 


ivi 
submitted a report thereon. 


FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES OF INDIANS. 

Mr CLAPP. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5976) to provide 
for the final disposition of the affairs of the Five Civilized 


Tribes in the Indian Yerritory, and for other purposes, to report 
it with amendments. 

I desire to state that under existing law the tribal relations 
of the live Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory will termi- 


nate a week from Saturday. Unless provision is made between 
now and then for the schools, they will all have to be closed ; 
and in addition to that, the question of the disposition of their 
property will be very much involved in doubt and uncertainty 
as to its legal status. On behalf of the committee, therefore, 
I ask the Senate to allow this bill to be brought up for consider- 
ation and action to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BAILEY. Before that order is made, Mr. President, I 
wish to state that I desire to examine that bill. I shall object 
to the order being made until I can examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas objects. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Minnesota will withdraw 
his request until to-morrow morning, and then move to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill, I do not know that I shall the: 
object. I simply want to examine it. 

Mr. CLAPP. Then I give notice that I shall renew the r 
quest to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is more than probable that I may 
readily assent to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Calendar. 

CUMBERLAND RIVER BRIDGE AT CARTHAGE, TENN. 


Mr. CLAY. I am instructed by the Committee on Commer 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4482) to amend an act 
titled “An act authorizing the construction of a bridge acr 
the Cumberland River at or near Carthage, Tenn.,” to report 
it without amendment. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill just reported by the Senator fro 
Georgia [Mr. CLtay] from the Committee on Commerce, b« 
Senate bill 4482. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t! 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes that the act 
named be so amended as to extend the time fer commencing t! 
construction of the bridge to one year and for its completion 
to three years from the date of the approval of the proposed : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, « 
Gered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


then 


The bill will be placed on t! 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the C 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 1 
lution submitted by Mr. CLarkK cf Wyoming on the 21st instant 
reported it favorably without amendment; and the resolut 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follow 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and is h« 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time as may be 1m 
sary to report such hearings and proceedings as may be had before s 
committee, or its subcommittees, in connection with matters perm 
before it, and to have.the same printed for its use, and that such ste: 
rapher be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


SCHOOL LAND AT ST, AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yesterday I submitted a report from 
the Committee on Public Lands, to accompany the bill (S. 1725) 
making provision for conveying in fee the piece or strip 
ground in St. Augustine, Fla., known as “ The Lines,” for sc! 
purposes. On an examination of the report as printed I find 
quite a serious error. I ask that that report may be withdr: 
and that the report I send to the desk may be substitut: 
place thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4626) granting an incr 
of pension to George H. Root; which was read twice by its | 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commi! 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4627) granting an increas 
pension to Jerry C. Bliss; which was read twice by its title. 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committe: 
Pensions, 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4628) providing that 
State of Wyoming be permitted to relinquish to the | 
States certain lands heretofore selected and to select other ! 
from the public domain in lieu thereof; which was read twi 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4629) granting an incress 
pension to Mary Jane Miller; which was read twice by its 
and, with the eccompanying paper, referred to the Com: 
on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced the following bills; which were 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Comm 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4630) granting a pension to Joseph Barton ; 


Without objection, it is so ordered 





L906. 


\ bill (S. 4631) granting an increase of pension to Harry S. 
e; and 
\ bill (S. 4652) granting a pension to Mary Talbott. 
Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 4633) authorizing Gov- 
unent assistance in the development and encouragement of 
ie-fiber silk and flax preparation and manufacture, and their 
duction and profitable home market in the United States, 
ler the supervision of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor; 
ich was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Manufactures. 
Ife also introduced a bill (S. 4634) granting an increase of 
sion to Charles Wescott; which was read twice by its title, 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
\ir. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 46385) to approve cer 
final proofs in the Chamberlain land district, South Da 
i; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 
‘ also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
| twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
rred to the Committee on Pensions: 
bill (S. 4636) granting an increase of pension to Henry R. 
J se: and 
bill (S. 4637) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
7 nerman, 
WETMORE introduced a bill 


(S. 
ease of pension to James F. McKenna; 
by its title, and, with the accompanying 
( \ittee on Pensions. 

Ir. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 4639) for the relief of 
estate of David R. Hubbard, deceased; which was read 
e by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

\ir. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 4640) for the relief of 
eph B. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ed to the Committee on Claims. 

\ir. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4641) to-establish a fish- 

( iral station in the State of Kansas; which was read twice 
ts title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

\ir. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 4642) to apply a portion 

of the proceeds of the public lands to the State normal schools 

the United States for the advancement of instruction in agri- 

( re and manual training; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

lle also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


4638) granting an in- 
which was read twice 
paper, referred to the 


on 
\’ ns: 
bill (S. 4643) granting an increase of pension to Druzilla 
bill (S. 4644) 
\ bill (S. 4645) 
lL) ; and 
ll (S. 4646) granting an increase of pension to Ruth E. 


\ il 


/ 


, er 
BACON introduced a bill (S. 4647) for the relief of the 
( e of W. J. Langston, deceased; which was read twice by 
tle, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 


mumittee on Pensions. 
REGULATION INTERSTATE 

KNOX. Mr. President, I introduce a bill to supplement 
imend the act to regulate commerce, which I ask may be 
‘ed to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, but, before 
ing the bill to the desk, I ask for unanimous consent to say 
rd in explanation of my reasons for offering this bill at so 
i date. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 

by the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none. 
Senator from Pennsylvania will proceed. 


OF COM MERCE. 


KNOX. Mr. President, it has been very generally re 
d and it is the fact that I have recently, upon request of 


ent persons interested in the rate regulation measures how 
ng before the Senate, submitted my views as to a provi 
vhich I deem essential to the certain constitutionality of 
ll passed by the House of Representatives. I presented my 
by taking out of the bill which I now offer section 5, and 
section can not be thoroughly understood independent of 
mtext. It is not my expectation that the bill which I now 
oduce will receive any further consideration from the com 
ee than they may choose to give it as throwing light upon a 
sion for review in the courts of the action of the Commis- 
and if it is of any assistance in that direction I shall be 
e than satisfied. 


he VICE-PRESIDENT, 
XL 178 


The Senator from Pennsylvania 





granting an increase of pension to Carah Van | 
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granting an increase of pension to Samuel L. | 


i648) granting a pension to | 
Lockney ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
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introduces a bill; which will be 











































read bv its title and rel re l 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the bill may be read in full 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks that the bill be read in full. The Secretary will read 
requested. 

The bill (S. 4649) to supplement and amend the act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, 
was read the first time by its title, and the second t t 
length, as follows: 

A bill (S. 4649) to supplement and amend tl} t « d “‘A 
regulate commerce,” appt 1 ke V LSS7 

Be it enacted etc., Ths j s f e 1 
to regulate commerce,” ; I $, 18% 1 of 
amendatory thereof or su eret ind t f 
act shall extend to all comn S i I 
the regulative power of Congress extends nder the ¢ 
the United States, by the transportation of persons p 
by railroad or by the transportation of perso or } erty 
railroad and partly by, water both are ed i 
carriage or shipment Said provisior shall a extend 
facilities and instrumentalities connected there 
lative power of Congress extends, whether ow l led 
carrier or not 

Sec. 2. That all charges made for an ered 
rendered in the transportation f 1 sons V sf I 
or in connection therewith, or the rece ng, d 
handling of such property, az 1 cha for es in 
connection with the receipt, tra t r delivery s! 
and reasonable; and all practice arrangem gulat 
agreements affecting the charges for trans) 1 of proj 
the incidents thereto, whether the same relate to the receipt 
transit, preservation, or delivery of property, o1 rvices 1 
expenses incurred in connection with the receipt, transfe 
preservation, or delivery thereof, shall be just and reaso1 ‘ 
every unjust or unreasonable charge, practice I t 
or discrimination in relation to any of the matter foresaid 
prohibited and declared to be unlawful 

Sec. 3. That any person, firm, corporation, or any 
sociation, mercantile, agricultural, or municipal se 
politic or municipal organization, complaining of 
omitted to be done in violation of the provisions of this act 
named in section 1 of this act by any common 
provisions of this act, either by said carrier alone or 
some other carrier, corporation, or person usil wh 
any instrumentality or facility of « merce subject 
of this act, may apply to the Interstate Commerce C« » 
tion stating concisely the facts in regard to the 1 
and thereupon the Commission | forward 
and others complained of a copy petition v ton 
the same in writing within a i en d 
Commission. 

Sec. 4. That whenever, after ful t h my 
said Commission shall determine ‘ ‘ 
practice whatsoever affecting the ul yn 
whatsoever as aforesaid, relating to any of th d 
transportation or incidents thereto, n t I 
justly discriminatory, or unduly | erenti 
wise in violation of any of th: s of i 
in section 1 of this act, it shall | t f ‘ 
and order what, in its judgment, i st ! 
remunerative rate or rates, cha ur ge 
be charged, imposed, or followed in place of 
or charges, regulation or practice declared it 
sonable, unjustly discriminatory, duly fer 
visions of any act referred to in se ee ets d I 
the Commission shall order a rate reduced rT reduced 
the maximum to be observed by the carrie and w t ( 
shall order a practice to be inged its ord ! 
carrier. 

When necessary to give effe t ( 
mission may also, after | t 
routes to and from points t en } t 
tained by the lines complained of t , a ! 
with some other line, and joint rate tl l 
prescribe the division of such 1 

Sec. 5. That the orders of t Col 
ment of money, shall take effect 
be prescribed by the Commission and 
time, not exceeding two ye a p 
Commission, unless ‘ cle { 
or set aside by order of a court in a 
order: but any carrier, person, or corpo tion 
affected by the decision ! ( 
cove red by the cor ‘ 
practi and ing eiti I t 1 Vv 
rights lay institute proceedin gainst f nant 
I ‘rstate Commer¢ Commission in t ircult * 
States for the district In ! i I ! 

irl s that were parti to t plair ! 

urt of equity, to have h questions deter i 
hall the lawfulness of 1 ord ju 
ings the court shall have power to make ke t 
parties from any part of the United States 
tive to evidens id | dings un t 
shall be applicable Pro howe I { 
sion reducing a rate shall be set 
decree of the <« irt without re 
or sufficient bond to secure to the parties 
ment, if the Commi ion’s order is s tained 
the carrier in exeess of the rate fixed the ¢ 
shall determine in ich interlocutory de 
pursued by the parties pending th t 
right of repayment certain and effe 

Sec. 6. That the defense in all 
by the United States district attorne ‘ 
is brought, under the direction of t ‘ ed 
States, and the costs and expens« Lele Rt 
the appropriation for the expenses of the f the United St 








0, Which shall take effect 
j ] > courts of 


einbefore proviaed for 





costs of 


n to the circu 
carrier has its principal office, 
> line of such car! 
i ' mandamus, 











arising under this 


_the c ire euit 





order made 
ing in part over lroad or 
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companies operating 
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irisdi 
uforce the 
country 


> court having jr 
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suspension 
he condition that the 


littee on byl sieser ar Commerce. 
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amendment 
purchase of suitab 
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laboratory 
preservative 


referred to 
lered to be printed. 
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mission, as here- 
‘iers, parties thereto, 
deena within 


on shall — 

rate to be 

as part. of 
the United 
review of original 
ion bound by any 
shall, at any time 
y the same, it or he 
y of the continuance 
suit, shall be 


debt in the proper 
thereto the Com- 
the United States 
or for any 


ier may be located, 
injunction, or 


act in which the 
sion is a party an 


hall lie only to the 
days from the entry 
supersedeas of the de- 


shall in- 
lines of any 
passing in 
the United States, 


ission 


with respect to 
bserved, it shall be 
tion, in addition 


order against 
and in part 
movement thereof 
terms of the 


ve effect to the provisions of this act 
‘ ion of this ac 

is required to execute or 
l special 
2 power to administer 


, or acts which the 
enforce, the 
agents or exam- 


. / 5 e state Commerce Com- 
y this act are acuenees to those it now possesses. 


be referred to the 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 
proposing to appro- 
le ground in the 


Dis- 
f a building to be 


for experiments in 


construction and 
him to the agri- 
the Com- 


LANDS. 
I gave the other 
for 


Committee of the | 
roposes to purchase | 
Mun Zz and 
Philiy ppine islands, 


Villanueva, lying 


and upon which the 


70 000 


tted to a vote, I 


- from Massachusetts what is the 


‘ther it is suited 


also to have some | 


» extreme south- 


la rors 
idise 





are found to be 

Japanese coal, 
ice plant, 
Islands, besides 
by war ships 
other purposes. 


are believed to be | 


al to the Govern- 
harbor there for 


di 


19 


the law 
be good. 


possession of those titles by those private holders 
cripples the use of these large extensive tracts belonging to | 
United States, which lie just in the 


say, to the extreme southeast of Luzon. 
dimension. 
value is in the 


Government | 
been discovered | 
ing the past two | 





| tinue to hold those islands as a matter of trust—a tr 


rec tly across | 
down to 
offi- 
Those 
red many years before we acquired the islands. 
ri green has an option to purchase those islands, 

i If we do not pur- 
icrease, as the 


| shall gradually drift, without knowing it, into the pe! 
| occupancy and holding of those islands. 
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practic 


rear. 
The bill simply provides for the extinguishment of those tit! 


It was unanimously reported from the committee in the Ho 
It passed the House without a roll call, on a division, by n 
than four to one. 
tee here. 
make 
makes no provision for the use of the land, whether by leasing 
or sale, but simply puts the Government in a position where jt 
can avail itself of the land. 
diately, we shall probably have to pay more for the titles. 


It is unanimously reported from the com: 
It seems to be undoubtedly necessary to protect a), 
available this property of the Government. The 


If the bill is not passed im 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I would inquire of the Senator f 


Massachusetts whether he can give us the area and population 
of the island, approximately. 


Mr. LODGE. It is a very small island indeed, lying, as | 
It is 5 by 10 mile 
There is a very small population there. The « 
coal. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. 
Mr. WARREN. 
Mr. LODGE. 


How far does it lie from Luzon? 
Four hundred and fifty miles from Mani| 
Four hundred and fifty miles from Manila, 


cause it is on the other side of the island, off the extreme south- 
east coast. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. How near is it to the coast of Luzon? 
Mr. LODGE. I should think it is 10 miles. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Did I understand the Senator to s it 


has a good harbor? 





Mr. LODGE. Yes; an excellent harbor. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Capable 
Mr. LODGE. Capable of taking vessels of any size, so that 


merchant vessels can coal there. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is one further question I should 
like to ask the Senator, and that is whether this island 
the way from San Francisco to Luzon—the way, of ¢ 
usually pursued by Army transports. 

Mr. LODGE. It was stated that it would be possible for 
Army transports to coal there on their way to and from Manila. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask whether the Senator h 
quired at all as to the adaptability of this island as a 
base, a commercial base, and a coaling station; as a link i 
comumercial system, in ease we should conclude to abandon 
Philippine Islands? 

Mr. LODGE. Well, Mr. President, the committee has n 
sidered the island from the point of view of the ultimate 
sition of the Philippines. It has only considered that her 
a large Government property which would be of no use 
we could extinguish these claims, and it was obviously a go 
business proposition. The bill was introduced by the § 
from Wyoming {Mr. WARREN], who has been in the Phil 
It is strongly approved by the Senator from Ida! 
Dusots], whom I do not see in his seat for the moment 
they have much greater knowledge of the local circun 
than I have. There has been no opposition to it that 
aware of. 

Mr. BACON. I believe it is a fact that this is the fi 
covery of coal in those islands, is it not? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; and investigations, I will say to t - 
ator from Georgia, have been made most thoroughly by an 
of the Army, Lieutenant Wigmore, which occupied n l 
year 

Mr. BACON. There is none on the island of Luzon? 

Mr. LODGE. No. This deposit is very valuable 
accessible, and can be used both for mercantile and 
mental purposes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Is it not a fact that there are 
deposits on the island of Cebu? 

Mr. LODGE. We are not so informed. Moreover, we 
own the island of Cebu, and we already own the coal n 3 
on this island. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I do not intend t 
the bill. On the contrary, I am in favor of it. But I 
eall the attention of the Senate to one proposition, and 3, 
that we will be called upon before long to determine a @ 
poliey regarding the Philippine Islands, whether we sh , 


civilization, a trust for the Filipino people, according 
declarations made at the time the treaty with Spain w 
fied, according to the declarations of the Democratic | 
eording to the declarations of the leaders of the Re a 
party, including President Roosevelt himself—or wh ve 


a 


It seems to me to be absolutely essential that we sb ie 
termine that within a very reasonable time, for I imagine ‘hat 





1906. 


we should dispose of those islands, as the resolutions passed | vious. 


the time of the treaty was ratified declared, in the best inter- 
ests of the Filipino people and in the best interests of the peo- 
. of the United States, we would continue to hold a coaling 
tion and a naval and commercial base somewhere in those 
nds, either one or more. It is of the highest importance 
that we should determine now what that naval base is to be, 
for in the near future we shall be called upon for appropria- 
us approximating nearly $30,000,000 for the purpose of im- 
proving either the harbor for an entrepot in Subig Bay or at 
Cavite, near Manila. It would be well for us to consider 
ether this particular island, of small area, of small popula- 
tion, and possessed of a magnificent harbor, will not satisfy the 
demands of our Navy and of our commerce better than either 
jig Bay or Manila Bay, and whether or not the fortifications 
| improvements which will have to be constructed in the 
r future should not be located upon this island, which, in 
tion to the advantage of a great harbor, has the advantage 
ige deposits of coal which will supply the needs of both 
Navy and our merchant marine. 

While I was in the Philippine Islands last summer I observed 
{ the sentiment of the Army officers was gradually drifting 
he direction of fortifying Cavite instead of Subig Bay. It 
imitted in either case that the sum which will be expended 
| amount to at least $30,000,000, and I have heard it stated 
the fortifications necessary to properly defend those islands 
the improvements in harbors essential for our Navy and 

( verchant marine will approximate nearer $100,000,000, 
» question is whether we shall pursue the policy of drift- 
as we are doing now, or whether we shall take counsel 
r ourselves and determine now, regardless of the question 


of the future disposition of the islands, where this naval and 
‘ ercial base shall be. Obviously the wise thing to do will 
] 


» locate this naval and commercial base where it will serve 
r purpose, where it will serve our purpose-in case we con- 
clude to permanently hold on to the islands, and where it will 
ve our purpose in case we conclude to turn over the islands 
l‘ilipino people. 
Mr, LODGE. Mr. President 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| to the Senator from 
NEWLANDS. 


Does the Senator 
Massachusetts? 
I yield. 


from Nevada 


} LODGE. I merely wish to ask a favor of the Senator. 
nearly 2 o’clock, in which case the bill will fail. There 
objection to it. The Senator himself does not oppose it. 


ill allow the bill to pass, then of course I shall be happy 
ld the floor. 

NEWLANDS. Do I understand that 
dd after 2 o'clock? 

LODGE. At 2 o'clock the unfinished business comes up, 
he bill can not be further considered. 

NEWLANDS. I deemed this a very opportune time to 
attention of the Senate to this subject, and I do not 
ien another such opportunity will arise. 

LODGE. I will say to the Senator that I have another 
ere, equally unopposed, to alter the system of accounts 
admission of cotton textiles into the Philippine Islands, 

he can make his speech on that bill. 
GALLINGER. And on the Philippine tariff bill. 
LODGE. Then I have the Philippine tariff bill, coming 
later, on which he will have an opportunity, I am afraid, 
ke a great many speeches. 
NEWLANDS. I understand, of course, that it very 
nt that this bill should pass now, as I believe the option 
on the Ist of March. 
LODGE. The option expires in a few days. 
NEWLANDS. I will detain the Senate but two or three 
I simply want to give point to what I have already 
imely, that it important we should determine now 
this naval base shall be, and we should determine where 
he, so that it will serve either purpose—so it will serve our 
‘in case we propose to leave the islands and to turn over 
ernment to their own people, and so that it will 
rpose if we propose to retain the islands. 

the difficulty about Cavite—and we are drifting into 

ipropriations at Cavite—is that if hereafter we conclude 

e the islands to the government of their own people we 
hen lose every dollar invested at Cavite, whereas if we 
the money either in Subig Bay or in the island of Batan, 
i retain either Subig Bay or the island of Batan as a naval 
inmercial base. 
ourse, 


the bill can not be 


( re 
} 


‘i 


is 


Is 


serve 


Subig 


tay has not the same advantages, except 


ly in location. that the island of Batan has, for the advan- 
f our holding an island that is entirely cut off from the 
ind, limited in area and with a limited population, is ob- 
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235) 
If we are to have base r our N | for 

chant marine throughout the world it part of our n | | 
commercial system, the less people hive ttnched to th Be 
the better. That was the great advantage the Ilawa l a 
Islands. The importance of those islands was ly 1 by 
everybody, and the great advantage we had was that there w 
attached to them only a small and insignificant populat 

I contend that although we want a naval e and ) ! | 
base in the Orient, we want with it few people attached t 
as possible. We want an ideal commercial ar val | ' 
as there is at Hongkong, separated by iter f t hic e of 
China, and with as few people attached to 1 \\ 

| do not want a naval base with 7,000,000 people attached to 
we will have attached to it if we permanently 1 n the | 
pines. 

It seems to me that the time to consider this quest 
and that we should not drift adually into the 
large sums of the public money in places where we 
lutely be compelled to surrender the improves When 
render the islands. 

Subig Bay is in the north part of Luzon, 1 ! iI 
than Manila. It has an incomparable harbor. It ha 
surrounding country almost no population. It | 
the adjoining country by a high range of mounta 
easily defended. 

It seems to me that either Subig Bay or the nd of B 
has a great advantage over Cavite; and if Congress 4 
consider this question we will find that in the Army approm 
tion bills we will be gradually drifting into enorn 
tures at Cavite. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the 
and passed. 

CLASSIFICATION OF TEXTILES IN THE PHI NE TAR 

Mr. LODGE. I now call up the bill (1H. R. 18104) 
an act entitled “An act to revise and amend the Py 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purpose ip! 1 Nin 
3, 1905. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for ‘ 
formation of the Senate 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 « 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the u ‘ 
which is House bill 12707. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask unanimou . 
finished business be temporarily laid aside until 
is considered, provided it does not provoke d 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator fr Indi 
unanimous consent that the unfinished busing be te 
laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered | 
jection to the present consideration of the bill 
been read? 

There being no objection, the bill was co dered ‘ 
mittee of the Whok 

The bill was reported to the Ser té vith if ‘ 
dered to a third reading, read the third time | 

PUNISHMENT FOR HAZID AT NAVAI 

Mr. HALE. I should like to 
Senate bill 3809 It is the bill know: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sen: 
unanimous consent for the present consid 
will be read 

Mr. HALE. I do not expect that the ) 
any debate, and it is very iportant tl 

The VICE-PRESIDENT hi ‘ 
mation of the Senate 

The Secretary read the |} 1 «S S00 ‘ne 
the Secretary of the Navy n | ad I t lis 
shipmen from the I nited State Na \ | 
the procedure and punishment 1 trial 
academy: and, there being no objection, the Senate, ; ( 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded 1 ts col | 

Che bill was reported from Committee on Naval Af 
with amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT I first ! 1 | 
the committee will be stated. 

Mr. TELLER Mr. President. it 
uuderstand fully such bill 1 from he rr 
desk. I should like to ask e \irman 
Senator from Maine, if it is line with t 
dent concerning this matter 
that I ought to ask if the 1 It o ? 
but I ask if it is in line with it T! 
more about what is in the | 

Mr. HALE. The bill, which was repo | 








tee and which is now before the Senate, was perfected by the 
committee on consultation with the Secretary of the Navy be- 


fore the President's letter; but it contains all the suggestions 
which were afterwards made by the President, and possibly 
something more. The letter of the President to the chairmen of 
the two Committees on Naval Affairs was after the bill had 
been perfected by the committee in consultation with the Sec- 


retary of the Navy. 

I will say that the whole sum and substance of the bill is 
that it provides what has never been before provided for, a 
gradation of punishment. It has been found by an examina- 
tion of old statutes that upon court-martial or upon any pro- 
ceeding touching misdemeanors and offenses at Annapolis, there 
is but one iron rule, and that is dismissal. There is no discre- 
tion. The offense may be slight, it may be trivial, it may al- 
most be excusable, but tne rule of punishment is stern and un- 
yielding; it must be dismissal. 

This bill, which was prepared by the committee in full con- 


sultation with the Secretary of the Navy, provides that upon 
minor offenses the discretion is left to adjust the punishment. 
If a boy at Annapolis has been guilty of some slight infraction 
and it is not a clear, glaring case of insubordination, the Sec- 
retar on consultation with the Superintendent, may adjust 
the punishment. He may grade it; he may provide that there 
shall } ertain demerit marks or that the offending party shall 
be subject to his adjudication upon the real facts of the case. 

I think the bi] ought to pass. The subject has excited a 
great deal of attention. It is intended to remove what is at 
present a very important and troublesome difficulty. If you 
must give the extreme punishment in all cases it is difficult to 


punishment. The bill is drawn upon that theory. It 
is left to the discretion of the Secretary on consultation with 
the Superintendent. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I understand it contains something 
more than merely the question of hazing, that is to say, an 
offense different from hazing, may be punished as the Secretary 
of the Navy thinks proper. 

Mr. HALE. No; that is not comprehended in the bill. The 
bill defines what hazing is—the exercise of improper power by 
one person or one class upon another. Perhaps an amendment 
may be offered, but the committee does not report anything in 
the bill except in relation to hazing, and it defines what haz- 
ing is. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he believes 
that the bill will prevent hazing in its present condition? 

Mr. HALE. I think the agitation and the investigation of this 
subject will operate very much as the investigation into the con- 
ditions at West Point did some years ago, and that practically 
hazing will disappear. If I did not believe that I would have 
very little faith in the bill. I think in connection with the pub- 
lic feeling which has been manifested and the desire of Congress 
to thing that shall relieve the situation, the influence 
upon the midshipmen and the officers there will be such that haz- 
ing will practically disappear. That is the hope and belief of what 
will result not only from this bill but from the agitation in the 
country that has come up. 

Mr. TELLER. I may be in error, but I am impressed with 
the idea that largely the fault of the continuous hazing in that 
is due to the indifference which the officers of the school 
exhibit and feel toward what I think is a very serious offense. 


get any 


do some 


school 
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Mr. HALE. The Senator is right there; and a provision in 
the bill covers that very thing. 

Mr. TELLER. I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Secretary would read that provision | 
of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine kindly 
indicate the portion of the bill he wishes to have read? 

Mir. TILLMAN. It is section 4. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; section 4—an amendment of the committee 
to section 4. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
qu | 

| SECRETARY. Amend section 4 by inserting, after the word 
“entitled,” in line 19, the following proviso: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty of every professor, assistant pro- 
fess acade! officer or instructor, as well as every other officer sta- 
ti 1 at the United States Naval Academy, to promptly report to the 
superintendent thereof any fact which comes to his attention tending 
to indicate any violation by a midshipman or midshipmen of any of the 
provisions of this section. 

Mr. HALE. That amendment was deemed by the committee 


as very important, and it covers the suggestion of the Senator 
from Colorado. I do not think the bill would be complete with- 
out that provision being included. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I only want to say that I have 
not had an opportunity to look at this bill. I think the condi- 
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tion some years ago at West Point was simply disgraceful. | 
believe that was dealt with and that, substantially, hazing }).5 
ceased at that place. If the officers of any of these institutio:s 
take hold of hazing as they ought to do, it could be stopped 
without any statute. I am glad the committee have reporto) 
something in this direction, for the condition at Annapolis 
simply disgraceful, and I think the feeling has been pretty sti 
that we had either to stop that practice or else we ough 
dismantle the institution. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I just came into the C) 
ber when this bill was being discussed by the Senator { 1 
Maine [Mr. Hare]. I do not know precisely what the | 
sions of the bill may be, nor whether it is the only bill w! 
will be taken up for discussion on this subject. This bill seems 
to be directed only to the matter of the punishment of ha 
and not for the determination of what shall be consider 
hazing, although I think there is a section which denomi y 
what hazing shall be. 

Mr. President, the point I want to make is this: I des ) 
see amended either the law as it now exists or some oth 
that shall pass this Congress, which will provide that any | 
who submits to hazing, willingly submits to it, shall al 
dismissed. We attempt, Mr. President, to send to these : 
mies the very best of our young men. We are educating th 
the Government expense for soldiers and sailors. I know i I. 
having authority to recommend any young man, would ney 
a moment recommended one who I thought would submit, 
any circumstances, to any of the hazings which we have 
discussed in the papers, and if I thought he was of such « 
acter that he would do so, I should consider that he would be 
absolutely unfit as an American soldier or sailor. These boys 
are educated at the Government’s expense. The intent is to 
procure good men and brave men, and I do not feel that 
boy who will submit willingly to the indignities that we bh 
heard of in reference to hazing should be educated at all at the 
Government’s expense. I do not believe that he should ly 
an officer of the American Army or the American Navy. 

Whatever bill or law we may have upon this subject, I 
hope that it would affect the hazee, if he is a willing one, : 
as the hazer. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the Senator from Nevada 





moment. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the suggestion of the Senator 


from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper] discloses to me what is 
the danger of our attempting to go too far in this matter. The 
dill reported by me from the Committee on Naval Affairs is : 
conservative bill. It does not introduce any such element 
have been suggested by the Senator who has just sat do 
because the committee did not believe it wise in this bill to got 
extremes, but thought it better to provide a gener 
defining hazing, including the responsibilty of the offi 

the institution, which is very great, and then leaving the | 
ishment to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy wu 
ference with the Superintendent of the Naval Academy. 

were other extreme suggestions brought before the con 

but we did not believe it wise under present conditions 
body them, and I doubt whether it would be wise now i 
bill, which is intended to remedy existing conditions, to | 
porate any further and extreme provisions. 

I now yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to inquire 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] whether it would not 
sible to incorporate into this bill a provision relative 
men who have already been convicted, so that this 
operate on them just as it will upon those who comm 
offenses in the future. 

In this connection, let me say that Mr. Coffin, who is z 
midshipman recently dismissed from the Naval Acade! : 
court-martial proceedings, is a resident of my State. I! 
son of a lady, the widow of an eminent lawyer of t! 
who died a few years ago, and she has had a hard : 

Her hopes are wrapped up in this boy at the Naval 
who has committed this offense of hazing, a common 
there, I understand. When charged with it, he ad: 
with candor, he attempted no subterfuge or concealm 
pleaded guilty. There was no alternative whatever, 
missal necessarily followed. 

This legislation arises, as I understand, from the in 
that the punishment provided by existing law is too 
While the punishment of dismissal may be required 
cases it is not necessarily required in all cases. I ask ! 3 
remedial legislation, if it ig passed, it would not be a 
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lieve this young gentleman from the operation of the existing 
and leave him at the academy subject to punishment for his 
ense by the Superintendent of the academy. If his offense 
rrants dismissal let dismissal follow; if his offense warrants 
lider punishment, then let him be punished under this law. I 
- the Senator whether an amendment could not be inserted 
that effect? 
Mr. HALE. I am very glad the Senator has made that in- 
ry. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I want to say in this con- 
tion that there is a similar case from my own State to that 
ch has been referred to by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
NewLANpbs], of a young man by the name of De Saussure, whose 
her is a widow, and whose case appeals to me very strongly. 
I am, however, unwilling to join with the Senator from Nevada 
sking the Senate to take any action, for the simple reason 
{ the President, in the exercise of his supreme authority in 
such cases, has already seen fit to pardon certain of these young 
1 who had been convicted and expelled. As he has put his 
i to the plow, I am willing for him to continue. 
ut I want to call attention to the fact that, in my judgment, 
the present unfortunate situation at Annapolis is due entirely 
{ ieddling on the part of the Senate and the House of Repre- 
tatives and of the Executive in the affairs of the academy 
some years ago. 
\Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator leaves that point, I wish 
k does the pardoning of a midshipman restore him to his 
ormer position? 
Mr. TILLMAN. If the pardon so says. I saw that some 
hipman had been pardoned and had rejoined his class and 
graduated the other day. 
Mr. HALE. A pardon is an obliteration. 
Mr. SPOONER. It is oblivion. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I so understand, but it does not restore a 
midshipman to his position in his class, does it? 
Mr. HALE. In some instances. 
Ir. HOPKINS. A pardon is simply a forgiveness of the 


r. SPOONER. If the sentence is only dismissal, and that is 
there is to the pardon, his offense is obliterated. 
Mr. HALE. Yes., 
ir. SPOONER. The punishment is obliterated, but if the 


I was dismissed and was also sentenced to a term in the 
penitentiary, as officers of the Army and Navy have been, the 
pardon may go only to the remission of his imprisonment. 


\ir. HOPKINS. But suppose it does not go to the extent that 
dismissed from the service and prohibited from ever hold- 
¢ an office of trust under the Federal Government, as most of 
these convictions are, as I understand, would the pardon in 
{ instance not only permit him to have all the rights and 
leges of an American citizen, but, in addition to that, re 
e him to his position in his class? 
TILLMAN. If the Senator will pardon me, I will un 
( ke to say, without examination, that merely to be dismissed 
no stigma on a young man at all. He merely loses the 
rtunity of a lifetime to become a naval officer. It is only 
2 man is dishonorably discharged from the Army or Navy 
‘ loses his citizenship and becomes something of a Pariah 
t regard. As I understand the situation now, those young 
vlo are under sentence of dismissal have no hope of any 
Ss or any opportunity for restoration unless the President 
pardon them or unless the Congress may meddle again, as 
some years back, and which, as I say, in my judgment, 
| the very condition now existing, which we are seeking 
ly by this legislation. ° 
nind Senators that three or four years ago—I do not re 
rw far back, but very recently—several midshipmen were 
ed for very extreme cases of hazing, some of them brutal, 
e friends of the victims in this body made appeals on this 
nd the President was appealed to, and, being naturally 
e in the direction of giving “a square deal,” or something 
t sort, he sent messages down here urging Congress to take 
for the relief of those young men; and I attribute the 
ik of hazing, or the revival of it and the spread of it 
to flow from that Executive interference and the inter- 
e on the part of Congress in dealing with the discipline 
there, 
bill, as I understand it, has for its purpose, first, the 
tion of hazing, and, seeondly, to put it in the power of the 
ntendent and the faculty there, together with the Secre 


tary of the Navy, to grade the punishm: 
; in other words, not 
who is guilty 
might be, should have his head chop). 


of hazing 


to have an 


been only some innocent amusement like m« 
If it is hazing, punish him 

of the offense; and if it is : 
tality and the lack of that civil charac 
to a naval officer, let him be dismissed. 
to meddle in this thing here except to | 
President exercise, as he has already exercised, 
his discretion to restore those young men 
the heels out in the cold, if he sees fit. 
flesh of one and fish of another, he must have 
for it; but I feel sympathy for his action in taking st 
igate the punishment and not cut off those young m« 
career of usefulness and honor. 

I hope that we shall not put in this bill some : 
visions that will encourage those 
hazing and have them say, “Oh, no matt 
President and the Congress will step in and relieve 
can go along with our devilment just as we se¢ 
be the end of it.” 

Mr. HALE. 
[Mr. TILtMAn] 
The purpose of the committee is to have a pra 
will operate an effectual good. 

I call the attention of the 
LANDS], who is an old, experienced, and caret 
the undesirability of trying to make 
Looking at it, or tryin 
way, I suppose if the bill passes 
with this distinctive proposition of the gradation 
providing no iron rules, no Procrustean bed, that 
will, in a way, take that as a monition of wh 
and in cases that have 
he will exercise the pardoning power, which 
tive, largely in conformity 
the will of Congress as shown in the bill. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HALE. 
NEWLANDS. a 
right there that in this very case the I 
willing to pardon Mr. 
discretion, 


in at times. 


fellows down th 


fit, and th 


Mr. President, the Senator from South Ca 


cal measure th 


retroactive. 


Congress is; 


Mr. President 


Certainly. 


punishment 
The only remedy, 
far as Mr. Coffin is concerned, i 
him to his old place; 
out, the dismissal would 
then be at liberty to administer the 
If his conduct 
President would doubtless dismi 
as to require a less punishment, he 
less punisbment, such as reductior 


seems to me 
to the cases already 
discretion he will apply to cases 


very hard not to 


time carry out the inten 


important that the bill should 


knowledge 
everybody 
with great care and reported it 
interfered with 
other House, it will effectuate ; 
HOPKINS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the Senator from 

Mr. HALP. 
HOPKINS. 


72s 


and passes, 


President 


Certainly. 


Committee 
of one of these cadets by 
aside from the one suggeste: 
NEWLANDS |}. 
intelligent members of the 
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He had a trial and was recommended for dismissal. The class 
in which he should have graduated has been graduated from 
the academy, and he has been hung up by that trial. If this 
bill becomes a law and it is left for the President to do as 
suggested by the chairman of the Naval Committee, I should 


like to know what effect that will have upon the young man from 
my State’? 
Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that I do not know. 


The committee did not think it wise to go into the general ques- 
tion of what shall be the extent of the pardoning power; 
but it did think it wise to establish as the law that extreme 
punishment as now visited upon every offending cadet, however 


light his offense, should not be inflicted, and that it should be 
left in the discretion of the Department. The committee did 
not go into the question—it was, I think, not called upon to 


go into the question—of the extent and result of the pardoning 
power. If we undertake to deal with that, we shall never get 
a bill to suit everybody. There are cadets from my State that 
are greatly interested and their friends are greatly interested 
in the proceedings of the courts-martial and their sentences, but 
I do not think it advisable because of that that the committee 
should report a bill that will cover a particular case. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HALE. I do. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to state to the Senator from Maine, 
and also the Senator from Illinois, that the pardoning power 
is a constitutional power that inheres in the ovice of the Pres 


idency, and any legislation we might enact could not divest the 
President of the power or in any way change his right to grant 
a pardon. 

Mr. HALE. That is what the committee thought. 

Mr. NELSON And the President has full power, notwith 
standing any legislation that we might enact here, if he wishes 
to grant a pardon, and our saying so by legislation would not 
give him additional power. 


Mr. HALE. That was the view of the committee. 

‘ir. HOPKINS. There is no question as to the correctness 
of the position taken by the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
NELSO but that does not meet the proposition. Of course, 
the President h the constitutional power to pardon one of 
these young men who has been dismissed from the Naval 
\eandemy or to pardon a man charged and convicted of crime. 
But the point that I am getting at is as to what effect that 
pardon will have upon the fortunes of the young man who has 
been dismissed from the academy. 

The suggestion was made by some Senators here that the 
pardon by the President would restore the young man to his 
position in the ela Having some doubts about that myself, 
I appealed to the longer experience of the Senator from Maine, 
who has charge of naval affairs in the Senate, to get his judg 
ment to the effect of a Presidential pardon. The reason I 
did that was beeause the Senator from Maine suggested to the 
Senator from Nevada that it is unnecessary to amend this bill; 
that the eadets who have been dismissed could be taken care 
of by the pardoning power; but if it shall turn out that the 
pardoning power is simply to relieve them from the disabili 
ties of a conviction, without restoring them to their rank in 
their class, then there are some of these young men who cer 
tainly ought to be protected by legislation of Congress if we 
are to ¢ t into law the bill that is now proposed by the chair- 
man of the Naval Committee. 

Mr. GAULINGER and Mr. TILLMAN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield? 

Mr. HALE. 1 yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in connection with this 
unfortun condition of things at Annapolis, a young man 
from State, bearing the name of Stephen Decatur, a name 
that well known in the annals of our country, has been dis- 
missed from the academy. He was tried for hazing and not 
convicted; he was then tried for encouraging hazing and was 
convicted and dismissed. There is not a citizen of my State 
who does not want that young man to become an officer of the 
Navy lie stood sixth in his class, and would have been gradu 
ated in a few weeks had not this unfortunate thing happened 
to him. \s a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I 
felt extremely anxious that, if it could be done in the bill 


that is now under consideration, some provision should be made 
whereby that young man and others similarly situated might 
have relief. 

It seems very hard that those young men should suffer, and 
that other young men who are in the class below them, some 
of them doubtless equally guilty of hazing, should by legisla 
tion be placed beyond the power of summary dismissal; but 
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yet, as a member of that committee, I was fully persuaded t! 
it was impracticable, and very. likely impossible, to do a: 
thing by legislation to alleviate the condition that Decatur »; 
others are now in. For that reason I gave my consent to h: 
this bill reported, feeling that it was a step in the right di: 
tion. It is recommended by our most excellent Secretary 
the Navy, and, beyond a question, it will result in a very mi 
better condition of things so far as the administration of 
Naval Academy is concerned. I join, Mr. President, in 
hope of the chairman of the committee that the bill may 
passed. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Ha: 
shire yield to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to ask the Senator from 
Hampshire if he believes that granting a pardon to any of 1 
young men who have already been dismissed would restore 1 
to the position they occupied before they were dismissed ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, Mr. President, it can no 
store the men who were about to gradute to their class, bec: 
as in the instance of young Decatur, their class may have g1 
ated. Whether or not it would enable them to take their 
in the academy in the next class that will be graduated | 
not prepared to say. It has been suggested to me that a pa 
would not even give them that privilege. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to say to the Senator that I 
good deal of attention to that branch of the case whe 
of John Paul Miller was under consideration. Ie 
dismissed on account of the court-martial finding against 
I went before the President, and the President granted a 
don in his case before the dismissal was approved by the 
retary of the Navy. From my investigation of the case | 
lieve that, after a court-martial finds against a cadet 

United States Naval Academy and the finding is approv 
the Secretary of the Navy, the granting of a pardon w 

restore him to his position in the United States Naval Ac 

Mr. GALLINGER. If that be so—and I am inclined to t 
it is correct—the Senator will agree with me that no legi 
that we could enact here would of a certainty reach tha 
much as we might desire it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should think not. We certainly 
not restore him to his class, for, as I have stated, his cla 
graduated. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
shire yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I beg leave to differ with the Senat 
New Hampshire upon that proposition. I think that a p 
worded paragraph in this bill can reach just such case 
one of the cadet from Nevada and the cadet from Illin 
that Congress can restore these young men to their posit 
their classes, or if they are in the position of Mr. Mille: 
class has graduated, that Congress can authorize their d 
to be given to them and restore them to their position 
Navy. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
shire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to conclude. I was 
going to add that I will not enter into a controversy as 
far Congress can relieye the disabilities under which | 
men like Decatur are now placed. I am not clear about 
on that point I would defer to the better judgment of 
tinguished lawyers who are discussing the bill. Cer 
there is any means of relief for these young men I hop 
be invoked. 

Mr. McCREARY. 





a 
case 


{ 


Before the Senator from New Ha 
takes his seat I want to call his attention to a bill ¢ 
passed at the last session, I believe. I think three yor 
had been dismissed and there was a bill passed to rest 
to the position in the Army that they would have held 
not been dismissed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I recall that legislation, but bef: 
young men were restored by Congress they were pard 
the President. I wish simply to add that, after due « 
tion of this matter, I fully coincide with. the view 
chairman of the committee holds, that we had better | 
bill, and then, if the other question is to be taken up, ! 
taken up later on in a separate measure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the President has 
acted in one or two cases—perhaps there were three, I 
recall the exact number—and granted clemency, thereb; 
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those young men. I want to say to the Senator from IIli ng. Then they may disn h t to 
hat I am as deeply concerned about a young man from my | board of trustees of the 
Mr. De Saussure, as he can possibly be about his friend. | Provided. That before exer 

[ do not want to go from bad to worse, and keep on undo ferred the said retal 

here by legislation what is attempted to be done at the | M\GS®!pman of his reasons for 


lemy in the way of discipline. I contend that the present | man ao aan oo cide td a ofa 
rtunate condition is due entirely to the interference by the | as may be fixed the 1 Seere 
cutive and Congress in restoring those young men, because | sake Bopere a be n ! 
judlin sentiment, or pity, or charity, or something like that. | con't ither H aie of th er 


int to make the point that it is a reflection upon the 
dent to say you think he will grant a pardon in certain in 
es and refuse it in others of an identical character, unless | ynyti, rec itly, at least d at A 
e be mighty good grounds for it. If young De Saussure is | paying which fitts ' 
irdoned, or if the friend of the Senator from Lllinois is not | 
ned, or if the friend of the Senator from Nevada is not 
loned, the President of the United States will stand in the | 
to be criticised if the facts in the cases which he has par | of hazing Orig nally, years : tv ' ticed 
ed are similar to those in the cases he does not pardon. I wen ' 
| 
| 
| 
| 


I have felt con derable te 
it has been exhibited botl 


exhibition at Annapol re I ! 


have ever known or ever he lt of with refer to t 


) ) ; every college in the country, but it 
willing to leave it with him in regard to all these past mat 

ters, and feel we can do no more now than to pass the bill seel 
to remedy this condition of insubordination and hazing, | 


buffoon way, to have a little 


On the contrary, they now treat 


I have a great deal of the same f that tl 
1 we are all trying to do, hopeful that hereafter there will | North Dakota (Mr. Me if I 04 
thing of this sort come to us, but that in any case the | py phovs to either of the amd ,] ’ 
ment will be according to the grievousness of the offense | jjq not fight. I would feel cline 

will not have the hide-bound rule which causes expul ivier those circumst 

‘any reason whatever. et hold of a club would be é‘ at ' 


TELLER. Mr. President, I have had no opportunity to | he would be justified in 


it the bill until within the last few moments. I find it | he had it in his hand While ] ) 
es a very radical change in the existing law. The present | not believe you will ever do it by | 
juires these young men to be tried by court-martial. ‘The | yntil the fine ultv of the college det i 
bill provides that they may be tried by a court-martial be practiced and there knowled on 1 ' f 
o that the Secretary of the Navy may dismiss them with- | that every young n who engas f 
‘ trial. The dismissal provided for does not depend upon | himself the condemnation of t! f , ‘ 
| never get rid of hazing hen y 
SPOONER. It may. mu have at Annapolis, that 


Mr. TELLER. It may, but it does not. Here is the provision: | fied in saying, almost ¢ 


t the Secretary of the Navy shall have the power and authority, be done Until you 


retion. to dismiss at any time from the United States Naval | I will take any ste py f ‘ 
any midshipman whose continued presence at the academy he | not, I think, authorize the ‘ 
t em contrary to the best interests of the service. ! cally the head of tl 
t an authority with which, so far as I am concerned, I | m Ms without a } 
] tt much sympathy. i some offense whieh | 
HALE. That condition arises in this way: Heretofore it | the pending bill to disp 
} 1 considered, and it was so acted upon in the Department lieve as he does bef ‘ 
1 | flagrant cases the Secretary had the power of dismissal; | be dism d 
e has exercised it. It only applied, as I say, to rank, fla- | Mr HAL! What tf 
ases An examination of the law and a reference to the | a court-martial. wl 
ney-General for an exposition of the law resulted in an | Mr. TELLER I do ) 
‘ on that even in these extreme cases the Secretary had no} But here |} n have ft 
‘ etion; that he must come to a court-martial; and the , I v d give the 
t e was and is that if you go to a court-martial, whatever the lismi him for } 
( the cadet is dismissed. His career is arrested. Mr. HAL! I 
v¥, in considering the whole situation, the committe | Mr. TELLER I ‘ ‘ 
4 | that in these extreme cases the discretion which h hazing, and the « et 1 
been exercised by the Secretary and hever questioned | by the statutes of the 1 
te years, should be continued, and that when you come to | has been 1 ‘ 
t cific offense of bazing we should define it, declare what it | under the no : 
then leave the punishment graded and in a way disers attended college | f ‘ 
t | self properly 
not suppose that the exercise of the power of the Sec- | rhe , men 
re to dismiss will ever be, as it has never been, exercised | compelled to unde o () 
‘ t in very marked and outrageous cases, all the more if this | hazing fift en » | f 
! ed, leaving the punishment for hazing graded. That | heard of 
vhy that provision is found there f ; la f 
(ELLER. I do not know whether I understood the Senna ind the would f 
t t I do not understand that as the law now stands the | ont of tl ‘ f | 
of the Navy can dismiss without a trial. | improperly hazed.” V 
HALE. No. day so indig t ¥ 
ELLER. He ean not? uate—that it 1 tl 
HAL. No. | the ¢ 
a TELLER I understood the Senator to sav he could | But thes ttempted 
j HALE. No; it is just the reverse It has always been M HAL! t | | 
‘ed that the Secretary had the power, and he has exe: have ] ed res ' 
but when the statutes were examined and the Attorney- | Mr. TELLER And 
: opinion was invoked, he reported that the Secretary, | « racized one of the en ' 
‘ 1 the most extreme case, could not dismiss, but must go } burden to him until f rot 
1 urt-martial, | Mr. Pre lent, I t te 
(ELLER. I do not suppose he can I doubt whether | to give th power ft ; 
a college in the country which allows its president or gested to me—IlL bad t 
7 culty to dismiss a student without some sort of hearing. that this power ex 
is a sort of a hearing provided for here, but not a trial. | can be given to the he 
: w that in the State of New York no college president or | the cadets are really t 
‘ 


faculty can dismiss a student without a trial. There Mr. HALI That 
be a finding by the faculty. They must give him a hear Mr. TELLER. I do kno t 
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the head of the Navy, who would act in almost every sanaiidnasl Mr. HALE. The committee is trying to remove that ve) 


at the suggestion of the superintendent, “ You can blast the 
character of any young man, when he has not been guilty of 
any crime, if you do not think he is just the man who ought to 
be in the academy.” He can turn him out because the color of 
his hair does not suit him or because his religious views are not 
in accordance with his own, or anything else, and the young 
man will be absolutely without redress, I think this bill ought 
to be amended so that no member of the school shall be turned 
out upon a charge until he has had a trial. 


Mr. HALE. By whom? 

Mr. TELLER. By court-martial. 

Mr. HALE. That is already provided. 

Mr. TELLER. No; it is not. The bill says the Secretary 
“may” give him a court-martial. That is what the bill says. 


I should say 
if the cadet 


“shall” give him, and then I would add to it that 
is guilty of hazing he shall be dismissed. 

Mr. HALE. I would not. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator would leave the law as it is. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I do not propose to leave the law as it is. 
or some offenses I should say that he should not necessarily 
be turned out of the academy. As it now stands, he can be 
turned out for a minor offense. I would make hazing one of the 
offenses which should cause his dismissal, if found guilty. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator discloses what I begin to see is 
the hopelessness of the situation. Between the men who think 


we are going too far and others who think we are not going 
far enough, between those who believe that every form of haz- 
ing should result in dismissal and others who believe that 


some discretion should be left to the Secretary, I despair of se 
curing legislation. The committee has done its duty and 
submitted a bill; it can be criticized, it can be amended; but 
what the Senator from Colorado says discloses just the situa- 
tion—between those who want more done and those who want 
nothing done nothing will be done. I am inclined to give it up. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator that I would 
insist-——-that would be my view of good law—that a young man 
who violated his oath, violated a statute by hazing, should be 
dismissed. I would not make that imperative, perhaps. But 
[ think it ought to be done. But I do not like myself to vote 
to put this unrestricted power in the hands of any man. Some 
of these young men who have not been found guilty of hazing, 
who have been perhaps the subject of hazing, may bring down 
upon themselves the condemnation of their associates, because it 
is regarded by some of the upper-class men as a great offense, 
if the under-class men report that they have been hazed; and the 


any 


Secretary of the Navy, acting under the advice of the superin- 
tendent may conclude that this young man is a hindrance to 
the institution and he had better go out. I do not want that 

to be d me 
Ir, SPOONER. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
Maine will not be too easily disturbed about his bill, or an 
effort to secure the passage of appropriate legislation along the 
lines which he has indicated in his observations. I do not 
agree at all with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Tr1- 
MAN] or other Senators who attribute the recent hazing at the 
Naval Academy to the action of the President some years ago 
in pardoning three cadets who had been dismissed for haz- 
ing, or to the action of Congress in providing legislation, in 
compliance with the President’s recommendation, for their 
to the academy. The President did precisely right 


restoration 


in issuing the pardon, and, in my opinion, the Congress did 


pre ly right in passing the bill for the restoration of the par- 
doned cadets 

rhe President exercised his power to pardon because of a 
fault in the legislation. The legislation of Congress was too 
tringent. It did not grade the offense of hazing. It did not 
( rit te between cases of hazing comparatively trifling 
ind tho which were of great enormity, not only involving 
humiliation, but danger and degradation to the object or victim 
of it And this bill, in so far as it cures that trouble—and it 
does in large measure cure it—is wise legislation. 

rhe sa penalty enacted in the act of 1874 to follow a con- 
\ of hazir but it was dismissal from the service, and 
“the cadet so dismissed from said Nayal Academy shall be for- 
ever ineligible to reappointment to said Naval Academy.” <A 
man might be faultless in his class standing, he might possess 
every clement to fit him for distinguished service in the Navy, 
and in one of those situations which confront young men gath 


ered in college, whether it is West Point or the Naval Academy 
or one of the colleges in the States, a young man does something 
which technically amounts to hazing, not brutal, but hazing, and 
be is to be dismissed from the academy and is forever ineligible 
to reappointment in the academy, 


. 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





difficulty. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


The Senator misunderstood me. 
dent issued these pardons and why Congress restored these ny 
It was because the punishment prescribed by law did not fit | 


offenses. 


Mr. HALE. 
Mr. SPOONER. 


I understand. 


That is old. 


I understand. 


That is what we are trying to do now. 
Ah, and I approve of that, but it seems to 


me you are going beyond that. 


few years ago we passed a law, from which I will read. It y 
in 1903. 
That the Superintendent of the Naval Academy shall make 


Under the spur of what happened at one of the academic 
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IT am telling why the Pre 


rules, to be approved by the Secretary of the Navy, as will effectu 


prevent 


the practice of hazing; 


and any cadet found guilty 


ticipating in or encouraging or countenancing such practice— 
Whatever its form— 


shall be summarily expelled from the academy, and shall not ther 


be reappointed to the corps of cadets or be eligible for appointme: 
a cominissioned officer in the Army or Navy or Marine Corps unti! 


of 


years after the graduation of the class of which he was a member. 


Se 


Mr. HALE. 
‘nator has read. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HALE. 


Mr. SPOONER. 


Yes. 


And we are trying to get rid of it. 
I know you are trying to get rid of i 


That is keying up the old statute which 


taking it out of the power of the court-martial to impose a 


tence 


entirely 


disproportionate 


to the offense. But, « 


other hand, you are giving to the Secretary of the N 


power to expel a man from the academy without any trial, u 


a correspondence with him. 


Mr. HALE. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HALE. 


Not for hazing. 


Why not? 


mn 
vy 


Because hazing is dealt with in detail, and 


Senator as a lawyer knows that when in a statute there are 


visions in detail for a particular subject-matter, they contr 
The Senator is a lawyer, and his propos 


Mr. SPOONER. 


does not apply to this bill. 


Mr. HALE. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HALE. 


provision. 


Mr. SPOONER. 


Yes. 


Let us see. I approve entirely-—— 


I will in time, but I wish to call the Ss 


tor’s attention for a moment, if I may, to this bill. 


Section 3 of the bill is in part very wise. 


Suppose the Senator moves to strike out 


cause it gives to the court-martial the power to discrin 


between the different sorts of hazing and to grade its sent 
according to the gravity of the offense? 

If that had been 
What part of it is wrong? 


a 


great reform. 
Mr. HALE. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HALE. 


Mr. SPOONER. 


That is right. 





I will tell the Senator if he will per: 


I will. 


I am making these few remarks. 


So I see, 


Not the Senator. 


So I believe. 


And the Senator will understand 


vy 


moment; and I will be very brief, because I think the & 
himself will agree that the portions of this bill which 
viously right are enough, and that there has come from thy 


it 


fense of hazing being defined in the bill. 


Mr. HALRB. 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HALE. 


Mr. SPOONER, 


Now, let me go on for a moment. 


Move to strike it out. 


I am going to give the reasons why 


ought to be stricken out. 
Section 3 modifies existing law so as to permit an extré 
tence or a mild sentence by courts-martial for hazing, 


But, if I may bh 


attention of the Senator for a moment, it not only modi! 
makes elastic the provisions as to what a court-martial m 


the way of imposing penalties— 


imposing a light penal! 


very severe one, as the circumstances of the case may det: 


Ww 


hich is right 


but the bill goes beyond that and leave 


tirely at the discretion of the superintendent of the a 
to have or not to have a court-martial for hazing in @ gir 
as he chooses. 
I do not quite see, with these gradations of penalty, \ 


cadet should be entitled to a trial before a court 


entith 


| defended by counsel, entitled to present witnesses, ent 
| other words, to be heard before he is condemned—and : 


| Department a recommendation for an amendment of the p 
| law which ought not to be adopted by Congress. 
Mr. President-——— 


I 


; 
t 


Is it very wise | 
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det not be entitled to that right. It is left entirely in the dis 
etion of the Superintendent of the Academy. 
Mr. HALE. With the approval of the Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. SPOONER. Well, with the approval of the Secretary of 
Navy; and the Secretary would, as a rule, probably approve | 
recommendation of the superintendent of the academy. 
hese men are entitled to a trial or they are not. If one is, why 
re not all entitled to a fair trial before the same kind of tri 
inal? 

It may very well happen under this proposition that the 
erintendent may not see fit in his discretion to order a 
urt-martial for the trial of John Jones for hazing, and yet 
on his report to the Secretary of the Navy John Jones may 
summarily dismissed for that hazing, trifling or great. In 
ther words, it leaves it to the Secretary of the Navy and to 
superintendent of the academy to determine whether a 

in guilty of hazing shall be dismissed by the Secretary with 

t trial by court-martial or shall be tried before a court 

rtind. 

hat, Mr. President, is going far beyond anything that has 

1 provided, so far as I know, by the statutes hitherto. It 
iot true as to West Point. Why should it be as to Annapolis? 
Now, see what the Secretary of the Navy may do. From the | 
.\ boy enters the Naval Academy he has this sword of | 
Damocles hanging over his head. Professors whom he does not 
like or who do not like him—some despotie official may give him | 
( record from time to time, for they may give a man a 

‘ as to conduct by reports to the Secretary of the Navy 
in the power of the Secretary of the Navy to dismiss 
cadet. What for? For hazing? It does not say. Not 
ut of scholarship, for that is provided for otherwise. If 
ils in so many studies he is to be dropped unless the aca 
force recommends otherwise. If it is for any of the or 
ry offenses, they are provided for. But he may be dis 


missed by the Secretary of the Navy when he thinks his 
nued presence at the academy” will be “contrary to 
{ ‘st interests of the service.” It will give one man or as 


men as the Superintendent and the Secretary may see fit 
ivor with it this common right of trial, and the rest we 
‘to be decapitated by the Secretary himself. And on what 

f a proceeding? 

before exercising the power and authority hereby conferred the 


cretary of the Navy shall inform, in writing, the said midship 
f his reasons for contemplating its exercise 


t is very kind and considerate— 


i receive 


t is kinder still, and more gracious— 

ill receive and consider any written communication which the 
shipman may see fit to submit in the premises within such 
e time as may be fixed by the Secretary of the Navy. 

» review, no witnesses, a letter from the Secretary couched 
chooses, definite or general as he pleases, with a reply 
cadet. It complies with the statute if he notifies him 

he thinks his continued presence at the academy is con 
to the best interests of the service. 
giving, Mr. President, too much power, in my opinion, 

cretary of the Navy, and I move to strike it out. 

I1ALE. Well, let us have a yote. Let the amendment be 


IIOPKINS. Mr. President, I shall not take up any time 
not agreeable to the chairman of the committee; but 
Mr. HALE. Certainly; I yield to the Senator. 
ir. HOPKINS. I desire to submit a few remarks in opposi 
to the motion made by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois will a! 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin to 
d 
HOPKINS. Very well. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin will 
restate his motion. 
SPOONER. My motion is to strike out section 1. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read 
SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of section 1 
li, in the following words: 


Secretary of the Navy shall have the power and authorit 

discretion, to dismiss at any time from the United State 

any midshipman whose continued presence at the a rdemy 

1 contrary to the best interests of the ervice Provide ha 

ercising the power and authority hereby conferred the ad} 

of the Navy shall inform, in writing, the ild midshipman of 
ons for contemplating its exercise, ind hall receive and con- | 
ny written communication which the sald midshipman may ee 
ubmit in the premises within uch reasonable time 

the said Secretary of the Navy; and copies of the sald pap 

submitted as soon as may be practicable thereafter to the I’resi 
nd also retained in the Department for transmission to either 


e of the Congress if called for 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I do not agree with the criti 


cisms on this section made by 
SPOONER]. 
arbitrary power in the Secretary « 
some provision, 
the academy itself, but the cadet 


this bill becomes : The provi 


provides that before that 
a communication 
| a certain offense, setting forth all the 
the Secretary of the Navy is 
cadet has an opportunity to make 
and before an 
is presented to the President of the 
if it is not approved by the President, no a 
| premises. 


Now, to provide against anything extreme 
wrong being 
charge and 


perpetrate 
the answer are 
ject to the eall of either House of Conger 
placed upon the Secretary of the 


| should be so disposed. 
SPOONER. 
HOPKINS, 
SPOONER. 
argument enough against 
HOPKINS 
point, because it 
there will 

| what it is. 


the lodgmet 


PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from Tex 
HOPKINS. 
Mr. CULBERSON 
to take the position that 
President must approve or disa] 


SPOONER. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
say so in so many words, 
CULBERSON 


whatever. 
responsible for wha 
Secretary of the Navy; 
to be an explicit 
of the Navy shall be 
nited States. 
SPOONER. 

LBERSON 
HOPKINS. 

Secretary 


President. 
pro edure knows 


no action 


Mr. HOPKINS 


VICE-PRESI 


Mr. HOPKINS 
that I propose to tak« 
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| 


Mr. TILLMAN. I just wanted to help the Senator in his con- | 


tention 
Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. 
Mr. TILLMAN. By pointing to lines 7 and 8 on the preceding 


page, and let us take the whole subject-matter in a bunch or al- 
together. Do not let us run off to two or three lines here at the 
end without considering what precedes it. 

P That before exercising the power and authority hereby | 
conferred the said Secretary of the Navy shall inform, in writing, the 


pman of his reasons fer contemplating its exercise, and shall | 


; 


nd consider any written communication which the said mid- | 


s ip n may see fit to submit in the premises within such reasonable 
time as may be fixed by the said Secretary of the Navy. 

Before exercising it those conditions must be compiled with. 
Then what follows? 

And copies of the said papers shall be submitted as soon as may be 
ract e 
Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me 
to ask him a question right there? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator think that that gives the 
midshipmen a right to appear before the Secretary of the Navy 
before he is dismissed, to be heard by himself or his counsel, 
and have a hearing and have all the facts presented, and go into 
a full trial? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It does not contemplate a trial. We are 


endeavoring to hold a club up over these hazers with a view to 
having them understand that they have got to stop that devil- 
ment down there. 


Mr. CLAY. Does the Senator think that a cadet ought to be 
dismissed without a full, a complete, and a fair hearing? 

Mr. TILLMAN. This gives it to him. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the diseretion of the superintendent it 
does. It does not give it to him as a right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Where does the Senator from Wisconsin get 
that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator from South Carolina will 
permit me 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course if the Senator from Illinois wants 
to proceed I will quit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Section 3. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Go back to section 1. Do not let us run 
back yonder. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not in section 1. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We are discussing the question of dismissal 
now. I hope the Senator will bear with me a moment longer. 
The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cray] stickles for a trial. I 
do not want anybody to be beheaded without a trial or driven 
out of the academy without a hearing, but this provides that 
the Secretary of the Navy shall notify him of what he has been 
guilty and why he contemplates dismissing him. Then he 
replies in writing, or, if he wants to have his counsel—I suppose 
it would ordinarily be the Senator if he were from Georgia— 
the boy will have his day in court to make his defense. But 
before the Secretary can act he must submit the papers to the 























Senators will observe that there, where there is a court-martia] 
and the cadet is convicted, the pains and penalties of the law of 
1903 are enforced, so that he is ineligible, if he is convicted, to 
a reappointment within the period of two years. 

Under the first section no such penalties are inflicted. We 
know that there are grades of offenses in all schools where the 
penalties should be graded to the offense itself. There ar 
grades in crime. We have in criminal procedure felonies and 
misdemeanors. We do not inflict the same degree of punish 
ment for a misdemeanor as for a felony. The law should 
provide that the President and the Secretary of the Navy can 
inflict different grades of punishment for the different graces 
of offenses at the school. 

It seems to me that section 1 should be retained in the bill, 
and I trust that the Senate will vote down the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin to strike it out. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; in a moment. Before the vote is tak« 
in order to perfect the section, on page 2, in line 5, after 
words “shall be submitted as soon as may be practicable thx 
after to the President,” I move to insert the words “and su 
ject to his approval.” That is in the nature of perfecting th¢ 





| section before a vote is taken on striking it out. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment of t! 
Senator from Maine will be stated at the desk. 
The Secretary. In line 5, on page 2, after the word “ Pix 


| dent,’”’ insert “ and subject to his approval.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. In the same line, to perfect the section, the Sena- 


! tor from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] has an amendment which. I 





President. In effect, this is simply a provision that the Presi- | 


dent of the United States may, in his discretion, upon a due | 


notice to a cadet, dismiss him. That is all there is about it, 
as far as I can understand the English language. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As was said by the chairman of the Naval 
Committee, to meet the objection of the Senator from Texas 


a verbal amendment will cover that proposition. The spirit 
of the section is as I stated, and it will be administered in 
that spirit if it becomes a law in the form in which it was 
reported by the committee. ° 

Now, to my mind, that is a wise and just measure, not only 
for the general public, but for the members of the naval school. 
[ think there are instances where the Secretary of the Navy or 
the President should have the power to dismiss one of the 
cadets from that school without going through a court-martial. 


There may be something in the character and conduct of a 
young man that is demoralizing to other members of the class 
or to the school itself. It may be of a character where it would 
not be wise or wholesome to have a court-martial, and if this 
nuthority is lodged with the Secretary of the Navy subject to 
the approval of the President it meets the condition exactly. 
Now, that is no greater power than the President exercises in 





other cases. The President appoints an ambassador to the court | 


of St. James. He has a right to recall that ambassador. He 
appoints consuls to various foreign countries. He has a right 
to recall any of them without a trial. The President appoints 
these men to the naval school, and Congress should give him 
the same power to recall one of these appointments if, in his 
judgment, the best interests of the school demand it, that he has 
to recall an ambassador or to recall a consul or to exercise that 
discretion in any other department of the Government. 

The section that relates to the court-martial is section 3, but 


| 
| 
| 


| in the contention of the Senator from Wisconsin about h 
| two forums for the trial of the same character of offense. 
|; Seems to me rather inconsistent with our idea of justice 


think, is a good one. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer the following amendment, to perf: 
the section: After the word “ communication,” in line 1, | 
2, I move to add the words “and testimony;” so as to r 
“and consider any written communication and testimony.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I think there is very : 


> 


ward all men to provide a court-martial for the trial of some 
and to provide that others may be tried merely by the Sec 
tary of the Navy or by the President, surrounding one with 
the defenses and all the rights he would have in the trial « 
case in court, depriving the other entirely of that trial. 

It seems to me that the bill ought to be modified so that t! 
could be but one method of determining the guilt or inno 
of any one of these cadets. I myself would be probably in 
of a provision that the case might be tried by the Secretar: 
ject to the approval of the President, without resorting 
court-martial. I know of no further reason for having a « 
martial to determine whether a student has disobeyed the | 
of the academy, if it is a naval academy, than to have a 
martial try the question of the disobedience of the rules « 
other college. It appears to me to be hardly in harmony 
our idea that in an educational institution we shall call 
Army or the Navy to determine the civil or political rig 
any person. 

But I wish to say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
should carry his amendment, where will it leave us? |! 
continue the old law. Now, what is the old law? The o! 
is that he shall be tried by court-martial. Under the law 
now stands, if a conviction is had it is dismissal, no matt: 
light the offense, no matter how great the offense. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Not 
kota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will note that section 
vides for not only the penalties now denounced by statut: 
a lot of very much milder penalties—very much less th 
missal for the offense of hazing. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That might be all right. I thi 
should retain the provision which makes different kinds o! 
ishment apply to different grades of an offense. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no law now that does that, but ‘22 
bill, if passed, will do It. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It certainly should do that. I ca! 
Senator’s attention to section 4, and we will see how br $ 
the definition : 

That the offense of “ hazing,” as mentioned tn this act, shall 


of any unauthorized ae of authority by one midshipma 
another midshipman whereby the last-mentioned midshipman s 












1906. 


suffer or be exposed to suffer any cruelty, indignity, humiliation, 
dship, or oppression, or the deprivation or abridgment of any right, 
ivilege, or advantage to which he shall be legally entitled. 
We it “any unauthorized assumption.” It seems to 
that that is a pretty broad definition. I wish that we could 
dify it, but I do not know that it could be modified in such a 
y as to meet the conditions unless by inserting “ willful or 
ilicious,” or something of that kind, so as to show the spirit 
which it is done. In the hilarity of youth, in the spirit of 
, one student may abridge the rights of another and, under 
letter of this section, he would be guilty of hazing. I call 
attention of the Senator from Maine to the fact that no 
tter what the spirit may be in which any act is done, no mat- 
in what playful mood it may be done, it is still hazing under 
definition. 


see is 





Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
. yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mir. BEVERIDGE. May I suggest to the Senator that that is 
point precisely where the discretion of the superintendent | 
the diseretion of the Secretary of the Navy comes in? 


ir. McCUMBER. That is exactly what I want. 
BEVERIDGE. Then the Senator and myself agree. I 
ught the Senator was arguing that this was an ironclad defi- 
nm which required the punishment of the man whenever it 
rred, no matter what the spirit and the origin of it was. 
‘ is where the saving power of discretion in the Superin 
ent or the Secretary of the Navy comes in and relieves the 
iking it elastic. 
McCUMBER. 
BEVERIDGE. 
McCUMBER. 


The definition, 
That is true. 
But the judgment that is to be inflicted is 


Mr. President, is ironclad. 


BEVERIDGE. It is discretionary. 
McCUMBRER. I desire that the provision shall be re- 


before closing, I want to put another question to the 

n of the committee. When I suggested a short time 

it the law, in my opinion, should be so amended that it 

| include under this punishment any student 

ubmitted to hazing, and that he should 

|, the chairman stated that that would be an extreme 

1. Mr. President, I admit that it might be extreme to 

tent. I have read, I think, nearly all of these cases of 

ind IT have certainly been appalled to find that in every 

which I have read, the hazing has done by a 

: or a greater number, against one individual. It 

E trelf appalling to think that we should have any student 

: d of a sense of manly honor that he would be a party, 

nection with a number of others, in taking advantage of 

» individual. But it was equally appalling to me to find 

' single man, or the one or two who were being hazed, 

ted without any contest whatever. If a student will 

to hazing by two or three individuals—willingly submit 

character of hazing that we have had represented before 

nate—if two or three boys will go to another boy and 

‘You stand on your head,” and he stands on his head until 

and there no resistance, if that boy became an 

in our Army would not the same spirit of nonresistance, 

‘ spirit of cowardice, manifested in that case, be liable 

fest itself when might be met with an army three 

size of the one which he commanded? For my part, 

iot feel much inclined to have the Government educate a 
it who shows such a disposition 

\ddition to that, Mr. President, I am well aware, as every 

Senator must be, that when a boy goes to the academy 

first time he may not know just exactly what his legal 

are. He may feel that even if he shows a spirit of re 

it may cause his expulsion; that he is not entitled to 

| himself in an affray of this kind. So I would have this 

d have it so known that he is absolutely free to defend 

to any extent that is necessary and that he will be pro 

if he does When that is known, and he has that 

lge to back his own courage, I am inclined to think that 

If will be a 


who will 
also be dis 


been 
" more, 


nts is 


he 
} 
tiie® 


80. 


great obstacle to hazing. So I do not feel, 
resident, that there is involved in that an extreme meas 
[ am willing to admit, and I say so candidly to the 


an of the committee, that there might be danger of its 
; but there would be less danger of its abuse on the part 
e hazee than there would be of the abuse of the present law 
© part of three or four who desired to engage in hazing. | 
NELSON. Mr. President, I believe that legislation, 

e there is a dispute, as there is in this case, is always a 
‘r of compromise. So I would suggest an amendment to 
on 


3, which, I think, will obviate the objection which is! 
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made to section 1. I would add after the word “d 
in line 22, on page 2, the follo word “or upon tl 
cation of the midshipman ;” so that it would read 

Sec. 3. That the superintendent of t) United 
may, in his discretion, or upon the applicati 
with the approval of the Se j ! 
man, ete. 

The effect of that amendment would be to leave the 1 a 
so that the offending cadet would have | lege of 
tried before one of two tribunals. lle cor | I it I 
if he so desired, to the Secretary of the Navy and I 
dent, and have it disposed of in that w . OF I were | 
satisfied with that method of procedure, he ld have { od 
by a court-martial. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from M 
desire to have his amendment stated at the desk 

Mr. HALE. When we reach that section the Sena 
have it stated. I will say that I see the force of the Se 
amendment, 

Mr. NELSON. I think the amendment hould i | 
ered in connection with the motion to strike out the t 
section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the Senato | offer 
later? 

Mr. NELSON. I will offer it later, Mr. Pre lent 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I am alway dispo 1 to 
follow a committee which has a particular mea 
but it occurs to me that there is much force in tl! ul 
and in the motion which has been made by 1 sen 
Wisconsin [Mr. Srooner] to strike out the fir 

| bill. I take it as undoubted that, with the « eption of | 
| aS L understand—TI ain speaking in general t i the rule 
reference to discipline at the Naval Acad d 1 
the subject of hazing which is in existe! ! 
this bill provides for, will be sufficient to re 
evils at the academy. 

But, Mr. President, this bill goes furthe { | 
bill takes an addition step and confides a 
retary of the Navy, with the approval of the I 
provided in the first ection ¢ ! bill, 1 ! | 
a midshipman may be d ‘ when ft 
presses, but does not define if ffer 
dismissed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. CULBERSON If the Senate | 
state it a little more fully, we know 
is defined: we know in a sense what 
cipline ” in the Army and the Navy ; ‘ 
is under the rules and regula sof th® A 
which a man may be tried and disn ! 
duct unbecoming an officer and 
does not stop, Mr. President ith 
It clothes the Secretary of tl! N 
President, with the power to d 
tion, from the United State N LA 

whose continued pres ‘ it the 
trary to the best interest ot © Ser’ 

Mr. President, it is enough to 
enough to clothe two met 
here, but I submit that 
unbridled license to d I | 
when the statute itself does not det 
terms. 

Mr. HOPKINS Mr. Preside 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ¢ ) 
the Senator from Texas yield tot » 

Mr. CULBERSON Certainly 

Mr. HOPKINS I desire to l 
ator from Texas the ] ) hy 
of the Navy, before at 
the « idet of the character {1 ofien 
i and then he has an opportunity to m 
not dismissed without* he and his f1 
charge preferred against hit rhe 
made here also give ! 
be taken on that point 

Mr. HALE And not o Mr. I 

Mr. CULBERSON 1 ured l 
has said, and it has not « 

Mr. HALE Will the & 

The PRESIDING OFFICI 1) 
yield to the Senator fr 


Mr. CULBERSON. (* 
Mr. HALE. Of course, oue s the 
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which the Senator has made, but the amendment suggested by 


the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson], to which I do not 
obj is that in section 3, which provides “that the superin- 
tencdcnt of the United States Naval Academy may, in his dis- 
cretion,” there shall be inserted the words “ or upon the applica- 
tion of any midshipman.” So that upon any case, no matter 
whether it be hazing or general wrangling, or whatever it may 
be, if the midshipman prefer that he shall be tried by a court- 


martial he has that option by the amendment of the Senator 
Minnesota. The more I consider this matter—we have to 
marshal our thoughts as well as we can in the way of legisla- 
tion during debate—the more I see the force of that proposition, 
and in effect it goes with section 1 and removes the possible dan- 
ger of an oppression which section 1 might possibly visit upon 
the midshipman if upon any serious charge aside from hazing 
the midshipman, instead of being tried by the Secretary of the 
Navy upon notice and testimony, and that is analogous—as I 
along my thought recurs to illustration—that is analogous 
to the general service in the Army and Navy. The officer him- 
self may ask for a court of inquiry or for a court-martial, and 
i where it is proposed by the Secretary under section 
act and try a midshipman and condemn him, if there is the 
danger the Senator from Texas portrays and which the Senator 


fpory 
irom 


o 
vo 


hn any case 


to 


from Wisconsin sees—if there is any danger of that kind it is 
all obviated by giving the midshipman the same privilege that 
the officer of the Army or of the Navy has in the higher rank. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas [Mr. CuL- 
BERSON] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yielded to the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate], and if agreeable to that Senator I will now yield to the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understood the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hate] to say that, with this proposed amendment of section 3, 


the cadet would have the right to ask for a court-martial in 
any case. I think if the Senator will read the section carefully 
he will find that it only relates to hazing. The section reads 


as follows: 


That the superintendent of the United States Naval Academy 
may, in his discretion and with the approval of the Secretary of the 
cause any midshipman in the said academy to be tried by court- 
martial for the offense of hazing, etc. 


SEC 


[It does not apply to anything else. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator is right about that; but the 
endment of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] can be 
applied to another section, I think. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That was the answer, Mr. President, I 
intended to make, of course, because it is the clear answer, that 
section 3 only has reference to hazing. jut, Mr. President, I 
go beyond that. 
of discipline with reference to the academy are generally con- 
ceded to be sufficient now, with the exception of the hazing pro- 
vision of this bill. It seems to follow logically, Mr. President, 
at least to my mind, that we ought not to go beyond that and 
to place section 1 in this bill, which, as I have said, not only 
gives one-man power, but it gives absolutely and unrestrained 
one-man power, which ought not to be permissible in a free 
government. Accordingly, I believe, Mr. President, that there 
is no necessity for section 1. That is a dangerous power to 
confide to any one man or any two men, and I believe the mo- 


al 


tion of the Senator from Wisconsin to strike it from this bill 
should obtain. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President, I have given some attention 
to the existing law embraced in the act of 1874 and the act of 
1903. 1 think the existing law is too severe, but I do not think 

ufliciently comprehensive. I am in sympathy with the bill 
reported by the committee and now under consideration, if some 
jimendments can be made to it. I will be in favor of the bill, 
f the same amendment is made applicable to section 1 that has 
been proposed by the Senator from Minnesota to section 3. If 
that amendment were made applicable to section 1, then a cadet 
would have the right to ask for a court-martial, and he would 
not be summarily dismissed, as is providedl in section 1. 


Section 1 has already been very much improved by the amend- 
ments which have been offered, and, in my opinion, it should not 


be stricken out. This bill—and I believe no one has mentioned 
tl at least I have not heard it—refers to two different 
offenses. The first section of the bill refers to “any midship 
man wh continued presence at the academy he [the Secre- 
tary of the Navy] shall deem contrary to the best interests of 
the service 

‘The midshipman is appointed by the President. As has been 
well said, consuls are appointed by the President, and ministers 


and am»>assadors are appointed by the President, by and with 


As I stated a moment ago, the laws and rules | 








the advice and consent of the Senate. I see no objection to the 
first section of the bill, provided you permit the midshipman to 
have the right to ask for a court-martial, if he so desires. | 
think the first section as it is drawn in the bill at present is too 
severe. I do not think the Secretary of the Navy should hay 
“the power and authority, in his discretion, to dismiss at any 
time from the United States Naval Academy any midshipman 
whose continued presence at the academy he shall deem contra: 
to the best interests of the service.” I think that is too mw 
power to give to the Secretary of the Navy, even if you coup! 
with it the provision that the action of the Secretary of t! 
Navy shall be approved by the President. But if you pern 
the midshipman to ask for a court-martial, if he desires it, th 

I think the section would be proper. I can conceive that ther 
will be other offenses, outside of hazing, which, for the ly 
management of the United States Naval Academy, the Secreta: 
of the Navy, with the approval of the President, should have 
power to try. 

Mr. HALE obtained the_ floor. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will excuse me a moment. VW! 
would not this meet the point suggested by the Senator f: 
Kentucky [Mr. McCreary]? At the end of section 1, ins 
these words: 


And in any case arising under this section any midshipman sha! 
entitled, on his application, to trial by court-martial. 


Mr. McCREARY. That is exactly what I suggested; and | 
am in favor of it. 

Mr. SPOONER. With that amendment, I shall withdraw 
motion to strike out the section. 


Mr. McCREARY. I am in favor of this bill. I think 
bill as proposed to be amended will be a good bill. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, as a counterpart to 


amendment which has been offered by the Senator from Mi: 
sota [Mr. NeELson] and accepted by the chairman of the con . 
tee, I suggest that on line 10, page 1, after the word “ reasons,’ 


| the words “and evidence ” be added. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
in already. 

Mr. HALE. A similar amendment has been made. 

Mr. McLAURIN. ‘That was after the word “ communication,” 
on page 2, was it not? 

Mr. HALE. After “communication” the words “ and 
mony” have been inserted. That covers the point even in 
larger measure. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I do not know about that. The words 
“and testimony” refer to the communication the midshi| 
shall make, and the amendment I propose to insert “ and 
dence,” after the word “reasons,” on line 10, relates 1 
notice the Secretary of the Navy is required to give the 
shipman. 

Mr. HALE. That is already in the bill. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Then, I suggest an amendment on p 
after the word “time,” to insert “not less than ten days.’ | 
think some limitation ought to be put upon the time in \ 
the midshipman shall be required to present his defense. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest th 
Senate is proceeding somewhat informally. There are a 
ber of amendments reported by the committee, and they, | 
proper procedure, would be first considered. A num! 
amendments are now proposed in advance of the conside: 
of the committee amendments. The Chair suggests whet 
would not be better for Senators to withhold their amend 
until after the committee amendments shall have been l 
upon, and then propose their amendments in regular 
so as to avoid confusion. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I was just suggesting the amend: 
the chairman of the committee, as I think some time o1 
be definitely specified, less than which should not be fi 
the Secretary of the Navy for the midshipman to ma 3 
answer. The Secretary of the Navy first makes up hi g- 
ment for the dismissal of the midshipman. He must ba C 
judgment upon information, because in the nature of t! 
he can not ordinarily have any personal knowledge of it h 
Then he gives his reasons for dismissal. He commu 
them in writing to the midshipman and gives him notic 
as the Senator from Maine has stated, in addition to t 
sons he gives him, he gives the evidence upon which his | 3 
are based. The midshipman, when he receives this noti: 3 
with his communication before the Secretary, who has 
made up his mind to exercise the right of dismissing bh 
cause he deems his “ continued presence at the acade! 
trary to the best interests of the service.” He ought at at 
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o be allowed, when he goes before this prejudged officer—and 
i am not saying it with any disrespect to the officer, nor do I 
ntimate that the officer would intentionally be unfair to him 
but when he goes before this prejudged officer, who is fixing the 
within which he must make his communication and pre- } 
re or present his evidence, there ought to be some time limit, 
than which the Secretary of the Navy can not fix, for him 
produce his evidence and present his communication and 
swer to the reasons that have been given for his dismissal. 
{ 


ine 


Mr. HALE. What has already been done by inserting the 
ords “and testimony,” after “ communication,” on page 2, is 


the midshipman shall have the benefit at this hearing of 
testimony he can present. I have no objection, if the Sena 
thinks that it is adivsable, that the Secretary of the Navy, 
' charges that are presented against the midshipman, shall 
n him of the reason for contemplating the exercise of the 
of dismissal and the testimony on which his 
d. I have no objection to that. 
ir. McLAURIN. With that amendment 
idshipman will necessarily be 
sLimony. 
fr. HALE. Yes; I see no objecti 
ir. SPOONER. You « 
the legal sense which i 
fr. McLAURIN. JT 
t imony in the absence of 
of the Navy 


action is 
I will be satisfied. 
compelled to present nega- 


m to that amendment. 
hardly call that “ testimony ” 

s taken in a man’s absence. 

‘he midshipman would not 
the Secretary of t 

would 


an 
necessarily take 
he Navy; but 
‘etary base his action on informa 
Mr. HALE. 
‘ted. 
McLAURIN. I do not care what the Senator prefers to 
( The ation upon which his reason for 
? 


il ought to be given to the midshipman in order that he 


I have no objection to the words “ and evidence’ 


' enn 
l nser 


inforn he bases 





e an opportunity to answer it by his evidence and by 
I er. 
Mr. HALE. Use the word “evidence.” It is merely a tech 
itter. Testimony which is admitted by the court, both 
having been heard, is evidence. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Let the words “and evidence” be inserted 
the word “ reasons,” on page 1, line 10. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 
SECRETARY. On page 1, line 10, after the word “ reasons,” 
posed to insert the words “ and evidence; ” so as to read 
ed, That before exercising the power and authority hereby con 
said Secretary of the Navy shall inform, in writing, the said 
in of his reasons and evidence for contemplating its ex ‘ 
> amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LODGE. The Naval Academy has been governed ! 


hith 
( this punishment has been inflicted in the discretion of the 


§ iry of the Navy, and the academy has been living under 
{ inny which has been so eloquently described here to-day, 
: discipline of the academy has been exceptionally good, I 

Mr. SPOONER. Except when it has been exceptionally bad 
Mr. LODGE. Until Congress undertook to arrange it At 
moment for all offenses except hazing the Secretary of the 
has exercised this power on the rare occasions when it 
necessary to exercise it. It seems to me, Mr. President, 
t any educational establishment, whether it is at West 


I r at Annapolis or in civil life, to secure proper discipline 
: obliged to leave a very large power in the hands of the 

the institution and h There 

or an academy or school in this country that could sub 
i¢ moment if every boy who was brought up for an offen 
‘right to have a trial by jury on demand. 

necessary in educational establishments to have that 
in the head of the academy. I think the disci 
of the academy would probably be very much better and 
would be quite as little chance of injustice if it left 


3 is not a uni 


associate 


y ested 


Wis 


to the Superintendent and the officers associated with 
1 charge of the academy. The court-martial, if there 
nade up from the same officers, and those who are 
itely charged with the conduet and care of the academy 
likely to do injustice to these boys, especially when 
Ss an appeal, first, to the Secretary of the Navy, and 


i him to the President of the United States. 
TELLER. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
LODGE. I do; certainly. 

rELLER. In regard to what the Senator says 
of the country I desive to say, though | 

from any knowledgé except of the State of New York, 

ler the law of that State 


from Massachu 


\f 


ibout 
not 
that 
it was so fifty-five years ago, Ll am 


"1 
ra wed 
lleves do 


4 > 
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sure—every student who was dismissed had, | 
State law, an appeal to the board of t1 
Mr. LODGE. I did not say that 


demand a trial by jury.” 


Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 
Mr. LODGE. I took a court-n { | 
board of trustees is simply tl 
institution, and in the case of a ead 
Cemmander in Chief of the At 
Mr. TELLER. Under the Ne : 
they are required to give | Pal i | 
with an offen and then ven a nee 
If they found him guilty, dismissed | 
d ee, he ippealed to the facu 


nal 
al 


was 


Mr. LODGE. What I iid do not « 


the Senator from Colorado |! Lid 
Mr. TELLER. Then, I xt und 
Mr. LODGE. I did not ean t ! 
hearing befon those cha l ( 
academy. It is this en: l 
which it seems to me will t | 
to provide that any of th boy 
iinst the authorities of the a ! | 
of which Il have any knowledg 
isbment, he goes before the president and t 5 
his hearing of course, and pe 
appeal to the governing board f 1 
or the o rseers or t! ‘ rly on Bu 
for one minute of giving him right t 
These boys at the academy at West I ‘ 
on the same standin th « { | 
boys in school, although under ft law 1 
from the President of the United Stat 
Mr. SPOONER Are they not off 
Mr. LODGE. They are, certain I 
missions from the President of t [ ted § I 
they are boy I think the ollense ‘ 
aggerated, and I think there is the u i 
privilege ; and power which a sul 
universities * academies of wh ‘ | 
think the system which h worked t 
been the system under the control of t 1p ! 
officers of the academy, subject, of As 
the Navy and the President of me | te 
have been subjected to that control t dj ] 
Then Congress took up tlh 
eries of statutes about it if 
inflexible and so severe and ha ed alread 
of injustice that we find it necessat f 
it. Now, that we are going t ilter f | 
we will do it in a reasonable way, a 
perience has shown to be the prope 
establishments of this kind, bearing 
shipmen, that they are boys, and this 
establishment, although it Inder q 
Mr. DICK Mr. Presider the ¢ 
mistake if it treats the 1 ; 
Naval academies as the f ] 
takes the oath : 1 mid 
cer in the Navy or in the Ar 
be treated as such 
Mr. LODGE. He still rema ! 
Mr. DICK. That depends, Mr. P 
tin a bor He ight try at yh 
rs to hecomi gy pro Cie I t 
I es to follow throughout | entir 
fe has taken on responsil f 
tio! He has taken the oat! ) 
i the orders of ft! i l 
t +3 ‘ ‘ ( 
‘ . tr + a f 
; ; re 4 f ’ 
I vl ‘ Mr |’ T 
on tl matter of l 
‘ | y t | T Vi ; 
the effects « that 
acter it is st f 
educator in bru it 
dience of order 
I do not feel 
On the cont y, I 
whole truth is no en 
free tT conress th it tl t 
this character in this yu 
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I would, of course, give a young officer the fullest trial before 
a court-martial. I would give him every opportunity to defend 
himself in that court, as 1 would give the same opportunity to 
every other officer—yes, to any private serving in the Army or 
Navy of the United States—but upon conviction I would sen- 
tence him to the full extent of the law, because his crime is of 
a character entirely out of harmony with the dignity and the 
character and the responsibilities of the office which he holds. 

[ admit that this bill does not go as far as extremists would 
have it go, but, as suggested by the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NEeLson], legislation is always a matter of compromise, 
and I am willing to accept this bill in its amended form as a 
step toward the curing of this infamous thing which goes on in 
these institutions and which we denominate hazing. 

I can not-quite agree with the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. McCumsBer] that the boy who is hazed should be punished 
along with the hazer. That would be too much like punishing 
man because he has permitted a highwayman to take his 
watch. The boy who goes to the academy, the stripling, the 
plebe, is the subject, not of the sports and pranks of his imme- 
diate classmates, but he is subjected to punishment and humili- 
ation by those who have gone from the class in which he is about 
to enter and have learned all the tricks and perhaps perpetrated 
often before the same indignities and cruelties upon other mem- 
bers of the corps. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator allow me right here? 
Mr. DICK. I will. 
Mr. McCUMBER. From what he knows.of students, from 


what he knows of human nature, are not the chances ten to one 
that a who would submit, without resistance, to being 
hazed is also of that character that he will easily become a 
hazer in turn? 

Mr. DICK. I am satisfied that if the Senator from North 
Dakota thoroughly understood the conditions under which the 
boy is usually hazed he would hardly ask the question. He 
is the one selected victim of his class. He is brought into the 
presence of those whom, perhaps, he terms his superiors. He 
is subjected to all sorts of humiliation, with the understanding 
that unless he submits he will be punished in one way or 
another. Resisting it means to fight. But it does not mean to 
fight some man of his kind, some man of his build, some man of 
his strength. It always means some man superior in build and 
strength, the object being to punish the disobedient plebe. 


boy 


Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator pardon me just here 
again? 

Mr. DICK. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think the Senator himself, if he 


looks back over his own boyhood, can recall a case or would be 
willing to admit that he, as an ordinary American citizen, we 
will say, would allow one boy or ten boys or fifteen boys to 
ke him stand on his head for fifteen minutes without a fight. 
Ile would do the very best he could; and if he would not fight 
under circumstances, I would not say he was a proper 
person for military service. 

Mr. DICK. But it is looked upon by the boy coming into the 
institution as being one of the traditions of the academy, some- 
thing that has been handed down for a century, something that 
every cadet has gone through, something that every officer has 
experienced; and he is made to understand that he has got to 
do it or leave the corps. 

Now, another phase of this discussion, it seems to me, is perti- 
nent Legislation is not only a matter of compromise; it 
is likewise sometimes a matter of experiment. 
ries were concluded at West Point, Congress did legislate. It 
put upon the statute not what the committee recom- 
mended, but its own ideas, of course, of the legislation necessary 
to cure hazing at West Point. In the years that have followed 
the passage of that law there has been but a single exception 
to the uniform observance of it at West Point, and that was a 


Allal 


those 


here. 


books, 


very trivial case, one which Congress subsequently cured, as I 
think rightly, by permitting the young man to return to his class 


and graduate. That is the only exception, so I am informed by 
the officers at West Point, to the observance of this statute. 

The same statute has been enacted to apply to the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, and in spite of it hazing has gone on 
there, if we are correctly informed, to a much greater and much 
more humiliating degree than ever obtained at West Point, 
showing that statutes alone do not do away with these offenses. 

There is a provision in the bill which I think will be helpful. 
IT call the attention of the Senate to it. 
It is an amendment which is submitted by the committee, 
reads: 


It 


Provided, That it. shall be the duty of every professor, assistant pro- 
fessor, academic officer or instructor, as well as every other officer sta- 
tioned at the United States Naval Academy, to promptly report to the 
superintendent thereof any fact which comes to his attention tending 


When the inqui- | 


It is found in section 4. | 
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to indicate any violation by a midshipman or midshipmen of any of the 
provisions of this section. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DICK. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio whether j 
is not true that even before the passage of this bill it was th: 
duty of the superintendent and every officer connected with the 
Naval Academy to do just exactly what the amendment say 
they shall do? 

Mr. DICK. It would seem, Mr. President 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. If the superintendent and the officers did their full dut: 
and carefully watched after the students, could they not, }) 
their own acts, largely have prevented hazing in those instity 
tions? 

Mr. DICK. Answering the Senator from Georgia, I am co) 
pelled to admit that that would seem like a reasonable and e 
fective remedy. But in order that it shall be done, in order 
that there shall be no mistaking of the duty of the officer, 
order that we may further provide against hazing in these i) 
stitutions, the committee has wisely sought, it seems to me, to 
amend this section of the bill in the manner in which I have ju 
read. That, I believe, will go quite as far as any legislati: 
which Congress may pass toward curing this evil. 

Mr. President, I believe this bill goes as far as we can go now, 
not as far as I would if I could control it entirely, but as { 
as we can go with legislation of this particular character; and 
we are informed by those most responsible for the conduct of the 
institutions that this legislation is ample and will be efficient 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I wish to say one additio: 
word in connection with this matter. I think the Senator fro 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopace] and the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
Dick] are laboring under a misapprehension in one respect, as 
to the law. The Supreme Court has decided, in respect to cadets 
in the Military Academy, that they are not officers of the United 
States Army. The case came up in this way: An officer « 
not be dismissed from the United States Army without the 
proval of the President. In the case at West Point a cadet |iad 
been dismissed, and the Supreme Court held that he was n 
officer of the Army, and hence his dismissal did not require | 
ratification or approval of the President. I think the prin 
that was laid down in that case would apply to a midshipman 
the Navy. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I have no 
he is quite right. I said the midshipman held the commis: 
of the President, which I think is the case. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendments be considered in their ord 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment reported 
the committee will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2 of the bill, line 8, strike out 
words “twenty-eighth ” and insert “ twenty-third ;” and in 
10, strike out “ one” and insert “ three;” so as to read: 

Sec. 2. That so much of the acts approved June 23, 1874, and M 
3, 1903, as requires the Superintendent of the United States N 
Academy, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line page 2, after the 
“June,” to strike out “twenty-eighth” and insert “t 
third; ” and on page 3, line 4, to strike out “one” and 
“three;” so as to read: 

As provided by the act approved June 23, 1874, and such 
martial, upon conviction, may sentence such midshipman to ar 
— authorized by the said act or by the act approved M 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, after the word “ 
tled,” in line 19, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty of every professor, assistan! 
fessor, academic officer or instructor, as well as every other offic: 
tioned at the United States Naval Academy, to promptly eepert 
Superintendent thereof any fact which comes to his attention 
to indicate any violation by a midshipman or midshipmen of any 
provisions of this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN'T. The Senator from Maine [Mr. I! 
has proposed an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. HALE. It is to come in at the end of line 7. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The Secrerary. On page 2, line 7, at the end of s 
1, add a semicolon and the following words: 

And in any case arising under this section any midshipman s! 
entitled on his application to a trial by court-martial. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not enough. I think that r 
only to that section. It doés not reach at all the court-in 
for hazing, which is made discretionary by section 3. I! 
Senator will accept the amendment offered by the Senator 





i 


Or 


20, 





1906. 


cota, inserting, after the word “ Navy,” the words “or 
on the application of the midshipman,” it will make it all 
o This amendment does not cure the trouble with section 3 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair invites the attention of 
senator from Wisconsin to the fact that there is an amend- 
pending in line 22, page 2, section 3, which may cover the 
ty of the Senator. It will be stated. 
» SucreTARY. After the word “ discretion,” in line 22, page 
2, insert “or upon the application of the midshipman.” 
\ir. SPOONER. Where does that come in? 
(the VICE-PRESIDENT. After the word “ discretion.” 
Mir. SPOONER. 
HALE. Yes. 
Mr. SPOONER. Otherwise it will be of no avail. 
Mr. HALE. I thought that had been agreed to. 
Vir. SPOONER. No, it has not been. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secrerary. After the word “ Navy, in line 23, 
proposed to insert ‘ 
spipl — 
e amendment was agreed to. 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator 
f Wiseonsin to withdraw his motion to strike out section 1. 
\ SPOONER. I withdraw my motion, the section having 


. ’ 


‘ » 
page <, 


‘or upon the application of the mid- 


amended. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada proposes 
endment, which will be stated. 
SeoreTary. It is proposed to add as an additional sec- 
{ the following: 
The President may set aside the dismissal of any naval cadet 
ng during the past year. The judgment of the court-martial 
case shall stand in so far as it finds such cadet guilty of haz- 
the punishment may be modified, according to the provisions 
nm 3 of this act. 
NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Maine 
y er he will not accept the amendment? 
\ HALE. I could hardly do that, acting for the committee. 
] willing that the Senate shall take a vote upon it. 
N NEWLANDS. Then I will take a few moments to ex 
J the amendment. 
\ir. KEAN and others. Let us vote. 
NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have already referred to 
e of Mr. Coffin, who was dismissed for hazing. We will 
that this bill was in operation when the court-martial 
| him guilty of hazing. Under it the Secretary of the 
the offense were trivial, could attach a small punish 
if the offense were serious, he could order the dismissal 
det. Under existing law it is imperative that he shall 
( 3s the cadet. 
we will assume that at the very time Mr. Coffin com 
; his offense of hazing there was another naval cadet who 


irt in the offense, and we will assume that this bill had 
and that the young man is brought before a court- 
for trial. If he were found guilty, then the Secretary 
raduate the punishment to the offense, could reduce the 
nan one year in his terms, could imprison him, could do 
. less than dismiss him, and if the offense were serious 
e could dismiss him. Now this amendment does not pro 
entirely clear any cadet who has been convicted of hazing 
The judgment of the court-martial stands. All 
permits is that the President and the Secretary of the 
an suit the punishment to the can give a 
| punishment if the offense is slight, can adhere to d 
f the offense be serious. It seems to me it is only just 
* under the circumstances. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agret 
ent proposed by the Senator from Nevada. 
DRYDEN. Mr. President, my attention was diverted 
ie amendment was read. I should like to hear it again. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be read. 
SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill a 
tion, as follows: 


ffense. 


offense, 


ing to the 


} 


The President may set aside the dist ul of any 1 l ¢ 

y during the past year. The judgment of the court-1 

ase shall stand in so far as it find h cadet ity « vA 
punishment may be modified accord o t prov Ol 


> of this act. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
nent which has just been reported. [Putting the 
‘The noes seem to have it. 

NEWLANDS. I call for the yeas and nays. 
ILALE and others (to Mr. NEWLANDS). 
NEWLANDS. I ask for a division. 


the 


ques 


Senate proceeded to divide. 
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it should come in after the word “ Navy,” | 


Call for a division. | 


Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from } 
being so late, will withdraw his eall ‘ 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I withdraw i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rei 


drawn. The question is on agreeing to tl 
by the Senator from Nevada. 
The amendment was reje 
The bill was reported ) 
amendments were concurred in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed i 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THI 
A message from the House of Repré by M 
sROWNING, its Chief Cler aur i 
passed a bill (H. R. 15085) to set 


State of South Dakota to be nown 
Sanitarium Reserve; ” in whic! 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED 


The message also announced that the Sp I 
had signed the following enrolled bill and j I 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-Pr« 
H. R. 12320. An act making appropriations to ly ul 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year « r Ju 
30, 1906, and for prior years, and for other pur] ; and 
S. R. 28. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board : 


Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


BATTLE MOUNTAIN SANITARIUM 


The bill (H. R. 15085) to set apart certain lands in the 
of South Dakota to be known as the “ Battle Moun 
rium Reserve ’”’ was read twice by its t 

Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask that the bill be placed 
endar in lieu of Order of Business 1180, whi id 
that that order of business, being the bill (S. 4310) 
certain lands in the State of § hD l 
be known as the “ Battle Mountain Sanitarium P 
nitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without obj 

JOURNME?D ro Mé VA 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the S& te ! f 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed t 


next, after the routine 


Mr. FORAKER. I desire to give 


e of the Senate 
987, commonly 


Mr. KEAN. I 
tion of exe 


ry 
Che mot 


move that 

tive busine 

ion was agreed ft na +} 
consideration of execnt 

in executive session 
and 55 minutes p. m.) the S 


runary 26. 1906, at 12 o’eloc 
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T. O. Fitzpatrick to be postmaster at Forrest City, in the 
county of St. Francis and State of Arkansas, in place of John C. 
Bell. Incumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

Jeffrey A. Houghton to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the 
county of Craighead and State of Arkansas, in place of Henry 
H. Houghton. Incumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

M. R. Stimson to be postmaster at Brinkley, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Arkansas, in place of William S. MeCul- 
lough. Incumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

Thomas A. Tennyson to be postmaster at Arkadelphia, in the 
county of Clark and State of Arkansas, in place of Dora Clow. 
Incumbent’s commission expires April 1, 1906. 

Knoch H. Vance, jr., to be postmaster at Malvern, in the 
county of Hot Spring and State of Arkansas, in place of Enoch 


H. Vance, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 
1906. 
CALIFORNIA. 
aris I. Furguson to be postmaster at Healdsburg, in the 


county of Sonoma and State of California, in place of Edward 


Cc. Hall, deceased. 

Robert P. Stephenson to be postmaster at Hollister, in the 
county of San Benito and State of California, in place of 
Robert Shaw. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 
LO0G, 


Henry W. Witman to be postmaster at Oxnard, in the county 
of Ventura and State of California, in place of Henry W. Wit- 
man. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. 

CONNECTICUT. 


David L. Clinton to be postmaster at Clintonville, in the 


county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of 
David L. Clinten. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 
1906, 


James A. Howarth to be postmaster at New Haven, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of 
James A. Howarth. Incumbent’s commission expires March 14, 
1906. 

FLORIDA. 

John W. Garwood to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Florida, in place of John W. 
Garwood. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1906. 

Cyrus Lowrey to be postmaster at Clearwater (late Clear- 
water Harbor), in the county of Hillsboro and State of Florida, 
in place of Cyrus Lowrey, to change name of office. 

Eben B. Trask to be postmaster at Plant City, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of Florida, in place of Eben B. Trask. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1906. 

GEORGIA, 

I’. G. Boatright to be postmaster at Cordele, in the county of 
Crisp and State of Georgia, in place of Mitchell G. Hall. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1906. 

IDAHO, 

Warren C. Fenton to be postmaster at Boise, in the county of 
Ada and State of Idaho, in place of Warren C. Femton. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1906. 

Austin G. Nettleton to be postmaster at Nampa, in the county 
of Canyon and State of Idaho, in place of Austin G. Nettleton. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1905. 

ILLINOIS. 

G. Gilbert to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Illinois, in place of Samuel H. 
Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 18, 1905. 

Ps. we 


1 
(ale 
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Harsh to be postmaster at Sullivan, in the county of | 


Moultrie and State of Illinois, in place of Alpheus K. Campbell, 


deceased. 


INDIANA. 

Demas D. Bates to be postmaster at South Bend, in the 
county of St. Joseph and State of Indiana, in place of Horace G. 
Miller. Ineumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

frank Dillon to be postmaster at Rochester, in the county of 
Fulton and State of Indiana, in place of Marion C. Reiter. In- 


cumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

John W. Elam to be postmaster at Valparaiso, in the county 
of Porter and State of Indiana, in place of Aaron W. Lytle. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

Walter L. Neible to be postmaster at Edinburg, in the county 
of Johnson and State of Indiana, in place of William E. Downs. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

Robert W. Nelson to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county 
of Kosciusko and State of Indiana, in place of Charles B. Bent- 
ley. Incumbent’s commission expired January 9, 1906. 

William E. Peck to be postmaster at Remington, in the county 
of Jasper and State of Indiana, in place of William E. Peck. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


IOWA. 

Milton A. McCord to be postmaster at Newton, in the coun: 
of Jasper and State of Iowa, in place of Milton A. McCord. | 
cumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1906. 

A. D. McCulloch to be postmaster at Humeston, in the cou 
of Wayne and State of Iowa, in place of James L. Berry. | 
cumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 

Elmer E. Rayburn to be postmaster at Brooklyn, in the cou 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in place of Elmer E. Raybu 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 38, 1906. 

Erastus T. Roland to be postmaster at Eldon, in the county of 
Wapello and State of Iowa, in place of Erastus T. Roland. 
cumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1906. 

Scott Skinner to be postmaster at Creston, in the county 
Union and State of Iowa, in place of Paul Maclean. In 
bent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

KANSAS. 

Edward Rammel to be postmaster at Coffeyville, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Kansas, in place of George |, 
Barndollar. Incumbent’s commission expires March 14, 1% 

William J. Watson to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the county 
of Crawford and State of Kansas, in place of William J. Wa 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 14, 1906. 

KENTUCKY. 

Benjamin W. Hall to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kentucky, in place of Len 
jamin W. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expires March 13, 10. 

MAINE. 

Jessie F. Fernald to be postmaster at Kittery, in the co 
of York and State of Maine, in place of Jessie F. Fernald. 
cumbent’s commission expired January 29, 1906. 

Lorenzo B. Hill to be postmaster at Togus, in the county »{ 
Kennebec and State of Maine, in place of Lorenzo B. Hill. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 14, 1906. 


MARYLAND. 


Albert E. Lambert to be postmaster at New Windsor, !) 
county of Carroll and State of Maryland. Office became [’resi- 
dential October 1, 1905. 


I 
ill- 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


Charles H. Mead to be postmaster at West Acton, i: 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in plac 
Charles H. Mead. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu 
1906. 

Harry S. Tripp to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county o: 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of H: Ss. 
Tripp. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1906. 

MICHIGAN. 

Richard J. Bawden to be postmaster at Bessemer, 
county of Gogebic and State of Michigan, in place of Richard J 
Bawden. Incumbent’s commission expires March 19, 1906 

John J. Davis to be postmaster at White Pigeon, in the 
of St. Joseph and State of Michigan, in place of John J. |! 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 5, 1906. 

William Harwood to be postmaster at Imlay City, 
county of Lapeer and State of Michigan, in place of \' 
Harwood. Incumbent’s commission expires March 19, | 

Hugh B. Laing to be postmaster at Gladstone, in the 
of Delta and State of Michigan, in place of Hugh B. |! g 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 19, 1906. 

David B. Menerey to be postmaster at Coleman, in the 
of Midland and State of Michigan, in place of David B. M: 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 

Kk. A. Smith to be postmaster at Wayne, in the co 
Wayne and State of Michigan, in place of Henry Loss. |! 
bent’s commission expires March 5, 1906. 

MINNESOTA. 

Laurence O’Brien to be postmaster at Preston, in th« 
Fillmore and State of Minnesota, in place of IL 
trien. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 
‘harles Scheers to be postmaster at Akely, in the co) 
Hubbard and State of Minnesota, in place of Robert 
Inctmbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 


oO 


f 
oO’! 
( 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Ellis E. Perkins to be postmaster at Edwards, in the 
of Hinds and State of Mississippi, in place of Ellis E. P 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 7, 1906. 
MISSOURI. 

Scribner R. Beech to be postmaster at Maryville, 
county of Nodaway and State of Missouri, in place of J 
Grems. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1! 

William F. Bloebaum to be postmaster at St. Charles, 
county of St. Charles and State of Missouri, in place o 


1906. 





m F. Bloebaum. 

WG. 

Malissa Conway to be postmaster at Vandalia, in the county 
of Audrain and State of Missouri, in place of Malissa Conway. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

seph H. Harris to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the 

inty of Jackson and State of Missouri, in place of Joseph H. 
Incumbent’s commission expires April 17, 1906. 

‘rank S. Jones to be postmaster at Sarcoxie, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri, in place of Frank 8. Jones. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1906. 

rank BE. Miller to be postmaster at Neosho, in the county of 
Newton and State of Missouri, in place of Frank E. Miller. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1906. 


Incumbent’s commission expires March 25 


, 


Harris. 


a 


Warren S$. Randall to be postmaster at Poplar Bluff, in the 
county of Butler and State of Missouri, in place of Warren 8. 


Randall. Incumbent’s commission expires March 25, 1906. 
MONTANA, 

John S. Towers to be postmaster at Miles City, in the county 
of Custer and State of Montana, in place of Ada M. Bennett. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 15, 1906. 

NEBRASKA, 

\lbert H. Hollingworth to be postmaster at Beatrice, in the 
county of Gage and State of Nebraska, in place of William H. 
Edgar. Ineumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 

(jeorge W. Williams to be postmaster at Albion, in the county 
of Boone and State of Nebraska, in place of John Peters, re- 
signed. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Jesse C. Parker to be postmaster at Hillsboro Bridge, in the 
( y of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in place of 
Joseph F. Nichols, removed. 

NEW JERSEY. 


li R. Marsh to be postmaster at Williamstown, in the county 
of Gloucester and State of New Jersey, in place of Eli R. Marsh. 
Iucumbent’s commission expired February 13, 1906. 

De Witt C. Winchell to be postmaster at Carteret, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey, in place of 
Witt C. Winchell. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 30, 1906. 

NEW YORK. 

\delbert C. Brink to be postmaster at Wolcott, in the county 
of Wayne and State of New York, in place of Adelbert C, 
brink. Ineumbent’s commission expires March 14, 1906. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 

\V. M. Currie to be postmaster at Maxton, in the county of 
Robeson and State of North Carolina, in place of Octavia 
M un. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 1906. 

OHIO. 

\llen W. Somers to be postmaster at Brookville, in the county 

( \i 


utgomery and State of Ohio, in place of James Medford, 
d ed 


inty of Wood and State of Ohio, in place of George W. 


\ ison. Ineumbent’s commission expired February 13, 1906, 
OKLAHOMA, 

John W. Deam to be postmaster at Geary, in the county of 
B e and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of John W. Deam. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Peter T. Unruh to be postmaster at Tyndall, in the county of 
I mime and State of South Dakota, in place of Charles H. | 
5 |. Inecumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906. 


TENNESSEB. 
rt S. Brown to be postmaster at Murfreesboro, in the 
( y of Rutherford and State of Tennessee, in place of Robert 
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of Robertson and State of Texas, in place of Jame 


| 


| win L. Brunton. 


rge W. Wilkinson to be postmaster at North Baltimore, in | 


5 wh. Incumbent’s commission expires March 13, 1906. 
TEXAS. | 
1 D. Abney to be postmaster at Grand View, in the county | 
( inson and State of Texas, in place of John D. Abney. In 
( it’s commission expires March 4, 1906. 
as L. Ball to be postmaster at Decatur, in the county of 
W and State of Texas, in place of Thomas L. Ball. In- | 
’s commission expired February 17, 1906. 
ry A. Cady to be postmaster at Ballinger, in the county of 
ls and State of Texas, in place of Henry A. Cady. In- 
nt’s commission expired February 17, 1906. 
Db. Crawford to be postmaster at Mineral Wells, in the 
vy of Palo Pinto and State of Texas, in place of Joel D. 
: ford. Ineumbent’s commission expired February 17, 1906. 


es A. Gammill to be postmaster at Calvert, in the county 
XL——179 





_————————————— 





sA.G 1] 

Incumbent’s commission expires March 25, 1906 

Robert R. Hyland to be postmaster Round Rock, in the 
county of Williamson and State of Texas, in place of Robert R 
Hyland. Incumbent’s commission expires March 4, 1906 

Frank W. Reast to be postmaster at Whitesboro, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas, in place of Frank W. Reast 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 25, 1906 

VERMONT 

Julius O. Belknap to be postmaster at South Royalton, in the 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont, in place of Julius O. 
Belknap. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 1906 


WASHING 
Edwin L. Brunton to be postmaster at Walla Walla, in th 
county of Wallawalla and State of Washington, in place of Ed 


red Fel 


rON 


Incumbent’s commission exp yruary 10, 
1906. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
James K. Hall to be postmaster at Wheeling, in the 
Ohio and State of West Virginia, in place of James 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 1906. 


county of 
K. Hall. 
Wi ONSIN 

Edward Cleary to be postmaster at Antigo, in the « 
Langlade and State of Wisconsin, in place of Edwar 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 

George J. Kispert to be postmaster at Jefferson, 
of Jefferson and State of Wisconsin, in place of 
pert. Incumbent’s commission expired February L906 

Nels Nelson to be postmaster at Washburn, in the c 
Bayfield and State of Wisconsin, in place of John I 
cumbent’s commission expired February 7, 


1906. 
in the 
(,eorge - 


county 


Ik 


uinty of 


. Jones. In 
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CONVIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 22, 1906. 
SURVEYOR OI 


William C. Kennedy, of Ohio, to be suryeyor 
the port of Columbus, in the State of Ohio. 


PROMOTIONS 


CUSTOMS. 


of customs for 


IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Henry W. Lyon to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 19th day of February, 1906. 

Commander Joseph B. Murdock to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 22d day of January, 1906. 

Ensign Robert T. Menner to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the Ist day of July, 1905. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert T. Menner to be a lieutenanf in 
the Navy from the ist day of July, 1905. 

Midshipman Frederick VY. McNair, jr., to be an ensign in the 
Navy from the 3d day of February, 1905. 

To be ensigns in the Navy from the 2d day of February, 1906, 


to fill vacancies existing in that grade on that date: 
David MebD. Le Breton, 
Andrew C. Pickens. 
Fred G. Coburn. 
Waldo P. Druley. 
Carl A. Richter. 
Robert B. Hilliard. 
John E. Otterson. 
Nathaniel H. Wright. 
Prentiss P. 
Frederick G. Tupper. 
Herbert S. Howard. 
Husband BE. Kimmel, 
Robert A. Dawes. 
Edwin O. Fitch, jr. 
Paul E. Dampman., 
Roland R. Riggs. 
Arthur G. Caffee. 
Clyde S. McDowell. 
Donald I 
Paul Pr. I 
Charles ¢ 
Luman E. Morgan. 
Edson C. Oak. 
Darrell P. Wickershanw 
Lawrence P. Treadwell 
William H. Toaz. 
Arthur H. Rice. 
Frank D. MeMillan. 
Halsey Powell. 
Forde A. Todd. 
Cleon W. Mauldin. 
Chester L. Hand. 


sSassett. 


Craig 
lackburn. 


‘. Soule, jr. 
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Edward F. Greene. 
Aubrey K. Shoup. 
Abram Claude. 
Nathan W. Post. 
Harry A. Stuart. 
William F. Halsey, jr. 
Stanton L. H. Hazard. 
Christopher R. P. Rodgers. 
Roscoe F. Dillen. 
Clarence A. Richards. 
Herbert H. Michael. 
Benjamin K. Johnson. 
Allen B. Reed. 
James W. Hayward. 
George M. Baum. 
Isaac C. Johnson, jr. 
David W. Bagley. 
Leigh M. Stewart. 
Edward B. Sherman. 
Richard P. McCullough. 
Ji seph D. Little. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 
David F. Taylor to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county 
Mississippi and State of Arkansas. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Cc. F. Demsey to be postmaster at Mojave, in the county of 
Kern and State of California. 

Joseph P 
the county of Los Angeles and State of California. 

Hiram L., Tripp to be postmaster at Santa Rosa, in the county 
of Sonoma and State of California. 

GEORGIA. 

Charles W. Moxley to be postmaster at Wadley, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Georgia. 

Charles I. Robinson to be postmaster at Eatonton, in the 
of Putnam and State of Georgia. 

ILLINOIS. 

James W. Breen to be postmaster at Manteno, in the county of 


nnty 
county 


Kankakee and State of Illinois. 
Lewis A. Castle to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county 
of Stark and State of Dllinois. 
Ir H. Greene to be postmaster at Geneseo, in the county 
of Henry and State of Illinois. 
red C, Kile to be postmaster at Blue Island, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois. 
William J. MceEldowney to be postmaster at Chicago Heights, 
in the county of Cook and State of Illinois. 
Frank T. Moran to be postmaster at Belvidere, in the county 
of Boone and State of Illinois. 
William Parker to be postmaster at Rock Falls, in the county 
of Whiteside and State of Illinois. 
George S. Roush to be postmaster at Lena, in the county of 
Stephenson and State of Illinois. : 
Edward C. Watson to be postmaster at Assumption, in the 
county of Christian and State of Llinois. 
KENTUCKY. 
John M. Vick to be postmaster at Central City, in the county 
of Muhlenberg and State of Kentucky. 
MARYLAND, 
Robert S. Mckinney to be postmaster at Taneytown, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Maryland. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Robert A. Beckwith to be postmaster at Southbridge, in the 
‘ y of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
John Duff to be postmaster at New Bedford, in the county of 
Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 
( rles L. Fairbanks to be postmaster at Southboro, in the 
c of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Ar L. Bemis to be postmaster at Carson City, in the 
cou of Montcalm and State of Michigan. 
( es F. Brown to be postmaster at Alma, in the county of 
Grat ind State of Michigan. 
Michael H. Kern to be postmaster at Menominee, in the county 
of Menominee and State of Michigan. 
Lou B. Winsor to be postmaster at Reed City, in the county 
of Osceola and State of Michigan. 
MINNESOTA. 
Benjamin Borgert to be postmaster at Browerville, in the 
ity of Todd and State of Minnesota. 
Minnie M. Holmes to be postmaster at Detroit (late Detroit 


City), in the county of Becker and State of Minnesota. 
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Frankhouse to be postmaster at San Fernando, in | 
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Frank H. Juergens to be postmaster at Jordan, in the county 
of Scott and State of Minnesota. . 
Olaus O. Sunde to be postmaster at New Richland, in the 
county of Waseca and State of Minnesota. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Carrie D. Morgan to be postmaster at Baldwyn, in the county 
of Lee and State of Mississippi. ; 
Clara E. Mortimer to be postmaster at Crystal Springs, in the 
county of Copiah and State of Mississippi. 
Daniel E. Rosser to be postmaster at Cleveland, in the county 
of Bolivar and State of Mississippi. 
John T. Wood to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of 
Lowndes and State of Mississippi. 
MISSOURI. 
Daniel J. Holman to be postmaster at Keytesville, in the 
county of Chariton and State of Missouri. 
William H. Luthy to be postmaster at Parkville, in the county 
of Platte and State of Missouri. 
NEW JERSEY. 
James W. Kelley to be postmaster at Tuckerton, in the 
of Ocean and State of New Jersey. 
Anthony T. Woolley to be postmaster at Long Branch, j 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
George L. Bowers to be postmaster at Vernon, in the « 
of Oneida and State of New York. 
George G. Mason to be postmaster at Webster, in the 
of Monroe and State of New York. 
Prine Riggs to be postmaster at Sodus, in the county of 
and State of New York. 


— 


Gorfield Vanderburgh to be postmaster at Florida, in , 
county of Orange and State of New York. 
OREGON. 


A. F. Blackerby to be postmaster at Silverton, in the « 
of Marion and State of Oregon. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
William B. MeclIihenny to be postmaster at Gettysburg, in the 
county of Adams and State of Pennsylvania. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Eliza Appelt to be postmaster at Manning, in the ec 
Clarendon and State of South Carolina. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Nels Haugen to be postmaster at Hartford, in the county of 
Minnehaha and State of South Dakota. 
Peter T. Unruh to be postmaster at Tyndall, in the State of 
South Dakota. 
TEXAS. 
Leonidas M. Barkley to be postmaster at Fort Worth, 
county of Tarrant and State of Texas. 
Harry C. Butler to be postmaster at Anson, in the county of 
Jones and State of Texas, 
Charles J. Lewis to be postmaster at Clarendon, in thx 
of Donley and State of Texas. 
UTAH. 
Niels C. Poulsen to be postmaster at Richfield, in the 
of Sevier and State of Utah. 
VIRGINIA. 
Roger G. Dyson to be postmaster at Belfield, in the c y of 
Greenesville and State of Virginia. 
WASHINGTON, 
William A. Buckley to be postmaster at Sprague, 
county of Lincoln and State of Washington. 
Millard T. Hartson to be postmaster at Spokane, in th 
of Spokane and State of Washington. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 


A. E. McDonald to be postmaster at Chester, in the c f 
Hancock and State of West Virginia. 
WISCONSIN. 
S. H. Alban to be postmaster at Rhinelander, in the « 
Oneida and State of Wisconsin. 


John F. Cole to be postmaster at Marchfield, in the « 
Wood and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles F. Henrizi to be postmaster at Menomonee F in 
the county of Waukesha and State of Wisconsin. 

Austin R. Loveland to be postmaster at Oregon, in the 
of Dane and State of Wisconsin. 

Arthur A. Porter to be postmaster at Portage, in the « 
Columbia and State of Wisconsin. - 

Robert C. Pugh to be postmaster at Hayward, in the . 
Sawyer and State of Wisconsin. 

Alfred W. Trevitt to be postmaster at Wausau, in th 
of Marathon and State of Wisconsin. 


gq 
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rhe House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rey. 
ing prayer : 
Thy children to uphold, sustain, and guide them in every 
vard and upward movement toward the betterment of man- 
1, we thank Thee for our Republic and the men whose 
; yet live in its sacred institutions, that to-day all over this 
d land the name of George Washington will be extolled 
| his deeds recounted by the millions who hold his memory 
to their hearts. Great in war, great in peace, great in 
ntegrity and nobility of his character; broad in his con- 


ternal God, our heavenly Father, ever present in the hearts | 
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HENRY N. CoupEN, D. D., offered the fol- | 


ons, firm in his convictions—the paragon of American 
hood and citizenship. Monuments have been reared to his | 
ory, encomiums have been pronounced upon his virtues, 


the glory of our Republic rises in grandeur above them all 


speaks in language more eloquent than tongue or pen of | 


he was and what he did. 
d its influence to all 
e, through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
ved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 
SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this is the anniversary of 
rth of George Washington, of Virginia, the first President 
United States. I move, Mr. Speaker, that in commemora- 
if that fact the Clerk be directed to read the Farewell 
ss of George Washington to his countrynien—— 

PAYNE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed briefly by unani- 
onsent, and can only proceed 
WILLIAMS (continuing). And thereupon that the House 


DALZELL. The regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
HULL. Mr. Speaker, 1 move that the House 
ito Committee of the Whole House - 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, a motion to adjourn is in 
and having made that explanation, I move that the House 
adjourn until 12 o’clock noon to-morrow. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi moves that 
use do now adjourn. 
question was taken; and on a division 
LIAMS) there were—ayes 67, noes 113. 
WILLIAMS. Upon this important matter, Mr. Speaker, 
like to have the yeas and nays. 
s and nays were ordered. 
uestion was taken; and there were—yeas 89, nays 
1 “ present” 11, not voting 147, as follows: 


resolye 


(demanded by 


136, 









YEAS—S89. 
l Gaines, W. Va. Lamar Rives 
Gardner, Mich. Lee Re 
sari Lester Russ 
Gs Lever Sh 
S. wee Gil Lewis Sir 
Gil Lindsay Ss 
Glass Livingston Sr 
rex. Goldfogle Lloyd So 
\ ; Sp 
» 
Ss 
n Su 
Ohio Ta 
Ta Ohio 
Thomas, N. ¢ 
Underwood 
3 Wa 
age Webb 
1. Pou Williams 
Randell, Tex. Wwe , Mo 
i Ransdell, La. 
i R Fasst 
is. B Fis 
B Fl 
I; Fletcher 
B lia Fre 1 
Cy t Da r erson 
Calderhead I rm ; 
Ky Campbell, Kans. I Gardner, Mass. 
( It G iner, N. J. 
C; Dy Gilbert, Ind. 
('} I Goehe 
K Oe Edwards Graham 
Ce Ellerbe Hal 
Colo ( Esch Ham yn 





God grant that it may live and | 
the world, and Thine shall be the 
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Ilaves Knapp NI ill WW \ i 
Hledge Knopf M I I 
Hienry, Conn, Knowland M a 
Hepburn Lacey M i 
Hlermann Landis, Chas. B. M 1 
Higgins Law Nex 1 
Hinshaw Lawrence O 
lLloar Lilley, ¢ nn. i) | 
He Lilley, Pa oO n 
Howell, N. J Littauer I é 1 
Hiubbard Litt eld Payne 
liughes Met thy Perkins oO 
Hul McCleary, Minn, Pol d i 
Humphrey, Wash. McCreary, Pa. Ro { I | 
Jenkins McKinley, Ill. Rode g I 
Jones, Wash. McKinney Samuel \ 
Kahn McMorran Scott VW 
Keifer Madden Shartel W iN. J 
Kennedy, Nebr. Mahon Smith, lowa \ j 
Kinkaid Mann Simi Sam VW } 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT 11 
Adamson Grosvenor Prines 
Aiken Morrell R ison, Ala, & l 
Goulden Patterson, N. ¢ 8] Kk rd 
NOT VOTING—147 

Acheson Dwight Lega Ry 
Allen, N. J. Ellis Lit ‘ I 
Ames Fordney Longw ; 
Barchfeld Foss Lorime : 
Bartholdt Foster, Ind. Loud S n 
Bates Foster, Vt. Louden er _ 
Bede Fowler Lovering S 
Beidler Gaines, Tenn. McCall S Cal 
Bingham Garber MecDe Ss I 
Blackburn Gill McKi ( lex 
Bonynge Gillett, Cal MeL l 
Bowie Gillett, Mass MeN 
Bradley Graff M - N 
Broussard Granger M } ~ 
Brown Greene M 
Brundidge G y M ’a 
Buckman Gr na Mudd 
Burke, Pa. G er M 
Burton, Del. H 1S 0 t r 
Byrd H n I’ ! 
Clark, Mo H st )’ \ i 
Cockran Hi ‘ n P W 
ce H ] : W 
oF Pa. Holliday Pa ‘ \ 
Cousins H d Pa renn, W 
Cro! ° liow Utah Is Vi 
Dal IH j 
Davey, La Jo )’ vi 
lbavis, Minn. J Va it \ 
Davis, W. Va. Ke ivy, Ohio ht W 
Daw kK l R i 
Dav n cit n, Claud i ; 
Den K le j K \ 
Dick n, Ill. La it 
I) Mont. La kk , n 
l é Land Frederick Rk ' 
Li I be : Z 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected 

The Clerk announced the fo gL 

For the session 

Mr. Morre.u with Mr. 8 ‘ 

Mr. BRADLEY wW Mr. G 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. R ‘ 

Mr. PATTER Peunsylyania with Mr. P : of ) 
Carolina. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. R \ f. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. A ’ 

For one week : 

Mr. Greene with Mr. McD 

Until further notice 

Mr. Grosvenor with Mr. CLAR M 

Mr. Powers with Mr. P a 

Mr. B with Mr. R 

Mr. DovENER Mr. Spa 2 

Mr. BIN {AM \ h Mr. Va i) 

Mr. CROMER th Mr. Ze 

Mr. McCatt h Mr. Re 3 

Mr. Hi th Mr. L 

Mr. FREDERI LANDIS Mr. Br 

Mr. WATSON th M > 

Mr. Di son Of Illine M R 

Mr. Ds th Mr. P 

Mr. Loncwortu with M \ 

For this day 

Mr. Foss \ 1 M G 

Mr. Coorer of P ~ ‘ 

Mr. WILSON h Mr. I 

Mr. Princ h Mr. § 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Tri 

Mr. BARCHFELD with M 

Mr. Loverine with Mr. I 

Mr. Bates with Mr. La 

Mr. LAFEAN with Mr. 8 
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Mr. Dawes with Mr. Towne. 

Mr. Parsons with Mr. CockKRAN. 

Mr. Kennepy of Ohio with Mr. WEISSF. 

Mr. Gittetr of Massachusetts with Mr. Hearst. 
Mr. STERLING with Mr. GRANGER. 

Mr. AcHESON with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. BartTHoipr with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

Mr. Bonynce with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. BUCKMAN with Mr, Davis of West Virginia. 
Mr. Covustns with Mr. GArnes of Tennessee. 

Mr. Date with Mr. GIL. 

Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. GuDGER. 

Mr. DensBy with Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. Grarr with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. Gronna with Mr. CLaupge KITcHIN. 

Mr. CoLe with Mr. McNary. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. MEYEr. 

Mr. KetcHam with Mr. Rrxry. 

Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. Parrerson of South Carolina. 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 

Mr. REYNOLDS with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Suttoway with Mr. RicHarpson of Kentucky. 
Mr. VReEeLAND with Mr. Smrra of Texas. 

Mr. WacHTer with Mr. Wirey of Alabama. 

Mr. Witey of New Jersey with Mr. WATKINS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I find I am paired with the 


gentleman from Missouri, Mr. CLARK. 
vote and to answer “ present.” 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know whether the 
Pennsylvania, Mr. WANGER, voted. 


gentleman from I 
The SPEAKER. He did not. 


I desire to withdraw my 


Mr. ADAMSON. Then I desire to withdraw my vote and to 
answer “ present.” 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 


from Georgia, Mr. Harpwick, with whom I have a general pair, 
voted on this proposition. I therefore desire to withdraw my 
answer of “present” and to have my name recorded in the 
hecative. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I should like 
from Georgia, Mr. Grices, voted? 

The SPEAKER. In the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House 
of Representatives that the President had approved and sigued 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

On February 19, 1906: 


to ask how the gentleman 





H. R. 1280. An act granting a pension to Mary K. Lewis; 

H.R. 1545. An act granting a pension to Florence D. Raf- 
ferty: 

H. R.1797. An act granting a pension to James H. Cole, alias 
Jobn V. Cole; = 

H.R. 1958. An act granting a pension to Ida L. and Clara PF. 
Winters ; 

H.R An act granting a pension to Evelyn S. Beardslee ; 

H.R An act granting a pension to Winifred E. Lewis; 

H.R An act granting a pension to Emma Auger; 

H.R An act granting a pension to Angie A. Marvin; 

H. R. An act granting a pension to Maggie Parker ; 

H.R An act granting a pension to Jessie Marie Hester ; 

H.R An act granting a pension to Annie Rohr; 

H.R An act granting a pension to Emma M. Boyer; 

H.R An act granting a pension to Mary Van Blarcom; 

H. R. An act granting a pension to Emma Aldred; 

II. R. 11596. An act granting a pension to Marion H. Long; 

Hi. R. 530. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
E. I ; 

| G11. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
C: 

Il. R. 724. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
C ter; 

R. 1072. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

It. R. 1128. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
] iline Finklea 

H. R. 1124. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Grant; 

H. R. 1125. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
Ann I chelor ; 

H 131. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
aa 

H. R. 1186. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
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H. R. 12138. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Breden; 

H. R. 1283. An act granting an increase of pension to Ep 
Ann Austin; 

H. R. 1382. An act granting an increase of pension to Be: 
min Fagley; 

H. R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Dariys 
J. Brown; 

H. R. 1467. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
E. Monroe; 

H. R. 1554. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel] 


B. Spinning ; 

H. R. 1884. 
Purcell ; 

H. R. 1952. An act granting an increase of pension to A 
A. M. Natt och Dag; 

H. R. 1974. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. P. Foale; 

H. R. 2083. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A. Slack: 

H. R. 2084. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Maginley ; 

H. R. 2113. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia 
B. Jackson; 

H. R. 2169. An act granting an increase of pension to Elisha 
White; 

H. R. 2289. An act granting an increase of pension to Algernon 
Lighteap ; 

H. R. 2291. An act granting an increase of pension to W 
Elmes ; 

H. R. 2345. An 
ette Hannahs; 


An act granting in increase of pension to Robert 


xel 


am 


act granting an increase of pension to Antoin- 


H. R. 2394. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Buncher ; 
H. R. 2771. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


MeCabe ; 


H. R. 3216. An act granting an increase of pension to Joba 
W. Seeber ; 
HR. R. 3880, An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 


W. Wilburn; 

H. R. 3400. 
K. Carr; 

H. R. 3605. 
Lathrop ; 

H. R. 3678. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than C. 8. Twitchell ; 

H. R. 4195. An act granting an increase of pension to Hi: 
ilton Secheverell ; 
H. R. 4215. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Roberts ; 
H. R. 4217. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
M. Rose; 

H. R. 4218. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Williamson; 

H. R. 4224. An act granting an increase of pension t 
topher Pletzke; 

H. R. 4225. An act granting an increase of pension to N 
iel Cooper ; 

H. R. 4891. An act granting an increase of pension to \\ 
John Stewart, alias John Scott; 

H. R. 4644. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Dickens; 

H. R. 4666. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
A. Carpenter ; 

H. R. 47138. An act granting an increase of pension to M 
M. C. Manning; 

H. R. 4730. An act granting an increase of pension to Mi 
L. Jones: 
H. R. 
Scrogum ; 

H. R. 4735. 
Adair; 
os ees 
Logan; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 


An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


A. 


799 
vm, 


An act granting an increase of pension to es 


t 


An act granting an increase of pension to ° 


on 


i137. An act granting an increase of pension t 


H. R. 47388. An act granting an increase of pension to ry 
Roberts: 

H.R. 4789. An act granting an increase of pension Vv 
rence B. Smith; 

H. R. 4765. An act granting an increase of pension t rge 
W. Shepherd ; 

H. R. 4822. An act granting an increase of pension to (brie! 
Smith; 

H. R. 4827. An act granting an increase of pension to 1 a8 





1 





906. 


H. R. 4879. An 


he ; 
H. R. 4884. An 
a ‘ 
» Lue 
H.R. 4964 An 
llwell; 
Li. R. 5015. An 


Good ; 
. R. 6016. 


An 


Cys 


[. R. 5170. 
Pringle ; 
I. R. 5238. 
uard ; 
H. R. 5254. 
richenor ; 
Hi. R. 5644. 
Wilcox ; 


An 


An 


An 


An 


H. R. 5808, An 
O. Lord; 
H. R. 5925. An 
Davidson ; 
H. R. 5955. An 


An 


An 


eiton 
[. Rh. 6157. An 
J. Boyer ; 
Rn. 6192. An 
Milis ; 
R. 6227. An 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


S090. An 
l ham 
.. 8217. An 


layman ; 
R Qepere> 
lan; 
R. S618. An 
R. 10192. 


Lb. Thomas; 





Al 


t 
10434. At 
10436. At 

“ 
ger 5 
R. 10765. Ar 


An act granting an increa 


An act granting 


CONGRESSIONAL 


i 
act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Nancy 


ag orantine 
act granting 


an increase of pension to Edwin 


act granting an increase of pension to Francis 


act granting an increase of ion to David 


pens 
act 


granting 


an increase of pension to Lockey 


granting an increase of pension to Travis 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


act 


granting an increase of pension to Napoleon 


act granting an increase of pension to David 


granting an increase of pension to Jennie 


granting an increase of pension to James 


act granting an increase of pension to Eli 


granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
granting an increase of pension to Edward 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
granting an increase of pension to Jona 


granting an increase of pension to Richard 


granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Adam 


act an increase of pension to Fritz 


act granting an increase of pension to Michael 


act granting an increase of pension to Emma 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Sarah 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Henry 


act gra 


nting an increase of pension to John G. 


se of to Alan 


pension 


an increase of pens 


] mn to Nathan 


1 act granting an increase of pension to James 


granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


1 act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


rrea 


1 act nting an increase of pension to John A. 


1 act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


tson; and 


t. 11408. 
esdorf. 
February 2 

An 


Al 


1057. 
1son ; 


.. 1201. An 


iUS, An 
R. 5597. An 
on; 
7302. An 
d; 


.. 11324. An act grant 


Gowan; ¢ 


> 


e Washington and Westmoreland counties, in the State of 


. 11045. An act to amend an 


1 act granting an increase of pe n to David 
1, 1906 

act granting an Inc! e of pr m to Caswel 
act granting an incr‘ f | 1 to Ed l 
ict g ting an inert of n to Wil l 
act granting an increase of 1 to O I 


act an incre 


ing an increase of 
ind 


act entitled “An act to au 


R 


ECO! 


4 


Pennsylvania, to econstri na 
M mgahela River Sf 
February 21, 1903. 


On February 
Hi. R. 8442. An act pe 


the Rock River at Grand 


1G. 1906 


Mf =~ A } 

A message from the S« ] l 
clerk, announced that the S« { 1} 
ing title; in which the con e of t 
tives was requested : 

8.88. An act for preve! m 
portation of adulterated « s 


terious foods, 
traffic 


arugs, 


therein, and 


medicines, and 
for other pur] 
ENROLLED BILI 
The SPEAKER ‘ed | sign 
following title: 
8.35318. An act to allow the entry and 


ann 


San Luis Obispo, Port H ford, and J 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXI\ 

title was taken from the Speal é 

appropriate committee, as ind ted belo 
8.88. An act for pre ! 

portation of adulterated or n led 

terious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquo1 

traffic therein, and for other purposes 


Interstate and Foreign Commerc 
BATTLE \NITAR { 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask un 
the present consideration of the bill 
certain lands in the State of South 


“ Battle Mountain Sa 


MO vi 


desk and ask to h read 
The Clerk read as follows: 
4 (H. R ) 
] yt t 
J it enact f i 
€ | Ol i r 
: 3 
1 t if » 
] iH I t ‘ 
] thence t t t ) 
1 aV ‘ 
» 4 ; 
i a A . 
f ‘ n } t 
tn 4 
| lian, in I R ( 
: 
i il { 
> } 
R r 
. : Nf 
| f 
S Dal 
7 ‘ | a 
S 
t] ' 
i 
: 
I 
; ( 
‘ ‘ 
; 
rT A > 
i Sid 1 
M UNDER } 
















































































2854 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








FEBRUARY 22, 





I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
make some explanation of what it is. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, the Government at the present 
time is constructing what is known as “the Battle Mountain 
Sanitarium,” a branch of the National Soldiers’ Home at Hot 
S. Dak. Contiguous to it there it a natural object of 
considerable historic interest known as’ “ Battle Mountain.” It 
so happens that the lands including that mountain are not valu- 
abie for agricultural purposes and they have remained unoccu- 
pied for years, and the purpose of this bill is simply to reserve 
from certain lands embracing that natural monument and 
lands contiguous for the purpose of scenic beauty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the title pass under this bill from 
the Government? 

Mr. MARTIN. No; it is retained by the Government. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is the object of the penalty at the 
foot of the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN. That simply provides for the custody of this 
reservation, which is placed in the hands of the Board of Mana- 
gers of the National Home, and is a provision against tres- 
passing 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


ject, 


Springs, 


sale 


Then the object of the bill is to create a 


public national park? 

Mr. MARTIN. It could hardly be designated as a national 
park. It is a reserve for its scenic beauty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does this bill contemplate any further 


charge upon the Government? 

Mr. MARTIN. It does not at present. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
question is upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN, a 
vote was laid on the table. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I call from the Speaker’s 

table the conference report on the bill (H. R. 12320) to supply 


motion to reconsider the last 


urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1906, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
pos The report was published in the Recorp on February 19, 
1906. There is a complete agreement. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reading of the report may be dispensed with and 
that the statement be read in place thereof. 


rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up a 
; report and asks unanimous consent that the reading 
the report be dispensed with and that the statement be read 


in piace 


conference 


theres r Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement, 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the | 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. | 
12320) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in | 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906, and | 
for prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full | 

nd free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- | 


i to their respective Houses as follows: 


at the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 8, | 
4 5. 7. 8. 20, 24, 25. 31, 35, 36, 37, and 61. 
That tl House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | 
me of the Senate numbered 2, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 22, 23, 
26, 28, 30, 82, 34, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 


53, 54, 55, 


56, 57, 


Amendment 


5S, 584, 59, and 60; and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its dis- 


numbered 6: 


crecment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add after | 
the word “ years,” at the end of said amendment, the following: 


if her death shall occur during this period this provision 


s ll ter nate:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the 
mutter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “Pro- 
vided, That the office of captain of engineers in the Revenue 
Cutter Service of the United States is hereby abolished from the 


date of the death of the late incumbent thereof, and that on and 
after the this act the President may select and ap 
point, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a chief 
of who has not than three 
years in that grade as Engineer in Chief of the Revenue-Cutter 
for a period of four years, and no longer unless reap 
pointed retired by reason of age or disability: And 
provided further, That the Engineer in Chief thus appointed 
shall thereafter receive the rank, pay, and allowances, while | 


passage of 


engineer said Service served less 


Service 


or sooner 





ene ieee aaaeaeeni 22 ane 


holding said appointment, that are now or may hereafter be 
prescribed for a captain of the Revenue-Cutter Service, buy 
nothing herein shall operate to increase the number of chic 
engineers now in the Revenue-Cutter Service; * and the Senat, 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from it 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, ay 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 
of the bill, in line 20, after the word “ herein,” insert the word 
“and hereinafter; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from ji 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1» 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the word “cents,” at the end of said amendment, insert the 
following: “, to be paid from the appropriations herein mai: 
for the isthmian canal;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the word “cents,” at the end of said amendment, insert 
following: “, to be paid from the appropriations herein m: 
for the isthmian canal;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: St 
out from the matter inserted by said Senate amendment 
word “ presenting ” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ tra 
mitting;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede fro: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
word “ Grounds,” in line 7 of said amendment, insert thx 
lowing: “ Under the supervision of the Commission on the s 
ate office building created by the sundry civil act, appr 
April twenty-eighth, nineteen hundred and four;” and the + 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede fron 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2° 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
said amendment, after the word “ cents,” insert the follow 
“From the appropriations for the support of the Fland 
Indian School for the fiscal year nineteen hundred and f: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede fro: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered °::: 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“For the employment of three hundred additional clerks 
compensation at the rate of six hundred dollars per ann 
post-offices of the first and second classes during the fisca! 
nineteen hundred and six, sixty thousand dollars.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede fr: 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered ‘5 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
matter stricken out and inserted by said amendment ins« 
following: 

“Additional, to meet the demands for more meat ins» 
and for microscopic inspection of pork, sixty-three thousan 


‘ 


| lars, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede fro 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 47 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lin 
said amendment strike out the name “ Peter Riley” 
in lieu thereof the name “ Peter Reily;” and the Senat 
to the same. 


and 


Lucius N, LItTaAver 

JAMES A. TAWNEY, 

L. F. LiIvinaston, 
Managers on the part of the H 

EvuGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

H. M. TeLver, 
Managers on the part of the S¢ 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House, at the confer¢ 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend! 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12320) making appropriat 
supply urgent deficiencies, submit the following writt« 
ment in explanation of the effect of the action agreed u; 
submitted in the accompanying report, namely : 

On amendments Nos, 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, under the State I 








ent: Appropriates $1,033.33, as proposed by the Senate, in 
id of $512.58, as proposed by the House, to pay amounts cer 

1 to be due on account of bringing home criminals, and 
kes out appropriations proposed by the Senate of $30,000 for 
itingent expenses of foreign missions, $40,000 for contingent 
ises Of United States consulates, $20,000 for payment to 
Germany for losses incurred in connection with disturbances in 


oa in 1899, and $760 for payment to Denmark for claims | 


ysses incurred in connection with the disturbances in Samoa 
899, 
m amendment numbered 6: Inserts the provision proposed by 
nate, placing Cora B. Thomas on the rolls of the Treasury 
riment as a clerk of class 3 for a period of not exceeding 
years. 
On amendment numbered 7: Appropriates $91,300, as proposed 
the House, instead of $79,300, as proposed by the Senate, for 
ure for public buildings. 
On amendment numbered 8: Strikes out the appropriation of 
00 proposed by the Senate for fuel, lights, and water for 
buildings. 
On amendments numbered 9 and 10: Authorizes the transfer 
000 from the appropriation for construction of the wharf 
the quarantine station at Honolulu, Hawaii, to the appro 
mn for the runway to connect the wharf with the island. 
On amendment numbered 11: Appropriates $20,000, as pro 
by the Senate, for the reclamation of Quarantine Island, 


iil 





amendment numbered 12: Inserts the provision proposed 
e Senate providing for the appointment of an Engineer in 

( for a term of four years, from the number of chief 
ers in the Reyenue-Cutter Service. 


amendments numbered 13, 14, 15, and 16: Inserts the 


ions proposed by the Senate to settle the accounts of 


sbursing clerk of the Treasury Department, the same 


ing no appropriation of money out of the Treasury. 


On amendment numbered 17: Appropriates $650,000, as pro 
by the Senate, to be used as an advance to the Panama 
| md Company to pay for the reequipment of that com 


the same to be reimbursed to the Treasury out of the 


eeds of the sale of the isthmian canal bonds. 
imendments numbered 18 and 19: Appropriates, as pro 
by the Senate, to pay Lieut. Col. William M. Black 


.o2 and to Lieut. Mark Brooke $573.98, being addit 


] 
onal 


| 


r regular pay in the Army, for services rendered to the 


in Canal Commission on the Isthmus of Panama. 
mendment numbered 20: Strikes out the appropriation 
1 by the Senate of $15,550 for repairs to the Soldiers’ 
at Togus, Me. 
endments numbered 21, 22, and 23: Makes 2 verbal cor 
n the text of the bill and appropriates $6,478.57, as pro 
y the Senate, to pay amounts found due on account of 
miscellaneous,” of the Navy. 
endments numbered 24 and 25: Strikes out the provi 
oposed by the Senate authorizing the diversion of cer 
propriations for the Naval War College in Rhode Island. 
mendment numbered 26: Inserts the provision proposed 
Senate extending the limit of cost for the heating, light 
nd power plant for the Capitol and other buildings. 
imendment numbered 27: Inserts the provision proposed 
» Senate authorizing the construction of a subway system 
en the Capitol building and the Senate office building. 
imendment numbered 28: Requires that one-half of the 
ture for tuition of colored deaf mutes of the District of 
ia shall be paid from the revenues of the District of 


hia 
hi 


mendment numbered 29: Inserts the provision proposed 
e Senate authorizing the payment of $843.60 to John H 
out of the appropriation for the Flandreau Indian 
1 and on account of beef furnished said school. 
amendment numbered 30: Inserts the provision pri 
senate appropriating $75,000 for ex 
1 to the Five Civilized Tribes. 
amendment numbered 31: Strikes out the appropriation of 
proposed by the Senate, for miscellaneous expenditure 
Department of Justice 
mendments numbered 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, and 37, under 
t-Oflice Department: Appropriates, as proposed by the 
, $200 for the purchase of a draft horse; $60,000 for tem 
clerks, at $600 each, and $15,000 for blanks, etc., for the 
order service, and strikes out the appropritaion of $5,000 
uburse the postmasters at Tonopah and Goldfield, Nev. ; 
) for the relief of the acting postmaster at Nome, Alaska, 
»188.63 for the relief of the postmaster at Nome, Alaska 
amendment numbered 38: Appropriates’ $65,000, instead 
-U,000 as proposed by the House and $135,000 as proposed 


nosed 
: 


pen es of the («% 





opinion relative to its 
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by the Senate, for the Bureau of 
partment of Agi iculture 
On amendments numbered 59, 40, 41, 42 


and 49: Inserts various approp 
for certain expenses on acc 


I 
On amendments numbered 
and 60: Inserts provisio! 
ditional judgments of the Court of ¢ 
depredation claims, and awards « 


Commission which have by 


passage of the bill by the Hou 


On amendment numbered 61: Strike 
posed by the Senate authorizing the & 
mission to fix and determine the fees in « 
mission, 

The bill : finally agreed upon 
being $1,061,885.42 more than 
177.13 less than as it passed the S« 

[1 
JA \ 
LJ 

1” 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1 
report 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will t 
question? 


The SPEAKER. Does th 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. May Il ask the eg | 
erence to the increased approp t< 
partment for the inspection of 1 

Mr. LITTAUER. The approp 


was $20,000. The Senate 
$135,000, which we have reduced, u 
passed the House, to $63,000, » tl 
sion is made for all the ; 
but for the general purpose of the , ' 
Mr. MANN. What was do 
the Senate appropriating 
the Post-Oflice Department 
Mr. LITTAUER The \ eft 
inserted by th ~enate, » 1 l | ) 
number of clerks at a certain salar 
Mr. MANN. I think there 
in reference to the I \ 
Mr. LITTAUER. Not f 
aft is respé . the J ( 
The SPEAKER I 
‘ ‘ rep rt 
rhe aq tion t . % 
igreed to 
On motion of Mr. I 
yt laid on t 
‘ORTH CAROLINA ARCH 
Mr. THOMAS of North ¢ 
mous consent for th pl 
resolu wi hl nad 1 ( 
The SPEAKER The ¢ 
The Clerk read foll 
Joint lutior j ‘ 
no | I 
‘ 
j aa 
tt ! and d 
ar ] 
‘ : 
| ; ‘ 
t ] 
The SPEAKER Is t ‘ 
M PAYNI Mr. Sy 
would | ots the cer ‘ 
Mr. THOMAS of North ¢ 
best explanation will be 
mittee 
The SPEAKER | ( 
rhe Clerk 1 I f 
rhe Comr I 
l ion kt iF I 
poss m of the LD 
had ti 
amendment 
TY! 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, February 8, 1906. 
lave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 6th instant, inclosing a copy of joint resolution No. 26, providing 
2 rn of certain North Carolina archives now in the possession 
of this Depart 
to its passage 


| have to inform you that the papers in question are purely 









| 


ment, and asking the opinion of the Department relative | 


State hives,” bearing dates from 1750 to 1800, with a few of a 
date, and including copies of letters from the delegates to the Con- 
il Congress, State militia papers, papers relating to the rebuild- 
e State capitol, and papers of a like local character, but do not 
in what are commonly called “ Confederate archives” nor any 

g | papers belonging to the records of the Continental Congress. 
I} resolution as introduced follows the precedent already estab- | 
ed by the Department relative to the surrender of its papers and 
tment in that it is discretionary with the Secretary 


hat papers are “ not needed for the use of the Depart- 





re of opinion that the resolution should be passed in its 


he honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Evinv Roor. 
WETMORE, 

on the Library, United States Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


irs none. 


PEABODY 
man Committe 


Hon. GEO 
Chai 


Chair ix 
Th 


was read the th 


resolution 


ird time, 


was ordered to be read the third time, 
and passed. 


e joint 
; 


On motion of Mr. Tuomas of North Carolina, a motion to 
reconsider the last yote was laid on the table. 
AUT IZING ASSIGNMENT OF PAY OF TEACHERS AND OTHER 
EMPLOYEES OF THE BUREAU OF EDUCATION IN ALASKA. 
Mr. KLEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the consideration of the following joint resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 














than any other among the Indians. In their own homes these litt! 
ones can have no sort of sanitary surroundings and only in rere j; 
stances proper medical care. The most stringent rulés, moreover, whi 
the Office of Indian Affairs can prescribe for the protection of healt 
children from perilous contact with those who have been stricken a 
bound to be only partly effective, for though we may weed every si: 
of the scourge out of the schools by excluding all children pronoun: 
by the examining physician unsound, we are only segregating these 
order to make them grow up, if they do grow up, in ignorance. ‘ 
establishment of such a sanitarium as I have here suggested would 
sure to the unfortunates the special care and the chance for recuy, 
tion which is their due, as well as the schooling needed to fit then 
the serious business of life, instead of being sent hoine to serve as ; 
ters of infection for both their own people and the whites of the nei 
borhood. 

Realizing that in South Dakota, where there are so m 
Indians, it would be more or less cruel to separate those afflic: 
with tuberculosis from their parents and families by remoy 
them to a remote part of the country, as would be the casi 
they were taken to a sanitarium somewhere in the Southwest 
suggested by the Commissioner, I introduced in the early 
of this session H. R. 8986, for the establishment of a sanita: 
at or near the city of Pierre, or Fort Pierre, in my own St 
The location is particularly desirable, first, because of geogi 
ical situation, being centrally located and accessible to a! 
the different Indian reservations in the State, and, secondly 
cause of being on the Missouri River, where the best drin 
water in the world is obtainable, and where artesian water 


| be secured, which is specially beneficial, both for bathing 


healthful purposes. The altitude is high and the climate p 


| ularly favorable to persons affected with tuberculosis or o: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 97) authorizing assignment of pay of teach- 
ers and other employees of the Bureau of Education in Alaska. 
Resolved, etc., That the Sec retary of the Interior be, and he is heré by, 
authorized to permit teachers and other employees of the United States 
Bureau of Education employed in Alaska to make assignments of their 
pay, under such regulations as he n prescribe, during such time as | 
may be the employ of the Bureau of Education in Alaska; and 
Secret the Interior is further authorized, in his discretion, 
der such tions as he may prescribe, to reimburse school-teachers 
Alaska for expenses incurred by them in the discharge of their duties 
{| paid from their persona! funds. 
the SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
Che joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. KLeprer, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


1 
yn the table. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On mot of Mr. Hutz, the House resolved itself into the 
Co tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill H. R. 14897—the Army 
appropriation bill—Mr. BovuTEeLt in the chair 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. BurKE]. " 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, in what I have 


O SAY 


t I shall not refer to the pending bill. I want to call at- 
tention briefly to a subject that is of considerable importance 
: 
} 











ot only in my own State, but also in the States and Territories 

) g¢ Indian population. 
I South Dakota we have about 20,000 Indians, a larger 
er than any other State in the Union. They are mostly 
ed in that portion of the State west of the Missouri River, 
1 the exception of the Sisseton, the Yankton, and Crow 
Cres who are located east of the river. For some time I 
been obset ¢ these Indians, and have been astounded at 
tent to which tuberculosis is prevalent among them. An 
tigation discloses that this disease is general among all the 
al tribes in my State to an alarming extent. During the 
ear I ob “1 much definite information on the subject 
concluded that it ought to be brought to the attention of 
( g W to some action being taken for the pur- 
t ‘ds of the nation, and 

1 } 

Uy} \\ nber last, I was 
very 1 h ed ti ner of Indian Af- 
Ti ] l s ference to the sub- 
ject of tube OS18 ‘rally, and suggested 
or recommended the establishment of a sanitarium school some- 
where in the Southwest where Indian children could be treated 
and cared for who were afflicted with this disease, and I would 
like to read from his report on this subject, under the head of 
“An Indian sanitarium,” the following: 

Besides the danger of undermining the moral health of olesome 
minded children y introducing the unwholesome-mi: 1 f among 
the s I we e making a mistake i t ishing 
sol the Southwest a Ol for children suffer 
ing sis e ¢ ise which is more generally disseminated 








lung diseases. 

If this bill should become a law, the Secretary of the Int 
would be authorized to select a location at one of the « 
above mentioned, and would probably select a location o1 
west side of the Missouri River, near Fort Pierre, as thx 
ditions on that side of the river are better adapted and 
suitable for such an institution than on the east side of the 

The Indian appropriation bill, reported yesterday, cont 
provision authorizing the Commissioner of Indian Affa 
investigate and report to Congress upon the advisability « 
tablishing a sanitarium for the treatment of such Indi 
are afflicted with tuberculosis and to report upon the lo 
and the cost thereof, and, as far as possible, to report th 
tent of the prevalence of said disease among Indians. 

In view of this provision it is probable that no further 
will be taken in this session of Congress, but by the ne: 
sion I am in hopes that we will possess information, by 
of what the Commissioner will rep¢rt, that will justify 
not only in establishing an institution in South Dakota, b 
other institutions in other parts of the United States as 
necessary to properly care for and treat Indians suffer 
affected with this disease. 

I would say that my bill provides for the using of f1 
the Treasury belonging to the Sioux Indians for the pu: 
equipping and maintaining a sanitarium, limited to the 
Indians in North and South Dakota, and I know of 1 
use that can be made of a portion of the Indians’ mom 
for this purpose, and the Secretary of the Interior and 
missioner of Indian Affairs have both taken that vir 
and in order to show just what they say and also for t 
of bringing this important subject to the att: 
this House and to the country I will read a report mad 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs in respo 
request for a report on the bill introduced by me, to 
have before referred. 

The said reports are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INT! 
Washington, January 

have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of y« 
15th instant, inclosing copy of H. R. 8986, being “A 
lishment of an Indian sanitarium or school at or near 
Pierre, in the State of South Dakota,” and in repls 
herewith copy of a letter from the Commissioner 


dated the 26th instant, submitting a report on this bi 
views expressed by him have my approval. 


pose 


Srr: I 





lose 


Affairs 


in relation to that part of your letter In which yon 
opinion as to the advisability of using the interest on the 
fund in the Treasury belonging to the Sioux Nation, as pi 
section 2 of the bill, I desire to call your attention to secti 
act of January 19, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 721), which pro 
division of the principal of the permanent fund under section 
act of March 2, 1889, dividing a portion of the reservation of 
Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, ! 
purposes, which states that it shall be divided in proport 
ber of Indians.” entitled to receive rations and annuitie 
rate re ations created by the above act, or residing 
ing thereupon at the time the said act took effect, and the = 
the Tre I shall carry the amount of the principal of said 
fund belonging to the Indians of each of the diminished 
to the credit of the Indians of each of the said dimini 
tions, separate and distinct from each other. The princi; 


as the interest of each of said funds shall be expended for 
specified in said article 17 of the above-mentioned act or f 
and tof the said Indians so entitled to receive ration 
upon each of the sald separate diminished reservations or 


DENTE 
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nd belonging thereupon,” and concur in the views of the Commissioner | importance to their white ne I 
Indian Affairs as to the advisability, for the purposes of this bill, to | the money would be we invested 
the sum of $25,000 of the interest of the permanent fund of the Very respectft 
ux Indians. | 
Very respectfully, KE. A. Hircucock, Secretary. The SEcRETARY Or THe | 
lion. JAMES S. SHERMAN, Mr | \ ' 
“ irmay etaiA 4 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, : fr. HULL. Mr. a ' ty , 
House of Representatives, gentieman from Illin Mi |’ ‘ 
Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chai (J ' 
peranrm NT OF og INT! — have now under consideration the bill (1.8 
FFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, . teatt eo : : o 41 
Washington, January 26, 1906 propriations for the su port f the A 
‘ g » 2 OMIT The nisit } 
in: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference, Ing June 30, 1907 Che Chap } 
communication from the chairman of the Committee on Indian | referred to the first President of the 1 ted 
irs, House of Representatives, inclosing copy of bill (If. R. 8986) | to the country incidentally and its eré 
ding for the establishment of a school or sanitarium for Indian } | I I } } 
. : “ 7 ‘oO veonrs é na ( ree of ‘ , 
ted with tuberculosis at or near Pierre or Fort Pierre, in South | “UHdred years have passed eu , 
1. This bill provides as follows | of office. At that time there were 1 the 
| t the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed | and a half million of } eople who compo 
juire a site and cause to be erected thereon suitable buildings Ty : 1 ' rh 
e establishment of a school or sanitarium for Indians affected he great Commonwealth of Tiling b Hel] P 
tuberculosis or other similar disease or diseases, and properly part on the floor of th Hous ! ‘ 
the same, at or near the city of Pierre or Fort Pierre, in the | |imits than the United State id } ost 
f South Dakota. That when said school or sanitarium is rR ce } ; aa : . 
d nd equipped the same shall be under the jurisdiction of the | tepublic In looking at the number ner } 
ry of the Interior, who shall make all necessary rules and regu- | diate control and direction of the Execu ! ‘ 
for the government and management thereof Provided, hat | | find that he has a force of more than 475.006 ‘ 
Indians eligible for admission to said school or sanitarium = : ne : : . “« : 
ng to some one of the tribes of Sioux Indians in North and In the classified service branch of th 
kota, as defined in the act providing for a division of the | competitive and noncompetitive brancl i ‘ ‘ ( 
Ma a onan ans in Dakota into parate reservs ns, ap | employed The Army contributes 60,000 ‘ 
arch 2, ; ' 
2. That the said school or sanitarium shall be erected and e Corps contribute £9,000 Ine ! 
l at a cost of not to exceed $50,000, of which amount $25,000 | large and small. add 70.000 more I 
y appropriated, and in addition thereto the 8 etary of the 175.000 who hold their offies d are hy t} 
is directed to se not to exceed $25.000 of the interest on the M - . oa : 
ent fund in the Treasury to the credit f the Sior Nation of under the direction of the Chief Executive thy 
provided in section 17 of the act above referred to, approved | In this number I have not included tl { 
1 March 2, 1889 : E marshals, the assistant atto: the lenut 
to your request for consideration, I would respectfully re- | 
aliioen consular service, and those engaged in t ‘ ‘ 
lence of tuberculosis among the Indians is matter of | mn ion and in the service dent to that t t F 
ern. While investigations made by th Office reveal an] eould be readily lded t 175.000 
lation, it is probably only in particular localities where ; o : f ; 
is ¥ e among the Indians than among whit under | 4 grand total of at least 500,000 | 
lition A campaign of education has’ begun among our Executive of the 1 ted tate Cry ( 
ple, and if it be necessary for them, it is at least as important that this country had grow : ‘ 
Indian In their own camps and cabins they do not have the |] , 7 : 
nveniences of a modern civilized home, and one ) my he who was the first | ‘ i 
become, through ignorance, a source of infection to rt iber ler our ¢ nstituti ‘ (} 
er persons thre< , +} lactalativa 4 
annual report I urged the necessity establish: t ore part ss : 
preferably in the Southwest—of : for drer our busine to pre i l 
from tuberculosis, the disease which is era ! President jo wit! yt ‘ t f 
d than any other among the India I the attention ne taetatad tf 4] led 
‘ ‘ ie” hel ; Ai ‘ ‘ i 
‘ and of the country to tl irabil early iking = : . 
the purpose of or nizing ir lligent t nrevent if and m tie j nt bod e 4 
he further extension of the disease among the Indian nd President shoul f 
rround thet tl overt 
er to the request of Chairman SHerMAn for “ the 1 er of f the Gove . ‘ 
dians in Ne i nd South Dakota the itest c¢ j port ber the } ‘ it ‘ d t . 
fj nineced the ‘ ! cle 
: i ' out tiie r ‘ 
. 4 t} ‘ a | , C « } 4 é 
ige ‘ ! ry f e Tre + 
ation | House of Representat 
1o4 +s r the eat té | pny 
I the f l vear ending f 
\ letter of ft -_ ' 
t f retar of date Dec ‘ } { 
e llouse of Repres« I 
; ‘ ther ent pur ( est ‘ ‘ 
i r T¢ | ‘ ‘ 
1 hold at the « er & ‘ I gS ind ent It ot ‘ 
he 4 , 
man ash ; t nd ads f ft ‘ ! ) 
f ' institution a proj eal id I iid ete t t’ i ! ‘ 
pre ead int ni ! { , j { e | [ ( 
Tected ith ¢t } 4 ‘ } ‘ t4 
not f ‘ ed t imat ‘ t t ( ef Exe Ay 
, ; ; ' ; , ’ ) rf 
‘ erts oO { iO i l i ‘ 
! e f f ad ‘ ' 
i ‘ title ‘ ] ' I } 
¢ Pig llence } ‘ ‘ ' Ih 
ibjeect I prefs to ‘ he prof i ! 
nil | r it t ' ‘ uf 
@ 4 nt ‘ : nett . 
ter f the a nd « rt f 
e ft t v d not « eed the f the ‘ ‘ 
Indl i t ri nf 
‘ it apt | ive 
0 Ono j 1 the ' f ‘ 
t £167 we ! i I 
, 1 y 
rod 
‘ nclit ‘ fo ' ‘  ¥ f 
(or the <« hhe ; 1 f ‘ ; ‘ 
; , d. the ’ 
A} ' if t t in 
. f Nn t} ; } ' ‘ ie 1 
idle Id 
a itt ’ : 
of t fund t <I Ir ' ‘ 
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nor do I agree with the criticism that the Executive should be | 
held responsible for many appropriations that are called for in 
the different branches of the Government. As I have said, it 


is too much to expect of him to know, in the multitude of serv- 
d duties that fall upon him here and elsewhere and in the 
discharge of those duties, to fully understand all of these esti- 
We have, aS members of the Military Committee, irrespective 
party affili: sought to do our duty under our oaths 
in preparing this measure and making appropriations for the 
military establishment of this Government. Under the guide of 
our chairman we have sought to make every appropriation that 
‘y for this great branch and arm of the Government. 
We desire to do everything in our power to make efficient the 
Army of the greatest country on the face of the earth. We want 
to do everything in our power to advance the health and the 
rt of the officers and men connected with the military es- 
hment. 

But there are some things that are going on even in the mili- 
tary establishment with which some of us can not fully agree, 
and for that reason we think the country ought to know some- 
thing with reference to what is going on in that branch. Some 
of you will perhaps remember that about a year ago I discussed 
on the floor of this House the question of the retirement of 
officers. It was then suggested, by many questions propounded 
to me, if we had offered any solution to that problem? The 
Military Committee this year in their bill has offered a partial 
solution, as best we can, for the settlement of the problem of 
retiring officers as they have heretofore been retired, as will be 
disclosed by facts set forth by me to this committee. 

On the Ist of December, 1905, I find that there are on the 
retired list 903 officers, ranging from the rank and grade of 
lieutenant-general down to that of a second lieutenant. These 
retired officers are receiving $2,700,000—an average of $3,000 
each. I do not wish to appear here as criticising these officers ; 
I do not wish to appear here as criticising the amount that they 
rece but I do criticise the system by which it is possible for 
us to have so many officers on the retired list as we have to-day. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Is the gentleman willing to repeat what 
he has said in regard to the number of officers retired and the 
amount paid to them? The data is very interesting. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir. The number on the retired list on 
December 1, 1905, was 908. The pay for the retired officers 
was $2,700,000, an average of $3,000 apiece. 

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 


tions, 


was hecessal 


cm mf 


tablis 


ive; 


Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state the number of 


cers in each grade, if he has that information? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir; I will state in answer to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Firzcerautp] the number of each 
grade, the operation of law by which they were retired, and all 
the facts pertaining thereto as a part of my speech and have it 
printed in the Recorp. However, if the gentleman desires to 


of] 


have it read, I can read it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will put it into the 
RECORD : 

Mr. PARKER. Please read it. 


Mr. PRINCE (reading)— 





















Table showing, by grades, the number of officers on the retired list on 
December 1, 1905, with cause of retirement. 
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Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
tleman a question. 

Mr. PRINCE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Has the gentleman made any co 
parison with previous years to see whether the number has 
creased or not as the years go by? 

Mr. PRINCE. I can answer to the gentleman the numb 
are increasing. The Army has increased. Prior to the Span 
war the Army was 25,000; the Army is now 60,000. That wo 
account for some increase on the retired list. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Since the increase in the An 
and the increase in the number of officers and men in the Ar 
has the number of retired officers continued to increase? \Vo 
made the increase what year? 

Mr. PRINCE. About 1901. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Since 1901 has the number of 
tired officers continued to increase year by year? 

Mr. PRINCE. It has. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. If the gentleman will alloy 
me. Your analysis shows that the largest number of retired 
officers are of the grade of brigadier-general, and the 
largest number are of the grade of major. Is there any reason 
why these two grades should have so much larger proportion of 
officers on the retired list than any other? If so, why? 

Mr. PRINCE. I do not think so, except on the ground of 
voritism. 

Mr. HULL. If the gentleman will allow me, in the line of : 
remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, I desire to state 1 
since the reorganization of the Army there has been a larger 
increase of retired officers on account of the action of Congress 
and the action of the Executive in promoting and retiri: 
large number of officers who have civil war records. That: 
account for one part of the large increase. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Amounting to about 250? 

Mr. PRINCE. I understand so. 

Mr. HULL. I have not examined it, but the gentleman fro 
Illinois has gone over the matter carefully, and can prob 
answer you. 

Mr. PRINCE. The statement shows under what law 
are retired. That gives it fully. In looking over the r 
on the Army Register I find this: That from the organizai 
of the Government down to the present time we have had four 
Generals of the Army—Washington, Grant, Sherman, and § 
dan. From the organization of the Government down to 158s 
we had but four Lieutenant-Generals—Washington, Grant, § 
man, Sheridan. The Revolutionary war produced but 
Lieutenant-General. The war of 1812 did not produce a Lieu 
tenant-General. General Scott received the rank of Br 
Lieutenant-General. No Indian war produced a Lieut: 
General. The great Mexican war, that added so much 
tory to our country, produced no Lieutenant-General. Si! 
Sheridan became Lieutenant-General he has had five successors, 
three of whom are now on the retired list. The civil w: 
which more than 3,000,000 men were engaged, in which 
battles were fought, large and small, produced but one Li 
ant-General. 

Mr. HULL. Only one? 

Mr. PRINCE. Only one. 

Mr. HULL. How about Sherman and Sheridan—they 
ceeded? 

Mr. PRINCE. 

Mr. HULL. As a result? 

Mr. PRINCE. Afterwards. Let me read: Washington | 
Lieutenant-General July 3, 1798; retired December 14 


Now, I would like to ask the ge 


It produced but one. 


Grant became Lieutenant-General March 2, 1864; reti! 
25, 1866. After the war was over. 

Mr. HULL. Asa result of the war? 

Mr. PRINCE. As a result, surely, of the war. Mr. 8! 


became Lieutenant-General July 25, 1866; retired M 
1869. Sheridan became Lieutenant-General March 4, 1* 
tired June 1, 1888. Schofield became Lieutenant-Gene! 
ruary 8, 1895; retired September 29, 1895. Miles becan 
tenant-General June 6, 1900, and retired August 8, 1905.) 10U5- 
became Lieutenant-General August 8, 1903; retired Ja 
1904. Chaffee became Lieutenant-General January 9, 1 
retired the 1st of February, 1906. General Bates is n 
tenant-General. In looking at the Army list 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, while the gent , 
on this branch of the discussion—I understand he is di : 
the question of officers connected with the War Depart» : 
the Army—I would be very glad to know if he can s! 
many offices are created, and the amount of the salaries 4' 
thereto, as included in this bill. How much does this |! 
ing before the committee increase the personnel and the se 
upon the Treasury? 












1906. 


Mr. PRINCE. It reduces it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am very glad to know that, because in 
our bill of 1905 you increased it $52,940. Now, if I under- 

ind, you decrease it in this bill? 

Mr. HULL. We increased it for oflicers for present current 

r. What officers did we provide for in the bill of 1905? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The offices increased in 1905 amounted, 

the aggregate, to $58,540. 

Mr. HULL. Clerks? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I do not know what they were. 

Mr. HULL. I do not think we increased officers outside of 

rks and noncommissioned officers. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I wanted to get at the charge on the 
frensury. I do not care whether they are of the enlisted force. 
| wanted to know how much your present bill 

rge on the Treasury as compared with yast year. In your 

bill the increase, taking the number of offices, 5,600—that 
charge for offices omitted—and deducting that from the very 

re number of offices created with salaries of $58,540 made a 

ucrease of $52,940. What I want to get at it, does your bill 
e any net increase of charge on the Treasury or does it 
ult in a net decrease? 

Mr. PRINCE. I think 

-s somewhat. 


increases 


Is 


we have increased the number of 


\ir. HULL. But we have reduced the total amount by the 
of the Lieutenant-General, which more than offsets the 
ases. But that provision is subject to a point of order. 

\ir. PRINCE. My recollection is (I was sick while the bill 


under consideration in the committee, but I have read it 
since) that we have added some clerks to the force necessarily, 
because the Government is increasing and the business of the 
try is enlarging; but if you mean whether we have added 
nissioned officers to the force of the present military estab- 


ent, I do not think we have added any. I do not just 
1 the point. 
HULL. We have reduced instead of enlarging. 
\ir. PRINCE. We added to the noncommissioned officers 


vear, and we have added some clerks for the Chief of Staff. 

LITTLEFIELD. My inquiry is not directed to the par 
but if it would not be too much trouble for the 
nan to get it for us, I would like to have him be prepared 
e us, at some time during the progress of the debate on the 
he amount of the charge upon the Treasury in connection 
flices created as compared with such offices as may be 


ted. I have the analysis of the bill of last year, and the 


t r offices: 


se in the bill for 1905 
HULL. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield I will 


o the gentleman from Maine 

PRINCE. I will yield for that purpose. 

IiULL. That the increase in the bill this year is for some 
s for division and department headquarters. Last year 
increase in electrical noncommissioned officers 

Signal Corps and artillery, and some others of the non 
ssioned force of the Army, but none in the commissioned 

{ will say, further, that the committee this year have 

ed to the House a proposition for the abolition of the 

g of Lieutenant-General, which will reduce the total expense 
a charge upon the Treasury, in my judgment. 
an increase in the Philippine Islands in the organiza 

f the scouts of certain adjutants and quartermasters, on 

t of the battalion formation, but it is an in¢rease already 
ized by existing law, and is not in any sense legislation 
‘ committee this year to create those positions. The gen 
will understand that under existing law they can organ 
ll the scouts—the 5,000—into battalions and regimental 

on, and when so organized the organization of the Arm; 
es that each battalion of each regiment shall have certain 
licers. The captain and below may be selected from the 
imissioned force of the Regular Army, and while so sery 

get the pay of commissioned officers. Heretofore these 
have been largely company organizations. As peace is 
ished in the islands they are being drawn into battalion 
cimental formations, which will cause an increase of pay 
cers in that particular. I have not analyzed how much it 
| be, but that is easily done. 

LITTLEFIELD. I fully appreciate the significance 

\lirman’s explanation, and I do not want to be understood 
ticising the committee, but I should like to call the atten 
of the chairman of the committee to the fact that we have, 

i statute passed in 1888, an analysis made by the clerk 

Appropriations Committee on the part of the House and 

iunce Committee on the part of the Senate, giving the 


aus some 


cers as 


ol! 


} 


er of offices omitted and the salaries attached thereto, and 
umber of offices created and the salaries attached thereto 
various appropriation bills. 


Now, the balance of offices 
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created and salaries attached 


thereto for 1905, after « ting 
the offices omitted and the salaries attached thereto, w near 
ten million and a half of money, and I have be« try { | 
out by the clerks of those committees and | men on these 
various committees how it is that we continually 1 e tl 
increases. I have not the slightest question but that the chair 
man of this committee and all the membs« of the con 
have exercised their very best discretion and lgment; bu 
seems to me that in some way and somewhers ne spot, we 
ought to be able to stop this continual iners Your , 
tee may not be subject to any criticism, and wl I sl 1 lil 
to know—I do not want to embarrass the ch mn ¢ ‘ 


mittee, of course 


Mr. HULL. It does not embarrass ill l am onl 


me at 


ing up the time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pri 

Mr. PRINCE. That is all right. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD But if the chairman could do it 
out too much trouble, I think it would be instructive to the ¢ 
mittee of the Whole if he could give us summary of th 
sults in this particular bill so that we could | in ‘ 
judgment as to whether we were contribut f tt whin 
to be an abnormally large general increas I ly to vote 
for anything that is necessary, and I have no question that 
chairman of the committee would not favor anything he did ) 
think necessary; but if he can give us an analys with t 
much trouble 

Mr. HULL. That can be done without any trouble I 
sume that that would properly come up under each head | 
instance. when we reach the point of the p to officers of 
line the chances are that the provision for abo! ne the 
of Lieutenant-General will go out on a point of ord 
subject to a point of order. It is legislation 31 
but it is legislation. When we reach the point of the 
the Department has divided the Government into 

| divisions. It has divided it into more than that m 
departments. Each division is headed by ijor-ge | and 
the department by a brigadier-general hey por 
must have so many clerks. They have had detailed 1 
that work. but they sav it is impossible no to do it We ] 
established a War College, and the y ! | 
by the Ist of June. They say will be me 
to eare for the building pol e it It ed 
to the Government in the care of that 1d 
And so it goes on through the bureau We |] 
what we think is absolutely neces M 
we have gone to the point of absolut ! 
all comes before tl Llouse nd if t Ilo 
with the action of the committee we will e tl 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD I ppreciate tl 
man’s explanation I think it clear 
gentleman from lowa appreciate th f 
various bills come up in the House | 
man that is not on the cor tt to | 
whether it is an incre ol 

Mr. HULL. In that respect the cor { ‘ 
where the increases are, except in the Phil 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD If tl I | I 
report and look it over \ rd 
tleman may appreciate my |x 1 and ‘ 
inquiry. I made the same inquiry of the i 
of the urgent deficiency bill wl wa ‘ ) ! 
there was only one office create As we 
| found there were twenty-eight created 
on of course the el 
as far as that was concerned, for I 
to state it as he re ered I 
possible lor a man nit ; t on | | 
the bill in that respect I} ‘ 
ciates the situation 

Mr. HULL I do, and I si be glad 
any information in my power 

Mr. PRINCE Mr. C1 » | Q 
Army Register for 1905, which he i 
get—the other not having be« = 
Sixty-two brigadier-generals served o 
pointed between Janu - 1% | 
am frank to say to the Hou that | 
the moving picture is going on, and 
haps not at the same rate it did 
same official register disclose 
erals are now on the retired 
that grade and who wet! 

December 31, 1904. I 
a high regard, and justly so, for t! \ 
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or 


of placing other men who perhaps might have distinguis! 
themselves as opportunity presented in the same plane to ft! 
other world-wide distinguished men, has had a _ tenden 
demoralize the Army. It has had a tendency to cause the | 
ple to have less respect for the Army and the officers tl! 
would have had had the office of Lieutenant-General cens: 


| be held by anyone after Sheridan retired from that posit 


As I said before, I am not here to criticise these officers for 
ing advantage of the law as it is. I am here only callin 
tention to conditions as they exist. Speaking, as I do, 
sense, for the committee, which is unanimous upon this | 
sion, I am asking the fellow-members of this House to hay: 
office of Lieutenant-General cease, as desired by this bill. | 
asking that the further provision— 

That hereafter no officer holding a rank above that of colone! 
retired on his own application until he shall have served at | 
year in such rank— 
shall be passed. Now, what is the effect of this mode « 
tirement? It is no encouragement, from my point 
for an active, thoughtful, energetic, wide-awake officer, 
that he needs to do in the world is to mark time and to 
later on, whether he has distinguished himself in war or | 
that he will hold the rank of brigadier-general on the | 
list in this great Republic of ours. It is an unearned ho: 
is unearned money. It is giving an honor to those who 
not earned it; it is giving money to those who have not + 
it. One day’s service for four major-generals; one day’s 
for sixty-two brigadier-generals. Can we justify ourse! 
this House when the facts are before us; can we justify 
selves before the country that we are in favor of it? |] 
criticising another branch of the Government for exerci 
law as it is. I have heard the Secretary of War state | 
the top there is a lot of dead timber, and that perhaps th 
best way we have now to put them on the retired list 
them for something they never earned, for services the 
performed. I do not believe it. There ought to be a bett 
and we are seeking to get it in the suggestions made in 1 
and I trust and hope when the bill comes up for action | 
Committee of the Whole will favor the passage of the bi! 


of 


| have presented it. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman,. may I interrupt the gentle- 
m 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
to t gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

M PRINCI Yes. 

Mir. PALMER How does it happen that these major-generals 
and brigadier-generals only served one day? 

Mr. PRINCE Well, it happened. 

Mr. PALMER. How d it happen? 

Mr. PRINCKH. The records disclose the fact. 

Mr. PALMER. Were they simply promoted and then retired? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes 

PALMER. Promoted the day before they were retired? 

Ni PRINCI Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. And, of course, get the retired pay of the 
pro ted 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. And the law allows it? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

ir. PALMER. Who is responsible for it? 

Mr. PRINCE. Well, I should say primarily the Congress, as 
it sed the law. 

ir. PALMER. Is there a law for it? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

ir. PALMER. The President does it? 

Mr. PRINCE. He does it as the law permits, and the Senate, 
if | ive a rig to speak of that body, confirms his action. 

ir. PALMER What are we going to do about it? 

Mr. PRINCE. We are offering some suggestions along the 
line of getting rid of the lieutenant-generals 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
bh ; expire l. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes more to the | 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois | 
is so liberal in yielding his time to others that I will ask unani- 
mous consent that he be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I hope he will be permitted to conclude 
his remarks. 

Mr. HULL. I understood, Mr. Chairman, that the time was 
allotted to each side, and I have agreed to yield so much time 
to others. I submit to the chairman that it is not in order to | 
ask unanimous consent for additional time to be given to a 
Member 

Mr. PRINCE. I think ten minutes will probably answer the | 
purpose unless there are many questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
fo! n minutes more. 

Mr. PRINCE. I am very much obliged. We have offered a 
provision here on page 5, beginning with line 19 of the bill: 

I ided further, That when the office of Lieutenant-General shall 
b icant it shall not hereafter be filled, but said office shall cease 

’ T 

( | 14 we have offered another provision, beginning at 
lis 

I Ll furt} That he ifter no officer holdir rank above that 
of « hall be retired on his own application until he shall have 

} year it ch rank. 

I I] entleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Patmer] if 
l listened to my reference to what we have offered as cura 
l in a sense of this trouble? 

Mr. PALMER. I was listenin 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesot Mr. Chairman 

Pha HAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
tl eman from Minnesota? 

Mr. PRINCE Y« 

N lrEVENS of Minnesota. Have you any figures showing | 
{ ber of brigadier-generals on the list now by virtue of 
l of th t passed two or three years ago allowing | 
{ rement gt one grade above the grade they held before 
re 

ING] T r veteran 

\ TEV E> l ee ; 

M PRIN but I will try and get it. I will go on 
\ at I nd then we will reach that afterwards. | 
I I 1, before I was interrupted, something like this: 
I" the « j had a high regard for the Army and for the 
oflice of the Ai In the great struggle from 1861 to 1865, 
wl I 1, 4,500 battles were fought, large and 

rt men » emelr d from that contest on either 

‘ ho y t] tar of a brigadier-general or a major-gen 
‘ or the lone officer ho wore the star of a Lieutenant 
Ge l, the people bad a high regard and consideration for 
t] nd e f them, and I am inclined to think, with no 
| of criticism toward the men who have held those office 
f heridan retired as Lieutenant-General, th 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I notice this statem 
that a hundred and seventeen brigadier-generals have 
tired on their application, of which sixty-two are r 
one day’s service as brigadier-generals. Now, is it true 
War Department makes this rule, that under the act of 
three years ago, by which the civil-war veterans have 1 
to retire on their own application at one grade higher 
rank they then held, that these sixty-two have been con 
retire in order to reach the rank of brigadier-general, 
the War Department has refused to give the civil-war 
the rank of brigadier-general in active command, altho 
have promoted men older, but with a shorter term in 
ice, to the rank of brigadier-general in active comm 
who have joined the Regular Army since the civil war, 
they have refused to promote to the rank of brigadi 
civil-war veterans, although they have been longer in 
ice? IL want to know if that is true. 

Mr. PRINCE. No one of the sixty-two brigadier 
who served only one day were retired under the «a 
23, 1904. I am not prepared to answer as to the po 
War Department. I guess, perhaps, the chairman « 
it better than I can. 

Mr. LAWRENCHE. 
for a moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman fr 
[Mr. Prince] has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. I am frank to say there is a go 
truth in what the gentleman has said. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes 
gentleman if he needs it. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Will 
question? 


Mr. PRINCE. 


Mr. Chairman, does the gent! 


the gentleman yield to 


Yes, sir. 


Mr. LAWRENCE. It seems to me the gentleman 
nois has shown here a very outrageous abuse of 
privilege on the part of some one. I am not Vv 


with the details, but, as I understand him, an officer in 
may be a lieutenant-colonel who can not be retired 
he then is. Do I understand that he is promoted on 
standing that the next day he shall be retired, and 
draw pay for services he never has rendered? If 
like to ask who does the promoting? 

Mr. PRINCE. Well, I guess this is true, that 

a colonel, and he might have been connected vw 
this is a hypothetical case—that he may des 


‘ 
i 
J 


be 


war 


the tendency | brigadier-general in command of troops, and, as the 
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rom Minnesota |[Mr. Stevens] has said, there is no oppor 
mity for him to command troops as a brigadier-general. But 

y way of the grapevine route he may receive information or sug 

gestion to the effect that if he wants to be promoted and re 
tired the next day as a brigadier-general such a thing might 
happen, and the records I have read seem to indicate that such 
things have happened. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Who is it that makes the promotion? 
Che President of the United States? 

Mr. PRINCE. The President bas the right to make the pro 

ition, and the only one that has the right, and the Senate has 

» confirm that promotion. 

Mr. YOUNG. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

the CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. 
PRINCE] yield? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. YOUNG. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if, under the law as it now stands, there is any practicable way 
1 which you can get an officer out of the Army until he reaches 
e rank of brigadier-general, or is 64 years of age? 

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to my colleague on the committee, 
ould say there is a way, but they rarely ever pursue that 
thoroughfare. 

Mr. YOUNG. That is on failure to pass examination? 

Mr. PRINCE. Failure to pass examination is one way, and 
the retiring board could exercise their functions ; but they do not 

Mr. YOUNG. Has there been a single case since the law was 
| ed when men have been retired for failure to pass examina 
tions, or by the retiring board? 

Mr. PRINCE, I can not say, but it is so rarely used that you 

rht say there are none. 

Mr. YOUNG. Is it not the excuse that is now given by the 
War Department for these promotions, that it is cheaper to get 
inefficient men out of the active list in the Army on the re 
tired list of a higher grade than it is to keep them in at a lower 

de and give them full pay? 

Mr. PRINCE. ‘That has been stated, but I can not agree with 
t] tatement. I can see no reason why officers who have taken 
-¢ oath with the rest of us to obey the Constitution and the 
can knowingly and willfully permit inefficient officers to re 
main in the service until they can reach the rank of brigadier 

il and then get them out on the pay roll. I can not square 
th my ideas of equality and justice, that the common 
ers, the volunteer soldiers from 1861 to 1865, who fought 
1 e years, shall receive as a pension for services actually ren 
dered $6 a month, and other men serving in the Army forty 
years afterwards can be retired as brigadier-generals and get on 
iverage, as the Army retired list shows, $3,000 for services 

J tically not to compare with that of the enlisted soldier. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will my friend permit one more question? 

Mr. PRINCE, Yes, sir. 

ir. YOUNG. Does not he think there ought to be some law 
| ed by Congress by which inefficient officers can be gotter 
f the Army below the grade of colonel? 

PRINCE. I do. 

Mr. HULL Does not the gentleman know that there is such 
and has been for thirty years, on the statute books? 
PRINCE. They will not enforce it. 

YOUNG. We have disenssed that matter. 
PRINCH. That is the stricture that I make, and as I 
I can not understand why men who have taken a like oath 
to protect the flag should doff one hand to the fl 
© other hand is in the ‘Treasury getting money for 
n which they, many of them, served but one day 


. TEVENS of Minnesota | would like a little more ene 
wer to the question I put Is it not trne that tl 
1 list has inereased the list of brigadier-ceneralsa because 
Department will not permit veterans of the ¢ iw 
promoted to the rank of brigadier-ceneral in the act 
nd the only way that veterans of the civll war « » be 
| to the rank of brigadier-ceneral is by being promoted 
1 at the same time under the prov m of the t of 
ago, and that has compelled fifty or sixty of the 
of the ir i] war to be pines | on the ret red liat when 
e® some of them might be serving acceptably on the 
t now, because the War Department refu s to pre 
I ¥ ld like an ’ er f m either of the gentis 
rman or the gentleman who is addres ing the commit 
HULL L will not int fere with the gentler ri Of } 
PRINCEH. I have heretofore stated that the } 
f enerals who served) only one day were not re rea] 
f l-war provision of the law M good friend of 
ee (Mr. Capron], the Yankee member, sugg s thatl 


Yankee for a while and ask my former colleague on the Mil 
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tary Committee [Mr. Srevi of 
what he know about that, and 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota I 

Mr. PRINCE I think the { 
I have on this subject 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentlema 
incident has gone by 

Mr. PRINCE. It has gone by 

Mr. MANN If it be the purpe 
to place all of the officers who ser 
retired list as brigadier-generals a 
does not a similar reason ¢ t fo 
unteer retired list, composed of al 
civil war, in accordance with a pre 
the committee? 

Mr. PRINCE In answer to 1 
It appears that the War Departmn 
the one, and I do not know hat 
{Loud applause. | 

Mr. HAY. I yield thirt min 
Florida {Mr. CrarKk! 

Mr. CLARK of Florida Mr 
Congre I knew that the liouse of 
and controlled by rulk | knew ft 
charge of all legislation: I knew ft 


fu 


personage 
had a 


ve 


‘Ty 


small 


voice 


in 


ing the membership of th 
| resentatives by the thre 
at their will. 


tive government of the peo 


three rule-created aut 


I did not 
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ping 


did not fully realize the fact that three me 


rovel 


is body had thi 
t and econld inn 
fully realize how 
ple had been su] 
ernt and | mY) 
renlized tl ext 
nines fe | } } 
il party responsib 
ul 1! I 
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iteat 
| 1 
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} 
f fy 
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can people have not fully 
| tion which has taken 
from power any politi 
0 noudemocrati« and 
[ Applause. | 
The Amet H 
honsted of the “ gre 
no longer a deliberative 
the voices of 283 of it ‘ 
of death, while thre ! 
(YO free peopl Tl 
th e men t ti cost ¢ 
‘ ional distr t 
tives is so wenk and 
hands of the ry f 
him, then the Spe 
American mart ond ! 
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nad i f ‘ } 
World. [Applause 
Renress« f ‘ 
iIntion thi j 
nitted 
| fr e | 
mal La 
} ‘ .% a 
d be Ind ! 
} e of 
‘ ‘ 
’ 
f; }’ 
| 
, 
af 


miyiit 


LL knew that the individual Me 


aly nment 


re 


ING | 










































































































OSRG2 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





FEBRUARY 22, 





faithfully voice the sentiments of his constituency on all mat- 
ters of proposed legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been moved to make these observations 
on account of a bill which I introduced on the 14th day of De- 
cember, 1905, and which on the same day was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, where it has peacefully slum- 
bered ever since, and where I suppose it will remain until the 
angel Gabriel shall announce to a listening world that time 
shall be no more. [Laughter.] I contend, sir, that the com- 
mittee, in all fairness, should report that bill back to the House 
with either a favorable or an adverse report and let the Mem- 
bers of this body, on their individual responsibility and under 
their oaths of oflice, declare whether or no it should be written 
into the laws of the land. It is a bill which affects every per- 
son throughout the broad domain of this great Republic, and the 
all over this land are appealing to the Congress for re- 
lief along the lines covered by it. In order that the House may 
understand the matter involved, I will read the bill. It is as 
foliows: 


p ople 


A bill to prohibit internal-revenue cfficers from receiving special taxes 
from any person, firm, or corporation for the carrying on of the busi- 
ness of a brewer, manufacturer of stills, rectifier of distilled spirits, 
wholesale or retail dealer in spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors in com- 
munities where the carrying on of such business is prohibited by local 
laws, and to prescribe punishment for its violation. 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act it shall 
be unlawful for any collector of internal revenue, or other internal- 
revenue officer of the United States, to receive from any person, firm, or 
corporation payment of any special tax as a brewer, manufacturer of 
stills, rectifier of distilled spirits, wholsesale or retail dealer in spiritu- 
ous, vinous, or malt liquors where the business of such person, firm, or 
corporation is to be carried on in any voting district, town, city, county, 
Territory, or State where, under the local laws of such voting district, 
town, city, county, Territory, or State, such business is prohibited. 

Si 2. That any person, firm, or corporation engaging in any busi- 
ness mentioned in section 1 of this act in any voting district, town, 
city, county, Territory, or State where the carrying on of such business 
is prohibited by the local laws of such voting district, town, city, county, 
Territory, or State shall, for every such offense, be fined not less than 
$100 nor more than $1,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months 
nor more than two years. 

Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions 
hereof be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

It will be observed that the sole purpose of this bill is to 
prohibit internal-revenue collectors from receiving special taxes 
from persons who propose to engage in the business of selling 
intoxicating liquors, ete., in communities where by local laws 
the carrying on of such business is prohibited. The regulation, 
control, or prohibition of the liquor traffic is entirely within 
the jurisdiction of the respective States. The Federal Govern- 
ment not and can net issue to any person a license or 
privilege to engage in the business of a dealer in intoxicating 
liquors within the borders of any State. The power to grant 

h a license is vested exclusively in the States themselves, 
and the only power possessed by the General Government in 
the premises is to lay a special tax on the business itself after 
the State has authorized the business to be carried on within 





does 


Sut 


its boundaries. The United States Government has recognized 
this contention in every statute enacted on the subject, and 


there is a distinct and emphatic recognition of ft in the existing 
law. 


Section 3243, Revised Statutes of the United States, reads as 
follows: 

rhe payment of any tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws for 
carrying on any trade or business shall not be held to exempt any | 
person from any penalty or punishment provided by the laws of any | 
: for carrying on the same within such State, or in any manner 

ize the commencement or continuance of such trade or busi- 

ne ‘ trary to ti laws of such State or in places prohibited by 
i l Ww; shall the payment of any such tax be held to 
| it any State from placing a duty or tax on the same trade or 
l for State or other purposes. 

| feel quite sure from the reading of this section of the stat- 
ute that Congress intended by its enactment to absolutely pro- 
hibit the receipt of special taxes from persons who desired to 
engage in the liquor business in prohibition territory. The 
statute expressly provides that the payment of the special tax 
to the General Government shall not be held “in any manner 
to authorize the commencement or continuance of such trade or 
business contrary to the laws of such State, or in places pro- 
hibited by municipal law.” This language is plain and free 
from any double meaning. If it means anything at all, it means 
that Congress recognizes the exclusive power of the States 
to deal with this question, and declares the purpose of Con- | 


“in any manner” or by any means authorize either the “ com- 
mencement continuance ” of the business of selling intoxicat- 
ing liquors in communities where by the law of the State the 
carrying on of such business is prohibited. If the section does 


then it means nothing and should be promptly 


or 


not mean this, 
led. 

This construction being correct, then the Congress of the 
United States should do nothing that will in anywise interfere 








with the control and regulation of this business by the respectiy, 
States. I think that all will agree that in a Government six 
as ours the General Government should work in harmony wit 
the State government to enforce the law, preserve order, a1 
promote the general welfare of all the people. There should | 
no conflict of authority between the two governments, and | 
action upon the part of either to hinder, delay, or obstruct t! 
enforcement of laws which lie within the peculiar jurisdicti 
of the other. Indeed, Mr. Chairman, this is the plan up 
which our Government was constructed and the lines uj» 
which the founders of this Republic intended that the ¢ 
enforcement of the law should proceed; but while the found: 
of this Republic intended from the beginning that the m 
perfect harmony should prevail between the sovereign Statics 
and the General Government, and while every act of Congress 
has contemplated this course, a system of what we might tery 
“departmental government” has sprung up in the management 
of the affairs of this Republic which has to a large ext 
usurped the functions of the Congress and has prescribed rules 
and regulations entirely at variance with the spirit and letter 
of Congressional enactment. We then have the fact of dep: 
mental interference with the functions of the Congress cle 
illustrated in orders which have been issued by the Commis 
sioner of Internal Revenue with relation to the sale of intoxi- 
eating liquors within the different States of the Union. A\|- 
though we have seen that the act of Congress specifically pro- 
vides that the payment of a special tax to the Federal Govern- 
ment as a retail liquor dealer does not in any manner exempt 
the person who pays the tax from prosecution and punish: 
for engaging in such business within the limits of a State « 
trary to the laws of such State, and that the payment of such 
tax to the General Government does not in any manner aut! 
ize the commencement or the continuance of such business « 
trary to the laws of such State, and that it does not auth 

the commencement or the continuance of such business in any 
place where the business is prohibited by municipal law, and 
the Congress of the United States, further to define the pos 
tion of the Federal Government on this question, enacted what 
is now known as section 3240 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, which declares: 


Each collector of internal revenue shall, under regulations of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, place and keep conspicuously in 
his office, for public inspection, an alphabetical list of the nai f 
all persons who shall have paid special taxes within his district id 
shall state thereon the time, place, and business for which such s; l 


taxes have been paid. 

Thereby intending undoubtedly to place within easy reach of 
the State authorities in the different States evidence of thie vio- 
lation of State laws on the subject, so as to aid the local an- 
thorities in the enforcement of their local laws, yet the (vo: 
missioner of Internal Revenue, being supported therein by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, issued an order which is in full force 
and effect to-day, and which reads as follows: 

Records in a collector's office relating to special taxpayers ar i 
on returns made by these persons under compulsion of law for | 
purpose of raising revenue for the United States. Collectors 
permitted to send out these records, or copies thereof, for use : 
the special taxpayers in cases not arising under the laws of the 
States. (Vol. 1, Treasury Decisions 1898, No. 19190.) 

In re Weeks, reported in 83 Federal Reporter, at page 7~), 
the court uses this language: 

An instruction issued by the Commissioner of Internal Reve! 
recting collectors and their deputies to refuse to produce in « 
prosecutions of liquor dealers in the State courts the returns | 
the collectors, or the list showing payments of Federal liquor tax 
give information, derived from official sources as to the fact 
payments, is valid and in accordance with the Federal laws. 

Thus it will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that the unmis! 
intent of the Congress for national legislation on this su! to 
exist in harmony with that of the different States, and tie 
evident purpose of Congress to aid the States in the enfor 
of their laws on this subject, has been absolutely nullifi id 
destroyed by departmental orders instead of aiding 
promoting the general welfare by assisting them in the e 
ment of their police regulations, we find the Departments 
Federal Government obstructing the enforcement of Stat s, 
and materially aiding and abetting persons to carry « 3 
business in violation of the reasonable, rightful, and 


, } , } : | regulation of this traffic within the States. 
gress to do nothing which can be construed into an intention to 


In other words, Mr. Chairman, there exists in the | l 
States to-day a notorious copartnership between the | 
Government and violators of the law in the different Stat: 
purpose of the partnership being to defy the authori l 
trample under foot the laws of the sovereign States. T s 
no escape from the proposition that the Federal Gov 
has been placed in the attitude, for a few palty dollars, 0 
ing an alliance with persons who are openly defying tl 
of the different States. There can be no reasonable excus' 


f 


for 
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iis. The United States Government says that the regulation 
this traffic is a matter entirely within the jurisdiction and 


yer of the different States. The General Government de- 


lares that it has no power to license or regulate or control or | 


permit or prohibit this business within the confines of any State. 
he only right claimed by the General Government is the right 


to impose a tax on the business in a State where by the laws of | 


ich State the particular business is authorized to be carried 
I say this because if the right to regulate or control or per- 
t or to prohibit is exclusively within the power of the sover- 
on States and a particular State sees fit to prohibit the traffic, 
d thereby declares it to be an unlawful business within that 
te, then the Congress‘has no right to impose a tax upon the 
iness within that particular State, for the simple reason that 
General Government has no power to levy a tax upon an 
lawful business. 


‘he busirwess of selling intoxicating liquors is not unlawful 
se. It is not what is known to the law as mala in se. It is 


is known to the law as mala prohibita. Before the busi- 

; of selling intoxicating liquors can be considered an unlaw- 

it must be declared to be unlawful by the law- 

ing power. It is conceded by everybody that within the 

of the State the business of selling intoxicating liquors 

only be declared to be unlawful by the legislature of the 
ticular State. 

This being true, and as I have already stated no one will be 

1 who will deny its truth, then the question arises that if 

the State in the regular way, through its law-making body, de- 

by solemn enactment that the business of selling intoxi- 


business 


es 
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g liquors within such State is unlawful and shall not be 
tted, has the Congress of the United States any right | 


ally or legally to levy a tax and seek to derive a revenue | 


an illegal and unlawful business? It occurs to me that 
can be but one opinion on this question, and but one 


course for the Congress of the United States to pursue. This 
it a question of prohibition. This is not a question of | 
regulating the liquor traffic. It is simply a question of recog- 
nizing and sustaining the undoubted right of the sovereign 
States of this Union to deal with this question in any manner 
\ h appears to them to be proper and right. This is simply 
{ stion of permitting a majority of the people of a State to 
! their way in the solution of the problem, which is entirely, 
the law, within the province of the States themselves to | 

( nine. It is purely a question of local self-government | 


\ which the General Government ought not to intermeddle. 
Mr. Chairman, that ihe effect resulting from the po 
taken by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in receiv 
‘ial taxes from persons to engage in the business of sell 
toxicating liquors in prohibition communities, and 
e of an order prohibiting collectors of internal revenue 
furnishing evidence to the local courts in the matter of 
hing the names of persons who had paid such special 
1 prohibition territory, had been to create a copartner 
between the General Government and the illicit liquor 


ried 


his 





which partnership had for its purpose the violation and | 


ice of State laws. In order to give you some idea of the 
of this violation of law, I want to call your attention to 
of facts existing in two or three States of the Union. 
figures which I shall give represent the condition all over 
ountry. The State of Maine, as is well known, is a pro- 


n State, and the State authorities do not 


issue licenses 


the sale of intoxicating liquors in any portion of the State | 


ne. They did not issue any licenses in that State for 
le of intoxicating liquors for the fiscal year ending June 
. Yet, Mr. Chairman, for that fiscal year 640 persons 


» State of Maine paid to the General Government a special 
retail liquor dealers in that State. 
LITTLEFIELD. Is the gentleman aware the fact 
in 1905 there was a reduction in the tax receipts issued 
State of Maine as compared with the year 1904, or a 
or two prior, of something like four or five hundred, show 


ol 


marked decrease in 1905 as compared with 1904 or the 
‘year? This statement, I trust, does not interfere with the 


man’s argument. 
CLARK of Florida. I did not know that; but s 


ng of any is a violation of law, and ought not to 

ed 

e CHAIRMAN. 

expired. 

. HAY. I yield three minutes more to the gentleman from 

in. 

Ir. CLARK of Florida. It is likewise well known that 
State of Kansas is a prohibition State, yet for the fiscal 
ending June 30, 1905, during which time the State of 


il) +1 
i 


] 
Li Lilt 


; 
‘ 
be per 


The time of the gentleman from Florida 


K\onsas did not issue a single license for the sale of intoxi-! 


eating liquors, 3,024 persons paid to the General ( De 
ment a special tax as retail liquor dealers the State « 
Kansas. The State of Connecticut is not a prohibit s 
and licenses the sale of intoxicating liquors within her b :. 
During the fiscal year 1905 the State of Cor ticu sued 
2,191 licenses to persons to engage in the retail liquor business 
in that State. During the same year 3,269 paid t he 
General Government a special tax as rv | dealers in 
the State of Connecticut. In oth vords, 1] S$ pel 3) 
selling liquor illegally in the State of Conn rl 

fair sample of the state of affairs in all the States and ‘J 
tories of the Union. We have boasted, Mr. C! tl 
Indians were our special wards, and the |] 


are loaded down with declaratiens that no 
shall be sold in the Indian Territory. Y« d 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, twenty-five s 
General Government a special tax as retail | 
Indian Territory. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of ‘ 


Mississippi. Mr. ¢ 


gentleman permit me to state right there, in t [nd 
tory in addition to that there are one |! nd 1 
special taxes received from person - 
liquors by the Federal authorities? 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. I did not know t but tl 
man from Mississippi states there :; . hundred and tl 
sons who pay taxes in the Indian Ter 


malt liquors. 
And thus it is, Mr. Chairman, that we 


in the position to-day, for t fi p dol 

Government of the United Stat ge as < fi 

liquor dealers, of being in parnership in t liffe1 

with illicit liquor sellers, defying State | [ 

sovereignty under foot. And in the Ind 

our special wards are located, we have 155 } { 

practically licensed to debauch these | \ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of eX ! 

Mr ( ) 7 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. ! 
sent to extend my remarks in the Rece 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentlk ) 
mous consent 


jection? 





to extend his remarks in the R ) i 





There was no objection. 
Mr. CLARK of Florid The Fed a 
this money from persons in Stat ( 
this business is unlawful. 
The Federal Government knows tl! i 1 
the reculation of this matter is e1 
of the States, and yet the 1 ed State 
from these malefactors, knowing their itention 
law and actually protecting them by refusing 1 Sy 
ties aecess To the evi lem e€ OL the ‘ 
these twenty-five persons, who paid the s] x in tl 
| Territory, were legitimate druggists, and 
for them to pay it to carr 
this is not true. It is not ne 
a legitimate drug busines 
dealer to the Government of the United S : 
is exempt from the payment of tl t t < 
eall your attention to the case of the l ( 
reported in 39 Federal Re 
Any iry 
ration of a medicine, to i 
violate Revised Statutes of the United | 
ing the special tax required of tail 
Mr. Chairman, in tl State of | 
honor to represent in part on this fl 
law that is to Say, ¢ ch cou LV < 
the purpose, and at such ¢ 
desires to prohibit the e of intoxi 
or not About two-thirds of the counti { = i 
have become prohibition « um 
local-option law, and the sale o t t 
1 in that large number of counties. Ther 1 thes 
hibition counties numbers l h ‘ 
ed “blind tigers.” The S 
pi to the General Government the s] 
arry on their nefarious busine It has | 
source of crime i t State, and I do I 
from the fact when I say that, in! pinion 
crimes committed in the State of I ! re 
the “blind tiger.”’ The violator of this law ; ! 
of the United States court, and I 
lectors of internal revenue were ( 
special taxes from persons proh ( unities 
gage in this business that we l nd I- 
ine prohibition in such communities. [Loud : ] 
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Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Grueert]. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, there is perhaps 
more misinformation upon the subject of ship subsidies than any 
other subject that is now agitating the public mind. In my pri- 
vate opinion the most pernicious piece of legislation that ever 
emanated from the Congress of the United States passed the 
Senate just the other day with a good deal of flippancy. I have 
been so much impressed with this subject that I have written 
letters to the different countries of the Old World in the effort to 
obtain the bottom facts in relation to subsidies. I will be very 
much complimened if I can induce the distinguished gentleman 
of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries |Mr. Gros- 
VENOR| to come over in hearing distance and listen to some of 
the data that I have been able to collect. 

In the first place, I will make the statement that the United 
States of America has the largest and the most profitable mer- 
chant marine of any country on the globe, with the single ex- 
ception perhaps of the United Kingdom. I was exceedingly 
anxious, Mr. Chairman, this morning that we should honor the 
memory of that distinguished citizen who was “ first in war, 
first in peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen” by ad- 
journing this House. But inasmuch as you Republicans have 
refused to do that, I propose in some measure to punish you by 
afflicting you with a lot of facts and figures upon the subject of 
ship subsidies. 

Now, my first proposition is that we have more ships in the 
merchant marine than any other country in the world, not ex- 
cepting England. The last report of the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation shows that on June 30, 1905, the United States had 
24,681 vessels, and the United Kingdom, the British Empire, in- 
cluding her colonies and all, had only 20,452. 

The advocates of ship subsidy argue that while we have more 
ships than any other country in the world that the gross ton- 
nage of England is so much larger than ours that it makes 
England the mistress of the seas; but I would like to have gen- 
tlemen understand that the gross tonnage of a ship is no indi- 
cation of its strength or the strength of a fleet or the profit of 
the industry or the income derived from the prosecution of the 
trade. For example, our coastwise trade is exclusively under 
the control of this Government, and the average trip is only 
500 miles, while in the foreign trade of the British Empire and 
other countries the average trip is 3,500. So that the gross 
tonnage of the British and other ships is consumed, in a great 
measure, by coal and provisions and machinery that are used in 
making the journey. Our coastwise ships will make five trips 
and carry five cargoes and collect her dues and income and her 
freight rates five times while the British ships are making one 
trip, carrying one cargo, and collecting her freight rates one time. 

We have devoted a large part of this session of Congress in 
the effort to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission for the purpose of reducing railroad rates; for the 
purpose of foreing the railroads only to charge a fair and 
reasonable rate, and we have done that in the face of the fact 
which everybody conceded that our railroad rates were lower 
than they were in any other country in the world. 

Now we are confronted with a proposition, headed by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio, that we are to increase the 
rates of the shipping industry because they are too low; or, 
what is the same thing, we are to tax the American people over 
$60,000,000 in order that American ships may continue to carry 
the traffic across the sea at the same rate at which it is being 
carried now without the subsidy. There is no pretext of any 
to reduce the freight rates across the sea; there is no 
promise that the rate from the farm or the factory to the sea- 
board shall be decreased ; but the proposition is that our freight 
rates across the sea are so low and that our commerce has been 
carried to foreign markets at such a low price that we must in- 
crease the price, we must tax ourselves $60,000,000 or $70,000,000 
in order that the American shipowner and the American ship- 
master may continue to prosecute their trade at the present rate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per- 
mit an interruption 

Mr. GILBERT of 
interrupted. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To what proposition does the gentleman 
refer when he talks about $60,000,000? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I refer to the bill passed by the 
Senate the other day and now pending in this House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me, if the 
bill should pass and be carried into execution to the end, the net 
expenditure for the Government will not exceed in twenty 
years $10,000,000. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 
repeatedly. 


etrort 


Kentucky. 


I should be delighted to be 


I have heard that statement 


EE 


Mr. GROSVENOR. It is true. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I think it is like all the infor 
mation that you take out of certain newspapers and magazines. 
There is not a Member of Congress but what has heard th: 
statement repeated a dozen times, and many of them, like th 
gentleman from Ohio, have jumped to the conclusicen that t! 
bill will cost only eight or ten millions of dollars. I can demo: 
strate to an absolute certainty, and to the conviction of t! 
gentleman from Ohio, that this bill will cost over $60,000,000 - 
and it is admitted even by the distinguished gentleman fro 
New Hampshire, Senator GALLINGER, that this bill will co 
from $20,000,000 to $30,000,000 in the first ten years—admitte| 
upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But if the gentleman will allow me, tle 
bill provides by a new system of revenue, that does not cost tis 
Government nor the people of this Government a cent, to sup))y 
substantially half of that cost. “ 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. The gentleman from Ohio is 
again mistaken. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman is not mistaken. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. That feature of the bill was 
stricken out entirely in the Senate and has never been rein- 
serted on the floor of this House. The original draft of the | 
did contain a clause for a discriminating tonnage duty against 
foreign vessels and in favor of the American shipowner and shiip- 
master, but that feature of the bill was stricken out, and if it wag 
not stricken out it is entirely in conflict with the purpose of the 
legislation. You are seeking to relieve the shipowner of the 
country, seeking to enlarge the opportunities of the American 
ship, and with what sort of propriety can you stand up and 
argue that you are putting an additional burden upon the ship 
for the purpose of reimbursing the Treasury for the outlay you 
have incurred in other parts of the bill? 

Now, I started to say a while ago that the whole country is 
about to be stampeded upon the subject of our ships being 
driven from the sea ; that our ships can not compete with the sub- 
sidized ships of the Old World, and that the Old World—Japan, 
Germany, England, Italy, and France—are paying out millions 
of dollars for their shipping, and that we are allowing our ships 
to decay in the docks. I say I had heard that so often that I 
wrote to the chairman of the British Board of Trade, which in 
the British Empire occupies substantially the same position as 
the Interior Department in this country, and I am loaded down 
here with facts and figures that are absolutely amazing. The 
House of Commons appointed a committee of naval experts, and 
they sat day in and day out for two years. In 1902 they made 
this report to the British House of Commons. I would » to 
have time to read you a portion of this report. There is no 
naval power in the world that pays subsidies altogether to its 
ships as large as we do excepting France. Of course the gen- 
tleman will smile. I will furnish you figures to show that the 
United States Government last year paid for the transportation 
of mails more money 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How much did they pay? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky (continuing). Than either Japan, 
Italy, Germany, or England paid on all of their so-called ship 
subsidies. 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to ask the gentleman a question for 
information before he gets too far from the point on which le 
is speaking. ® 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. Assuming that this country has so many ships 
at sea, as would seem to be indicated by the statement of tle 
gentleman, I want to know why it is that the manufacturers 
of agricultural implements and machinery of all kinds in my 
city of Springfield, Ohio, are compelled to send that machinery 
from New York to Liverpool in order to get it to Brazil or the 
Argentine Republic? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Now, wait a minute. One ata 
time. The answer to the question asked by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] is perfectly obvious, and instead of being a 
reflection upon this country it is a great compliment to this 
country. The gentleman from Ohio might just as well rise in 
his seat and ask me why it is that the American laborer will 
not go down with pick and shovel to excavate the [ana 
Canal. Why does he not go? I for one do not want him to £0. 

I want that canal dug by Jamaica negroes and cooly Chi 
nese and Portuguese and other people who are willing to ve 
subjected to privations and to the poor pay and the un! 









ful climate and all the other environments that are objectiol 
able to the American laborer. The same reason applies !2 
answer to the gentleman’s question. Our America is so ! ae 


so rich, and the opportunities for the young man are so <r! 
that he will not consent to go on shipboard, and, like the galley 
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lave of the ancient Roman Empire, be virtually tied to his 
hip and subject himself to the liability of being put in prison 
‘the violation of a civil contract. He will not consent to the 
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or pay, he will not consent to work in competition with the | 


rtuguese and the coolies, upon the same principle that 
il not work down in the Panama Canal. 
e gentleman’s question is this——— 

Mr. KEIFER. 
1 allow me? 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. KEIFER. We are to draw the inference, then, from 
ur illustration about the laborers on the Panama Canal, that 


he 
Another answer to 


reason American ships will not carry the agricultural 
plements and machinery manufactured in central Ohio is 


that our people will not become sailors or our vessels carry 

machinery directly to Brazil or Rio Janeiro or to the Ar- 

tine Republic, and that it is because of the character of the 

rs of England that we must send these things over to 
Liverpool and reship them to the South American countries. 

‘ir. GILBERT of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Ohio 

bear in mind that it is infinitely better for the farmer and the 

ufacturer of Ohio to have his products carried to Liverpool 

| Odessa and other foreign ports under a foreign flag if the 


Before you get too far away from that, will | 


i s of the transportation are cheaper, if the freight rate is | 


lower? The gentleman from Ohio has the idea that it is a 
reflection upon this country for an American capitalist to go to 
Clyde or to the Mersey or to any other foreign country and 


head. The same process is going on in every country of Europe. 
special committee reports that in 1899 there were built in 
the British Empire 479 first-class ships, built by English archi- 
s and shipbuilders for foreign countries, and that the ton- 
had been transferred to foreign flags; that it was no dis- 
intage to England or to the commerce of England. Neither 
is it any reflection on this country or any disadvantage to this 
country that J. Pierpont Morgan and the other capitalists and 
( rations of this country are buying ships by the hundred 
floating the British flag from the masthead. Those ships 
re part of the American merchant marine. They are owned by 
American capitalists, they are not a part of the merchant 
I ne of the British Empire. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman name some of those 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I will have to read the gentle- 
I law book now and give the names later. 
GROSVENOR. I want the gentleman to go back 


iO A 
statement that he made about which I was trying to ask him a 
question when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ketrer] inter- 
rupted me. I think actual facts will be more important than 
1 es 
a 


GILBERT of Kentucky. I will have to ask the gentle- 
from Ohio to repeat his question. 
\ GROSVENOR. 


As I understood the gentleman from 
Keutucky, he stated that the Congress of the United States, 


he United States, was paying more money for carrying the 
_Inails than the British Government was paying for its 
ales. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. Yes; exclusive of its mail con- 
GROSVENOR. 
how much that is—what amount the United States is pay- 
‘annum. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. The gentleman wants to know 
tnuch the United States pays- 
GROSVENOR. Yes; for general mail transportation on 
1 ships. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. I have so many figures here that 
lifficult for me to select just what I want to convert a man 
‘ grown old in error. [Laughter. ] 
GROSVENOR. Well, I know another gentleman who is 
following in the footsteps of his predecessor. [Laugh- 


GILBERT of Kentucky. The last report of the Postmas- 
eneral 
GROSVENOR. 


Now, bear in mind what your statement 
the United States is paying for transporting its mail in 
hn ships—keep that in your mind—a greater sum than the 
| Government is paying in subsidies. 

GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I am not seeking 
ige that question; I am trying to get the gentleman to 
\p nearer where I can hear him. In answer to the first 
f his question, I want to say that this country paid last 
r transporting the foreign mails $2,693,812.09. 
GROSVENOR. To American ships? 
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a ship and hoist a British or a German flag from the mast- | 


) -_ 
2SO5 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. That does not make a bit of 
difference. We pay the American ships a much larger p! pel 
pound than we do the foreign ships, and we do not pay the f 
eign ships any more than the foreign countries pay our ships. 
It is a case of reciprocity. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the ntleman state what foreign 
government pays our ships for carrying the mail 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. All the countri Europ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Give us the name of one country i tne 
name of a ship. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I insist—I haven't the rures 
on that particular point—I insist that there is no country in 
Christendom that carries all of its own foreign mail. No WW 
paid for the transportation of foreign mails last year, as | | 
$2,693,812. The gentleman from Ohio tries to break the 
of the argument by the statement that a part of that ney | 
paid to foreign ships and very little of it, or at least ly 
inconsiderable portion of it, was paid to the Am« 

But in answer to that, or rather as a rejoinder to that, w« 

that that is true of every country. To the Peninsula and Orie , 
tal Line and others going through the Straits of Gibralt nd 

under that frowning old fortress, Port Said. and to other over 

sea lines the British Government pays 12.376 Vi ind t1 

Government receives from her colonies and other intris 1 

return compensation for the transportation for a rge part ¢ 

the foreign mails. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will take the gentleman's figures nov 
$2,600,000, the gentleman said, that we paid our ships for car 


ing our mails last year. Does the gentleman know that 
British Parliament gave to a single shipping line 1: 
year 1905, $6,000,000 as_a subsidy ? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, it 
the gentleman has got an 
[| Laughter. ] 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I got from a more } 
original source than the gentleman from Ohio got his 
tion, and there has been no new legislation on the subject 
England since that report was filed in 1902 Prior to tl 
report the subvention to the Cunard line \ ised 
28,000 pounds to 150,000 pounds, and the rnment 
to also lend that company a sufficient sum at 
of interest to build two very large, fast 
a new departure for that country, is not a 
considered as a method of having certain work pert 
the Government, and this is the contract the 
Ohio was aiming to state. The gentleman is alt 
There was no new subsidy of $6,000,000 or 
granted in 1905. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I 


st yea 


This report says 
is 
old 


tleman’s r¢ 


the ge 


moldboard 1 


since 


wooden 


nto 

nh 
it 
from 
agreed 
d rate 
3, although 


inere 
Gove 
im agres 
steamers 


subs but w 


have it directly 


} ment here. 


And now I want to ask the gentleman to | 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I have it directly from original 
documents issued by the British Government. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Made four years ago 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. In 1902. I m 
quiries to find if there was any later law, 
was the last report, and that report, 
mentions and comments upon the 
Cunard Line. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Only a y 
tween the Admiralty of the British Government and the Cunard 
Line, which published and put 
tecorp, in which it appeared that they bh 
up the American mercantile organization, given nract 
sidy of $6,000,000, in round numbers, to build two s! 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. C 
gentleman from Ohio for a question Now. the 
rather the misinformation, fr 
simply startling. There 
Empire. There is a 
and that ship company by which 
built after a particular fashion. 
certain freight rat ind cer 
to the Orient. And again I remind the ¢ ‘ in th 
entirely mistaken both as to his dates and | 
was provided for prior to the report of 1902, and the Go 


ide sp | 
ind they 
at page 
increased subsidy to tl 


ira” >There w tn contract 


yet 


was into tl ( 


ad » order to bre 


om the gent i fro a! 


is no such y paid 
between the Board o Ay 
these shiy ire re 


contract 


es 


vets the same rate of interest on t ke that 
| of the national debt. 
The Government regulates the m ‘ ( 
transportation facilities. The Go 
that reserves to itself the right to the 
of these ships and they are ! ( 
service. They are much like the so-ca 
German Empire. Why, 1 | to | 
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that the gentleman from Ohio and the distinguished Senator 
from New Hampshire had written reports here stating that our 
ships are being driven from the sea by the North German Lloyd 
Line, and I found there were only thirty-seven ships in all the 
German Empire that receive any bounty at all. The gentleman 
from Ohio smiles and there is running through his mind now 
the proposition of special freight rates granted by the German 
railroads and exemption from certain port dues granted by the 
German Empire. I looked that matter up also, and I find that 
any owns and operates her own railway system, and the 
German Government, under the management of Mr. Von Bis- 
marck, incorporated a system of making a reduction of 50 per 
cent on the freight rate on the freight that was intended for 
foreign markets on the German Lloyd steamers. I went fur- 
ther, and I found after making that 50 per cent reduction upon 
the freight rate granted by the German Empire to those two 
ship lines, that still the freight rate was a good deal higher than 
the railroad rates of this country. I went so far as to get 
copious extracts from the contracts between the German Empire 
and those two ship lines—and there are many articles in each 
one of those contracts—and each one of those ships is required to 
circumnavigate the entire continent of Africa on each trip, to 
go alternate directions, this way this time and that way the 
next time. The Government goes so far as to designate the 
ports at which they shall stop. 


Germ 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Whether there is any business 
or not? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Whether there is any business 
or not. They have got to circumnavigate the entire continent 


of Africa on every trip. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does not that show the wisdom of the 
German Government in sending its manufactured articles into 
all the possible and remote parts of the world, while America 
carries her trade, 92 per cent of it, on foreign ships? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. It is a more apt illustration of 
the main burden of my argument, and that is this: That our 
coastwise trade is the most flourishing on the globe; that it is 
busy, loaded down with freight, busy making short journeys, 
busy charging the highest rates of any shipping on the globe, 
while Germany is subsidizing these ship lines to go and sail 
across distant seas in search of something to carry. That Is 
the difference. Have you discovered that the highest freight 
rate on the sea charged by any shipping country on the globe 
is charged by the coastwise trade of the United States of 
America? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. TI have not found that fact to exist, and 
I will state to the gentleman another thing. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I will put the freight rates 


1 


down, taken from the report of the Commissioner of Naviga- 


tion, and insert them in my remarks for the edification of the 
o tlaman fr hi 
gentieman from Ohio, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, will the gentleman permit me to 
insert in his remarks that to-day one-third of the ships bearing 
American register and belonging to the coastwise trade are idle 
for the want of business? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
azo, but now. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 
vested in shipyards 
} 


Idle? 
Yes, sir; to-day, now; not four years 


We have about $13,000,000 in- 
: we have about 34,000 men engaged in build- 
ing ships. We built in the last two years some naval vessels 
for which there were appropriated $86,000,000, and the report of 
the Commissioner of Navigation shows that last year we built 
1,102 merchant vessels, and that the figures thus furnished can 
not be exceeded by any country in the world except the United 
Kingdom. I have heard that statement made repeatedly, I 
have. heard it over and over again, that we can not build ships 
as cheaply in this country as they can in England. Why, the 
gentleman from Ohio is theroughly imbued with that idea. 
Now, and think about that for a moment-—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Just one moment. Does the gentleman 
take the ground we can build them as cheaply in this country 
as they can be built in England? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. We can build them as cheaply. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Can we build them as cheaply as they 
can be built in Belfast, Ireland? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. 
accept 


Stop 


Just as cheaply. 
May I be allowed? Will the gentleman 
a statement of Mr. Carlyle, managing director of Harlan 
& Wolff, the greatest shipbuilding concern in the world, located 
at Belfast, Ireland? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 
with that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I had a personal conversation with Mr. 
Carlyle, the managing director of Harlan & Wolff, in Angust 
last, in Belfast, Lreland, and I asked him why it was that they 


Mr. Chairman, I am familiar 








could build ships In Belfast cheaper than we could build them in 
the United States, and he said it was because they hired their 
labor cheaper than we hired ours, and that was all the reason 
he knew. That is what he said. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I wish the gen. 
tleman would stop now and reflect seriously. Here is a coun 
try that has the most magnificent coal fields on the globe. Here 
is a country to whose forests the shipbuilders of Belfast come 
for their masts and their timber. Here is a country that has 
the most skillful mechanics and draftsmen upon the face of the 
globe. Here is a country that in every other particular excels 
the Britisher in his country. Why, to-day American locomo- 
tives can be heard whistling along the road that leads from 
Joppa to Jerusalem and from Jerusalem to Damascus. Ameri- 
can flying machines sail over the pyramids. The Sphinx has 
stopped gazing across the desert and has turned to look at the 
magnificent American trolley lines that are running from Cairo 
up to the ancient ruins of Thebes and Memphis. [Applause.] 
You can go into the Orient and in the homes of luxury, even in 
the zenanas of Persia and in the seraglios of the Ottoman [m- 
pire you will find the hum, the click, and clatter of American 
sewing machines. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They are made here, however. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. They are made here. You imnay 
go upon any ship and you will find it loaded down with ma- 
chinery—appliances of every kind—sailing across every sea and 
underbidding the home products of every land. [Applause. | 

Now, I come back to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lirrte- 
FIELD]. Is it not true that the same superior price is paid to 
the laborer in the manufacture of the sewing machine ani t 
flying machine and every other species of machine that we are 
manufacturing and shipping all over the civilized world, and 
that it is because we pay the American laborer a higher price, 
that we get the most intelligent and most efficient service? 
The next higher-priced laborer is found right in that same 
Great Britain that the gentleman is talking about. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Oh, no. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. And not only that, but they 
pay their sailors, their seamen, and every species of laborer in 
England a very much better price than anywhere on the con- 
tinent of Europe. And it is mere rot and nonsense, this conten- 
tion that we can not build ships in this country as chea))ly as 
they can in England. [Applause.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, Mr. 
lowed 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Now, I know perfectly 
that you can produce to me alleged facts after facts, because t! 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveNor] has tliree 
volumes of hearings. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman allow an inquiry? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is it his conception of the mar 
situation that the United States furnishes the raw mate! for 


Chairman, may I be al- 





the construction of ships in Belfast, Ireland, many of whici: are 
now, to use the gentleman’s very effective illustration, using 
wooden masts for sailing ships built by Harlan & Wol! Is 


not that the gentleman’s notion about it? It may be that we 
have got the sewing machines in the seraglios of the Far last. 
I do not know anything about that. Does the gentleman 

we are furnishing wooden masts? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gent in 
from Maine is not asking me for information. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, yes, he is. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. He is merely seeking | 
sume a portion of my time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will ask that the time of the 
man be extended. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I know that the shipbuilders of 
the Old World do come to the forests of America for timber to 
use in the construction of their ships, and I know more (00 
that, that the men who build railroads—— 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman has information that '3 
misinformation. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. And the men who build 
roads in India, in Australia, come here and get the rails. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Why do they build the s at 
Belfast? ; 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Well, that is one of th ld 


things that has been established ever since the days of tl ve 
of Oleron, and its antiquity is an argument against its ef! y 
rather than in favor of it. ; 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It is because the rate ot ces 
is so much less than those here that they can do that. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. That is the same old sty I 
have heard four hundred times. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. But it is true. 


906. 





Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Do we not pay the 


uild the locomotives more than they do at Belfast? 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
ve? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. And can not we ship locomo- 
across the sea and furnish the railroads in Australia? 
our locomotives, steel rails, and other manufactures and 
chinery are both cheaper and better at the prices at which 
ey are sold abroad. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 
d best pattern. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. What is the reason, then, we can 
it, with the same skilled labor, and more iron, and charcoal, 
d coal, and greater ingenuity and everything—what is the 


And give them a better locomo- 


yes 


Ss 


Yes; because they want the latest 


men that 


ships 


| end of the ten years it will have to go battli: 


ason we can build everything else on the globe except a ship? | 


ud applause on the Democratic side. ] 





Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Because 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Wait a moment; I have not 
cluded. Has the gentleman from Michigan forgotten that 


s country has been furnishing Bessemer steel, and furnishing 
nor plate for the Kaiser, and for all the other crowned heads 
the world? We do everything better than they do, because 
pay our laborers better prices than they do. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is the meat in the cocoanut. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 
w me just a sentence or two, I will give him an idea that 
| be exceedingly valuable to him in the further elucidation of 
subject, for I will assure him he will have occasion to look 
ther into it—— 
ir. GILBERT of Kentucky. 
head. 
ir. GROSVENOR. One of the leading differences in the cost 
he American ship and ships constructed in the yards of 
lies in the fact that we have so small a demand for 
. or so occasionally require to build a ship, that we are de- 
d of the great benefit of what is called “ standardizing ”’ 
English yards standardize perhaps forty ships in the 
fast yard or the Clyde yard. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. 


I need a great deal of light. 


“ 


» ships. 
Now, I only yielded for a ques- 


ir. GROSVENOR. I beg your pardon. If that is all, I have 
ssed upon the gentleman’s time. I said I would like to 
that much of a statement. Standardizing a ship allows 
inufacturer to make forty alike, forty keels alike, and so 
nd that is really the great difference. 
\Ir. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, that is the old, 
1 story. 
‘ir. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; it is the new story. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. There is no such thing as build- 
lips according to any stereotyped form. 
GROSVENOR. Then Mr. Olcott, of the yard down here, 

. falsehood to the committee in the hearings the other day. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. I have the statement of the 
inissioner of Navigation for 1893, in which he demonstrates, 
furnishes the figures to show, that we build ships on the 
Lakes cheaper than they do on the Clyde, the Mersey, at 
, or anywhere else. 

‘ir. GROSVENOR. We are not talking about that now. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. The gentleman from Ohio has 
informed several times that in the old countries they have 
tain standardizing of ships; that they have certain pat- 

s and forms and they build a whole lot of ships of one and 

ame pattern. I am told, upon further investigation, that 

true. And even if it were true it does not decrease the 
of the ships to any material extent. I said at the outset 

. in my humble judgment, this bill contains the most vicious 

of legislation that has ever been passed through either 
ff this Capitol since I have been a Member of Congress. 
rts out upon the assumption 

STANLEY. May I ask the gentleman one question? 

'. GILBERT of Kentucky. Certainly. 

STANLEY. Is it true or not that the American iron 
| goes into foreign ships is bought at a lower price than the 
iron is bought for ships made here in America? 

- GILBERT of Kentucky. Oh, yes; lower. Everything to 
merican consumer is higher than the price abroad. We are 
everything that enters into the manufacture of a ship 
hipping it across the sea and selling it to the foreign con- 
cheaper than the same manufactured articles are de 
| to the American consumer. They have been bowing and 
shiping this Republican god of the home market until it 
ecome a desolater to the consumer. 
e features of this bill are pernicious even if my other prem- 
are unsound. The proposition is that our ships can not 
products of the farms and 


a] 
iv 


{ 


the seas and can not carry the 


Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will now | 
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factories because the ot! } 

not, and yet they propos. by this bill to subsidize o 
that have a thousand register and i 
of 200 tons, and they do not propose to subsidize the ot 
at all, and the ships that do receive the subsidy e to be ibs 
dized for the first ten years of their lives, and then, lik old 
plow horse that has been faithful 
season, is to be turned out upon the comm 
single bundle of oats. 

The new ship is to be subsidized for 
me that the average life of a merchant 
so for the first half of its life, while it young vl 
and can compete it receives this perniciou ibsidy, but 


er ships are 


Tons 


throug! 


ten years experts tell 
ve 


its old age without any subsidy at all. It 
ships can not carry the commerce of the world because t! 
ships are subsidized and ours are not, pray tell me 
it is that those ships under this new bil! 
subsidized at all, are to compete with the 
the subsidy? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
to the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Oh, certainly; if the gentleman 
from Maine does not become too prolix in h 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will try not to be 

Mr. Chairman, in relation to the gentlem 
the sale of steel and iron abroad for 
prices cheaper than they are sold at home, | 
the gentleman, if it is.convenient, place in : 
stances he has in his mind upon which he bases his state! t I 
will not ask the gentleman to state them now, but to put t 
formation in the Recorp. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. The gentleman fro1 
familiar with that whole discussion It oe ed a great d 
of time in the Senate, and the Democratic 1 
ate claimed, and still claim, that they estal 
isfaction and to the satisfaction of the 
country that Mr. Carne and others 
mor plate and shipping to Berlin and 
don and delivering it there to the sh 
ments on the othe r side of the ocei 
ton cheaper that the arti 
this country. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


Con 


wl ] ire not ft 


sh $ 


from Ke 


is qui Sstion 


in’s statement a 


pbuilding purpose i 


Si} 


would | 


wie 
it 


same le was be 
Armor plate does not have any earthly 
ection with the merchant marin 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. |! 
this extent, that the country 
else except a merchant vessel, and can n e tl 
and difficult parts of a naval 
to build the balance of a merchant © 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. My q 
cifie instances, that we can 
you base your assertion that manuf rf 
the merchant vess« the prod 
them at ho Or » I 


upon the gen ert 17 f y " 


same 


vegse 
uestion is, Can 
SU ascer't l I 1 1] 
construction of 
than they 
gentleman bases that 
crats in another body, an asset 
isfactory to Democrats elsewhere nd that tha 1 +] 
to it? If that all there 
there is to if. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentu ! 
from Maine always starts out f he were going to 
tion, but he invariably bef 
question and goes on with a spe¢ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I beg 
have transgressed the proper lin 

Mr. GILBERT of 
knows perfectly well 
that are 
and timber and the materials that go into ships, sel * the ' 
foreign markets cheaper than we are selling the sa things 
here at home. 

Mr. SPIGHT. 
tucky if 
rine Commission, 
the Union Iron 
Pacifie coast 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky 

Mr. SPIGHT (continuing). 
himself found the fact 
shipyard, that the very 
enter into the construction of a merchant vy ’ } ed 
across the water and sold ther 
to our own people at home? 


cheaper Sell 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. While the gentleman is looking up his 
notes, if he will allow me, I will state that I made a personal 
visit to a shipyard, that of Harlan & Wolff, and I talked with 
Mr. Carlisle, the managing director, after haying gone through 


his yard, where they had under construction nine or ten great 
ships. I asked him if they were in the habit of purchasing 
American steel manufactured for constructive purposes in his 
business, and he told me, and I will state it to you frankly, 
that about five years ago they purchased one lot amounting to 
about $50,000, and that is the only lot they had ever purchased 
in that great shipyard, and were not purchasing any now. I 
am giving you the benefit of the facts I ascertained at Harlan 
& Wolff's yard. Of course, I hope the gentleman believes I 
do not wish to disturb the course of his remarks. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. The fact which I have stated 
is conceded in the report of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am not responsible for the report of 
Senator from New Hampshire, but I would like to ask this: 
if the gentleman has any specific facts, I think the committee 
would like to have them. I know the gentleman wants to be 
fair. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I am trying to be fair. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the gentleman relies upon the facts 
stated in the report of the committee, that settles it. I did not 
know but that the gentleman had some specific facts upon which 
he based his general assertion. 


the 


Mr. SPIGHT. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield to 
me? 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. For a question. 

Mr. SPIGHT. I want to make a statement—— 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Make it short. 

Mr. SPIGHT (continuing). In reply to the gentleman from 
Maine. The superintendent of the Union Iron Works, to whom 


I referred just now, in testifying said he was not a Democrat, 
but Republican. He stated that while in a foreign shipyard 
in 1900 he saw a cargo of steel for shipbuilding being unloaded 
from a vessel from New York, sold by the Carnegie Company, 
and delivered in the foreign yard at sbout $12 per ton cheaper 
than he was buying the very same material from the same 
company for use in his yards at San Francisco. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I do not care to dilate or 
to dilute that proposition any more. I have practiced law 
long enough to know with what skill and ingenuity the mem- 
bers of corporations can present their side of the case. I do 
not care what the distinguished shipbuilder in Belfast told 
the gentleman from Maine; I never will believe the peculiar 
paradox that he presents. Here is a country said to be the 
most intelligent and ingenious, constructing every other con- 
ceivable article cheaper and better than any country in the 
world, and yet it must fall down and go to Belfast or the Clyde 
or the Mersey to get a first-class ship. I can not believe such a 
preposterous proposition. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the facts are against the theory, so 
much the worse for the facts. That is the gentleman’s position. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I think that the incontroverti- 
ble facts are on my side on that proposition. 1 remember that 
the special committee in its report to the House of Commons 
states that the ships purchased by J. Pierpont Morgan and 
other American capitalists were paid for at large prices, fully 
as much as those ships were worth, and that committee reports 
that while they had received orders, as I said, from Germany, 
from Japan, from Italy and France for 449 first-class ships they 


had not received a single order from the United States of 
America. 

I do not believe and I never will believe that this country 
ean not build ship. “There is no divinity that doth hedge 
about a ship” that prevents the American mechanic from 


building one when he builds everything else. Going back to 
where I started, I said a while ago, and several Members around 
me smiled as if it was a very silly remark, that the ships that 
were floating the British flag and the German flag were owned 
by American capitalists, and were not a part of the merchant 
marine of Germany or England, but were a part of the mer- 
chant marine of this country. Inasmuch as the smile seemed 
to indicate incredulity, I will read from Wheaton’s Interna- 
tional Law. I remember I read it to a distinguished lawyer, 
and he said it was an old book and out of date and that I had 
better get something newer than that. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. A fresh edition? 


Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I don’t know whether it is a 


fresh edition or not, but I read the first edition of the Bible 
{iaughter] and it is as true now as it was then. I will read 
section 5640: 

ny the law of England no ship shall be deemed to be a British ship 


unless she belongs wholly to owners of the following description: 1. 





Natural born British subjects. 2. Persons made denizens or natura! 
ized by letters of denization, or by act of Parliament, or the proper a 
thority in any British possession. 3. Boilies corporate establish, 
under and subject to the laws of and having their principal place ; 
business in the United Kingdom or some British possession. If any 
person uses the British flag and assumes the British national charac: 
on board any ship owned in whole or in part by any persons not « 
titled by law to own British ships, for the purpose of making such s|} 
appear to be a British ship, such ship shall be forfeited to He, 
Majesty. 

Now, when the distinguished lawyer said the old book was out 
of date, I went and got the last book on international law, 0 
penheim’s International Law. On page 316, volume 1, it says: 

Some countries, like Great Britain and Germany, allow only su 
vessels to sail under their flag as are the exclusive property of th: 
citizens or of corporations established on their territory. 

Sir R. Giffen, K. C. B., a naval expert, thus presents this qu: 
tion: 

These foreign ships which are held by them (American citizens and 
corporations) under a foreign flag are still under the protection of the 
United States Government as a matter of property. The United States 
Government recognizes that American citizens have an interest in these 
ships and are quite prepared to defend those interests. To some extent 
these American-owned ships under the British flag and under other for. 
eign flags are really to all intents and purposes American ships 


nd 
will be so treated by the United States Government in many questions 
that may arise. 


That would apply, of course, to the White Star case; they no doubt 
remain ships under the British flag, but they are ships with a differ 
ence, and in certain cases there is no doubt that the United S: 
— would claim them, or I should imagine so, as American 

Now, the Commissioner of Navigation says that the Leland 
Line, of 44 ships, is floating the British flag, and the Atlantic 
Transport Company, of 17 ships, is under the British flag, the 
Oil Tank Line, 14 ships, and so forth and so on. There are 
136 first-class merchant vessels plying between our ports and 
European markets, all of them floating either the British or 
German flag. 

They are a part of our merchant marine. Now, the gentleman 
from Maine knows this difference, that when a battle ship goes 


sows 


+} 
Lue 


abroad it is a part of the domain; that as long as you are under 
the flag of an American battle ship you are, in legal technology 
at least, on American soil, but that a merchant vessel, like an 


automobile, belongs as an incident to the citizenship of tl 
owner. You take one of these ships that are owned by J. Pier- 
pont Morgan & Co., and that ship violates some international 
neutrality law or any comity arrangement existing between this 
country and another, or between England and some other coun- 
try, the British Government owes that ship no protection; that 
ship must look for its protection to the nationality of the 
owner of the ship and not to the British Empire; so that when 
I said a while ago we have the largest and the most protitab! 
and the most flourishing merchant marine of any country on 
globe I included this numerous list of magnificent steamers that 


are purchased by American capitalists, owned and operated by 
American citizens and American corporations, and float a foreign 
flag. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has expired. 

Mr. LATTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that his time be extended until he can conclude his r 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is in the control of the chairman 
of the committee. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then I ask the chairman of the 
mittee to yield him five minutes longer. 

Mr. HAY. I would like to yield the gentleman more time, 
but I have promised to yield to somebody else. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Can not you yield ten minutes’ 

Mr. HAY. I have only twelve minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Virginia has « l 
of the time. 

Mr. HAY. 
tucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nized for ten minutes. 
man from Maine? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
ning— 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. 
question. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I want to say I agree with y: 
fectly on your legal propositions. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Now, the whole thing depends u) 
nationality of the corporation. I infer the corporatious 
ing these vessels to which you have referred—— 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky, The main argument that 





I yield ten minutes to the gentleman fron 


The gentleman from Kentucky is recos- 
Does the gentleman yield to the < » 


May I be allowed to say in the 





I shall be glad to yield a 


~ 
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dressed to us is that they are seeking to appeal to our patriot Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I 
ism, these ship-subsidy grabbers. | that. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to ask you this question: Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. 3} 


You want f uilt sl 

Is it not a fact—I so understand it, I may be wrong—that these | fly our flag, and tl! ‘ not do 

corporations to whom you have referred are British corpora- | registry. 

tions? Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. My idea is to |! 1 up tl 
Mr. GILSERT of Kentucky. By no means. rine in the same way as the building up of f] ‘ : 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is not the fact; they are organ-| tries in every particular—th { i to 1 ' i vn 


ized in this country, as you understand it? and get away from Congress, and i» den , , 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. It may be they have branch | subsidies that have proved perni: 
oflices in London or some other foreign city. 


world. [Applause.] France began 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I may be entirely mistaken, but I had | first, and she has pursued it with th 
the impression they were. Of course if you are right that! she is to-day paying tv much : 


changes it. 








hip subsidies. And the truth 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I took pains to go through lining all the f l I 
Lloyd’s Register, and to my utter amazement I found thousands Why, take the |! 
of ships, it seemed to me—I do not remember the number now er si t d 
that “re owned in America, owned by American corporations Nor y have | ‘ ‘ . 
and floating a foreign flag. Why, if we pass this bill the! of their merchantment white 
Standard Oil Company will get a subsidy on fifteen ships. | no subsidy at all. 
{j Applause on the Democratic side.] The Great Northern Ruail- Mr. Chairman, there I 1 of 
road will get $100,000 subsidy on each one of the ships that it! solid ba up vl 1 t Ss 
j built for its own business as a common carrier from Seattle | is that our ships h t 


pan and Hongkong. at all. it is because our you 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is it your understanding that these’ occupations and refuse to return by r of thi 

ships to which you have now referred are registered as Ameri the hard life and the want of opport f 

can vessels? I do not understand it that way. All 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Every ship that is engaged in 





the changes in our navigation 


interest of the shipowner, nd ye f 
the over-sea trade is a registered ship. more and more objectionable to tl 6 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But are those to which you referred tract from the Coast Seamen’s Jour J 
that is, these hundred and twenty odd you have spoken of by Mr. Andrew Furuseth. an experienced 
registered as American vessels? Do you so understand it? I | to explain the situation 
do not so understand it, although you may be right. Sk alk ie amie 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Iam not arguing that these ships | portance to the weer Os 
get the subsidy. I put that proposition in to show the ex- so ight to be repealed and te ! 
it, the magnitude, and the flourishing condition of the Ameri- | t#e law of March 3, 151 » Dl led 
can merchant marine, and that they were inexcusable in coming = mer ge “_? i = 
here and undertaking to get Congress to believe that the ships act 


were deeaying in the docks. 





Mr. WALDO. They must all have a foreign register. - Aw thong ; 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. ‘Then they are foreign vessels. kill, he i 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. ‘We have gone over that. The y with the of | 
{ that they are under a foreign flag means nothing at all. oats te oe 
It simply means that, having been purchased in a foreign t \ ed | 
market, they are no® entitled to American registry. n ind 
Mr. WALDO. That is exactly what I mean. se ae 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. But that carries no legal right | in the market) had 1 sO i 
{ 0 protection and no privilege which they did not have family. The owner then dey 
be re. sé i to rong A M : = e i A 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the gentleman understands that | 1884 (sec. 20), he obtained permiss 
t! are not owned by foreign corporations, but by domestic | port to go back to a 
( rations? a ony ey 
ir. GILBERT of Kentucky. They must be British subjects, | Navy wa d by 
or British corporations, to be registered under the British flag | in which this sta : 
at all promptly came forward 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But if it is a foreign corporation, or Why, Mr. Blaine, t 
ganized abroad and having its office abroad, it is a foreign | were paying $110,004 ; 
ration and a foreign owner. carry our merchandis Toss t! I 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. So that, in order to get unde for us to pay $250,000,000 i 
the German flag or the British flag, they have got either to ex rates in ord@r to ve that $110,000,001 
patriate or they have got to evade those laws, and I do not know I have gone to the expense and ft! 
how it is done. to get some info! 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They can organize abroad, I suppose. | of this subsidy I ( 
Take a Ship like the Baltic, made at Belfast, and floating the | ing at an enormous 1 1 that J 
] h flag, and owned by American capital, and that is what | from the Pacific. W 
gentleman from Kentucky refers to. The question is | their figures, to l 
ether it is corporate ownership or individual ownership. ships carrying the 1 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I want to make | carrying the mails and 
other suggestion before my time expires, and that relat Now, as I am pe! 
nething peculiar, which is that all these subsidy bills come | stantiate the statements | 
before Congress so worded and so shaped up that the ships | showing a list of } 
t commonly carry the commerce of the seas do not get the Ir mercantile m 
idies. The subsidy goes chiefly to the shipping trusts—to | ships in addition to f 
v capitalists and millionaires. Now, here is a statement | when our Comm f 
from the last annual report of the Commissioner of Navigation: ‘ 
Here are 84 Atlantic steamers, with 156,000 gross tons, with a } _ —— 
wv of 2,368 men, that get under this bill $350,471, whereas 
626 sailing vessels, with 312,427 gross tons, with a crew of 3,008 Name Flag 
men, only get $95,385. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman permit aj; 
tion? B 
Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If I understand your argument ie " 
is that the way to rehabilitate the America merchant marine | : 7 





to repeal the American registry laws? : 
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American ow nership under _foreign flags—Continued. 


Num- | 











j : Gross 
Name. Flag. American interest. b- — +t ton- 
ahips. | <a>. 
a bree tee = Rs ae 
North Atlantic | British -.....-.- C. and J. Hogan, New } ll} 41,441 
Steamship Co. |} York. 
(Limited). | 
New York and Pa- |..... ee ee | Wm. R. Grace & Co., 20, 758 
cific Steamship | | New York. 
Co. (Limited). 
Chesapeake and | Saks SR SEA Cc — and Ohio 20, 277 
Ohio. R. R. 
Cuban and Mexican |.................. |! H. P. Booth, W. D. 19, 545 
steamers. | Munson, New York. 
Pacific Mail_.......- eee Chas. ‘a Tweed, New 1 7,575 
Yor 
United Fruit Co-...-|_.... i asitttncscatis | A. W. Preston, Boston; 5 5,913 
| R.A. C. Smith, New 
York. | 
John A. Donald _...| Norwegian-.-.. | John A. Donald, New g 2,120 
York. 
Fortuna Steamship !.....do..........| Daniel Bacon, New | 1 | 2,965 
Co. | York. | 
Merritt & Chapman | British ......--- | Merritt & Chapman ---| 1 374 
Ric iovceots so ce bh kip oleoinineeds ence eee eee tneee 136 672 2 455 


I also file tables taken from the last annual report of the 
Commissioner of Navigation, page 35, showing that the subsidy 
will go chiefly to certain fast steamers, and also another state- 





ment showing that the present bill purposes to charge the Goy- 
ernment with $2,665,000, an allowance for certain additional 








mail routes, making a total for the ten years for this service 

alone of $26,650,000. 

Vessels. Number.| Tons. Crew. Subsidy. 

. : hemi tlietal } } ee cia 

} 

Atlantic Ocean: | | 
NT 82 | 156,805 3,268 | $350, 471.00 
Rating VERGE 6.05 3c wnan cin wceses | 626 | 312,247 3,068 | 95,385.50 

Pacific Ocean: | 
SOR PONG ones cseccaewdencene 133 | 255,312 5,952 | 421,308.48 
EREIINS VOUS nviieis cccnnsccnaeue | 209 183, 340 2,564 | 79,675.50 

—_ ' - — 
DUE x ntdel calla Asie 1,050 907, ot 14, 852 | 946,840.48 
It is entirely within bounds, accordingly, , to state that on the basis 


of actual American navigation in the foreign trade by salt water dur- 
ing the calendar year 1904 the subventions | payable under section 2 of 
the bill would not exceed $1,000,000. If the measure were to prove 
eficacious in promoting foreign voyages of American vessels, naturally 


this amount would increase, though it could not increase greatly or 
rapidly without a considerable increase in the output of American ship- 
yards, } 
Section 6 of the bill provides for certain specified mail routes, gen- 
erally on the alternative basis of monthly or fortnightly service. These 


rates may be summarized as follows: 





Postal table. | Monthly. | Fortnightly. 





DUET oo inn nts deeatace see au econ eee $150, 000 | $300,000 
2. U ruguay and Arge i sic hc chee eheeeees. | 187 , 500 375, 000 
BR, ONIN RIO ol ce cr ee chs ee | 187,500 | 375, 000 
fie RE cs abou ic ow aning sina tan ok eee | 137, 500 | 275, 000 
BCR. eos ek Se eee eee 75, 000 j 75, 000 
6. Gulf—Central An 1erica ....- ison edkadbeeietied 75, 000 75, 000 
CR I ia. sc sek tans aad ae len aie | 50,000 | 50, 000 

8, San Francisco, Hawaii, Asia, Philippines. -....-- | 800,000 600,000 
9, Puget Sound, Asia, Philippines --.......-.....---. | 210,080 | 420, 000 
10: Gan FPrancised, POMSMR. Woo dccc Sacks cc nceeseeemcee | 120, 000 120,000 
POUR oo nook dkccacwocsed an GRE ouseeensestee % 492. 500 2. 665 , 000 

I have heretofore stated that the freight rates in the for- 


eign trade are going down year by and here is a tab- 


ulated statement in proof of that fact: 


year, 


Mcan yearly freight rates on certain classes of goods carried by steam- 





ships from New York to Liverpool, 1884-1908. 
incense Re ear een 
Class of goods. 1884. | 1885. | 1886. | 1887. | 1888. 
sa Signi aciansannenst fssionnns ini hvinnnsnensill Araceae 
| | | 
ea ee per standard .-| $13.06 | $11.84 | $11.63 | $10.63 | $14.58 | 
Grail jane ; per bushel. 07 | 06 06 | .05 .05 
Flour sishen per ton 3.05 | 2.76 2.82 | 2.22 2.32 
Beef i lL et ad per tierce 89 | 7 cue 63 | + 
ork per barrel 7D | 59 | . 63 | 51 | 52 
Provisions (chiefly bacon) -..per ton 5.09 | 4.26 4.34 3. 62 | 3.83 
\ 
| 
Class of goods 1889. | 1890. | 1891. | 1892. | 1893. 
DES 5 iin oanaeedsore per standard. -.| $16.10 $12.15 | $11.39 | $12.15 | $10.33 
Grain--. per bushel... OF | . 04 | . 06 | 05 | . 04 
Flour per ton 3.33 2.44) 2.73 2.48 | 2.26 
Beef per tierce..| 1.05 81 | .95 . 69 | . 69 
Pork per barrel... 16 .61 . 63 45 | .49 
Provisions (chiefly bacon per ton..| 5.70 4.15 4.34 8. 64 | 3. 65 














Mean yearly freight rates on certain classes of goods carried by stean 
ships from New York to Liverpool, 1884—-1903—Continued. 























Class of goods. 1904. | 1805. | 1896. | 1897. | is9s 
Se ee 
ian Sateen aad per standard._| $10.02 | $10.17 | $10.33 | $10.02 | 11 
IN ccitinndiiicnociewamssinaken per bushel... 08 04 8 06 
x: atin ce nnnitintaineitaaiand per ton... 1.89 1.88 2.61 2.74 
BONO siren ntsc nandigucrnenan per tierce. 58 53 72 . 68 | 
POE. c 25. onium ceackelaaaiel per bar rel. 42 5) 0 -48 | 4 
Provisions (chiefly bacon) ...per ton..| 3.38 2.76 3.58 8. 54 | 4 ¢ 
Class of goods. 1899. | 1900. | 1901. | 192. | 19 
I... cintic wdeeba per standard.-} $11. - $14. m | $11.84} $9.11 | $9 
NS dba dncsnuheedaiasial per bushel. 02 . 02 | 
| Rte. per ton... 25 8 3. uF 1.44 1.80 | 1.82 
WOU venue ekse cutices cpatesen per tierce_- . 66 87 . 36 47 | ) 
DONS «sid aiid aelbmnnea aa per barrel... 49 . 65 -28 35 6 
Provisions (chiefly bacon)-...per ton..| 3.47 4.44 1.78 2.39 | 2.59 
The following table shows the gross tonnage of the mercha 
marine of the twelve leading countries of the world, but this 


statement is unfair to this country in two respects. First, be- 
cause the gross tonnage is in no sense an indication of the 
amount of business done or the amount of freight carried: 

in the second place, this statement is unfair because it exclude 
that vast number of ships which belong to American itinens. 
but operated under foreign flags: 

Table showing the number and gross and net tonnage of steamers of 


100 gross tons and over and number and net tonnage of sailing 
sels of 50 net tons and over. 





Sailing vessels | 


Steamers of 100 tons gross | ‘Sr 5 tons net | 


and upward. Total 




















and upward. 
Flag. ae LS 7’ os h | . 
|Num-| Gross > Num- .|Num-| T 
| ber. tons. a ber. \Net tons.| ber. na 
nitusianeany oun a  peeneeapeennemas he } 
| 
DEN. . Saaicaewne 6,079 |14,919,578 9,273,649 | 6,589 |1,912,360 12,668 16, 831, 938 
German.........- | 1,273 | 3,083,338 |1, 884, 884 955 | 492,411 | 2,228 | 8,525, 744 
American ---.-.-.- | 876 | 1,756,327 (1,188,633 | 3,765 |1,513,178 | 4,641 | 3, 269.505 
I oc dota ka | 677 | 1,222,008 | 715,936 | 1,414 | 517,069 | 1,991 | 1,739,077 
Norwegian _..._- | 916 | 1,057,882 | 658,235 | 1,647 | 741,970 | 2,563 | 1 Teese 
Japanese.......-- | 52] °843.710 |° 537,342 | 1,896} 166,723 | 1,838 | 1,010.43 
Russian .......... | 587 | 697,757 | 422.617 | 3,243 | 566,165 | 3,780 | 1, 2 
ae: 349 696, 500 es 561 | 1,500 | 445,002 | 1,849 | 1,14 2 
Spanish cena heen 386 679,645 | 481,255 541 85,583 | $27 TH5, 228 
ee 319 644, 961 409, 581 651 89,918 970 734, 879 
Swedish ......... | 662 | 567,969 | 398,312 | 1, 47% 236,613 | 2,005 83 ) 
Austrian. .......-. | 231) 559,696 350, 367 105 16,776 336 576,472 
| | 











The following tables confirm what I have heretofore stated as 
to the total amount of subsidies paid and the total number of 
ships receiving the subsidies in the British Empire. It will be 
seen that there are only 35 ships in all, and only £712,376 12s. 
7d. paid. 

Table showing the amounts, duration, and dates of subsidies given ly 


His Majesty’s Government to shipping companies, with the names 
the ships receiving the subsidies and their speeds. 


[Under agreements marked * subvention is paid yearly one year i 














arrear.] 
| b 7 tal 
Name of shipping) Date of ‘Dura-| eset Speed amount 
company. agreement. | tion. subsidies). ships _ f 
| “™isubvent 
RST | Pesce fen 
| | Years. | Knots. £ 
\{ Victoria ......... i | 
May 14,1888 | 43 eee re * 49, 578 
\\Oceana........-- 6 
|(Himalaya ---.---- 17 
Peninsular and \JAustralia ........ WT Nt gs ons 15 4 
Oriental Steam Aug. 38,1894 Tt Pee eer k, 16 | = 
Navigation Co. a Re arcaadeteias 7 
aledonia --...--- 1 
| * | ~ 
\(Suly 15,1902") a3} cin iphietamcenaies 7 26,59 
— ; SER hpteshesiccasiccli 17 
160 Inman anc 
International lye 9,1888 4 {City of New York) 19 |) 98 ogy ’ 
Steamship Co. ! y | |\City of Paris --_-- a” 
(Limited). a * 
ifUmbria.....2.... 
\(Feb. 8, 1887 5} {etruria Sateueaodh 19 | 93, 82¢ ) 
Aurania -.......- 16 
The Cunard | |{Campania iacantie 21 a7 
Steamship Co. |{July 20. 744 Lucania.........- 21 |} 97,607 
(Limited). | ‘|Etruria ...--.... > 
‘ampania ....... 2 
\|Oct. 24,1902*] a3} ie ania Bs a = 38, 448 
ae ( 
The Oceanic |[Dee. 29,1888 | 181/{Mrettotio 2a 20 |\149, 57 
Steam Naviga- J eee 20 
ion Co. (White Teutonic. .......- | 
Star Line) July 4,1902* a3} ee a Seed adabin = 36, St 
. seanic .......-.- 


“Agreement still in force. 
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were concerned, and competed su lly d f « 
of Government favoritism. The mail pay! 
for the Cunard Line to cling to an out-of 1d 
type of steamer. Mr. H« y Frye, in his bh 
Atlantic steam navigation (p. 81) y 
For thirty yea they (Cunard) } never i 
stateroom, the bill of far th 21 
no piano, and but an aj f a 
they seemed to have en i into 
Unbr« ken success made em overconfident. and t 
rude awal ng The White Star boat 
but in coh rt oo cony ices, and it 
cyon days of subsidies wei 1early J 
It was in pursuance of these facts that in 19 B 
| Board of Admiralty decided that the pay 
companies by that board were worse than wast 


Table ing the amounts, duration, and dates of subsidies given by 
His Majesty’s Government to shipping companies, etc Continued. 
i : Total 
. + : Ships em- Speex 
Name of shipping Date of Dura- eeaen ne ~ “a \ amount 
company. agreement. | tion. ape ' op oe tae Be paid for 
} } supsidies). Ships. subvention 
a — a aie i —_——|~ ‘ scene . 
is } = | 
Years. |Knots.} £ s.d. 
Orient Steam [lq 9 1 & TS cen couc IT wnee ag 
: ep 902* ‘ ~ is 06: 
Navigation Co. jf pt. 22,1 mit a3 ON eo 17 | 63 o9 | 
Roy Lal Steam | ; {Danube .. 4) 
J Mar. 18,1903*} a3 |/Vanube .......... > jt 00 
Packet Cc pMar 18, 1909 3 |\Nile eee. oan) } 16 f 7,17 00 
Pacific Steam Oct. 24, 1902*) a@ | OBCemA. .......... | 17| 4,88 00) 
Navigation Co. | | 
Cinna a ae a ee ed Empress of India } 16 
, eg acific lity 15, 1889 10 | Empress of China) 16 |} 89,093 15 0 
pli {Oct. 12,1901 o34) Empress of Japan| 16 
} | t 
@ Agree ment still in fore 
Summary of the total amounts paid for subvention by His Majesty’s 


Government to the various shipping companies. 


£ =  & 
Peninsular and Oriental Company___._-__--__----_- 161,375 2 6 
J nee nn sisseseeniineienncdnidicians 26,990 11 7 
‘ a i  sleeemebaneen 229, 881 10 
Oceanic Steam Navigation Company ._..---________ 185,970 10 1 
Orient Steam Navigation Company__......__________ 7,063 3 5 
Royal Mail Steam Packet Company........._____-. toane @ @ 
J Steam Navigation Company—__.--..-...-_-... 4,885 0 0O 
( idian Pacific Railway Company ~......._._.__... 89,093 15 0 
SI esiecieteneh ecstatic siapacaiiiaiadehdaiaa hacia caitlin 712,376 12 7 
On page 10 of the report filed in 1902 by the British naval ex- 
perts it is said: 
Yo Ir committee after due consideration is of the opinion that the 


ple of subsidy by or for the Admiralty is only justified for ob- 
ng a limited number of vessels of the size, speed, and great endur- 

mong the mercantile marine, built according to Admiralty require- 
ts, for purposes of national defense, provided that the Admiralty 
s it more economical to subsidize swift merchant steamers than to 
d naval ships. 


On page 11 that committee further reports: 
Your committee do not think that 


pri 


an Admiralty subsidy to a mer- 
» vessel is of any use merely as a retaining favor in time of war, 
1 


ire of the opinion that no subsidy should be paid on that ground. 
page 13 of that report, speaking of subsidies in general, 
committee reports as follows: 
is connection, the influence of subsidies upon Briti trade was 
‘ed by some of the witnesses with particular re ae cy the con- 
which might possibly be exercised over the methods of Manning the 
utile marine by means of a system of subsidizing, so as to secure 
more effective supply of seamen for the royal navy. It has been 
ly suggested that sailing ships should receive a subsidy with this 
Your committee, however, have not been able to learn that for- 
yvernments have taken active steps toward a general system of 
ng for the training of seamen, nor is your committee prepared 
to say that a subsidy of this kind is desirable. 

t in the light of this experience we have a bill pending 
‘h purposes to pay extra wages to the officers and crew of 
y little fish boat of over 200 gross tons. I would like to 

what the crew upon one of these little boats would learn 
iable them to manage a large naval vessel in time of war. 
mittee of naval experts, after two years of patient in- 
vestigation, further report that subsidies are the minor factor 
and commercial skill and industry the major factors of the re- 
development of the shipping and trade of certain foreign 
ries, and notably of Germany, where, for example, the 
ting of through bills of lading via the State railways has 
ided an important effect, while in some other countries subsi- 
s have led to no satisfactory results; that the subsidies given 
foreign governments to selected lines or owners tend to re 
free competition and so to facilitate the establishment of 
lerations and shipping rings, and therefore that no sub- 
shows be granted without Government control of maxi- 

1 rates of freight and over this combination of subsidized 

h neuianaae owners to restrict competition; that the com- 

n of British shipowners with their commercial rivals 
fair conditions, without Government interference by way 

sidies or by way of control of freights, is more healthy 
likely to be more beneficial to the nation and Empire than 

e-subsidized and state-controlled system, under 
hipaa would have to depend less upon his individual 
ergy and skill and more upon the favor and support of the 
rnment; that a general system of subsidy other than for 
ce rendered is costly and inexpedient. 
is impossible in a speech to give the abundant sources of 
e conclusions, but I commend to the consideration of every- 
10 is seeking light upon the subject to read the testimony 
id examine the tables presented by these naval experts. I 
be allowed, however, to trespass a little further and call 
the attention of gentlemen to a history of shipping subsidies 
issued by Mr. Royal Meeker. The author says that during 
€ time while the Cunard Line was enjoying monopoly of Gov- 
ernment favor its rivals distanced it, so far 


() 


T 


QO | 


I have stated heretofore that the French were the 


sistent in their efforts to build up a mercantile 1 


subsidies, and yet the French statesmen and n S 
concluded that the decadence of the French marine ] 

due to the enormous subsidies paid to the shipping by ft ( 
ernment. According to a report by M. Thierry, during t $ 
from 1886 to 1896 the English increased its steam tonnage by 53 
per cent; Germany by 107 per cent; Spain by 30 ]} 

Holland by 37 per cent; Italy 68 per cent; Russia 65 pet 
Norway 191 per cent; Sweden 64 per cent; Austria 60 
Denmark 76 per cent; Portugal 110 per cent; Greece 158 
cent; Roumania 7 per cent; Japan 231 per cent 

French steam tonnage has diminished 1 per cent, {7 

On page 212 Mr. Meeker calculates that about 2 pe 

the British mercantile marine received subsidies from the | 


ernment and are bound by contract to sail on presc1 l 1 


with certain time limits, and that wh ] 

the German marine is so situated, and that 6 pe1 

a liberal estimate of all the German marine that 

‘subsidy at all. National commerce is very se lary SS 


which | 


these Governments in the payment ibsid 
ships, and that the disadvantage of being compe l to 








larly over the same definite course, with or \ é 
to perform other valuable service f the ¢ 
necessary in order to equalize thes« 
should receive this compensation, 1 
payment for public service rendered 
The Hon. JosepH G. CANNON, now Speaker of this h 
body, diseussed this subject as early as 18 
that time he uses this signifieant langua; I ! 
the year 1847 down to the present time w ‘ 
Treasury over $21,000,000 for the purpose of est 
| ship lines. Seven million dollars would | 
ship lines engaged in commerce that er { 
flag on every ocean, and, more than tl sul 
steamship lines, from the Collins Line in 1850 up tf 
time, has bankrupted every prominent 1 1 1 
The tonnage of American and foreig 
and cleared in the foreign trad 1904 ! 
of American 6,679,173 and foreign 23,273,237 
we carried 22 per cent of all our ex] 
you have heard it said repeated! 
8 or 10 per cent of our « e1 
be carried and would be carried 
was as profitable as the « 
or rather the great blessing is 
highway for all the ships of ‘ ! 
tend our laws of protect } ) 
to compete with the shi} 
American laws and prot ( 
that very reason the f 
much higher than they ‘ t 
rates across the sea are t 
We are presented here this bill 
and complaint that the freig tes 
low and \ must make them h ~ 
thing in substance, we are asked 
sixty-odd millions of dol 1 ¢ i 
American flag shall be « d t 
present low rates. 
A large part of this sion has ( to 1 
ment of the powers of the Int t 
as to prevent rail is from ma 
force the railroads to charge on 
We did this, too, in the face the 
age railroad rates in this countr 
in any other country « e ¥ L. 
that coastwise rates are ! h ] 
we are asked to leave the high coast 
virtually the proposi is to incre: 
trade. Complaints eame from f 1S l f l 


as improvements | 
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rates were too high in certain instances, and we have been 
struggling all session how best to reduce and regulate these 
railroad rates. tut now as to freight rates across the seas, 


no complaints have come from either farm or factory, but the 
carriers themselves are here complaining that the rates are too 
low, and we are asked to make them higher, or, which is the 
sume thing in substance, we are asked to put an additional tax 
of many millions upon farm and factory, in order that our 
ships can continue to charge no more than the present low rates. 

England and Germany are our two great rivals in the ocean 
carrying trade, and neither of them pays any bounties at all 
in the sense contemplated by this bill. Germany has rigid con- 
tracts with two lines of steamers, the North German Lloyd 
Line—to eastern Asia and Australia and China—and also with 


the East African Line. There are only 130 ships altogether in 
these two so-called “ subsidized lines,” of 553,287 gross tons. 


The German Empire has 6,153 ships, ef 3,704,697 gross tons, 


so that 130 ships, of 553,287 tons, received the so-called 
“bounty,” and 6,023, with 3,151,410 tons, received no bounty. 


Then, too, Germany remits tariff duties on cost and material 
intended to be used in the construction of ships, just as we 
do under the same circumstances under the Dingley tariff. 
Then, again, Germany owns and operates her railroads, and 
goods carried over them and consigned for the foreign trade 
on these two lines of ships are carried on the railroads at cost, 
yet the rates on German railroads, even after this deduction, 
are higher than the freight rates on our railroads. The reduc- 
tion in railroad rates in Germany is only 50 per cent from the 
usual price, still leaving the rate on the railroads higher than 
ours, even where the effort is made to favor these ships. * In- 
deed, the great loads of horses and fat cattle shipped from 
Kentucky to Liverpool or to any other foreign port are shipped 
on the through rate, by rail and steamer, to their destination, 
and so it is with all of our cotton, grain, and other articles of 
export. 

The same rule applies to our imports designated to interior 
points; and this is all there is to the great clamor made by the 
shipowners about German bounties to ships and German ships 
driving ours out of the foreign trade. There are no general 
direct subsidies paid to ships in the German Empire at all. 
‘The two lines of steamers above named are instruments of the 
Government, The ships are required to be built in a certain 
way, dictated by the minister of marine; they are required to 
make certain long-distance journeys at a certain speed. One 
line is required, as 1 stated, to circumnavigate the entire conti- 
nent of Africa on every trip, going in opposite direction on each 
alternate trip, and to stop at certain seaports. The other line 
is required to go to Australia and to China and Japan upon 
every trip and to make a certain speed. Both lines are required 
to carry ofticers, soldiers, sailors, Government stores, mails, etc., 
free of charge. 
rate and 
ships every year, and, after all that, all the profits over 5 per 
are turned into the treasury of the Government. 
these extra a total of £842,000 are paid annually, and 
if you will examine these rigid contracts you will find merely 
to pay a stipulated price for valuable services, 
and that these are in no sense bounties at all. 

Now, look at the last annual report of our Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, and you will find that we paid last year to our ships for 
transporting the foreign mails the sum of $2,693,812, or $993,812 
more than Germany paid for all ship bounties and mail con- 
tracts put together. Not a ship of Germany that enters our 
ports receives a single dollar of subsidy, except where it comes 


p issenpger 


cent 


services 


an agreement 





to our ports in exchange for a North German Lloyd steamer, 
and yet it is the second great power of the world in our foreign 
trade 
AUSTRIA, 
Now, let us look at Austria-Hungary for a moment, and we | 
ind the Austrian Lloyd Line receives for voyages in the Adriatic | 
and diterranean florins per mile when making 114 knots 


per hour; 240 florins per hour when making 10 knots per hour. 
Then for ocean yoyages, at an average speed of 11 knots an hour, 


280 florins an hour; for voyages between Trieste and Samos and | 


for other voyages, 170 florins an hour. Certain dues at the Suez 


Canal are also paid by the Austrian Governmen?. Then there 
is what is called a trading bounty, which amounts to 6 florins 
per ton for iron or steel steamers; 450 florins per ton for tron 
or steel sailing vessels; 8 florins per ton for wooden or com- 


posite ships. ‘These bounties decrease 5 per cent annually, and 
are discontinued at the end of fifteen years. 
equal to 41 cents, and the maxim limit allowed by the Govern- 
ment is £242,500, or about $1,212,500. These ships of Austria- 
Hungary, like those of Germany, are required to carry the 
mails and do many other things for the Government, and 


A florin is about | 


The Government fixes the freight rate and the | 
requires each line to build at least five | 


For | 
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what is called a bounty is merely the agreed price for Goyer 
ment work. Yet the amount of the so-called bounties of th; 
country, carrying the mails and all the other services rendei: 
for the Government by the ships, are less than one-half of t! 
amount this country pays every year to our ships for carryj 
the mails alone. 

HOLLAND. 

Holland pays no subsidies at all. The only contracts betwee) 
the Government and the shipping industry provide for the pa 
ment of certain amounts for carrying the mails and for cert: 
stipulated services to be rendered to the Government by tl) 
shipowners. The total amount provided by law for all { 
ships is 919,712 florins, or about $377,081. A large bounty \ 
paid years ago of 684,728 florins at so much a trip for the s 
cial line of steamers to the Dutch East Indies ; but this, like «|! 
other bounties, proved to be of no value and has been disc 
tinued, and yet Holland has for centuries been one of the most 
successful seafaring nations of the world. 

SWEDEN AND NORWAY. 

These countries pay for carrying the mails 178,800 kronor. or 
$49,665, and other subventions to ships, $91,665. In Sweden 
separately there are paid five lines 302,740 kronor, or $84,015. 
These sums constitute only a small fraction of what we ja: 
the ships of this country for carrying the mails alone, and yet 
for centuries the Scandinavian ships and shipowners have heon 
found in every harbor, and the merchant vessels of Sweden and 
Norway have sailed into every port. 

ENGLAND. 

Oh, but England is the mistress of the seas, say these bheg- 

gars for bounty, and England can build and operate s| 


cheaper than we can, and England is, by her bounties, driving 
our ships from the ocean, and we can not compete with the shijs 
of England in the foreign trade; such is the tone of articles 


seen daily in the papers and pamphlets sent to you through the 
mails. Now, the truth is that we build ships just as ch: as 
they do in England. Lloyd’s Register for 1905, page 485a, shows 
that England built last year for other countries 117 large ships, 
of 209,111 gross tons, but none of them was built for this coun- 
try. 

Our Commissioner of Navigation, in his report for 1905 
(p. 9), shows that we built, as we have stated, 1,102 ships last 
year of 330,316 gross tons. I don’t care what the interested 
witnesses said who came before the Merchant Marine Coiniis- 
sion, I have practiced law long enough to know with what skill 


employees of corporations can present their master’s case in 


court as well as out of it. The facts shown by that register 
that England’s shipyards are busy constructing ships for almost 
every other country in the world, and yet no orders to build 
any ships were given by this country, and the additional fact 
that we build so many at home is a conclusive answer, in wy 
mind, at least to the objection that we can not build ships here 
at home. The tramp steamers of the seas have crews made up 
of negroes and Chinese, and they are carrying our com ce 
cheaper than our own people are willing to carry it, and it is 
no calamity to have that class of work done by people whio will 
work cheaper than our American citizens are willing to |::\or. 
You must understand also that most all of the great lines of 
ships are owned by corporations, and that these corpor: 1S 


naturally seek to complicate the legal status and situatio: 
their business, so as to make the obedience to the laws o! 
country as difficult as possible. It is a compliment to our 
country, rather than a reflection upon it, that its rich 
wide territory, and broad opportunities furnish our peopl ’ 
more comfortable, and more profitable employment than o t 
ing the tramp steamers that are carrying our products 
the seas. And there is nothing peculiar in the fact th 
citizens are buying ships in foreign countries and are op: ig 
them under foreign flags, 
JAPAN. 

We have heard of late nearly as much about ship bount 

Japan as we have about these bounties in England and Ge! 


but in point of fact, up to June, 1897, Japan had only four s 
that had passed the rigid examination required by the G: 0 
ment to entitle them to navigation bounties, and the au s 


paid up to that time were quite small. Under the present of 
Japan, there is a small construction bounty paid. For ex 
ships over 700 tons and under 1,000 tons, get 12 yen )« 


and vessels of over 1,000 tons, get 20 yen per ton, and ¢! 3 
get 5 yen per horsepower. These bounties amounted, in ’, 
to only 277,250 yen. Then in addition three lines of st S 
in the Government service were paid for carrying the | 5, 


and for their governmental services,.a total of £445,>- ir 
$2,116,120, and altogether these bounties were less thai r 
ships received for carrying the mails alone. But in the f = 
of 1900 new contracts were made and a bounty of +» 
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as agreed to be paid for certain lines to China and Korea; 
9793 to be paid to steamers for the Yangtse line, and 
ree other lines also received subsidies—one to Europe, one to 
n Francisco, and one to Seattle. But all the subsidies paid 


Japan, even under the new law, amounted to a total of 
73.697, or $3,368,485, and this sum is still less than we 


id our ships and steamboats for carrying the mails alone. 
e paid to ships and steamboats alone, last year, $3,379,403.34 
carrying the mails. The Japanese ships, like those of 
ltussia and Germany and England, which receive these so-called 
ounties,” perform many valuable services to the Government, 
addition to carrying mails, and they are bound up by rigid 
tracts, under bond with security, for the faithful perform- 

e of the stipulations of these contracts. 
Now, having attempted to show the folly of the contention that 
foreign bounties have driven our ships from the sea, let us turn 
attention to the peculiar provisions of the pending bill. 
s bill provides for the enrollment of officers and sailors who 
American citizens into what is called the “ naval reserve.” 
They are to enlist for four years, and agree to serve the country 
me of war upon the call of the President. These officers 
and seamen are to be paid certain salaries, in addition to their 
ilar wages, at the end of each year, but if they serve for six 
ths they get the whole year’s salary, and if they are merely 


on 


enrolled and render no services at all they get one-half of the | 
It is difficult to tell what the expense to the | 


‘ly salary. 
ernment will be under this first section of the bill. The 
mittee of the Senate reports that it would be $150,000 the 
first year, $300,000 the second year, $400,000 the third year, and 
Q0O the fourth year. But this committee makes no esti- 
as to subsequent years. Of course the amount will con- 
) increase from year to year so long as the easy snap for 
seamen and the unwise burden upon the taxpayer remains 
the statute books, or at least until the end of the ten-year 
xl provided by the terms of the bill. But assuming that the 
( will continue to increase in the ratio above admitted, the 
| cost for ten years under this section alone will be $6,450,- 
but the Commissioner of Navigation (report for 1905, 
). 36) says it is not possible, except in the crudest sort of way, 
ke even an approximate estimate of what the cost will be 

this first section. 
under section after January 1, 1907, American ves- 
ngaged in the foreign trade are to be paid $5 per 


» 


~, 


gross 


registered ton when engaged for twelve months; $4 per gross 
ti vhen engaged in the foreign trade for nine months, and 
¢: 


250 per gross ton when engaged in the foreign trade for six 
ls. This applies to all the ships that float the American 


vhich are engaged in the foreign trade. Some of the 
ships will get a donation from the Government of 


N1(M) 


000 each under this section, and many of them will get 
o,000 or $60,000 apiece every year. No particular services 
juired to be rendered; no particular amount of cargo 
s uired to be carried, and no rate of speed is demanded at 
Chere is an evident effort to make it appear that the 
re required to render some services to the Government 
er to earn this money, but when you examine these pro- 
s it is easily seen that the ships really agree to do noth- 
it is either valuable or important. 
st. In case of war the owners agree that the Government 
the ships for public use by paying a just compensa- 
[iverybody knows that this provision adds nothing what- 
the law. 


( lke 


id. The ships shall carry the mails of the United 
whenever required by the Postmaster-General. But 
h as other sections of the bill provide for the estab- 


t of many new over-sea mail routes and mail lines, for 

large sums are to be paid expressly for carrying the 

to all the leading foreign centers of trade and population, 
ecially as these bounty-fed ships mentioned in section 

- permitted to stay in any foreign port as long as they 
and travel as slowly as possible, it is evident that these 
ilps will not carry any mail of any amount or impor- 


One-sixth of the crew shall be American citizens, and 
f of these shall be able seamen, or who have been on the 
two years. In other words, two or three men on each 
ll be American citizens or have expressed an intention 
le This would be a fine way to build up a naval 
‘in time of war, indeed, paying the crew who are Amerti- 
ens increased salary and bounties to the shipowners for 
n of the ship in order to have the possible assistance of 
three of the crew in time of war, thus creating inequali- 
pay for the same services rendered by different members 
some crew, creating dissensions, and engendering muti 


so, 
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nies on board of every vessel. Every old hull and antiquated 
sailing vessel is to get this bounty, not in proportion to speed o 
cargo or for any services rendered the Government, but to | 


paid by the length of time the ship is absent from the home port 
Fourth. Every steam vessel shall be of Class Al, and eve 


ing vessel shall be of Class Al4, which means merely that they 
shall be seaworthy. The owners, without any bounty, would do 
this in order to decrease insurance and preserve their prope 
and cargo from ruin. 

Fifth. The vessels shall be repaired in the home port, unless 


there is no deck within 500 miles, or, 
a foreign port 
the bounty. 


if not, they can repair in 
-exactly what they would do anyhow, withou 


Sixth. After July 1. 1908, one-eighth of the crew shall be 
American citizens or have expressed a desire to be. After 
July 1, 1912, one-sixth of the crew shall be American citizens 
and after July 1, 1917, one-fourth. gut the last clause requir 
ing one-sixth and one-fourth will not be enforced, because the 


bounty expires at the end of ten years, and the contracts are to 
be made for only one year at a time. So the 
asked to pay $5 a gross ton and the other sums named to 
ships for ten years, to pay all the officers extra sala 


Government is 
these 


in orde 


ries 


that one-eighth of the crew may be under a mere promise to 
join the Navy in time of war. And what services are the: 

members of the crew to render on these slow-going tramp 
steamers to prepare them for the management of a battle ship? 
There is not one line in this bill imposing any duty upon any 


member of any crew to render any services or to undergo any 
discipline to prepare him to be an efficient member of the naval 
reserve. 


There is not one line in the bill to indicate that these ships 
are required to render any services whatever to the Government 
but ship and crew are to go along, as under the present lay 
learning no new duties and performing no new services of any 
character whatever. 

Now, what will this section cost? The report of the ¢ 
missioner of Navigation for 1905 shows that the cost of these 
subsidies will be, under this section, $1,000,000 the first year 
(Report for 1905, p. 35), and the Senate committee reports 
that for the second year this section will cost $1,250,000; for 
the third year, $1,750,000 ; for the fourth year, $2,250,000 ; and so 
on, increasing at the rate of $500,000 a year for the ten years 
So we have an expense, under this section alone, as confessed 
by the most ardent friend of the bill, of $30,250,000 for the ten 
years. Here is the exact language of Senate Report No. 1 
presented by the chairman of that committee, to accompany 
this bill (Senate bill 529, p. 15): 

“A reasonable estimate, however, is that these general sub 
ventions to the hard-working cargo ships, the democracy of 
the ocean, will continue to increase on an average of 
$500,000 a year.” 

We will find no provision whatever for any hard work or an) 
work to be done, and we will see that this “ democracy of 1 
ocean ” will get a very small part of the subsidy to be p 

Now, take this bill and look on page 85 of the Repor 
Commissioner of Navigation for 1905, and see the figures there 
presented. You will find 82 steamers, of 156,805 gross tons, on 
the Atlantic, getting $350,471 in the way of bounty, while 626 
sailing ships, with 312,247 tons, only get $95,585 subsidy. Ther 
if we go to the Pacific Ocean we find 133 ste th 2 
gross tons, will receive $421,308, while 209 s ng vessels \ 
only $79,675. Thatis not the worst of it. | er section 
bill many additional mail routes are to be established 
the mails across the seas, and each of these is given 
averaging from $50,000 to $600,000, and making total for 
these mail routes of $2,665,000 every year, an 
a total, under this section alone, of $26,650,000. \ | 
this money to come fro when you refuse to st 
tariff so as to admit additional imports and so 

| traffic for the ships which float our flag‘ ry} 3 
to-day in the Treasury of the United States \ 
answer to the question, Where is all of this t 
tained? So we come back to the starting l l 
again what sum of money will this bill, in t ears, t 
of the Treasury? And the answer made b len 
and supporters of this measure is that it w 
$60,000,000. But what ships are to get this 
the mail subventions above mentioned? T! Re 
Commissioner for 1905, page 214, shows 
get about all of it, and we have seen th 
go to 215 fast steamers. We have in all, « th 
24,681 vessels in our merchant marine, besides those nu 
large fleets owned by our citizens and floating Brit 
gut say we have only the 24,651 ships; the 1, will ge 
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bounty out of the Treasury, and 23,631 will get no bounty at 


all. The friends of the bill answer that its purpose is to allow 
all the ships engaged in foreign trade to participate in this 
donation from the Government. If that be true, then the Great 


Northern Railroad Company is operating several of the largest- 
sized steamers across the Pacific, and these will get $100,000 
apiece every year, although they are operated by a railroad 
company for profit, and although the freight rate is fixed by 
the railrond company from the farm and factory through to 
the foreign destination of the cargo at a price that enables the 
railroad company to declare sufficient dividends. 

Lloyd’s Register for 1905 shows that the Standard Oil Com- 
pany owns and operates thirty ships in the foreign trade en- 
gaged in shipping the oil on which this company fixes the price 
for all the world, and all of these ships will get bounties under 
this bill. The Southern Pacific Railroad Company is shown 
to be operating seventeen ships in the foreign trade. The Cen- 
tral Railroad Company of New Jersey has twenty-four ships. 
The Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company, the Southern 
Railway Company, and many other railroad companies and cor- 
porations own and operate ships in the foreign trade in connec- 
tion with their other private business. 

Let us keep in mind that all the money that goes into the 
Treasury of the United States comes out of the pockets of the 
American taxpayers. The Government has not discovered the 
hidden chest of Captain Kidd; the Government has not discoy- 
ered the philosopher’s stone; the Government has no process 
by which baser metals can be converted into gold; but that the 
money in the Treasury represents money paid into the Treasury 
by the taxgatherer, and we should hesitate to vote $60,000,000 of 
money when it is not seriously pretended that any benefit will 
result to those who are thus taxed. 

In conelusion, I insist that our merchant marine contains 
more ships than that of any nation in the world; our merchant 
mar carries more freight than that of any country in the 
world; our merchant marine charges higher prices and gets more 
money for the services rendered than that of any country in the 
world; our merchant marine charges higher prices for carrying 
the mails than are charged by any merchant marine in the 
world; our merchant marine collects higher freight rates, the 
officers and crew live higher and better, and the shipowners 
clear more money than any merchant marine in the world, and 


there is, lastly, less excuse in this country for paying bounties 
out of the Treasury to shipowners than there is in any country 
in the world. The shipowners who appeal to our patriotism 
while floating foreign flags and otherwise jeopardizing Amer- 
ican interests, make themselves ridiculous. For instance, many 
of these shipowners are engaged in a most unpatriotic and ne- 
farious business of importing undesirable immigrants. Before 
i vote any bounties to these shipowners I want to know how 
many of them have agents abroad ransacking the prisons and 
slums and eleemosynary institutions of the Old World, gather- 


ing up the criminals and paupers, the illiterates and anarchists, 
and dumping them down upon our shores. [Loud applause. ] 


Mr. HULL. 1 yield now to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, if the tide of Congressional 
statesmanship will flow back a little toward this side, I will 


occupy only a few moments in trying to say something on this 
memorable day. Since 12 o’clock to-day we have voted down 
the Father of his Country and his memory, because it was more 
important, I assume, that we discuss great questions affecting 


this nation. Since that vote was taken we have had eloquent 
addresses here—earnest ones, too—on imminent questions, such 
as are involved in a pure-food law, in internal revenue, in the 
matter of Federal liquor licenses, on immigration, on prohibi- 
tion in Maine and other New England States, and on that other 
long-worn subject, the tariff, and, lastly, a most eloquent ad- 
dress on the question of ship subsidy in this country and in the 
srostal 
hese subjects furnish an excuse for not having a holiday in 
nit y of George Washington. But we resolved ourselves into 
Ce ttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
t! pose of considering an appropriation bill for the support 
of \rmy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907. This is 
zood bill, I assume. I find that the total amount to be 
appropriated by this bill is $69,678,592.88. It is but little below 
the estimates when they came from the War Department. This 
fact leads me to believe that the Military Committee have been 


quite liberal in the matter of ‘making appropriations for that 
important arm of our Government. We apparently appropriate 
large sums of money for the maintenance of the Army and 
the Navy, but we are not armed as the other great powers of the 
world are armed. We do not need to be in full equipment and 
nent, so far as the Army is concerned, because in time of 


Arma 
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war, as in the past—and it will always be so, I hope—we 
appeal to the young sovereigns of the land to muster under 
flag in defense of our country and to meet any foe on the { 
of the earth that may come against us. The Army must be 
erally treated. 

Now, I want to speak of one or two things on which I am not 
in harmony with the Committee on Military Affairs. 

One of them is that provision which is intended to abolish 
the office of Lieutenant-General. I am not at all certain it wil) 
do any great harm if we do that at present. However, I cd 
think the reasons given by some of the gentlemen are yalid 
ones in support of the proposition to repeal the present law 

It is said that the rank of Lieutenant-General should he 
abolished because a man could be assigned to the head of the 
Army as Chief of Staff of the Army who had the rank only of 
brigadier-general, and that the Lieutenant-General might have 
to accept orders from the Chief of Staff, his junior in rank. 
That is not a valid argument, in my opinion. A major-general, 
who would be at the head of the Army if we have no Lieutenant- 
General, would be subject to the same inconsistency; and I do 
not see why we should not haye, in time of peace, a Lieutenant- 
General. We have never kept up the organization of our Army 
in the United States in its entire framework. It has never been 
done in the United States and never anywhere else except during 
the civil war. It was the policy in the Confederate States to 
have a general to command each army, to have a lieutenant- 
general for every corps of the army, the general to command 
every separate army in the field consisting of more than one 
corps, a major-general for every division of the army, and a 
brigadier-general for every brigade in the army. That worked 
out its perfection; and I believe that our Army, now orga ! 
as it is, small as it is, must always be to be in perfect order and 
its whole machinery in readiness to meet any emergency, ought 
to have a commanding officer. I do not believe in the plan of a 
staff running the Army, either in peace or war. 

If we had a war of any magnitude it would disappear, as it 
ought to, over the first night. You can not command an army 
by means of a staff located in a room heated with hot air or 
steam or hot water. An army is not commanded in that w 
and if we had a war we should be compelled to have command 
ers in the field in close touch with their troops, and who were 
not under the control of a staff, no matter how good or how 
great it was. 

Mr. HULL. I suppose the gentleman is familiar with the 
fact that, under our present law, all the staff officers are from 
the line of the Army and that the staff is really the line? 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that, but it makes no difference 
who they are or where they come from. If you lock th: Ip in 
the War Department and ask them to run the Army in tlie field 
from there they will all fail. That is the reason I have | I 
ticular faith in a staff running the Army of the United States. 

3ut I want to say a word for our officers now in the Ar 
They are, in my opinion, the best educated, the best trained, and 
the best in point of morals of any army we have ever had ’ 
history of this country. I believe their education is more com- 
plete; I believe their standard of good couduct in every ; 
better than it ever was before. There is less of drunk , 
less of gambling, and all that sort of demoralizing thing in the 
Army to-day than there ever was before. The e 
qualified for their positions, graduates mainly of Wes! 
and when they reach the rank from which they may 
pointed to high offices for the purpose of commandil 
in peace or war, they had grown old and gray. Most 
have had forty years’ service. And when I say this, ! 
because I have no sympathy with that thing we h 
here to-day so often, that these men who are commissi 
retired as brigadiers have never earned anything. 

Think of a man who has devoted his entire life to thi 
having laid aside all of his ambition in merchantile and 
or other civil life, and devoted himself year in and year 
forty years or more, to this work, who comes to old a 
he may be made a brigadier-general and might be retir } 
not fair or just to these men to say that they have nev: red 
that which may be given him. ‘These officers who hav I 
cently retired, shortly after having been given th 
brigadier-general, are all men who have performed dis! 
service during a period of about forty years or more. 
them served in the civil war. They have all earned 
tired pay, and I have no sympathy with the contrary 
tion at all. But I did not intend to spend this much t 
ing on that point. 

I am in favor of the Soldiers’ Home provision. I! 
well explained by the chairman of the committee. | 
soldiers are not permitted to go to the Home, they shou 
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ced twelve 
though this is 
ufield Seott. 
{ am also in favor of the provision with reference to sharp- 
shooters, to pay them well, for in this day, when we have a 
thin rank or line of battle only, we ought to have good sharp- 


and a half cents per month to maintain it, al- 
a Home that was near the heart of the great Gen. 


- 


shooters. And we are getting them. We need not worry about 
that. Our system of target practice is the best in the world. 


We are making fine marksmen everywhere we keep up that 
system. Properly keep it up, properly maintain it, and we will 
hive an Army that will be better, because of the long range of 
our rifles, than the hunters with their squirrel rifles who 
fought under Jackson on the 8th of January, 1815. 
| admit that the fighting of those men attracted the attention 
of soldiers in the Old World, Napolean Bonaparte among others ; 
I we are now possessed of arms and amniunition far exceed- 
ing any they had. They were compelled to wait behind their 
bales of cotton until they could see the whites of the eyes of 
the English soldiers before they were allowed to fire. Now we 
want men to fire with considerable accuracy at 2,000 yards. 
here are other provisions in the bill, Mr. Chairman, that I 


f indorse. I have no further criticism to make upon it, and 
think it in general a very good bill. 

w, I hope I may be pardoned for a little digression. On 
yesterday the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHeEpparD] talked 
ol e tariff. He displayed here a great deal of learning. He 


demonstrated to his own entire satisfaction that under a Repub- 
protective tariff this country had gone to everlasting de- 
st ion in all its business interests, and the laboring people had 
especially been impoverished. But he was immediately followed 
by the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Hopkins], 
\ vas especially eloquent in talking upon the subject of 
i gration to this country, and with equal powers of speech 
of analysis he demonstrated that our conditions here in 
untry were so peculiarly in the interests of the laboring 
that the Austro-Hungarian poor laborer came over here 
ie purpose only of getting rich, and that through a single 
| ilone in this country these people who came here in com- 
on with our own people have been able to send over to 
ry $149,000,000 of their earnings to buy 10,000 acres of 
high-priced lands there. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
| was troubled to know what our own Yankee skilled laborers, 
wl in outwork and outmanage the Hungarians in making 
and in accomplishing things—I was wondering what these 
were doing while the poor Hungarian laborers, which the 
ge an from Kentucky denounced as unfit to be in the 
, were getting these millions, unless the Yankee laborers 
tting a little of these same millions out of the work. 
Laughter.}] It was troublesome for me to put these two 
sper s together. [Laughier.] 
Mr. Chairman, there is one other thing I want to refer 
| I would not do that if it were not for*the fact that 
past two months I have heard almost daily somebody 
the last speech of the great McKinley, and say that it 
ide at Buffalo in advocacy of free trade or something 
ent to it. I heard it yesterday accompanied with a 
hich for beauty of language I commend to the country; 
vant to advert to the singular fact that our brethren on the 
side have fallen into a habit of asserting that we are, 
here back along on the line of our history as Republicans, 
by what somebody else has said. But, waiving that, I 
to say that these eulogies of Republican dead are not 
s very well accepted. The habit is growing on the gentle- 
the other side. [Laughter.] I know that they took up 


people 
+} 


they had always believed in him and had never maligned 
(hey quoted the next murdered President—Garfield. They 
een quoting along the line; more recently they are quot- 
third martyred President—McKinley. Their progress is 
ted in their recent efforts, not only to make political saints 
the dead Republican statesmen, but they have commenced 
to make a saint out of the present President of the 
States by quoting him as good authority on all matters. 
have begun to talk of the living as well as the dead 
I licans. [Laughter.] Where, oh, where, are the great 
| Democratic statesmen? 
one word more. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
S| yesterday, inadvertently, I assume, fell into a mis- 
the quotation that he made from the Buffalo speech of 
ley. He used the word “present” in his quotation, 
s it was not used in the original speech at all. But he 
sood authority for that mistake. When the distinguished 
Mr. Parker of the Democratic party in 1904 was mak- 
eech in his own campaign on the subject of reciprocity, 
fessed to quote from the same speech of McKinley, and I 


1 





1 shortly after he became a martyr and quoted him, as | 


















say this with the utmost kindness to him that he began by « 

mencing his quotation in the middle of a sentence in order that } 
he might make his point. I will read it. The first of the quo 

tation that he had in his speech commenced 

We shall extend the outlets for our increasing surplus 

That was the first of his quotation. I will read the sentencé 
as it was in McKinley’s speech: 

By sensible arrangements which will not interrupt yme pl 
tion we shall extend the outlets for our increased sur] t 

That includes the beginning of the sentence. But I shall, M1 
Chairman, without taking the time to read it, put into the 
Recorp the speech of McKinley, or all of it that relates direct 
to the question of the tariff. It is as follows: 

My fellow-citizens, trade statistics indicate that this untry 
a state of unexampled prosperity. The figures are almost app: 
They show that we are utilizing our fields and forests and ine d 
that we are furnishing profitable employment to the millions of 
ingmen throughout the United States, bringing comfort and |} 
to their homes, and making it possible to lay by savings for 
and disability. That all the people are participating in t m 
prosperity is seen in every American community and wn the 
enormous and unprecedented deposits in our savings bank oO 
in the care and security of these deposits and the f 
demands the highest integrity and the best busine 
in charge of these depositories of the people's e: I 

We have a vast and intricate business, built up through 
and struggle, in which every part of the cou it 
will not permit of either neglect or undue No na 
did policy will subserve it. The greatest i l 
of the manufacturers and producers will | i i d 
crease it. Our industrial enterprises, which have grown to 
proportions, affect the homes and occupations of the peoy 
welfare of the country. Our capacity to produce has developed 
mously and our products have so multiplied that I 
merkets requires our urgent and immediate attention Only a broad 
and enlightened policy will keep what we have No other policy 
get more. In these times of marvelous busine energy) d ¢ 
ought to be looking to the future, strengthening the K | 
industrial and commercial systems, that we may | eady f 
or strain. 

By sensible trade arrangements, which will not I 
production, we shall extend the outlets for our increasing sury \ 
system which provides a mutual exchange of commoditic 
essential to the continued and healthful growth of 
We must not repose in fancied security that we can { 
thing and buy little or nothing. If such a thing were poss 
not be best for us or for those with whom we ds vi 
from our customers such of their products as we car ! 
to our industries and labor. Keciprocity is the 1 
our wonderful industrial development nder t ( 
firmly established. 

What we produce beyond our domesti mnsumpt i 
abroad. The excess must be relieve La fi 
should sell everywhere we can and buy wherevs ‘ 
large our sales and productions, and thereby make a ‘ l 
for home labor. 

The period of exclusiveness is past rhe expansion of « » and 
commerce is the pressing problem Commercial wat 
A policy of good will and friendly trade relations y 
Reciprocity treaties are in harmony with the spirit of the 
ures of retaliation are not 

If perchance some of our tariffs are no | r led f 
to encourage and protect our industries at home ; 
be employed to extend and promote our markets : ad ? 

Gentlemen on the other side want reciprocity based 
trade, which means nothing. They want reciprocity tl 
our mills and turns our people out on the str 
beggars, in order that they may go abroad and bu ! 
mistaken idea that that will bring the poor people ove 
buy flour or meats of us, or other of our productions of field « 
factory. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio y 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What steps has the Republican part ile 
to carry out the recommendations of Mr. Meck 

Mr. KEIFER. We have taken steps all tlhe We neve 
expect to sell anything over there unless those | 

Mr. SHEPPARD. What modification of the tariff have u 
made in respect to any schedule in response to the speech of M1 
McKinley at Buffalo? 

Mr. KEIFRR. ‘That is the same question s 
other one, and it is answered all the time We sé | l 
everything they want to buy, and we buy abroad 
way. Changes in the laws were not required, but 
ness methods 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman f 1 O] 
expired. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Gros 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a 1 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, an 
Senate had passed without al iment bills « z 
titles : 

H. R. 13104. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to revise 
and amend the tariff laws of the Philippine Islands, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1905; and 
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I. R. 12864. An act to provide for the purchase of certain coal 
claims in the island of Batan, in the Philippine Islands. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. [Loud applause on the 
Republican side. ] 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the time occu- 
pied by the very generous applause will not be taken out of my 


time. [Laughter.] I do not rise, Mr. Chairman, to reply to the 
discussion by the able gentleman from Kentucky upon the sub- 


ject of ship subsidies at this time. In due time I will try to 
show there never has been compressed into an hour more erro- 
neous statements of facts than were made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky. I do not see how in the world it can be possi- 
ble for any man to ride looking forward in this world and know 
so little of what is going on around him. I can imagine a man 
riding backward and looking at the scenery as he passes it in 
the rear of the train being thus misled. 

I want to refer to the eriticism of the Committee on Rules by 
the gentleman from Florida. It is an old story. It is one of 
the most inconsiderable in the matter of actual expense either 
Whenever you feel a little in doubt about 
the progress of human events, or any other unpleasant feel- 
ing, jump on the Committee on Rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and you will relieve your mind, and you will not hurt 


of brains or of logic. 


the Committee on Rules a particle. I was in this House at one 
time before there was such a thing as the Committee on Rules, 
as now constituted. It was a Democratic House with a large 


Democratic majority, and there was a bill pending carrying 
somewhere in the neighborhood of $11,000,000. We spent eight 
days and practically eight nights right here, nothing but recesses 
from day to day—very short ones at that—sometimes beginning 
at daylight in the morning and taking time only to get break- 
fast, before we ever got a vote upon the passage of the bill. 
That procedure produced the present administration of the 
Committee on Rules and suggested its necessity. Any one man 
in that House could delay the action of the House. To-day the 
Committee on Rules can not delay the action of the House one 


moment. It can not point out a single limitation and force it 
upon the House. It can do nothing to affect the action of the 


Iiouse only as the House itself responds to the proposition of 
the Committee on Rules and enacts into law the utterance of 
the House and the act of the Committee on Rules itself. There 
is not so complete a democratic auxiliary of popular administra- 
tion of legislative government as is the rule of this House that 
provides for a Committee on Rules and the action of the House 
upon their report, and a gentleman who has had any consider- 
able experience must know that the Committee on Rules was 
born of the necessity of going forward, to give the House itself 
power over refractory Members and dilatory procedure of single 
and combined membership of the House. Now, the gentleman 
complains that this is not a House where you can have discus- 
sion. I have taken a little pains to ascertain and I find that 
upon three measures alone during the current session of this 
House, this first session of this House of Representatives, more 
time in actual debate was spent—two and a half times more— 


4 


than was spent in any Democratic House of Representatives 
since the foundation of the Government. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to ask the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio if it is not a fact that about ten days of 
that time during this session was spent in discussing a bill 


unanimously reported by a committee, Democrats and Repub- 
licans alike, 
cessity and against which bill there were only seven votes? 





Mr. GROSVENOR. There was a dire necessity. The Mem- 
bers of the House wanted to make speeches to their constitu- 
ents, and they had the opportunity. [Laughter.] I made one 
myself. I do not think it cid a particle of good. [Laughter.] 


Therefore I think the gentleman’s suggestion that there was no 
ne for it better be changed to say there was no good in it. 
That would be better. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, 
I am exceedingly sorry to say that it did not avail in the gen- 
tleman’s case. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is very kind. Now, I 
want to eall the gentleman’s attention to the way the Demo- 
cratic House occasionally did business during the days when 
there was a Democratic party in power in this country, with 
an organization that went forward to do things. 
fifth Congress was a Democratic Congress, and they passed 


»Ssity 


a bill to repeal the resumption act, a bill of very great impor- | 


for which discussion there was absolutely no ne- | 


The Forty- | 


| 








| by my vote. 


a 


tance! It was simply to launch this country again upon irre. 
deemable paper money. That was all. And they passed g 
bill for the free and unlimited coinage of silver—another |ittJo 
matter! Since then it has grown into some importance, and }),< 
been the rock upon which our Democratic friends have wrecked 
their ship of state a couple of times, and I think are driving on 
toward the same reef again—an uncharted reef apparent|y— 
and they also passed a sundry civil bill, carrying $20,000,000 for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors. How much debate do 
you think there was on those three bills? How much in that 
enlightened Congress, when there was to be an opportunity, in 
the language of the eloquent gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
CLARK], for every man to have a “square deal” and let his 
constituents know what his action was based upon? There was 
not one single word of debate upon any one of those three great 
measures. Why hot? Because the House of Representatiy; 
adopted the previous question upon each one of the measures 
and cut off debate. Since that time, under greater enlighten- 
ment, they could not have entirely done that, for we would haye 
had twenty minutes on a side after the previous question ha 
been ordered; but in those good old Democratic times if one 
man demanded the previous question, and the House }) 
majority of votes agreed with him, not one word of debaj 
could be had. That House, so far as it could, launched thi 
country upon irredeemable paper money, undid all that had been 
done by the act of resumption, and launched it again upon the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver, and passed an extrayagant 
appropriation bill, without one word of debate. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Now, will the gentleman not put into his 
speech, which was an ably prepared one, just this much? 

“ But, thank Heaven, the Republican party has lifted the lid 
and let in debate in this country!” [Applause.] 

But let us see, now, what the gentleman proposes. He makes 
the proposition that every Member of the House now shal! de- 
bate just as much as he may want to debate. Why, I hold in 
my hand thirty-one bills introduced by the industrious gentle- 
man from Florida. [Laughter.] If every one of us had been 
as efficient as he is, there ought to be 11,966 bills here now, and 
more coming at the rate of several hundred a day. How long 
would it take for this House to discuss all of the bills that I 
hold in my hand—a bill to increase the pay of the Cabinet off- 
cers to $25,000 a year, a bill covering almost every subject of 
American thought, American politics, from individual pensions 
up to immigration, and the subject of prohibition by © 
and many others? And we are asked deliberately that 386 gen- 


g 





yngress, 


tlemen shall have free and unlimited debate—that “free and 
unlimited ” is a kind of an echo of the past [laughter]—upon 


every one of these questions. 

Why, in the good old days—I had a memorandum bere that 
I seem to have lost—but in the early Congresses of the United 
States—in the First, Second, Third, and Fourth Congresses 
there were introduced into Congress only about eighty-odd u 
some hundred, and not over 200, bills to the Congress, and then 








there were about eighty Members of the House of Representa- 
tives. Now, we had twenty-odd thousand bills in the last Con- 
gress and over 16,000 bills in this Congress, and 386 ab! 
eloquent gentlemen to proclaim to all the world their absolute 


knowledge of the details and propriety of every one of those 
measures. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Gnos- 
vENoR] yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. &: 
FORD] ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ff do. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If the gentleman is not in favor o! 
enlarged debate, is he not in favor of giving the House ce 
to vote upon measures that are introduced here by gentlemen: 
For instance, the Massachusetts gentleman has introduced Du 
merous measures here for repealing the duties on h and 
giving us free hides. If we can not have debate, why | we 
not have a vote on some of those bills? Why are they not re 
ported in here, either adversely or favorably? 

Mr. DALZELL. May I answer the gentleman? We !id 
instance the other day of how free debate was cut off by 
on a nonpartisan measure, when the entire Democra' 
refused to allow debate. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman—— oi 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio ) tur: 
ther? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman from ! 
asked the gentleman from Missouri a question. [1L! 

Mr. LACEY. Are you in favor of free hides? _ 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. When the time comes I wi! 

[Great laughter.] I would like to have t z 
man state this: Six years ago I introduced a bill to repou! the 


ta 


—— 











luty on wood pulp and printing paper and typesetting machines. 
| have introduced it every Congress since. If that is a good bill, 
we ought to have an opportunity to vote on it, and if it is a bad 
ill, it ought to be reported adversely and let us vote upon it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has fallen exactly into 
iy trap, if it was a trap, though I had not constructed it as a 
ap. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Then 1 am glad I am in it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then you would have 20,000 bills, be- 

ise if you have a right to demand, and the gentleman from 
[ussachusetts has the right to demand a yote on your bill, then 

y other Member would have the right to have his bill voted 
, and there would be 20,000 bills that would have the right, 
th a roll call under the Constitution of the United States 
mn every bill, three times if the Democratic minority wanted 
demand it. We would have but very little legislation. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
: Washington, D. C., February 22, 1906. 
CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear GENERAL: Approximately 20,000 bills will be introduced during 
; Congress. If a separate vote were taken on each bill ten thousand 
rs would be consumed in roll calls, as each roll call consumes thirty 
tes. The legislative day consists of five hours. It would therefore 
re 2,000 legislative days in order to vote separately on each bil. 
mgress should adopt the policy of permitting a separate roll call 
ich bill, the House would have to be in session twenty-seven hours 
twenty-four minutes each day in the year, including Sundays, in 
to do this. 
Yours, very truly, 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Just one more question. 
Ir. GROSVENOR. I have a subject I want to discuss. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Just one more question. 
Ir. GROSVENOR. Very well, let us have it quickly. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Why, then, if these things may not be 
granted, can not the pitiful privilege be given-me to move to 
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end the rules, discharge the committee, and consider the bill | 


House? 
r. GROSVENOR. I would really be glad if the gentleman 
ld get it, and he would ascertain how quickly he would fail 
is efforts. 


“Mr, SHACKLEFORD. 


\f 


1 
( 


I would like permission on that propo- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not making recognitions. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
this House. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has never offered a resolu- 
t on this bill, so far as I have heard. 
ir. SHACKLEFORD. 
k shall end. 
ir. GROSVENOR. I will accommodate you by being in oppo 
sition to your proposition, too. [Laughter.] 
Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. GROSVENOR., I have a topic I want to speak about. 
‘. SIMS. It is on the topic you are talking about. 
to ask the gentleman only one question. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Put it very short. 
Mr. SIMS. It is short. 


You are one of the three who control | 


I will accommodate you before the | 


I want | 


I concede that you could not allow | 


each Member in this House to consume the same time as a Sen 
would, but we could have the same number of hours in the 
House as the Senate does. 
r. GROSVENOR. The House will have just as many hours | 
( ‘bate as the majority want. 
Mr. SIMS. We are adjourning over two or three days at a 


. GROSVENOR. I knew the 
» very long ago, trying to get him to make a speech, because 
‘was a surplus of time, and he being always ready to speak 
nything his party is concerned in, they sent for him and 


| general— 


gentleman to be pursued here | 


red him to make a speech, and he said he was not prepared to | 


i. speech; and I did not believe that, for he is a most ready 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the House, without 
it out of the time already allotted, to have five minutes 
ak on a topic in this bill. 

HULL. If the gentleman from New York will allow me 
his wings for five minutes, I will yield five minutes to the 
an from Ohio, 

GROSVENOR. I want to speak, Mr. Chairman, upon a 
tion in this bill te terminate the office of Lieutenant- 
l. I want to criticise, not in an unfriendly spirit, the 
ge of the editorial from the Globe-Democrat, that the 
nan from Iowa, the chairman of the committee, put into 
‘roorD yesterday. I was glad that the chairman of the 


ittee did net indorse the proposition, and if I shall be al- 
{ an opportunity to extend my remarks, I shall comment 
the particular language in the editorial which I criticise. 


| 
| 
| 


I think it is extremely unkind 
together four, five, or six of the men who | 
distinction in the Army of the | ted § and tl 
pointing out any special reasol 
was entitled to the 
upon him by his promotion. Upon that 
orate a little. I do not intend to ve 
what he has done, but my opposition to this propo 
bill is this: There is a gentleman, 
soldier of great distinction, of whom I h: 
and personal acquaintance, who would now, 
ment almost when he has reached the 
career would be, as it were, rebuked by Congress by 
ment to the law preventing a promotion to tl 
Lieutenant-General. jut before I proceed n, 
whether there is anything along this line that distin 
some of the other gentlemen. I do not speak of Gener: 
He has passed out of the activity of hi 
most warmly applauded on this floor a y ago, 
not strip from him a single laurel. He de a m 
record in the civil war, and it is said—I know noth 
that—that his service in the Indian « 
distinction. 

But come now to Young, who 
the American flag upon the Philippine 
done under his direction after the 
Dewey, and his administration there was wise, 
just, and he filled a long period of 
the Army of the United States. He 
Lieutenant-General in. the fullest degré his 1 
seems to upon the idea tl l 
the rank a brigadier-general or a major-gen 
war he not entitled to ‘ ion rs 
Chaffee. One of the most critical expeditions ever 
by an American soldier under the Amer n flag s 
manded by Chaffee of Ohio [applause { ffee o 
teer service, Chaffee who r went to West P 
who stepped upon the shores of China, and against tl 
and precautions of the gr 
in answer to the suggestion 
there might be something 
he in the language of 
immortal, “I know nothi 
to Peking, and I am going.” 
of good old Steedman, of Ohio, at ttl 
when his corps commander said to him, “ Gen 
have no orders to go to the relief of 
Steedman, looking his commanding 
language that I will not use here, said, “ 
highest orders ever issued to a 
my’s guns.” [Applause.] 

Chaffee led his army to Peking and planted the A 
upon the walls of the Forbidden City. The condu 
paign, the management and handling of s troops, 
ough soldierly qualities he exhibited, enged 1d i 
the approbation and commendation « t ePrese 
the armies of the civilized worl] 
and Chaffee deserved it, and Chaffee has 
flag and the uniform. Appl: 

Now, Chaffee has served out his time 
Bates. I know le 
rest, but I know he 
Now, I come to 
service in an Ohio regiment as a second lic 
a soldier of the United Sta : 
with a record as spotless say it 
everything that has been said about hi 
been done against him—as spotless as ft el » of 
the uniform of r. He serve 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentk S 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I ask 
the gentleman be allowed to pt for five 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regrets tl 
tirely under the control of the chairman of 1 ( 
Military Affairs [Mr. HULL] and the g: 

[Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HULL. I can 
cutting out other gentlem«¢ 
man three minutes more 

Mr. HAY. I yield the gentleman fiv 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I full 
gentleman from Virginia, and am glad that I ‘ ) 
take the time of my friend fro: 

At every step of the way Corbin ! hee! endid 
He did not command an army in the fiel 


ion th 
point 
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honor and distinct 
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under observation in one of the bloodiest battles 
the war. 


Hie served in a minor position of lieutenant. 


regiment 
ot 


my 


He served dur- 


ing the entire war, and reached the position of lieutenant- 
colonel. He entered the Regular Army, and in every position 
in the Regular Army from that of lieutenant he served his 


country with distinction, and honored the flag that waved over 


him. I know that slanders have been uttered about him. I 
know they are false. I know that the only attack ever made 
upon him which was official and formidable resulted in the 


unanimous verdict of a court-martial that not only said he was 
not guilty, but added “and do therefore most honorably acquit 
the said Henry C. Corbin.” [Applause.] 

After long and faithful service in Indian campaigns, he came 
to Washington and took high rank in the Adjutant-General’s 
Department. 
the Adjutant-General under the old organization. The war 
with Spain came and found the army with fifteen or twenty 
thousand men without arms, without ammunition, without 
proper organization, without military stores, medicine, and hos- 
pital supplies, ships or anything else, and yet the country and 
the world discovered at the end of fewer than a hundred days 
an army of 250,000 men in the field, fully equipped, fully or- 
ganized, and William McKinley said to many men who are 
living that no man did for him as great service as did Henry C. 
Corbin. [Applause.] Again, over in the Philippine Islands, : 
gentleman whom I am not permitted to name, but who has high 
rank, said to me within a week that General Corbin was the 
best commander of the troops that the Philippine Islands ever 
had, for he understood how to command the Army and to aid 
the civil authority without irritation or trouble. 

He coupled with the military administration, which was most 
intelligent and valuable, such a clear and distinct knowledge 
of civil organization and civil government as to bring the two 
branches, civil and military, into hearty accord, and did much 
to commend to the people of the Philippine Islands the respect 


and confidence they have in the justice and fairness of the 
United States Government. He has been indefatigable in his 
service over there. He has brought to the military organiza- 


tion the very best results, and is now on the ocean returning to 
his native land. 

If this bill passes without amendment he now is to be cut off 
from 2 well-earned promotion. As he steps upon the soil of his 
country he is to find that the Congress of the United States 
meets him with the declaration that he shall not have the pro- 
motion that by operation of law he is entitled to have in the 
month of April. I will not 
passed in 
read under the five-minute rule. 
with any 


[Applause.] Nor will I meet 
such proposition the gallant MacArthur, who is to suc- 
ceed him and who is to have a short time as Lieutenant-General. 
I do not think that Congress ought now to pass this act in such 
a way as to take from these two men, already designated by the 
President, their just deserts, and thus pass a law for the future 
that shall have such an unpleasant effect on these two persons. 

{i am willing that the office of Lieutenant-General shall be 
ished at the proper time. I am perfectly willing that the 
should be #0 amended as to abolish the office of Lieutenant- 
General 
to rebuke these two gentlemen. Otherwise, Mr. Chair- 
I , | think this bill is framed on the very best lines of legisla- 


operate 


tive action. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I am willing now to close up my 
time by yielding the remainder of it to the gentleman from New 
York |Mr. Payne]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New: York has 


thirteen minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not arise, like my friend 

from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], to register a kick because the House 

luded to celebrate Washington’s Birthday by doing faith- 
ful instead of going out and loafing about the streets 
of Washington or for some other useless purpose to-day, but I 
rise for the purpose of reminding those gentle souls in the House 
who are so much disturbed for fear that the salaries will be 
cut off for a few ports in this country where the men are doing 
nothing that there day of judgment in such matters. 
{ Laughter. } 

I can well see from the debate which was had in the House 
yesterday why these gentlemen preferred to go around among the 
Members of the House, whispering in their ears, before attempt- 
ing to get this bill up, that it was a bad bill, and that it would 
deprive the customs districts in the country of the faithful 
services of the patriots who were working there to earn their 
and some of the hardest work they do is to draw it 
month to month. [Laughter.] I can well see how they 


service, 


is a 


salaries 


from 


He became the head of that department and was | 


consent that that measure shall be | 
an appropriation bill, if I am alive when the bill is | 


at some future time, but I am not willing that it shall | 
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preferred that line of argument rather than have the bill eo) 
before the Committee of the Whole House and discuss it a) 
the reasons for it upon the floor. 

I was surprised to read in the Recorp the reasons given 
my genial friend from Massachusetts—whom I do not see in { 
House now, but who is almost the major-general of the forces 
in opposition to this bill. If I read him correctly, he is 
favor of retaining the custom-houses out of sentimental id: 
He says that these heads of the Department have no sentime)t. 
Why, said he, there was Secretary Bonaparte recommend: | 
that the old ship Constitution should be destroyed instead 
appropriating money to restore it, and he was working « 
trary to the whole sentiment of the country; and the gen 
man from Massachusetts was fearful that the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the President might abolish some custom-]. 
in the country where it did not pay anybody except the man 
holding the office, without any regard for the sentiment. [I sup- 
pose he means that out of sentiment it is the duty of the United 





VL 


States to continue to support that man and his family 
comfortable salary, because it has been doing so, lo! for thes; 
hundred years. [Laughter.] 

Then my friend from Maine reminds you of the great stretch 
of seacoast line in his State—some 800 miles. He did not tell 
you how many needy and worthy citizens there were in the 
State of Maine who were holding down their jobs because he had 
succeeded in temporarily delaying consideration of the bill. He 
did not propose to go into statistics on that matter. He told us 


| of the glory and greatness of the port of Machias, in the State of 


Maine, and the great need of a customs service at that port. He 
went on to state how many vessels entered and cleared in the 
State of Maine, and that it was necessary to have a port there to 
He made the astonishing revelation 
that deputy collectors in subports were paid three or four dollars 
a day, and that that was more than the salaries of collectors of 
these ports in the State of Maine. As I understand the law ihe 
Secretary of the Treasury can fix the salary of a deputy col- 
lector at not exceeding $4 a day. There is a further provision 
in the law that he need not appoint any deputy collector in any 
subport of the country. He can now destroy these great sul 

ports that are so necessary to the existence of the life of the 
great State of Maine by withdrawing the salary and allowing 
them to go to work at some other honest business of maki: 


livelihood. But that was not particularly what I arose to say, Mr. 
Chairman. The Secretary of the Treasury tells me that if this 
law is passed no Secretary of the Treasury would discontinue 


any port in the country without first giving notice and having 
a hearing to ascertain what reason there was for its exis , 
and he further tells me that if this bill was passed he would 1 
seek to discontinue any port in the country where the receipts 
exceeded the expenditures. Now, I have already stated t 
House I was willing to accept an amendment of that kind with 
this provision in it: That it should not apply to Port Townsend 
up here in Puget Sound, where vessels are required to go hun- 
dreds of miles out of the way in order to get to a port, being 
bound for the great cities of Seattle and Tacoma, simply b 
there is a sentiment about Port Townsend, and lo, these many 
years a collector has held down the job there, and the pe if 
the United States have had to pay express on the money that 
was paid into the port at Port Townsend, first to Seatt nd 
then to San Francisco, making a double expense for it. [but I 
vanted to see what there was in this argument about the 
necessity of these ports for the purpose of clearance of Is 
Now, you take the State of North Carolina. There is A!! 
marle, N. C., which is Elizabeth City. I said the other day 
something about that, and I have heard a wail from North 
Carolina that they needed a port somewhere in order to 
enter and clear vessels, and I went to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to try and find out how many vessels were t 
ing and clearing in each one of these ports. At All 
vessels entered, foreign, none; coastwise, none. Vessels « 
foreign, none; coastwise, none. [Laughter.] Now, ther ght 
to be a port there at Albemarle at an expense of $1,'" 
course, to enter and clear this enormous commerce comin into 
that port; and they collected $5 of custom duties. It cost >! 
at Port Albemarle to collect $5 and to enter and clear 
single vessel. Well, following a little further in North («ro 
lina, at Beaufort, N. C., there was not a single vessel | “(l 
or cleared, and at this port they collected nothing and it «os! 
$1,400.01. Why, gentlemen, will you not at least strike « 
1 cent and save that to the Treasury and only allow the 
there the bare pittance of $1,400 for drawing their salar 
a month out of the Treasury of the United States? Now c 
not ridiculous, the position these gentlemen are assul n 
this House in regard to this bill? There is another | 0 
North Carolina, Pamlico, N. C. (Newbern). There 's 
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} 
siness going on there. Vessels entered, foreign, none; vessels | unanimous consent for permission to | ; 
red, foreign, none; coastwise, none. Vessels entered, coast- | Recorp. Is there objection? 
e, 11, at Newbern—that is, Pamlico, the name of the port. There was no objectio 
n to the other end of it; they collected $1,007 and it cost The statement is as follows: 
90.08. Five gentlemanly employees of the Government are 7 
e to enter these 11 vessels and collect this $1,000 during the W 
e year, and it cost $5 to collect every dollar. My Dear Mr. I 
vught it not to be within the power of the President of the i a Sa ap me 
| States, getting his information through the Secretary Very 
Creasury, to summen the collector of the great port of 7 
lico and then have the dean of the North Carolina delega Hon. 8 os war ail 
(Il do not see him here now) or the gentleman who repre : : i - ; 
ts that district come up here in force and show them why soreenem *4 : +] : 


port should be continued rather than to save this money 


i taxpayers of the United States? Those are the three 














y 
s in North Carolina about which there is all this flittering 

ii the House upon the other side when it is proposed Districts and ports. 

y to cut off this enormity. Then in the State of Maryland, 
{nnapolis, no vessels cleared, no vessels entered, but they 

ted $5 at Annapolis at a cost of $929.41. What excuse | ajpemarle. N Eliza City 

re for the existence of that port at Annapolis? Is there | Am ' 

Is there any reason why the Government of the United a one 7 > 

$ ; should pay out this stipend to those two gentlemen who | pealfort. XC. 

iding down these offices a moment longer? Now, can | Beaufort, S. | : 

ustify yourselves to your constituents, gentlemen, if you eS _ _ 

e to them and tell them that there is a chance to save Burlin: - ere 

to the people of the United States, this useless outlay of | B x N.J 
y, that you had the opportunity, and you had it not only once, — L : 

u are going to have it another time, to discuss this bill | Gy, at aad a 

nsider this bill; dare you go home and face this record | Cherrystone, Va. (Cape ( ( 

constituents when you come up for election next fall’ os oe ee we 
SIBLEY rose. Frenchmans Bay, Me. (E 

CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. | Galena. | 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Susey}? | GCOTeCtOWn. ©. hn soon 

PAYNE. Certainly. Humb Ce Eur 

SIBLEY. I1 would like to ask the distinguished leader, | henn« k.} 

uch as he has referred to the fact that we have got to g: 4 ae . F 

1d meet our constituents—— M as, Me 

PAYNE. I will except the gentleman. I understand he | Michigan, Mich. (Grand ] 
dy met his and told them he would not run again. > are egg Same 

SIBLEY. I feel perfectly free, and yet I have some | Or O1 r 

with those who must go and answer that question. | Pa : - 
I am going to ask the gentleman if he believes it is a eos By 
of Congress to surrender to the Executive the perform- | } ath. Mass 

those duties that, it seems to me, are incumbent upon the | Port Jeiferson, N Y 

of Representatives. More and more comes the question | Porsmow'h. i 

alization—— Saco, } pea 

PAYNE. The gentleman was to ask a question, and Sag Har N.Y 

SIBLEY. Why does not the gentleman bring in his bill Se a eee 
ig those ports which you created and let us vote | Sandusky, Ohio 
we will abolish them, and not transfer the power of | Southern Oregon \( 

ng them to another department? e es at 

PAYNE. Now, if the gentleman is through with his’ v rg. Miss 
[ will answer. ee --- i 

SIBLEY. Yes. Wilmincton. N.¢ 

PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if I can get this bill before the | Wiscas 

I my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sistey] | ¥: a, | 
just that amendment. It will be up to him to offer it, York, M 
ill be up to the House to say whether they will name Total 

d strike them out or not. The reason we did not do it 

have spent a good deal of time in examining this ques- | 4 nu! 
s that we could not do it and do justice to all of these | Total nu 
iny examination I could make. The Treasury Depart 

report to the President, and they must have the as I 1 

the President before they abolish these ports. a 

President has had that power under the internal-revenue 
ver since it was created, to make, create, and maintain | 
evenue districts, to say where the collector should be Nat 
» the deputy collector should be, and there has not a1 
dship resulted. There are some things that you can oe 
ito details about in this great House of Representatives, A irie i N.4 $5. Of > 
386 Members, and which you can safely leave to the | 422% _M 

ve of the United States to do. But if the House thinks | Bapnst: Ma 
e, let them vote to consider this bill, and then amend | B N.( 

u are not satisfied with it; strike out the ports that you ag race . 4 
cht to be stricken out and leave the others that you| “ys... yi 4 
gsht to be continued, but do not fear to meet this | Bridgeton,N.J 
and discuss this bill and amend it, and take a final Bur: ong fey 
m its passage. Cait : 

CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. Cast 6 

PAYNE. I want to give these gentlemen an opportunity | — ace ‘ 

t t their record, Mr. Chairman, and I ask unanimous con- | Fa ( 

t I may print a statement in the Recorp concerning all | ~ w - : ¥ 
ports, ae I : . Z 

CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks Ge te S. ( : 
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List of ports at which customs expenses exceeded receipts, etc.—Cont’d. 





j 


| Num- 


| ber | Co3t of 
Name of port. Receipts. Expenses.) 1. collect- 
io ing $1. 


ployed. 


enesenaSORRNSRS oom cepementremnemamagatel es 


Great Egg Harbor (Somers Point), 











N.J a $41.59 | $1,115.25 2 $26. 815 
Humboldt (Eureka), Cal ........-. 635.86 | 2,806.39 1 4.414 
Sn ITN oe 95. 17 tt useuan 
La C1 i cg ere 5. 54 | 363. 42 2 14. 229 
Little Egg Harbor (Tuckerton), ¥.J-).......----| 303. 25 Rt. deee cece 
Mactias, Me ek 701. 98 | 299.77 5 6.125 
Michigan (Grand Haven), Mich.......| 6,470.61 | 9,315.81 14 4 
WORUNGIIONIS. MERON... 8 oo 5 ooo co eke cn ming oe | 370. 55 A fcscdadae 
Natchez, Miss Sie € | 500. 00 Dt nonanauiee 
Oregon (Astoria), Oreg | 14,198. 65 12 1. 081 
Paducah, Ky 450. 05 Pt. ee 
Pamlico (Newbern), N a 5 | 5 3.813 
Patchogue, N. Y | D haskota the 
Plymouth, Mass... | 2 1. 380 
Port Jefferson, N. Y | eo teens i 
Portsmouth, N. H | 6 8. 554 
Rock Island, fl } 2 6. 676 
Saco, Me...... gee a 2 | 18. 145 
Sag Harbor, N. Y 4 | 67. 739 
St. Marys, Ga 1 | 83. 929 
Salem and Bev 6 | 3.598 
Sandusky hi 9 b 
: utl ru “ego! 2 | 
Tappahat =, 2 
Teche (Brashear 3 
Vicksburg, Mis 1 
Waldoboro, Me 7) 
Wheeling, W. V: 2 | 
Wilmington, N. ¢ 5 
Wiscasset. Me 3 | 
Yaquina, Oreg .-.... O iatdcsae ae 
fa ] 101. 468 


Mr. JAMES. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 


Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will give me a minute, I will 
endeavor to answer it. 
Mr. HAY. I will yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. JAMES. The other day, when the gentleman from New 
York was discussing this bill, he arraigned Paducah as a port 
where it took some $400 to collect nothing. I want to ask him 
if it is not true that Paducah is not a port of entry? 

Mr. PAYNE. I never could find an excuse for the existence 
of Paducah on this list. No vessel was cleared, no vessel was 
entered, and, according to this list, nothing was collected. I do 
not know of any excuse for the existence of that port. That I 
will frankly state to the gentleman. 

Mr. JAMES. 
entry and never has been a port of entry—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Then it had better be abolished. 

Mr. JAMES. But only a port of delivery? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] has expired. 


{[Mr. JAMES addressed the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is recognized 
for two minutes. - 
Mr. POWERS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 


See Appendix. ] 


referred to the wonderful State of Maine. I do not on this 
occasion intend to enter any defense of my native State. He 


alluded to the great stretch of seacoast in my district, with 
its large amount ef coastwise trade, to say nothing of the | 
bouNXiary lines from Canada that I had referred to in my ad- 
dress of yesterday in complimentary tone. 


The information and knowledge of the gentleman from New 


York about these various ports in Maine is about equal to that 
which he possesses in reference to the port of Paducah, and | 
what he knows about that has been shown by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, the gentleman recognizes the fact that 
there is nothing at Paducah except the salaries. 

Mr. POWERS. I do not recognize anything of that kind. 
The gentlemen from Kentucky show conclusively that the man 
stat ed there rendered valuable services. The gentleman 
from New York made a statement in reference to one of the 
collectorships down in North Carolina, where there are five 
men holding down a salary and doing nothing, about the de- 
tails, which I know nothing, and I don’t think he does. The 
gentlemen from that State will take care of themselves. The 


gentleman from New York refers to the fact that there are five 
lection district down there, collecting $5, with 
nothing to do but hold down their seats. 

lie says, “ Don’t you want to dispense with them?” The gen- 
tleman from New York knows, if he knows anything at all about 


men hn one ct 


But is it not true that Paducah is not a port of 








| charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. It 


this matter of collecting customs, that if there are five m, 
down there—four of them in addition to the collector of {| 
port—the Secretary of the Treasury believes it is necessary to 
have them there to take care of the best interests of the revenie. 
to prevent smuggling or something else, or they would not 
there. If they are not needed there, the Secretary of the Tress 
ury can discharge any or all of them to-day. Yet he attempts to 
frighten Members of this House by saying that we are in f; 
of graft, and asks that we have a chance to right ourselyes 
when we go home to our constituents by voting to do away \ 
this district, which the Secretary of the Treasury, by his a: 
in allowing the collector four deputies, says needs this force, | 
think the gentleman will be cared for by his constituents, and | 
trust he will, and, so far as I am concerned, I do not think yy 
constituents will ask me to right myself for having voted against 
a bill of this kind that has for its object the transferring of the 
power of this House to a Department or Bureau; but I think 
on the contrary, they will be content with and approve the 
vote that I give, and I for one shall not be frightened by the 
gentleman’s misleading statements into embracing the 0) 
tunity, which the gentleman says he shall generously offer the 
large majority of this House, to right themselves on the record. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make one statement? 

Mr. POWERS. I yield to the gentleman the rest of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state that the time lim- 
ited for general debate by order of the House has now expired. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent 
make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regrets that he has no author- 
ity to grant any extension of time. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. 
matter. 

Mr. HULL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Bouretit, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 14897) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


to 


I do not care to debate the 


JAMESTOWN EXPOSITION, 


Mr. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, 
behalf of the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions, for 
leave to print the hearings and proceedings before our con 
in regard to the Jamestown Exposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 


the 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (HI. R. 13195) for aequiring by condemnation and dedi: 
as public parkings the triangles and intersections of Sixtecnt! 
street and Park road, and of Park road and Mount Pleasan 
street, in the city of Washington, and the same was ref« 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on the District o 
lumbia was discharged from the further consideration 0! 
bill (H. R. 15258) to provide additional land for the Jackson 


| School, in the District of Columbia, and the same was r ed 
| to the Committee on Appropriations. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Claims was ( 


providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborer 
men, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law, the 
same was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 
Dwicut, for ten days, on account of sickness in his fa! 
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled B Te- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enr Hill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 


H. R. 12320. An act making appropriations to suppls nt 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year encins 
June 30, 1906, and for prior years, and for other purpos 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled nt 
resolution of the following title: . 

S.R. 28. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board 0! 


Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, 





1906. 





ELIJAH SPANGLER. 
rhe SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
ipanying bill, was ordered to lie on the Speaker’s table: 
the House of Representatives: 
compliance with the resolution of the House of Representatives of 
20th instant (the Senate concurring), I return herewith House bill 
1059, entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
ngler. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Hp Wuitrse Howse, February 22, 1906. 

ir. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
urn. 

he motion was agreed to. 
cordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House 
urned until to-morrow, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
1 ys were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
etter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting, 
rable recommendation, ¢ 


with 


1 draft of a bill relating to the | 


ent of the Freedmen’s Hospital—to the Committee on | 


District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


etter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a state- | 


( of expenditures in the Navy Department for contingent 
ses for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1905—to the Commit- 
lixpenditures in the Navy Department, and ordered to be 
4} 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
RESOLUTIONS. 
er clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
gy titles were severally reported from committees, delivy- 
o the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
follows: 
BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14813) 
{ nd an act approved March 1, 1905, entitled “An act to 
ection 4 of an act entitled ‘An act relating to the Metro- 
1 police of the District of Columbia,’ approved February 
|,” reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
port (No. 1678) ; which said bill and report were referred 
1 llouse Calendar. 
so, from the same 
f the House (H. R. 
ince of the Long 





BILLS AND 


T 1 


AS 


committee, to which was referred the 
14897) providing for the temporary 
Bridge over the Potomac River, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


r purposes, reported the same with amendment, accom- | 
by a report (No. 1679); which said bill and report were | 


| to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


mm 


lso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
neurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 21) directing the Com- 


‘rs of the District of Columbia to report to Congress 


the improvement of the Anacostia River Flats, reported 
ne without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1s which said concurrent resolution and report were re 


to the House Calendar. 





'S OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

‘clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
owing titles were severaily reported from committees, 
d to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 

\\ House, as follows: 
DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 155) 
¢ an increase of pension to John Jacoby, reported the 
thout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1677) ; 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


OR 


» 


~ 


12. 


BLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


‘clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
following titles were introduced and severally referred, 


Ws: 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15432 


struction of an addition or extension to the post-office | 

istom-house at Waldoboro, Me.—to the Committee on | Pensions. 
Buildings and Grounds. | 

Mir. McGAVIN: A bill (H. R. 15433) for the erection of 
XL——181 


) to provide for | 


a public building at Chicago, Ill.—to the Commit on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. * 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 15434) to regulate 
| in criminal prosecutions—to the Committee on Judicias 

$y Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 15435) to ip é e 
Secretary of War to convey to the city of Minneap ( l 
lands in exchange for other lands to be used r floy 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

dy Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 15436) authorizin: l iy 
of the Ohio River at Cincinnati, Ohio, for the purpose of 
tablishing an ice harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 1H 
bors. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 15487) providing r 1 
donation of condemned cannon to the University of Idaho—to 

| the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 15438) to declare ce 
persons, firms, associations, and corporations to be common 
riers and subject them to the provisions of the interstate 
merce act—to the Committee on Interstate d | gn ¢ 

; Merce, 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 154389) to ‘ 
tinue the improvement of the Coosa Rive ) e ( 
an Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 15440) providing for th 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a suitable bu 
in the District of Columbia for the use of the Forest Ser 
Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on Public 1 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (HH. R. 15441) to amend an 
entitled ““An act permitting the Washington Market Cor 
to lay a conduit and pipes across Seventh street west 
proved February 23, 1905—to the Committee on the D et of 
Columbia. 

ty Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 15442) to 
establish a Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization, and to 
provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens 
throughout the United States—to the Committee on In v1 
tion and Naturalization. ‘s 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 15448) to extend 
the provisions of the pension laws to the Indiana St: Militi: 
known and designated as “ The Indiana Legion,” to widows and 
children of deceased members of the Indiana Legion under cei 
tain circumstances—to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15444) providing for an additional sion 
to widows of officers and enlisted men of the Arn 
United States during the war of the rebellion certain eS 
and for a pension to permanently helpless children of su 
cers and enlisted men under certain circumstances—t ( 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15445) to amend an act entitlh ‘As 
to amend an act entitled ‘An act amending s¢« 

Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to } 
remarried widows,’ approved March 38, 1901,” approved u- 
ary 28, 1903—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15446) to provide for the jud | 
an order of the Postmaster-General denying to anyone 
the postal service and matters connected therewith—to 1 ‘ 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

$y Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15447) 
vise, codify, and amend the laws relating to the A , the 
militia, and ordnance and fortifications—to tl Col e on 
Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A memorial of the Ohio 
favoring the bill (Hl. R. 4508) for good roads » tl 
tee on Agriculture. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills d resolu of 
the following titles were introduced and seve 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 15448) f 
of George W. Randall for damages si L by) 
owner of the sloop Lottie Vi to the Committee « ( 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R M449) ¢ 
sion to Rhoda Kennedy to the Committee « I 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 15450) g1 
of pension to Virginia J. D. Holmes—to the ¢ 
| sions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill (H. R. 15451) gt 
of pension to Elijah Smallwood—to the ‘ n Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15452) granting an n to 
Solomon Stanfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1 inting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 15454) granting 
an increase of pension to George C. Limpert—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 15455) granting an increase 


rare 


v400) ZT 


of pension to John D. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 15456) 
granting an increase of pension to Tennessee N. Buckles—to the 
Cominittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 15457) granting an increase 


of pension to David R. Walden- 


Pensions. 


to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15458) granting 
a pension to Catherine Ostheimer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15459) granting an increase of pension to 
Drucillar A. Massey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 15460) to refund 
taxes to the estate of Mary A. Kistner—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15461) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Penninston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 15462) granting a pension to 
Charity A. Seibell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15463) granting an increase of pension to 
John Robb—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15464) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Puderbaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 15465) granting a pension to 
Carrie A. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15466) to correct the military record of 
Milton E. Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15467) granting a pension to Moses R. 


Gage—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15468) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John R. Brockway—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 15469) to correct the military 
record of John Smith, Company K, First Regiment Arkansas 
Volunteer Cavairy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 15470) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Solomon Williams—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15471) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Stover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 15472) granting 
crease of pension to Thomas C. Green—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


an il 


By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 15473) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas C. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
$i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15474) for the relief of the estate of Alex- 


ander L. McDonald, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HAY: A pill (H. R. 15475) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Union Church, of Toms Brook, Va.—to the Committee 
Vain 
H 


on War ¢ 


By Mr. ITT: A bill (H. R. 15476) for the relief of Martin 


H. A to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 15477) granting an in- 
C1 e of pension to Ebenezer T. Chaffee—to the Committee on 
i id 2°e@TrS10ONRS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15478) granting an increase of pension to 
Ss | P. Rhinehart—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

a bill (. R. 15479) granting an increase of pension to 

Uriah Louderback—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 15480) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew J. Cook—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KNAPP: A bill (H. R. 15481) to refund legacy taxes 
ill lly collected from the estate of Mary C. Allen—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

\lso, a bill (Hl. R. 15482) to refund legacy taxes illegally col- 
jected from the estate of Delevan R. Robinson—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAW: A bill (H. R. 15483) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 15484) granting an increase 


of pension to Robert Dick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 15485) granting 
Robert Fletcher—to the Committee on Pensions 


a pension to 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15486) granting a pension to William H, \,, 
Carpenter—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15487) granting an increase of pension 
Truman Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 15488) granting a pension 
to Delilah Mcore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 15489) for the relief of th 
town of Liberty, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 15490) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Darcy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 15491) granting an ine . 
of pension to James Buckley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15492) granting q 
pension to W. L. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pe: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15493) to remove the charge of de 
against the name of Samuel J. Rayl—to the Committee o 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRELL: 
Charles Lennig & Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Claims. 

3y Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 15495) granting an increas 
of pension to Job B. Sanderson—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 15496) for the relief of the 
estate of W. A. Rawlings, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15497) granting a pension to Samanth: 
Steppens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. RHODES: A bill (H. R. 15498) granting an inerea 
of pension to Lindsay Murdoech—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 15499) granting an incr 
pension to Elias Andrews—to the Committee on Inyal 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15500) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 15501) granting an in- 
erease of pension to Elizabeth Parks—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

ty Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 15502 
an increase of pension to Harman Hank—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 15503) granting 
a pension to George Todd—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
SioOns. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 15504) granting a 
crease of pension to Albert B. Kimball—to the Comuuitiee « 
Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 15505) for the relief of 
Jacob P. Stroope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 15506) authorizing the patent- 
ing of certain lands to school district No. 57, Nez Perces County, 
Idaho—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

3y Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 15507) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T. Fisher—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 15508) to remove the charge 


2 


A bill (H. R. 15494) for the relief of 
to the Committee 








Sp 


orran ting 





Nn in- 
n 


of desertion against John Kilkenny—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

sy Mr. SNAPP: A bill (H. R. 15509) granting an increase of 

pension to James Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid I: 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill CH. R. 3512) for the relief of James W. Watson—Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 14392) for the relief of Thomas Hanlon—Col- 
mittee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Comittee 
on Claims. 

PETITIONS, BTC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

ty the SPEAKER: Petition of railway employees, [)"'y'5 
for legislation on the subjects of employers’ liability and ‘!e use 
of the injunction in labor troubles—to the Committee on 1..0r- 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of the city council of N a 

or 


N. C., relative to fast mail service from Boston and Ne 
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southern points—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
t-Roads. 

\lso, petition of citizens of Troup County, Ga., for an appro- 
tion for fast mail service from eastern cities to the South— 
he Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Iso, petition of citizens of West Point, Ga., for a continuance 


of st mail service—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and 
Post-Roads. 


\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Emilie Wood—to 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the American So- 

ciety for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, against an 

ndment to section 4386 of the Revised Statutes—to the Com- 

e on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the New Jersey Pharma- 

al Association, relative to the patent laws—to the Com- 
ee on Patents. 

», petition of the Postum Cereal Company, relative to the 
nure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
(‘¢ erce, 

\lso, petition of the Independent Refiners’ Association, rela- 

to the railway rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate 
Foreign Commerce. 





Ry Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, for 
els-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of James G. Clay—to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
petition of Local Union No. 319, of Dallas, Tex., Paint- 
Decorators and Paper Hangers, for repeal of revenue tax 
turized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the San Antonio Humane Society, against 
extending the twenty-eight-hour limit for cattle in transit—to 
the | mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. BENNET of New York: Petition of the Central Fed- 
( Union of New York, against the Littlefield bill—to the 
Col ttee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of citizens of Iowa, for an ar- 
r 


ers 


bit m treaty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

\ petition of many citizens of New York and vicinity, for 
I rv heirs of victims of General Slocum disaster—to the 
( ee on Claims. 

| Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of Springhill (Kans.) 
G for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 


Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. BROOCKS of Texas: Petition of the Plain Dealer, 
he tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
nd Means. 


Mr. BURGESS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
\ ». Holmes—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Postum 
( Company, relative to the railway rate bill—to the Com- 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
, petition of the Independent Refiners’ Association, rela- 
railway rate bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 
bore Commerce. 

ir. BURLEIGH: Petition of Verona 


1 


Grange, of Bucks- 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 
nittee on Ways and Means, 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the State Fed- 
of Pennsylvania Women, favoring the Morris law—to the 
( ee on Agriculture. 
\ ‘tition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania Women, 
est reservation in the White Mountains—to the Com- 
(Agriculture. 
\lso, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania Women, 
reservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on 
Kt id Harbors. 
CONNER: Petitions of the Chronicle, the North Kos- 
8 rd, the Topic, the Graphic Herald, the Fort Dodge 
LOS e Freeman’s Tribune, and the Democrat, against the 
1 linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


DALZELL: Petition of the Express, against the tariff 
pe machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

tition of the Board of Trade of Lawrenceville, Pitts 

for an appropriation for a new post-office building 
umittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

DE ARMOND: Petition of citizens of Stockton, Mo., 
assage of the parcels-post law—to the Committee on 
U Office and Post-Roads. 
per to accompany bill for relief of David R. Walden— 


olmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
Pe 
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1254, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: Petition « | I \ 
720, Brotherhood of Painters, Decor : | | iI 
ers, for repeal of revenue tax on de l | ! 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Independent Refiners’ As 
sociation, relative to railway legislation—to the Committee o1 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of the Audubon Society, of New York, favoring 
bill S. 2966—to the Committee Agriculture 
By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of citi of 
the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Measure. 


on 
Ney : for 
Weights id 


Zens 





Also, petition of a citizen of New York City, against the H 
burn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Joseph Orton Kerbey, relative to the p1 “l 
park on the site of old Fort Reno—to the Committee on P 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of the New Yo State Gr 
and N. §S. Bothwell et al., for repeal of revenue tax « 
naturized aleohol—to the Committee on Wa 1 Me 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the United States Brewers’ Assi 
ciation, for a judicial court in the Orient—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wisconsin, for favorable considet 
tion of bill H. R. TO067—to the Committee on In n Aff : 

By Mr. FASSETT: Petition of Charles Totten et for 1 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of Malone (N. Y.) Gi f 
parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office Pos 
Roads. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief s 
of John A. Cline—to the Committee on War ¢ ms 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for r¢ f of | 
Davey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the § nd N I 
Belvidere, Ill, for bill H. R. S973—to the ¢ B 
ing and Currency. 

Also, petition of A. W. Fiske, of De Kal Li] g 
banking bill relative to loan of 10 per cent o 
surplus to one person—to the Committee on Bat y and. ¢ 
rency. 

By Mr. GAINES of West Virgini: Pet s of ( ‘ 
4, of Mammoth; Councils Nos. 36, 83, 101 4, 4 
27, and 34, Order United American Me nics 
sted, Charleston, Eagle, Handley, and Rich rm 6 
soit Tribe, No. 61, Improved Order Red Men, favo 
tion of immigration—to the Committ on In g 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of H. H. I enc 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol ( ‘ 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Px 
chusetts Association of Sealers of Weights and Measi 
ing adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on ¢ 
Weights and Measures. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Pe on of Henry PF. ¢ N 
York City, for the pure-food bill—to the ‘ I 
state and Foreign Commerc 

Also, petition of many citizens of New Yor! l 
relief for heirs of victims of Ge Slo dis 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the Travelers’ Protect (ss for 
tinuance of the bankruptcy act the ¢ 4 
ciary. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union, ag t the 
Littlefield bill—to the Committee on tl! Mer M 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Audubon Society, fave g I S. 2966 
to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Dunlap G g epeal 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Cor W 
and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Independent Re 
Association relative to the railway rate b to the Cx 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Postum Cereal Compat ‘ 
pure-food hill—to the Com on In 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of the State Nat 1 Quard ; 
Association, for passage of bill H. R. 7156 » the ( on 


Militia. 
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Also, petitions of A. B. Landt, Charles C. Haney, 
Lagmoen, against bill H. R. 
and Post-Roads. 


Also, petitions of Albret Jacobson, Lawrence Hoos, and F. W. 


and O. C. 
iS—to the Committee on the Post 


kman, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of O. M. Frazer et al., for passage of the Hans- 
brough-Gronna bill—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
L 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Eagle Council, Junior Or- 
der United American Mechanics, favering restriction of immi- 


gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 





By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of the Advance, against the 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of the trus- 
tees of the Union Church at Toms Brook—to the Committee on 
War Claims 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of California, against 
modification in any manner of the present Chinese law—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Man- 


chester, Conn., against commercial spoliation of Niagara Falls— 


to 1 Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the Valley Record, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Mean 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Lyme (Conn.) Grange, No. 
147, f repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Co MN ittee (oil Way » and Me ips. 

Also, petition of the Lumber Dealers’ Association of Con- | 
necticut, for a national forest reservation in the White Moun- 
tains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of L. T. Davis, jr., 
et al., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of the Utah County 








Democrat, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Wavs and Means. 

By Mr. HUFF: Papers to accompany bill for the purchase 
of land and erection thereon of a building in the District 
of Columbia for the use of the Forest Service—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HUNT: Petition of the Japanese and Korean Exclu- 
sion League, for the retention of the present Chinese law—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Petition of citizens of South Carolina, 
for an appropriation for continuance of the fast mail services 
soutl to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of many citizens of San Francisco, 
C: against bill H. R. 12973—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

petition of the San Franciseo Labor Council, for increase 
of pay of the United States Marine Band—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

I ir. KELIHER: Petition of the Central Federated Union 
of Ne York, against the Littlefield bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

petiti if the Massachusetts Association of Sealers of 
Wwe nd Measures, for the metric system—to the Committee 
on ¢ nage, Weights, and Measures. 

tition of the United States Brewers’ Association of 
N Yo for judicial court in the Orient—to the Committee 
on ! n Affairs. 

Also, petition of the trustees of public reservations of Massa- 
chusetts, for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee 
( Rivers and Harbors. 

| Mr. KENNEDY: Petitions of the Mahoning Despatch and 
R er, again tariff on linotype machines—to the Coin- 

yn Ways and Means. 

] Mr. LINDSAY: Paper of Hon. William EB. Chandler, rela- 
tive the H 1 railway rate bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
id Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Postum Cereal Company, relative to the 
J ood bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
( 

\ etition of the Audubon Society of New York, for enact- 
me of bill 2966—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Al petition of the Central Federated Union, against the 
Littl ld tipilotage bill—to. the Committee on the Merchant 
Marin and I Lic 5. 

Als petitio of the Worl ing en’s Federation of the State 
of } York, st the Littlefield bill—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Rural Grove Grange, No. 
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752, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Advertiser, against the tariff on liy 
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

sy Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of the secretary of the ¢ 
of Georgia, for papers, files, or books that may be in any 
Departments of the United States Government relative the 
Georgia soldiers’ roster commission—to the Committee on }4)| 
tary Affairs. 

3v Mr. LOUD: Petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union. 
ing bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Merchant 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Paper to accompany bill for 1 
Katherine Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MoGAVIN: Petition of the Lake Seamen’s Union. fa. 
voring bill H. R. 12472—to the Committee on the Me, hant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: Petition of Division No, 74 
Order of Railway Conductors, favoring the Bates-Penros 


A 


e bil 
and the Gilbert-Carter bill—to the Committee on the Judi = 
Also, petition of Division No. 37, Order of Locomotiye jp). 
gineers, favoring the Bates-Penrose bill and the Gilbert-artery 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Decatur, 1) 
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Mattoon Division, No. 101, Order of Rp 
Conductors, for the Bates-Penrose and Gilbert-Carter 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Isaac 8. Raymond, of Sidney, IIL, for repea) 
of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee , 
Ways and Means. 

Aiso, petition of Division No. 400, Order of Railway (Con. 
ductors, of Clinton, Ill., for the employers’ liability bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Division No. 400, Order of Railway (Con- 
ductors, of Clinton, Lil., for the passage of the anti-injunction 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINNEY: Petition of the Bulletin, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Michigan, for re- 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com: 
Ways and Means. 

Aso, petition of citizens of Michigan, favoring the parcels-pos 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roa 

Also, petition of citizens of Michigan, favoring the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

3vy Mr. MINOR: Petition of the Advocate, against the tariff 
on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany | for 
relief of W. L. Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Aiso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Samuel J. Ryal 


Ais 


€ on 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of the National Board « le 


of Philadelphia, for the pure-food bill—to the Con tee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Also, petition of the National Board of Trade of Phil: 


Pa., for enactment of the Lovering bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens of California, fa- 


voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee o! 
gration and Naturalization. 


By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the Japanese and K Px- 
clusion League, for retention of the present Chinese~ n 
law—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali 

sy Mr. OLCOTT: Petition of Charles F. Hoffman and ter 
Stokes, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcoho! te 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of George E. Shaffer st 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on \\ nd 
Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of George H. Leonard « , the 
National Grange, and L. Lugert, for repeal of revel x on 


denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Petition of 
pendent, against the tariff on linotype machines—to 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the trustees of the U! es 
3rewers’ Association, for a Federal judicial court 
ent—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

sy Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of W. R. Phelps : M. A. 


Locke, for repeal of the tariff on hides—to the Co! on 

Ways and Means. 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany |! re 

lief of Harman Houk—to the Committee on Inyalid | 1S. 





1906. 


By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Petition of William Collins 
t al, for an appropriation for beacon lights at the mouth of 
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La Trappe River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 


(C‘ommerce, 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of the Herald-Rustler, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Vays and Means. 

By 
States Brewers’ Association, for a judicial court in the Orient— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of the Sons of Veterans of 

ivahoga and Magadore, Ohio, against bin H. R. 8131—to the 

immittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Ravenna Grange, for repeal of revenue tax on 

naturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of citizens of Leominster, Mass., 

ative to matters in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of the Toanhoe Times, against 

» tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, February 23, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
ie Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

{ message from the Senate, by Mr. PArKINson, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ng titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested : 

S. 3899. An act granting authority to the Secretary of the 
N in his discretion, to dismiss midshipmen from the United 
States Naval Academy and regulating the procedure and punish- 

it in trials for hazing at the said academy; and 

S. 4482. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the construction of a bridge across the Cumberland River at or 

Carthage, Tenn.” 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 


a] priate committees, as indicated below: 

899. An act granting authority to the Secretary of the 
N in his discretion, to dismiss midshipmen from the United 
States Naval Academy and regulating the procedure and punish- 


in trials for hazing at the said academy—to the Commit- 
te n Naval Affairs. 
1482. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 


baw: 


t mstruction of a bridge across the Cumberland River at or 
Carthage, Tenn.’—to the Committee on Interstate and 
] gn Commerce. 


EXTENDING RECORD. 
Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
te my remarks of yesterday on the port bill in the Recorp. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
s; consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
( tion? 
e was no objection. 
SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
discharge the Committee on Ways and Means from fur- 
msideration of House bill No. 18296, and that the House 
J ! to its present consideration. 
SPEAKER, It is not in order to move to suspend the 
t this time. 
SHACKLEFORD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
* SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
SHACKLEFORD. When will that motion be in order? 


REMARKS IN THE 


SPEAKER. It will be in order on the first or third 
M in the event that the co dition of business at that 
t such that the gentleman can be recognized. 
RAILROAD DISCRIMINATIONS AND MONOPOLIES. 
TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
i present consideration of the Senate joint resolution 
~) instructing the Interstate Commerce Commission to 


examinations into the subject of railroad discriminations 
iopolies, and report on the same from time to time. 
WILLIAMS, 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the United | 





ject, I want to express the desire that nobod 
present consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Spe 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman f 1 Mic! n : 
mous consent for the present consid tion of sx ] t 
resolution No. 32, which the Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: = 

Senate joint resolution (S. R. 32), instructing the Interstate C 
merce Commission to make examinations int e § ct 
discriminations and monopolies, and report on the I f 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? After a pause 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read the dime! 
Senate joint resolution, which is in the nature of a subst 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the joint resolution as f : ke t I 
all after the enacting clause and i t yllowl 
_ “That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, : 
ized and instructed immediately to inquire, investig 
Congress, or to the President when Congress is n 
to time, as the investigation p eeds : 

“ First. Whether any common carriers 
terstate-commerce act, or either of them, own or have ny interest | 
means of stock ownership in other corporations or wi 
coal or oil which they or either of them, directly ough 
panies which they control or in which they have terest, 
their or any of their lines as common carriers, or apy mar ‘ 
control, or have any interest in coal lands or pro] ties or 0 ds 


Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-/| all other products. 





















properties. 

‘Second. Whether the oflicers of any of the c r mpanle f 
said, or any of them, or any person or persons ¢ i with t 
distributing cars or furnishing facilities to shippers, are int: 
either directly or indirectly, by means of stock ownership or 
in corporations or companies owning, operating, ising, or 
interested in any coal mines, coal properties, or coal tr c, ol 
erties, or oil traffic over the railroads with which they or any f n 
are connected or by which they or any of them are employs 

“Third. Whether there is any contract, combination t 
trust, or otherwise, or conspiracy in restraint of t j 
among the several States, in which any common carrier engag 
transportation of coal or oil is interested, or t 
whether any such common carrier monoj izes or pts to 
olize or combines or conspires with any r 
panies, person or persons, to monop e any | t 
merce in coal or oil or traffic therein tl s S 
foreign nations, and whether or not, and if so to wl 
riers, or any of them, limit o1 dir in the 
of coal mines or the price of ce nd o t fo 

“ Fourth. If the Interstate Commerce ( ior | find t 
facts, or any of them, set forth in the three paragraphs above do ex 
then that it be further required to report as to ‘ fect of s 
tionship, ownership, or interest in « r ‘ Ss ¢ 
traffic, or oil, oil properties, or oil traff iforesaid h <¢ 
or combinations in form of ist o1 se 3 
monopoly or attempt to monopolize o1 ine ‘ 
upon such person or persons as may be engaged independe y 
other persons in mining coal or producing oil and shij g s 
other produc ts, who nay desire to so engage, or Ipon the general p 
as consumers of such coal or oil. 

‘Fifth. That said Commission be al required to invest te and 
report the system of car su i ibution effect t 
eral railway lines engaged \ n 
said, and whether said syst« de l 
same are carried out fairly and S 
or any of them, discriminate 
come shippers over their several lines, either in th 
tion of cars or in furnishing facilities or inst 
with receiving, forwarding, or carrying s 

‘Sixth. That said Commissior 
remedy it can suggest to cure t V 

‘Seventh. That said Comn " 
or conclusions which it may think pertine 
set fortl 

*Bighth. That said Commission be 8 
tion at its earliest possible convenien 
above required from time t ni i 
sistent with the performance of its p ( 

Amend the title so as to read 

“Joint resolution instructing the Interstate ¢ 
make examinations int the 
monopolies in coal and oil and report on t 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, this re s t 
of what is believed to be the cony mn of ge] 
our public, as reflected by the Congress, tl e of 1 
interstate carriers in the United § Ss are ‘ough \ s 
ways and means, inflicting what se 3 at st to be 
upon the Ar hn peopl The com 
by the complaint of every i lual 1 ) to ¢ 
woes to the public for its sympathy, but when ec 
in such a manner as complaints in tl ( ! . 
that it is the duty of the Congress to ex 
and determine, first, whether they are 
whether they are violations of existing | I d, 
any new legislation on the part of Congress is 

This resolution, as originally introd) 
gentleman from Texas [| Mr. GILLespu 
tigation of the methods of carr 
olution introduced into the S« te of the 1 S 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. T 
for the investigation in refere to | ) 

The gentleman fr IK M CAMP- 
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BELL], who has been active in looking after the interests of his 
people, presented to the committee facts in support of his reso- 
lution which warrant the investigation as to oil. The commit- 
tee felt that inasmuch as there were specific charges in refer- 


ence to coal and oil it was the part of wisdom to extend the in- | 


vestigation to those products. The Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission has been intrusted with this duty, first, because the very 
nature of its duty places the information naturally within its 
It has been carrying on an investigation in reference to 
anthracite coal and is about to undertake the investigation as to 
oil. It expected that this investigation will be prompt, 
speedy, and effectual. 


grasp. 


is 


It is not necessary that I should take the time of the House | 


in recounting matters which Members already know. It is 
sufficient for me to say that the original old-fashioned notion 
which prevailed in this country since the time carriers were 
first instituted and up to a few years ago was that the inter- 
state carrier was authorized, was chartered, to do a specific 
work, which was the work of a common carrier, and that meant 
carrying the goods of and for the people at reasonable prices on 
equal terms to all. Now it has been charged, and I think with 
authority, that there is, through 
railroad stocks, a control which precludes fair treatment to the 
people in certain cases. 

It has been disclosed, in fact, that many of the officers of the 
coal-carrying roads are officers of other carriers, and through 
them the product is taken from the mine to the market. 
necessarily stand as a fact that when carriers are so combined, 
and especially when you add to that fact that many of these 
earriers actually own the coal and the coal fields, as is alleged 
in this case or in the cases presented, that they will necessarily 
use discrimination, that thereby they will tend to monopoly, 
and those necessities of life—coal and oil—will be enhanced in 
their price to the consumers, who are thereby injured. It is 
also alleged on what seems to be good authority that where 
the roads themselves do not own the coal mines and the coal 
which they carry that their officers or men allied with them 


do control an interest in them. Now, I do not say that all of 
these alleged conditions are unlawful. I den’t know whether | 
they are or not. I know that certain States have passed laws 


prohibiting carriers from engaging merchants. I contend 
that it against public policy for any public earrier to be- 
come a dealer in the products which it hauls; but if it is not 
the law of the land, then certainly if the alleged conditions are 


as 


is 


found to exist this Congress should be placed in a position of | 


knowled in order that it may enact a law which will cure 
these defects, if defects they are found to be. 
Mr. Speaker, without attempting to go into detail, but believ- 


ing that this is a question which should be submitted to the 


intercorporate ownership of | 


It must | 
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the scope of this resolution, the scope of this inquiry, is so co) 
plete touching the subject-matter of the proposition which 
made that I feel it not only my duty to refrain from introduci 
that bill until this investigation shall have been had, but I d 
sire also to give the reason for it, so that it might not be und 


| Stood that I had in any wise slackened in my attitude to sup) 








an investigation of this character. 

I believe that covered by this resolution are the greatest e\ 
affecting the people of the United States in the matter of tra 
portation in this country. And I believe that upon a re; 
that lays bare the actual facts in those cases not one case, 
ten cases, but hundreds of cases, Congress will be in a posit 
to legislate intelligently. I am glad that the scope of this res) 
lution is broad enough to give notice to certain gentlemen t! 
the Congress of the United States is not so chiidish in its know!}- 
edge of men and passing affairs that the puerile statement o 
great railroad man that his corporation does not own a < 
trolling interest in certain other corporations—that is, does no 
own the majority of the stock of certain other corporation 
is ho answer to the proposition that there is that sort of a « 
bination and community of interest and community of manag 
ment that brings that corporation and those that it dominates 
directly under the very ban that this resolution seeks to ay 

Therefore I most heartily support this resolution, and I 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission will show itself » 
efficient than I have ever believed it was in a prompt, « 
getic, intelligent, and complete investigation, and a report upo: 
which Congress can act. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I will yield the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi five minutes. If the gentleman will permit, I had hoped 
that we might close this discussion at the end of the hour. as 
we have other matters here. I was going to ask—this, of course. 
does not apply to the gentleman from Mississippi—that at the 
end of the hour gentlemen who desire to print on this subject 
may have permission to do so. I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, “the gentleman from Missis 
sippi” never prints. I rise merely for the purpose of saying 
without argument at all that what I have heard from the gent! 
man from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENoR] convinces me that I and all 
of this side of the House, at any rate, ought to support the reso- 
lution which is offered by the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. 
TOWNSEND]. I think that we ought never to miss an oppoi 
tunity to shed the light of publicity upon these corrupt details 
of corporate life, and if I had needed any argument at all t 
convince me that I was right I would have received it a moment 
ago from the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor]. \p- 
plause. } 

Mr. TOWNSEND. 





I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


| West Virginia [| Mr. GAINES]. 


Congress and by it to somebody with authority and ability to 
investigate, 1 am pleased to report that the committee has pre- 
sented unanimously this resolution for the consideration of | 
the House, which should pass unanimously. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the | 


gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. JI yield to the gentleman for a question, 
and then I shail reserve the balance of my time. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know 
something a little more definite about the purpose and scope of 
this investigation. Is it the intention to clothe the Interstate 
Commerce Commission with authority to investigate the coal 
and oil industries as bearing upon the question of interstate 
transportation under the interstate-commerce law, or is the reso- 
lution broad enough to require an independent investigation of 
these industries to ascertain whether there be trusts and com- 


binations under the antitrust statutes of the country? The ques- 


| brought about by arrangement similar in nature but « 


tion is, Is this investigation to be conducted as bearing upon 
the question of interstate transportation? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I think it is. It was so thought by the 
r Litter 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. So that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission is not to he authorized to go out and pursue an investi- | 
gation purely for the purpose of ascertaining whether an unlaw- | 
ful trust combination exists independent of the question of | 
ransportation ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Independent of interstate carriers; no, sir. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. GRosvENOoR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, at the time the railroad 
rate bill was pending in the House I gave notice, first, that I 
would offer an amendment to that bill touching the subject- 
matter of the pending resolution, but later on, having been 
advised by the friends of the measure that it might encumber 
the measure, I gave notice further that I would introduce an 
independent bill on that subject. I rise now mainly to say that 


i? 


The SPEAKER. The 
recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I address the 
House at this time only because the acts out of which this ) 
lution grew have occurred principally in the State of \est 
Virginia. In April, 1904, I introduced into this House, 
before the close of that session and shortly after the 
munity of interest which has been complained of had been « 
tablished by these railroads, a resolution asking for an i 
gation by the Interstate Commerce Committee of that 


gentleman from West Virgin is 


ment. Very shortly thereafter the Interstate Commer 
nission investigated that arrangement and reported f ) 
the country the nature of that interest and control. Th 
tion which has been complained of is one that has occu: ! 


the development of railroad building in this country. I 
the railroads when they combined did it for the pur| 
increasing the profits of the railroads by promoting tli 


ment of traffic. The community of interest which is com) ( 

of now—the arrangement which is objected to now, i! x 
ists, and we all believe it does—is a limitation upon t e 
competition in the sale of coal and coke in this country. s 


l i 


| in purpose. The real trouble is this, that the railroa e 
combined not for the purpose of promoting the move I 
traffic, and in that way increasing the revenues and the 38 
of the roads, but for the purpose of preventing the nh it 
of traffic on the part of the smaller of the two compani a 
bining. For instance, it is charged and believed that of 
the great railroad companies of the country, engaged e 
transportation of coal, has procured the control of the ; 
ing coal roads in West Virginia, to wit, the Chesape : 

iV 


Ohio, the Baltimore and Ohio, and the Norfolk and Weste: 


1906. 








r the purpose of promoting the exchange of traffic among all 


ose companies, but for the purpose of preventing the three | 


mtrolled roads from carrying the amount of coal to market 
iat they would if it were not for this arrangement. 


So that the real question which is to be reached by this inves- 
ration is this one: Whether common carriers engaged in a pub- 
service can make an arrangement by which one public agency 
iy control another, not for the purpose of promoting the public 
rvice and increasing by legitimate means the revenues of the 
neies in the combination, but so that the controlling road 
not suffer by competition at the hands of the corporation 
ich is under control. 

However, Mr. Speaker, it ought to be known everywhere that 
» investigation will bring relief of itself, and that no laws 
ch we can pass here will be self-executing any more than the 

; already in existence. It has recently been said in the pub- 

prints that the State of West Virginia has no adequate laws 

n this subject. I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, that the laws 

he State of West Virginia are as advanced and as ample to 

relief in this matter as the laws of any other State of this 
yn. 

1895 the legislature of West Virginia enacted these pro- 

AD COMPANIES PROHIBITED FROM BUYING AND SELLING COAL OR 

COKE, AND DISCRIMINATING 
is chapter 16, acts 1895, the title of which is “An act to prevent 
d companies from buying and selling coal or coke, and to pre- 
liscriminating.’’ ] 

30. It shall be unlawful for any railroad corporation to engage, 
or indirectly, in the business of buying and selling coal or coke, 
mise, pledge, or lend its credit, money, or other property or 

alue to another, either natural or corporate, engaged in such 
but nothing herein shall prevent such corporation from pur- 

. ich articles for its own consumption, or when it is the owner 

h commodities from selling and shipping the same: Provided, 

g so such corporation shall —_ oe nate in rates, distribu- 
ars, or otherwise against otl shippers of like commodities 








line: And provided further, That when such company has the | 


to sell either of such commodities, and is unable from any cause 
any bona fide contracts it may have made to supply such cx 
or either of them, it may purchase them to enable it to fill 
mtracts. (1895 Acts, 16:1.) 
81. Every railroad corporation along whose line of railroad the 
es of mining coal or manufacturing coke is carried on shall, 
t discrimination between or amongst shippers and without un- 
ary delay, make a reasonable provision for the transportation 
such coal and coke offered for tran sportation over its railroad, 
) such railroad corporation shall discriminate in rates, distribu 
f cars, or otherwise against or among shippers of coal or coke 
for shipment on its line or lines. (1895 Acts, 16: 2.) 
86. Such corporation, company, public carrier, or individual 
ike reasonable provisions for trans portation of all freight that 
offered it for shipment, and transport the same without unrea- 
delay; and shall not discriminate against or among persons 
freight for shipment over such railroad in rates, distribution, 
tment of cars, or otherwise under substantially similar circum- 
and conditions; and shall not give or allow to any shipper or 
e of freight any rebate or drawback so as to give such shipp« 
gnee any ady antage over any other shipper or consignee. The 
ation for the transportation of goods and merchandise, and all 
of property hereinbefore described, shall be interpreted to in 
| fees and commissions charged by any such corporation, 
y, public carrier, or individual, their agent or agents, for mani- 
receiving, handling, shipping, and delivering any goods, mer- 
e, and all other kinds of property for transportation on said 
s, so that the entire charge made by such corporation, company, 
rier, or individual shall not exceed the regular transportation 
n prescribed, except for the storage of any articles in any 
vv warehouse of such corporation, company, public carrier, or 
lual, or in any depot or warehouse by their agent or agents, 
in in such depot or warehouse after the lapse of twenty- 
from the time the consignee is notified by the agent 
other employees of such oneperatsen, company, public carrier, 
individual of their arrival, in case where the abode of the con- 
known to said agents. (1895 Acts, 17, 3.) 


back as 1872 the following provisions had been en- 
West Virginia: 














AS 





HALL TRANSPORT PASSENGERS AND FREIGHT WHEN OFFERED. 
97. All railroad corporations whose lines of road shall extend 
through this State and which extensions are incorporated by the 
this State or any other State, or the United States, shall take 
nsport passengers and freight when offered: Provided, That such 
{ corporation shall not be permitted to charge for the transporta- 
= ight and passengers, or either, a less sum from one terminus 
sad to the other, than from an intermediate station to either 
s desale nor a greater sum for the transportation of fre 
ngers, or either, from any intermediate station to either ter- 
f the road, or from either terminus to an intermediate station 
intermediate station to another, than from any intermedi- 
n to either terminus or from either terminus to any inter- 
station, or from one intermediate station to another, where 
ince is less. (1872-3 Acts, 227: 9.) 
ILLFUL VIOLATION DEEMED A FORFEITURE OF FRANCHISES. 
103. Any willful violation of the provisions of this act, on the 


. 








any railroad corporation, shall be deemed and taken as a for- 
of its franchises, and such corporation so offending shall be 
led against by the prosecuting attorney in any county through 
vhich its road may run, by scire facias, or upon information in 
ire of a quo warranto, to judgment of ouster and final execu 


1 any prosecution or proceeding under this section, if the vio- 


omplained of be proved, it shall be presumed to have been 


until the contrary thereof be proved. (1872 
11877 Acts, 117.) 


8 Acts, 227: 15; 





| 


And there are other 


ginia which 


o 


£o 


t 


U0 


show 
not only made provisions as to furnish 


vent discriminations i 


among the ca 
ginia now which will enable priv 


rriers, but 
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prov isions 


h rates 
there 


that 


vate suit and litigation to secure 
much in favor 
participated in its favorable report 


I am very 


devices are already 


known 


of 


State ¢ 


the 


and 
is law 


of the 


out ¢ 


tion and this monopoly, in part, 


the country, 


and the w 
after the Interstate 


vestigation it 


their own cases and 


courts. 


will 


be 1 


YT 
ip 


bodies for the passage of 
than to go into 


upon‘rights already 


chief causes 


I am glad 


if it should | 


that they wi 
their own eff 


to come to th 


to 


bring 
The habit of waiting upon 


the courts 
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country to-day. 
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1} 
ii 
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own energy and 


Mr. TOWNSEND. 
colleague from 
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country is free of foreign domination ; we have freed it of super- 
stition; now let’s free it of human greed. [Loud applause.] 
Mr. TOWNSEND. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fourteen minutes. 
Mr. LACEY. I hope the gentleman will yield sufficient of 
that time to answer an inquiry with reference to the resolution. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. I will. 
Mr. LACKEY. Mr. Speaker, out in Iowa, in the district which 
I have the honor to represent, we have this condition of things. 


That is the heart of the coal regions of Iowa. Some of the 
railroads at a distance have built lateral lines to the coal 
fields. Corporations have been organized, and the stock of 
those corporations is owned by the railway company. They 


have done this in order to make themselves independent in 
obtaining fuel for the operation of their roads, and are not 
using the lines nor their coal fields for the purpose of competing 
or interfering with other coal miners. I ask the gentleman if in 
his opinion this resolution is intended to attack this method of 
the railroad companies to secure coal for their own use? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. In answer to the gentleman from Iowa, I 
will say that the resolution is intended to place before Congress 
full information to the conditions which may exist, and 
showing the relations between interstate carriers of the country 


as 


and the coal and oil companies of the country. I do not imagine 
that the ease which the gentleman states is one that would 
require aciion upon the part of the Congress. It is the object to 
reach th corporations which are carrying on business in 


restraint of trade and which descriminate against the people 
of the United } 

Mr. STEENERSON.,. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan if when he answered the gentleman from Indiana 
| Mr. CeuMPACKER] that the contemplated investigation had noth- 
ing to do with the antitrust act, whether he had before him 
subdivisions three and four of this resolution, because it seems 
to me that the inquiry contemplated within the third and fourth 
subdivisions of this resolution absolutely cover the kind of con- 
spiracies embraced in the antitrust act, and it covers other 
things than those which the proper function of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission is supposed to embrace. It seems to me 
that the investigation of whether cr not there is a combination 
in restraint of trade in favor of trusts or otherwise is a little 
beyond the function of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
which has already attached to it duties which reach the limit of 
its proper functions. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I 
what I said to the gentleman from Indiana, that this resolution 
does not go into the coal and oil business, except as it enters 
into interstate commerce. That is all. 

Mr. MAHON. Let me ask the gentleman a question, not in 
criticism of the resolution. How are you going to investigate 
the oil business? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Not knowing very well myself, I thought 
it wise to submit that matter to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

Mr. MAHON. They can not under this resolution in the form 
that it is now presented. The main quantity of oil coming from 
the fields of Kansas afd Texas are shipped over pipe lines, and 
a very small proportion of it goes over the railroad as refined 
oil. Now, pray tell me, how is our friend from Texas going 
to get any relief from this resolution on oil transported from a 
private oil field from the State of Texas, who will be compelled 
to sell their oil at a reduced price when they have it shipped? 
You do not mention pipe lines in your resolution at all. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. We did not attempt to do anything, I 
will say to the gentleman, except as to railroad carriers engaged 


States. 


in interstate commerce, and for other evils that exist we will 
have t» secure some other form of relief. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I will say to the gentleman 
that this resolution is only directed to the business of the com- 


mon Carriers 


Tr 
Mr. 


the railroad companies. 

MAHON. The pipe line is a common carrier. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia (continuing). That is doing 
ness in the interstate commerce of the country. 

Mr. MAHON. The pipe lines are engaged in doing interstate 
business. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. It is impossible for a pipe 
line to separate one man’s stuff from another; it goes in bulk. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. One lot of oil must push 
another lot ahead of it and there is no possibility of distinguish- 
ing one portion of the oil or one portion of the gas from another. 
This resolution looks, and I think it looks only, to the trans- 
portation of the refined product from the refineries to the 
consumers, and that is a very important branch of the railroad 
companies’ business, 


hay 


VUSI 
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Mr. MAHON. It has been held that these pipe-line companies 
are transportation companies, and that they come under ¢!)> 
interstate-commerce act; and they have robbed the priyato 
operators in the oil fields of Kansas and Texas, compelling ih 
to sell their oil at a less price than they were entitled 
receive for it. Now, if you are going to investigate the «:) 
business you must take in the pipe lines, because the railros\| 
companies do very little of the transportation of the oil. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. May I ask the gentleman to read 
principle set forth in the title to this joint resolution, wh) 
says: 

Joint resolution instructing the Interstate Commerce Commission ;{ 
make examination into the subject of railroad discriminations 4:4 
monopolies in coal and oil, and report on the same from time to ti 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; but you have amended the bill to inyesj;- 
gate the oil business, and the oil business is transacted throug) 
the pipe lines. Why not amend your bill so as to put in ithe 
pipe lines? The resolution in its present form does not apyiy 
to the transportation of crude oil at all. They can crush all ihe 
private operators in the country as they please. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I ask unanimous consent that Members 
may have five legislative days in which to print remarks on 
this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
Members may kave unanimous consent to print remarks on this 
joint resolution for five legislative days. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Michigan if he intends this to close the debate. 
I should like two or three minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I had intended to close, but I will gladiy 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. , 

Mr. MANN. I make no objection to the request. 

The SPEAKER. No objection is made to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I yield five minutes to my colleague from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, while I am in favor of the resoly- 
tion, being a member of the committee which reported it, | 
think it is proper and fair to the House to call attention to one 
matter in the resolution which Members may wish to know 
hereafter. The proposition in this resolution is, among other 
things, to have the Interstate Commerce Commission make an 
investigation as to whether the railroad companies have violated 


| any of the provisions of the Sherman antitrust law, so far as 


will simply repeat to the gentleman | their operations are concerned with the dealing in coal or oil. 


The Supreme Court of the United States has held that the Sher- 
man anti-trust law applies to the railroad companies. We li: 
provided by law that in any investigation made by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission it may require any person to 
appear before that body and testify, and that no one can im 
immunity from giving testimony on the ground that the test- 
mony may render him liable to prosecution or tend to incrimi- 
nate him. 

We give to the Interstate Commerce Commission the power 
to compel any railroad official or other person in the country who 
may have knowledge upon any of these questions to appear 
before the Commission and to testify under oath; but w 
vide by the law that the person having testified can not be sub- 
jected to prosecution in relation to any of the matters concer 
which he has testified; not limiting that to the use 0! 
testimony in the case, but exempting him from prosecution. 
So that in this resolution we direct the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to call before it for investigation the officials 0! 
every railroad in the United States that may be charged ' 
in a combination contrary to the Sherman antitrust lav d 
then we exempt them from prosecution. We might as wel! say 
in the resolution or in law that if they have violated the 
man antitrust law we exempt them from prosecution here: '‘c’, 
and so far as they are concerned we repeal the Sherman *1u 
trust law as applied to railroads dealing in coal or oi! 
erties by reason of the passage of this resolution. 

While it does not seem to me at this time under the « 
stances advisable to oppose this resolution, forced into 
by the position of the committee and the country 4 
House, it does seem to me that the House ought to kn 


ye 


in passing a resolution of this sort they are exempting — } 
prosecution the men whom we are seeking to prosecute. ro 
result of dur action is that whereas now they are su t to 
prosecution, by direction of the Attorney-General of the £1" i 
States, when this investigation ends they will be exempt !'ol 
prosecution, and when we seek to punish them we exempt tell 
from punishment. 

Mr. WANGER. Will my friend permit a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. a 


Mr. WANGER. The gentleman’s remarks are based « 
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supposition that the Interstate Commerce Commission will a The resolution as amended was ordered to be read third 
amine the persons who have offended against the antitrust law? | time, and was read the third time. 

Mr. MANN. My proposition is based upon the supposition | The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to th 
that in making an examination of this matter they must call | preamble. 
the officials of the railroads before them, and having called the | The amendment to the preamble was considered, and agreed t 
ilicials of the railroads before them those officials can not be | The SPEAKER. The question now on the passage of tl 


rosecuted. 
Lion. 
Mr. WANGER. But if they can get the information without 
alling any of these gentlemen there will be no immunity. 
Mr. MANN. ‘There is no immunity unless they are called. 
Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. 
question? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman think 
he resolution gives the Interstate Commerce Commission all 
power necessary to carry out what is required of them in 
e resolution? 
Mr. MANN. TI think the Interstate Commerce Commission 
w under existing law has all the power that can be conferred 


I do not know how else they will get the informa- 


on them by any act of Congress to make the investigation. | 


is resolution simply requires them to do that which they have 

e power to do now under the existing law. 

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. It seems to me that this 
resolution embraces within it subjects that the Interstate Com- 
merece Commission was not heretofore charged with. They are 
required to do something here that they did not have the power 
to do before. If that is the case, would it not be necessary in 


this resolution to stipulate that they should have further power | 


compel the attendance of witnesses and the production of 

‘ks and documents in order to make the investigation which 
the Commission is charged with and which they were not au- 
thorized to make heretofore? 

Mr. MANN. They have the power under the law to make 


l, investigation as they please concerning the carrying on of | 


| less by any railroad under the operation of law, and that 
all that this resolution does. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield 
Mr. TOWNSEND. I will. 

he SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. All that the gentleman from Iowa re- 


Mr. HEPBURN. 


J 


Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution does 


s has spoken at all. 
has the power now to institute this investigation, and if 
they. were to do it upon their own motion, witnesses that 


unity of which he speaks. So that there is no change of 
character effected by this legislation. 
‘ir. MANN, I hope the gentleman from Iowa did not under- 
i me to say that I thought there was any change. 
HEPBURN. I did understand the purpose of the gen- 
in’Ss argument was against this proposition because of that 
supposed immunity that would result. 
Mir. MANN. 
e gentleman will pardon me. I was simply calling the at- 
‘rstand it, because that situation will arise hereafter. 
HEPBURN. 
will probably come up, but there is no change effected by 
resolution. Whatever immunity gentlemen would have, if 
examination was voluntary upon the part of the Interstate 
‘rce Commission, it would be precisely the same under 
ct where it becomes compulsory. 
MANN. Undoubtedly. 
TOWNSEND. There is no law now, as I understand, 
h will compel a man to testify if he pleads that it would 


View 


uf 


minate himself. This does not change the law in any 
cular. 
Mr. MANN. This does not change the law, but the law does 


compel a man to testify before the Interstate Commerce 
mission notwithstanding he may plead that his testimony 
t incriminate him. He must testify, but he can not be 
‘cuted. 

TOWNSEND. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
on the resolution and the amendment. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves the 
‘i us question on the resolution and the amendment to its 
passage, 

‘ previous question was ordered. 


e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


‘he amendment was considered, and agreed to. 


Will the gentleman allow me | 


iffect the law in respect to which the gentleman from IIli- | 
He is right in saying that the Commis- | 


it be called would, under the operation of the law, have the | 


I was not even arguing against the resolution, | 
n of the House to the situation so that Members might | 


There is, no question about that; that ques- | 


resolution. 
| The resolution was passed. 
| The title was amended. 


} PENSION DAY. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, under the rule bills on the 
Private Calendar are in order to-day. I ask unanimous consent 
that to-morrow be substituted for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that to-morrow be substituted for to-day for 
the consideration of pension bills upon the Private Calendar. 
Is there objection? 

| There was no objection. 

DAMS AND POWER STATIONS AT MUSCLE SHOALS, ALABAMA. 

| Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table for present con 
sideration the bill (H. R. 297) to authorize the construction of 


dams and power stations on the Tennessee Ri at Muscle 
Shoals, Alabama, which, by concurrent resolution of the Senate 
and the House, was sent by the President of the 
back to this House for the purpose of amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani 
mous consent that the Muscle Shoals bill returned by the Pres 
dent to the House be taken from the Speaker’s table for pr« 
consideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, as I 
committee authorized the reporting of the bill | 


ver 


United States 


Se 


understand, the 


H. R. 14970) to 


authorize the construction of dams and power stations on the T¢ 
nessee River at Muscle Shoals, Alabama, with a view to pass 
| it under suspension of the rules by a two-thirds vote 


Now, thi 
request of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Rici s 


not seem to contemplate that. I think he will agree with 
that it has been the understanding this measure should | 
brought up under suspension of the rules under the same cond 
tions as would have existed had it been brought up on Monday. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is the agreement, Mr 


Speaker, made between the gentleman from Ohi: 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I desire that to be cl 


) ind myself 


irly understood. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentle l 
from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON] modifies his request for unani- 
mous consent that the bill referred to upon the Speaker's table 


may be considered as upon a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. PAYNE. And pass the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be corr 
informed in regard to this. A new bill as a substi 
old bill has been introduced here, being the bill 
Is that the bill that we are to cor 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands tl the reque 
| ty consider the bill that was returned by tl f tl 
United States to the House and which is upon the Speaker’ 
table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. § 
I am authorized by the Committee on 
Commerce, by a unanimous vote, to call th 
mentary stage under any ci 
the authority given me by that 

The SPEAKER. This is a ] 
| under which, if the Chair understands the 
tleman, if unanimous consent is given, bill upor f 
er’s table returned from the President shall be considered 
upon a motion to suspend the rules and dispose of tl 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. ' 
my great anxiety to have a hearin 1 th ed 
me to make that agreement, and which agreement I tend to 
abide by. It was made in good faith. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, a 
that consent, would the passage 
suspension of the rules, requiring a 

The SPEAKER. There is no substit 
derstands it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, an amended bill; wl 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. §; ‘ I hold 
hand an enrolled bill that came from the 
States. 

The SPEAKER. 


sider ? 


renm 
reum 


stances 
committe 


rroceedil hy 


o 


Will the gentleman, fo 


submit to the Chair just what action he 
take? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alaban 
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Clerk’s desk to be read just the proposition that I desire to 
submit. 

The SPEAKES. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 




























































































The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that all of that 
is included in the resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. If the concurrent resolution is agreed to, 
then there is no further action necessary to be taken. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RIcHARDSON] introduced, . 
February 15, a new bill containing all the changes proposed | 
the concurrent resolution in the former bill, and it seems to ; 
that instead of the House passing a concurrent resolution 4 
recting the enrolling clerks to make a lot of amendments in 1 
bill different from the way the bill passed the House it would 
be better practice for the House to pass the new bill, and | 
think that ought to be satisfactory to the gentleman from A 
bama [Mr. RrcHarpson], and I undersand that is satisfa: 
to the opposition. I suggest to the gentleman that he mod 
his request to ask leave to suspend the rules for the purpos: 
putting the bill H. R. 14970 upon its passage. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not to put it upon its passage, but to pass ii 

Mr. MANN. Well, to pass the bill. That does away 





tise 


| any question about changing the record and permitting 


enrolling clerk to make changes in something which do 
accord with the facts, and it accomplishes the same results 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No, indeed, it does n 
the gentleman will think for a moment. I am not staking a 
soluely everything upon the passing of the resolution just 
I will be required to get a two-thirds vote on the resolution. | 
do not understand that curtailed any of my rights or fort 1 
any of them in connection with this resolution by introd 
the bill to which the gentleman alluded. 

Mr. MANN. I am saying to the gentleman a failure to 
pend the rules and pass House bill 14970, if put to a vote, would 
not affect in any way whatever the right to have this b 
ported out of the committee and considered in the usual 1 
in the House on ¢all of committees, so the gentleman «dk 
lose any of his rights. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I admit that is true 
Interstate Commerce Committee has unanimously adopted 
bill, but this bill (297), Mr. Speaker, went to the Presi 
and there—I do not violate any of the parliamentary 
by saying it—was for four or five days discussed before 
President by different gentlemen, and these amendments 
fered and contained in the resolution come from the hig! 
authority of our Government in control of matters « 
nature, and my purpose was to stand by what they had l 
down for me. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to object to 
what the gentleman asked, but I think the House is indul , 
in a very dangerous practice if it starts to direct the en 
clerks to change the record. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I think the gent! 
from Illinois is right in favoring the consideration of t! 
H. R. 14970. Such procedure as is suggested by the gentl 
from Alabama would be very novel, and it would be very 
fusing to discuss this resolution, and I shall feel compelled 
to object to it. I will not object if there is a motion 
pend the rules for the consideration of the bill H. R. 14970) 

The SPEAKER. Is the bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. That bill is on the Calendar. ! 
the gentleman from Alabama will realize that he loses 1 
sible right by the substitution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Our agreement re! 
the bill H. R. 297, on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. But this bill (14970) has been 
brought into the House embodying all the proposed amen 
and is perfectly clear, while the resolution sets forth a 
of amendments which necessarily will confuse the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do I understand the 
man from Ohio to say now that he will make an objection 
bill No..297 being taken from the Speaker’s table, whi 


| sent back from the President of the United States? 


| 
i 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
. That the action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
of the Pre t pro tempore of the Senate in signing the enrolled bill 
H. R. 297 “An act to authorize the construction of dams and power 
s is <« tl lennessee Rive at Muscle Shoals, Alabama ’’-—be 
rescinded, and that in the reenrollment of the bill the following amend- 
1d section 1 of the enrolled bill by striking out, after the word 
at the end of line 5, section 1, page 1, the following: “ between 
t math of Malletts Creek on the east, and,” in line 6 of said sec- 
t in lieu thereof “and the Seeretary of War may approve 
it on the muthern ide of the river oppor ite to or below 
1 d « pening of t canal constructed by the United States on 
{ n de of the 1 on the east, and.’”’ Insert after the word 
10 of said section 1, page 1, the following: “ between 
I ty Il ts ve mentioned 
\ l , af the word “ war,” in line 13, of said section | 
a 1 enré 1 bill, the following: “for the protection of 
’ ! property and other interests of the United States; ” 
so that d sé on 1 of the enrolled bill when amended will read as 
f 
t t etc., T any person, company, or corporation hay- 
therefor under the laws of the State of Alabama may | 
maintain, and use a dam or dams in or across the | 
rm mm @ State of Alabama, at such points at Muscie 
t n elect, and t Secre y of War may approve, be- 
t ithern side of the river opposite to or below 
! ope x of the canal constructed by the United States on 
f the 1 +r, on the east, and the western line of sec- 
! range 1 e west, for the purpose of erecting, 
‘ ning | station and to maintain inlet and 
‘ ~ it ke such other improvements on the 
rennessee River, between the two points above 
i or 1 development P water power 
f i same, subject always the provisions and 
f 1 to such conditions and stipulations as may 
y the ¢ f Engine and the e of War for 
ra iga 1 and the property and other interests of the 
ted S 
1d 2, pe oO striking out after 
d ns in 5 ‘ n, all down to and 
\ ! d 1, of the enrolled bill, by striking out | 
t rd i line 28, page 1, all down to and including 
¥ e 2s nd insert in lieu thereof the following: | 
I Ri » that said section 2 of the enrolled bill 
j vw j fo lows * 
Ss = 7 t f ans for the construction and operation of a dam 
3 othe ; nant and necessary works shall be submitted 
I company, or corporation desiring to construct the same 
1 » Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War, with a map show- 
‘ tion of ch dam or other structures with such topographical 
] lata as may be necessary for a satisfactory under- 
li t same, which must be approved by the Chief of En- 
1 the Secr« of War before work can be commenced on | 
1 dam or dams or « structures; and after such approval of said 
j deviation whatsoever therefrom shall be made without first 
‘ pproval of the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of 
\ I I t eonstruetions hereby authorized do not in- 
ti I on of Muscle Shoals Canal or the navigation 
of the Tennessee River: And provided further, That said dam or dams 
1 ks shall be limited only to the use of the surplus water of the 
I I t j i for the navigation of the Muscle Shoals Canal or the 
I'¢ f Riv and t 10 structures shall be built and no opera- | 
t icted tl iling themselves of the provisions of this 
‘ which shall injure interfere with the navigation of tl Muscle 
Shoals Canal o usefulness of any improvement made by the 
Gi iment in the int f navigation.” 
{mend section 3, page 2, of said enrolled bill, by striking out all 
the word “ otherwise,” In line 17, of said section 3, page 2, down 
( g the rd damage’”’ at the end of line 18 of said 
I and insert in lieu thereof the following: “in a cour 
petent risdiction so that said section 3 of said enrolled Dill 
t ing so amended will rea 
5 3. Fi the Government of the United States reserves the 
I \ e that the improvement of the navigation of the Ten- 
! to construct, maintain, and operate, in connec- 
; r works built under the provisions of this 
Loe or any other structures for navigation pur- 
a ntrol such dam or dams or other structures, 
f ised by such dam or dams, to such an ex- 
‘ovide facilities for navigation; and when- 
the construction of such lock or other | 
1 person, company, or corporation owning and controlling 
} m or d or other structures shall convey to the United States, | 
( s hall prescribe, titles to such land as 
! he use of such lock and approaches, and in addi- 
1 unt t the United States, free of cost, the free 
ling and operating such constructions: | 
, company, or corporation building, main- 
ny dam or dams or other structures under the 
f all be liable for any damage that may be in- | 
there yon | ate property, either by overflow or otherwise, 
f { jurisdiction. The person, company, or cor- 
ion or operating any such dam shall maintain, at their 
e" ts and other signals thereon and such fishways 
.. as the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall preseribe.” - 
The SPEAKER. Now, the request of the gentleman, as the 
Chair understands it, is for unanimous consent at this time to 
ve to suspend the rules and pass the concurrent resolution 
in | respects, except as to time, the same as making the mo- 
tion under Rule XXVIII of the House. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And pass the amendment 
j read by the Clerk to the enrolled bill. The Chair has the 
enrolled bill there, 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of 
ment with me. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I did feel like objecting a ! 
Our original understanding was that this reso! L 
should be brought up, and with a view to absolute obs ; 
of the letter of our understanding I will not object if t 
tleman from Alabama insists, but I am satisfied it wil! 
confusing. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. DALZELL. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. DALZELL. 


I would say this—— 
Alabama. That was your 


ago. 


Is there objection? 

A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speak: 
The gentleman will state it. : 

I have no objection at all to this 





1906. 


jection to its consideration at this time, but do I cntiannian| Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The 
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Kt 


adie 


first question before Hous 
ie Speaker holds there can be a suspension of the rules on as I take it, under this request for unanimous ¢ Shall 
iything except on the first and third Mondays of the month? | the rules be suspended and the resolution amending the 

fhe SPEAKER. By no manner of means. This is a request}; Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 1 did not hear the 

‘unanimous consent to move to suspend the rules at this time, | man from Ohio. 
uspend them otherwise than under the conditions of Rule | Mr. BURTON of Ohio, The question which will first aris 

SX VIII, and the Chair thinks that the House may waive the | before the House will be, Shall the rules be suspended and 
stion as to the time when the motion may be made. The | resolution amending this bill (H. R. 297) be sed I 

ouse may do almost anything by unanimous consent. | require a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the Speaker will bear with me for a} The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the req 
nent, that is true unless there be something in the rules to | for unanimous consent the question will be in all ) 
contrary, but this rule says: subsequent proceedings in considering the concurrent ré 

hall the Speaker entertain a motion to suspend the rules except | tion, to consider it under Rule XXVIII, as stated by the | 
e first and third Mondays of each month. | And the Chair will further state that a second would | 

Now, it seems to me the request for unanimous consent is | be made, unless waived, if demanded. He will further 
ust that, and it seems to me it would be a very bad prece- | that if unanimous consent is given, instead of the debate 
{ | forty minutes it will be an hour and twenty nutes | 


do not wish to be misunderstood with respect to the merits 
the bill. I am not talking about that now. I am talking 
the question of the rules; and it seems to me that it was 
intention of the rule to place a limitation upon the power of 
House by placing a limitation on the power of the Speaker. 

ys that he shall not entertain a motion to suspend the rules. 


It is very much like the case of the rule that prohibits the 


s cer from entertaining a motion to permit parties not per- | 
d by the rule to come upon the floor of the House. 
» SPEAKER. But that rule, the gentleman will recollect, 
its the Speaker from submitting a request for unanimous 


This rule does not. The Chair could not and would 

ntertain a motion on any except the two Mondays specified, 

this comes by a request for unanimous consent that the 
s ‘ shall entertain a motion to suspend the rules under the 
; of Rule XXVIII. 


It seems to the Chair that the House | 


under the rule, if it sees proper to do so, give unanimous | 


it 


if RICHARDSON of Alabama. I thought, Mr. Speaker, the 


H » by unanimous consent could do anything. 
» SPEAKER. The Speaker has just so stated. However, 
I iything, because there is a rule, for instance, in the Manual 


that prohibits the Speaker from even submitting a request for 
mous consent, but that is not this rule. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
v to ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ricuarpson] if 
] willing this should go under the rule for twenty minutes’ 
on a side? 

‘SPEAKER. It would go if a request is made. 

RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not think the gentle- 
from New York [Mr. Payne] would enforce that rule on 
‘ituse I want time to explain this bill to the House. 
PAYNE. I would suggest that the gentleman couple with 
est, if he can, a request as to an agreement on the time 
mate, 
RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
PAYNE. Why not 
\ RICHARDSON of 
consent that 


a e 


We are going to do that. 
do it with this request? 
Alabama. Then I ask, Mr. Speaker, 
nous we be allowed an hour and twenty 
‘ Se 
SPEAKER. The gentleman also couples with his re- 
that, after a second is ordered, there shall be an hour and 
minutes in lieu of the forty minutes’ debate. 
BURTON of Ohio. An hour and twenty minutes in all. 
s forty minutes on a side. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the form in 
\ thi up I desire a distinct understanding, and I 
Speaker will restate the proposition. It seems to me 
sa very peculiar situation. We are passing a resolution 


Ss comes 


f ing numerous amendments not reported upon by any 
ee of the House. 
RICHARDSON of Alabama. That is a mistake, Mr 


- er. The Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee 
ported unanimously in favor of the amendments pro 
nd just read to the enrolled bill. 

PHAKER. The Chair will state for the information of 
leman 


sURTON of 


= 


Ohio. But embodied in a bill. The gentle 


n Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson] declines to request that | 


be allowed to come up. Now, I think it would be better 


t, but I feel like standing by the letter of my agreement, | 


tter 


how prejudicial it may be, although it was made 
i entire misunderstanding. Now, this is the point which 
the House should clearly understand. It requires 

rds vote to pass this motion in any event. Mr. Speaker, 
mentary inquiry. 

SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


the expiration of that time the vote will be upon suspending the 
rules and agreeing to the concurrent resol 
quire a two-thirds vote, a quorum being pr ; 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Another parliamentary 
What is this concurrent resolution that is pendi 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No. 10 

Mr. BURTON. Is it the one recalling the bill from tl: 
Executive Mansion? 

The SPEAKER. This concurrent resolution the « 
gentleman sends to the Clerk’s desk now; and it has been 1 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 1 
The gentleman from Alabama moves to suspend the rules 
agree to the concurrent resolution. Is a cond demanded 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I demand a second. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I ask unanimou 
that a second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is entitled to 
forty minutes, and the gentleman from Ohio to fort 1inute 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this bill do 
not in words or in effect contravene the usuaily accepted pri 
ple and theory of this Government, that wherever and w! eve 
the Government of the United States has expended any mom 
in large or small amounts, in the establishment or creatior 
works or structures on navigable streams, which establishm« 
of works incidentally creates water power, that no in O l 
poration shall be licensed to utilize and enjoy that privileg 
that power created by the Government, at the expense of pul 
money—unless they pay for it. I say this bill in no 1 mer 
contravenes that usually accepted princip! | on t 


trary, it goes upon the theory, and the facts sustain it, and that is 


all I wish the Members of this House to listen to It 











- >] I 
the theory and the principle that where the Govern ton a 
navigable river has not spent one dollar that creates an ou 
of power that the Government ought not to charge the « ZA 
the corporation for enjoying any privileges that b 
created by nature. In other words, the t] s | 
that if the Government has created valua 
the expenditure of public moneys, then these valual 
ought not to be given free to anyone. That is the | on I 
take, and { want to lay the facts of this bill before Me 
bers of this House. In that connecti Mr. S} 
i to read 
Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow 
question 7 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certa 
deal of pleasure. 
Mr. KEIFER. We have before us the b H. ] 1970 
seems to have been introduced on Febru v vt 
the bill you are proposing to pass 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alaban No { 
Wwe are proposing to pass. That bill co 
sions and egnditions that the enr l t 
amended as we now suggest. 
Mr. KEIFER. Then, in effect, it 
guage like it? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alaba T 
the same, a rrectiy stated by the distingu 
from Ohio; and my purpose in inti ucing 1 
see, to have something addit 1 to hol ‘ 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I des to ( i I I 
understand to be the ul ACC L« \ 
mulgated by the Chief Engineer, Get 1M 
ma le on April t, 1805, n ) WW e 
kind It correctly d fully states \ 54 G 
has in the navigable stream of the 
rights « be exercised I 
In nne 1 ¥ 


i 













































































2892 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





0 
23, 


FEBRUARY 





Federal Government over navigable waters. By virtue of its power to 
regulate commerce, Congress may exercise control over the navigable 
waters of the United States, but only to the extent necessary to protect, 
preserve, and improve free navigation. The Federal Government has 
ho possessery titie to the water flowing in navigable streams, nor to 

e land comprising their beds and shores, and hence Congress can 
grant no absolute authority to anyone to use and occupy such water 
and land for manufacturing and industrial purposes. The establish- 
ment, regulation, and control of manufacturing and industrial enter- 
prises, as well as other matters pertaining to the comfort, convenience, 





and prosperity of the people, come within the powers of the States, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States holds that the authority of a 


State over navigable waters within its borders, and the shores and | 
beds thereof, is plenary, subject only to such action as Congress may 
take in the execution of its powers under the Constitution to regulate 


commerce among the several States. 
And again, General Mackenzie says: 


Regarding the proposition to empower the Secretary of War to author- 
ize the use and development of water power at localities not improved 


by the United States, it should be borne in mind that natural water | 
power—that is, power made available by the existence of natural falls 
and rapids in a river—is appurtenant to riparian ownership, and the 


right to use it is governed by State laws on the subject of private prop- 
erty. 





As above set forth, the Federal Government can regulate and con- | 


trol it only to such extent as may be necessary in the interest of navi- | 


gation. 

In the above extracts the rights of the Federal Government 
are clearly defined. 
Shoals? Is it artificlal? No; it is “natural water power.” 
What kind of power is natural water power? Why, General 
Mackenzie, the Chief Engineer, says it is “ 
by the existence of natural falls and rapids in a river.” How 
is it at Muscle Shoals? Since the morning stars first sang to- 
gether, the power that God himself created when He sent the 
waters of the beautiful Tennessee on its course to the Gulf of 
Mexico have remained unchanged. They are to-day what they 
were at the beginning of time—no change, no diminution, no 
increase. The Government has not contributed one cent to cre- 
ate these powers. 
got there? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us see what the Chief Engineer of the 
United States Army says about this particular location and bill: 

The object of the bill is to permit the development and utilization of 
the great water power now going to waste on Muscle Shoals, and I see 
no reason now to object to its favorable consideration by Congress. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, should this valuable power be allowed 
longer to go to “ waste?” 

One thing more. I read to you now, Mr. Speaker, and gentle- 
men of the House, a letter from the Secretary of War on this 
subject, and I desire your especial attention to it. I have, gen- 
tlemen on my side, the facts in this case, and the justice and the 
equity is with me, according to the law and precedents that 
have governed in this country for time immemorial. 

I will now read a letter from the able jurist and distinguished 
gentleman, our Secretary of War, Hon. W. H. Taft. This whole 


matter, as you will see, was submitted to the Secretary of War 
by the President. It was fully discussed before him by the dis- 
inguished chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee [ Mr. 
Burton of Ohio]; by the Hon. W. P. Hepsurn, chairman of the 
great Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and my- 
self. What does the Secretary of War say about it? 

My Drar MR. PRESIDENT: You refer to me the question whether you 
ought to veto the bill known as “ House bill No. 297,” entitled “An 
act to authorize the construction of dams and power stations on the 


Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals, Alabama.” 





At the close of the Fifty-seventh session of Congress you vetoed a 
bill not unlike this in its provisions, and the question now is whether 
J should follow your course in that veto or allow the bill by your 
signature to become a law. I have conferred with Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Alabama, who is the author of the bill, and Mr. Burton, chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House, and Mr. HEPBURN, 
chai n of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee. I 
‘ ht to-say the bill in the House was considered by the Committee on 
I tate and Foreign Commerce, and was recommended by that com- 
mittes The tenor of your message vetoing the former bill was that, in 
J idgment, where’ the United States Government had created a 
v wer its improvements in a river, and in that part of a river 
\ is not navigable, the policy should be adopted of selling or in 
BK vay obtaining compensation for the private use of this water 
j t Government for its expenditures to improve the 
D t ‘ive! Accepting this as a principle to be followed, 
it st nevertheless, that the present bill can be so amended as | 
that nto | will not contravene the policy approved 
by you in inessage. The improvement in the Tennessee River at 
and ne Muscle Shoals is of two kinds. At Elk Shoals, which are 
above Muscle Shoals, the iprovements of the Government have created 
pools Ww this bill would give the beneficiaries the right to use for 
water pow ind ch a grant would probably be in contravention of 
the policy approved by you. But with respect to the Muscle Shoals 
proper, which lie opposite to the Government canal on the north side 
of the Tennessee River, 14 miles in length, the Government has done 
nothing to effect the natural water power that there exists; it has 
never increased or diminished such power; indeed, it has placed no 
structure in the river at all for that distance. If the bill can now be 
amended as to confine the privilege granted thereunder to the 14 
miles in the Muscle Shoals, opposite the 14-mile canal which is on the 
north sid f the river, the grant under this act will, in effect, be noth- 
ing more than the right to tie the dams to be constructed to the strip of 
land owned by the Government between the north bank of the river and 
the south bank of the 14-mile canal. The bill makes proper provision 


What kind of power is this at Muscle | 


power made available | 


What ownership, I ask, has the Government 








for the supervision of any such use of this Government strip of land, so 
that the Government interests, either in the ownership of the propert 
or in the navigation of the river, will not be injuriously affected. 1|t 

of course, in the interest of the public that improvements of this k 
should be encouraged, and in streams in which there has been no ; 
penditure of money to create water power it does not seem to 
necessary to extend the policy of demanding compensation for suc} 
a slight use of Government lands as this privilege involves. 

I have heretofore spoken to Senator MorGAN and to Mr. Ricwarp 
and have said to them that if they secure an amendment to the bil! 
as to exclude Elk Shoals and limit this to the 14 miles of Mn»; 
Shoals that I will recommend to you that the bill be approved. A , 
current resolution has been passed by both Houses requesting a ret 
of the bill for amendment, and the amendments suggested will be put 
Mr. RICHARDSON has brought the amendments of the bill to me, and jn 
conference with General Mackenzie, the Chief of Engineers, we have 
en them. They bring the bill quite within the suggestion of { 
etter. 

Very sincerely, yours, 


The PRESIDENT. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I should like to make an 
inquiry of the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the existing market value of 
this undeveloped water power? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
tried. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Who owns the shore on the other side 
of the river? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
zens, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Have they sold to your company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is there any market value of their 
developed water power? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
it has never been tested or tried. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is your proposition? 


3 


Wma. H. Tarr. 


Certainly. 


It has never been tested or 
The riparian owners—citi- 


A 


un- 


None in the world, because 


| Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. My proposition is to let 
any company or individual go there and locate power dams and 
stations. My bill does not provide for any specific company. 





It says “ any person or persons or corporation.” Of course they 
will have to buy the interest of the riparian owners. You 
know very well that the Government, as I have read, has no 
control of anything at that place except the flow of the water— 
the navigation. The State of Alabama, which is properly pro- 
tected in this bill 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I gathered the impression from the let- 
ter you read that the Government is the riparian owner ol one 
side and private individuals on the other. Am I right? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. You are not entirely right 
about that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the fact? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. The Government in part Is 
an owner on the strip of land between the canal and the river 
which I will explain to you, as I have the map here showing 
what lands are owned by the Government and by citizens. 





Mr. BURTON of Ohio. In order to obtain a better under- 
standing of this matter I will ask, Is it not true that for at least 
two-thirds of the distance on the northerly side the Goverment, 
for 10 miles or more, is the owner of the strip? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No; the gentleman from 
Ohio is entirely mistaken on that, and I have the map here tv 
show the ownership. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. How many miles do you « le 
there is ownership on the part of the Government? 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Alabama. The map that is brought 
here from the Engineers Department shows that indi 8 


own, without an accurate estimate, “ore than three-fourtls 0! 
the 14 miles. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I will show the ge! 
the map, and that is better than the statement of eil 
of us. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is the Government the owner ‘ 
part of the riparian rights? 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Alabama. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How much? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I could not make 
rate statement of it. I am going to show the map, 
number of acres. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You do not know how many ! the 
Government owns? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I could not tell, an ) 
not think the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron] can 
though he is better informed on rivers and harbors than | 


Yes. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is it not true that the pl 
which private individuals own riparian rights are wher re 
is a wide strip between the river and the canal, but ' « 
the actual length of the canal, much the larger part, 10 les, 








at least, belongs to the Government, there being a narrow strip | 


for the larger share of the distance? Is not that correct? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not know that I ean | 


admit that as being correct, because the map does not disclose 


that as the truth. I know that the Government does own some | 
of the land in that intervening strip between the canal and the | 


river. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has the gentleman any idea what the | 


value of the Government's property is us riparian owner? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If it is of any value at all, 
it is, as Secretary Taft says, insignificant. It lies along a nar- 
row strip of land between the canal and the river. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In other words, the Government's in 
terest is practically worthless, from the gentleman’s point of 
view ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Practically so, and I think 
Secretary Taft considered it that way. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a further question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I would like to ask if, in one draft 
of this bill, as suggested, a provision was not inserted that com- 
pensation should be made to the Government for its ownership 
as riparian proprietor, and under what circumstances that was 

ricken out? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am glad the gentleman 


from Ohio has asked that question, because Secretary Taft con- 
} 


lered that it was too small a matter for the Government of | 


the United States to engage in that kind of business—to lay 
restraints and conditions upon a power that would be of such 
vast benefit to these people in that section. He says so, and here 
is his handwriting where that provision was eliminated. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is it not true that it was inserted by 
some one in the Department? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It was by the Chief Engi- 
neer, and when it was brought to the attention of Secretary 
faft—I suppose the gentleman from Ohio wants me to state 
what oceurred there—— 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Just as the gentleman chooses. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not want to violate 
any privilege of conversation with public officers, but after it 
was brought there and the matter was discussed, Secretary 


raft said, substantially, that the Government's rights would be 

etter protected without the provision than with it left in there. 

And that the small interest that the Government had as riparian 

owner in the strip of land between the canal and the river was 

not sufficient for consideration in that way. The Chief Engi- 
‘agreed with him and it was stricken out, and here is Secre- 
Taft’s handwriting in the original bill where it was elimi- 
ted. I have stated substantially, as I remember it, how this 
urred and what was said. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, briefly the history of this bill. It was in- 
luced in the early part of this Congress and was referred to 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee and to a sub 

mmittee of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committe: 

subcommittee reported unanimously to the full committee. 

e committee reported unanimously in favor of the bill. It 

to the House and it was passed unanimously by the 

use of Representatives and went to the Senate and was 
passed there and went to the President. 

lhere never was any intention on the part of this bill by its 

hor or anyone connected with its consideration to cover any 

except the full length of what was known as the “ Muscle 
3 Canal;” but by accident and mistake it was discovered, 
reached the President, the area covered by the bill went 


r east to the mouth of Mallets Creek instead of stopping 


} 


1 


< Island, as it was intended in the original bill, which was 
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opposite the mouth of the canal. I did not know that the 


of Mallets Creek was as high up the river as it was. It 
is I say, to Mallets Creek, extending over a space of 
if the river. There was no contemplation for a moment of 
> adam across that part of the river, because every foot of 
» miles is the navigable channel of the river, being between 
uth of Elk River and the head of the canal. 
gentlemen will see upon this map which Its in front of 
it here is Mallets Creek, and here is the head of the cai 
north side of the Tennessee River. ‘This bill covers tl 
here from the head of this canal down to this part of 
nal on the south side of the river; that is, down to thr 
line of section 10—below Bainbridge. The canal 
around the entire Muscle Shoals, 14 miles. The bi 
rs this portion from the head of the canal on the south sid 
foot of the canal, also on the south side. The canal, as 


u see, is on the north side of the river. The power works will | 





| 
' 
} 


be on the south side of the river 
head of the canal. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does the ¢ 
riparian property 7 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Al 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Ho 
Mr. RICHARDSON of A 


not answer. I have the map 
at it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The ge 
ing the riparian rights owned by tl 
without compensation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabai 
1 place where the Government d 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But wl 
ment the bill gives these par 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alab 
they are so insignificant. Sec 
the Government’s owners 
protected by the provisio if th 
Goverment want than that? 

From the head of the canal d 
place where the Govern! it of the 
will have any valuable rights. It « 
ders and dams and rock nd the G 
what it thinks of that place by build 
it. at a cost of nearlv $5.000.000, at 
just as General McKinstry has 
people there, locked up tor years 
not a drop of water that passes 
river from the head to the foot of 


| waste water, unused and unus 


lions of undeveloped wealth is the 


by the bounteous hand of nature 
right has-the Government 
it, nor has it Spent one < i ni 
there. Alabama is protected in this 
or Col l is bv he S 
I er, and the Gov ent ~ 
I igation Phe t is ! 
Ine . 
IELD. W 
e | who 
DSO YT « 4 
Ina is g 


iEkLD. Do 





Mr. RICHARDSON of A 
Mr. § ker bill 
was vé l by Pi ( 
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bill should be considered in a comprehensive way, and that a general 
| cy appropriate to the new conditions caused by the advance in elec- 
trical science should be adopted, under which these valuable rights 
will not be practically given away, but will be disposed of after full 
competition in such a way as shall best conserve the public interests. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


lune WHIte House, March 38, 1903. 

This veto of the President came to the House after the usual 
complimentary resolutions had been adopted about the Speaker, 
Hon. D. B. Henderson. In fact, it reached the House just pre- 
ceding the expiration of the Fifty-seventh Congress. I am not 
complaining that I had no opportunity to present my views to 
the President, nor am I complaining that I had no notice of the 
impending veto. The President had no time or opportunity, so 
near were we to the close of that session of Congress. jut I 
desire to call the attention of the House to the language used 
in the yeto message: “‘Wherever the Government constructs a 
dam and lock for the purpose of navigation there is a waterfall 
of great value.” In view of that language, I have never believed 
if the President had known that no dam had ever been built by 
the Government at Muscle Shoals that he would have interposed 
that The President was correct on principle. 

I desire briefly to refer to this locality and its surroundings. 
The development of this water power will bring untold bene- 
fits to a large population. Muscle Shoals is in the heart of the 
fertile valley of the Tennessee. Within 5 miles of the lower 
end of the canal are the three flourishing cities of Florence, 
Sheffield, and Tuscumbia, embraced in an area of 5 miles, the 
three towns aggregating a population of quite 18,000 people. 
Iron furnaces, cotton factories, and numerous other indus- 
tries are there, and the three towns are linked by an elec- 
tric railroad. But a few miles above the head of the canal 
lie the two cities of the Decaturs, containing a population of 
not than 20,000 for the two cities. Great machine and 
railroad shops are there and other valuable industries. A few 
miles east is the city of Huntsville, with a population of not 
less than 20,000 people, with nine cotton mills in full operation. 
Between these towns and cities is an active growing population 
of agriculturists. Nashville, Tenn., is not more than 125 miles 


veto. 


less 


and Birmingham, Ala., not more 100 miles from where these 
powers will be located. Electricity for all its growing and 
varied purposes will be applied to the machinery of these 
towns and cities, as generated by these powers. Nashville, 


ri 


fenn., has a population of over 100,000 people, and Birming- 
ham, Ala., the wonder of the growth of this century, has 

population of more than 125,000 people. Electricity is one- 
half cheaper than coal used for making steam. The Muscle 
Shoals has a horsepower exceeded in the United States only by 
Niagara Falls. The development of the water powers of Ala- 
bama will afford us more wealth and prosperity than our min- 
eral It is no time in the presence of such gifts from 
nature for us to stickle about meaningless stipulations that ham- 


resources, 


per and harass development. 
Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. W ANGER]. 


Mir. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, if the pending resolution is 
will be in furtherance of the purpose of the gentle- 

from Alabama [Mr. RicHarpson], the Chief of Engineers, 
nd the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in 
what they have done heretofore with regard to this question. 
There was certainly no purpose on the part of the Chief of 
iingineers or of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce—and, I take it, none on the part of the gentleman from 


adopted it 


i ma, and his assurances in that respect ought to be suffi- 
cient to convince us of that fact—to deal with any part of this 
river except the shoals lying along or opposite to the canal 
which was built by the Government. The building of the canal, 
as I understand it—and all I know about it is the information 


lished by the engineering department of the Government— 

id nothing at all to do with any of the power lying in the river, 

i the shoals along that canal, which power it is desired by the 
people of that part of the country to utilize. There is a fine 
river, with a great volume of water which those people ought 
o be able to make use of to very great advantage to themselves 


nd to their interests, and the only purpose of this legislation 
is to permit them to do it. It takes nothing from the Govern- 
ment of the United States. The interests of navigation, the sup- 


ply of water in that canal, the supply of water in that river, 
are abundantly protected, in the judgment not only of the com- 
mittee, but of the Secretary of War, so that no harm can come 
to the Government by permitting the people of Alabama to 
utilize that great power. As the gentleman has so well said, the 
power was created by nature. It exists there. Its utilization 
is supposed to be prevented by the lack of the permissive and 
affirmative license of the United States Government, which this 
legislation seeks to grant, and I trust there will be no hesita- 
tion on the part of the House in now giving, in the adoption of 











this resolution, to the people interested in this measure the ad- 
vantage which the House no doubt designed to give to them 
when it passed the original bill. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania one question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WANGER. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I would like to inquire if the committee 
or if the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER] has any 
idea of the value of this water power that is being discussed? 
I understand it is a great power and of great utility. Has 
anybody any information as to what that water power is worth 
in its present undeveloped state? Is it worth anything or is jj 
worth developing; and if it is worth developing, how much is it 
worth? That will give us some information as to what tlx 
riparian rights on either side are worth, if anything. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I can throw very little light on 
that subject. It is, as I said, a great power, but to wh 
advantage it can be used, I presume, would not be determined 
until its use is taken into serious consideration and the cost of 
applying it to the industrial purposes ascertained. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Jn other words, then, the committee has 
no knowledge of the value of the power? 

Mr. WANGER. No light at all upon that subject. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alaban 
has fourteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in the first instance, | 
desire to call attention to the rather unusual history of this 
measure. In the Fifty-seventh Congress a bill passed bo 
Houses of Congress granting the right to construct a single da 
in this locality. It was a very mild measure in comparison wit!) 
this, which authorizes the construction of at least six or sey: 
That bill went to the President and was vetoed. In the |: 
Congress a similar bill for one dam was introduced and wa 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The com: 
tee came to the conclusion that it should not be reported favo 
bly, and it died for the session. In this connection I 
say that there has not been the least possible repulsion betw« 
the two committees on this subject. 

It is true a somewhat different policy has been pursued 
them. In this present Congress this bill was introduced pro 
ing for the privilege of locating dams in a stretch of 32 mile; 
the Tennessee River, a portion of the stream in which perl 
ten or twelve dams could be constructed. It passed here | 
out objection when about twenty or thirty Members 
present, at 5 o’clock in the afternoon, went to the Senate, : 
then was taken to the President. It is conceded that this 
was faulty in two or three particulars. It is conceded th 
passed the War Department when it was faulty in the s 
particulars. In the first place, the measure as originally i! 
duced and passed, as well as approved by the Secretar 
War, did not take into account at all that the canals in 
stretch of river were located one on the northerly side and \ 
on the southerly side. It left out of account the fact that 
portion of the river in which dams were permitted extended 
a considerable distance at each end of the canals, while avor 
intended to be merely of the same length as the Muscle Silo 
Canal. In this respect it was faulty, and I want to say that « 
now it gives rights for about 2 miles below Muscle Sho 
Canal on the northerly side and about 5 miles on the sout!) 
the end of the canal being in section 3, and the boundary lil 
the privilege granted is the west line of section 16—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I hope the gentleman f 
Ohio will permit me to put a question. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do you not know it as 
fact that just below the mouth of the canal the river forks : 
quite an extensive portion is on the north side? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And for that reason 
Kingman, formerly engineer, allowed a riprap dam to be b 
here across part of the river that is not navigable at all 
never has been, and this area extended down to section 
right opposite here [illustrating on map]? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. My statement is 
rect—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. But misleading, I think. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. That there is a considerable dist 
below the canal on the northerly and southerly side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Do you contend that let! 
it run down there will interfere with the navigation of the ri\ 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It might and it might not. | 
come to that proposition later. This bill went to the Presid 
and there these objections were made and it is returned |! 


absolutely 
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for certain amendments. sut I want to say to Members of the 


House that the substantial objections to this bill are not cured 
by these amendments. 

I desire to call attention to the development of water power 
in this country. It is an asset of the very greatest value. W<« 
are at the very beginning of the development of water power ii 
the production of electricity. In a few years it will be more 
valuable than all eur silver mines, and probably more valu: 
than all our silver and gold mines combined. It has been. a 


lowed to run waste or has been abandoned with the development 


of coal, but now it has come into use again. I do not ant 
pate that for one year or five years or perhaps for ten year 
water power will be developed on any large scale in this loeali 
put it is one of the most valuable privileges in the way of wate 

ver development in the United States. The gentleman from 
M e asked the question if there was any estimate of the valu: 
of the water power here in Muscle Shoals Canal. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And I would like to have the gentk 


tate the amount of horsepower that is contemplated to be 
ped. I suppose it is contemplated here by this suecession 
dams to develop power and concentrate it by electrical appli 


1 


uf 


Mir. BURTON of Ohio. That would be the most natural de 
pment. Messrs. Morgan, CARMACK, and OVERMAN were con- 
l mmittee in the Senate to report on the Tennessee 


a ct 


er, and on the 13th of December last they mate a report 
an elaborate ene. They state, omitting the preliminary 
nh: 

king 99,875 horsepower as the daily capacity of the river at Muscle 


als im average years and computing its value at the annual ec of 
ower generated by steam at Ensley or Birmingham, Ala., and the 
in the cost of water power at Muscle Shoals almost exceeds be 


st 


e cost of horsepower generated by steam at the places where the 
nes are in sight of the engines and with the best equipment and 


results is an average of $30 per annum for each horsepower. At 
t rate the 51,000 horsepower furnished at Muscle Shoals daily, at the 
] stage of water, we uld cost $1,530,000 per annum, and the 99,875 
i ‘ wer furnished at the annual average stage of water would cost 
$2,996,250 if it was produced by steam in the Birmingham district, 
which is the best in the South. 


that, with the average flow of water there, there is a horse 
ver in this loeality, which we are asked to vote away, of a 
ie of $2,996,000 per annum. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. We own the riparian right on the one 
side only. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. A considerable share on the north- 
‘ side. Now, the first point I want to make is this: We are 


i to improve a number of streams where there is a steep 
nt. I say to this House that the most expensive projects 


( ( 


ver and harbor improvement, and those which are most 
stionable, I think, involve the construction of locks and 

in streams where rapids or shoals make it necessary. 
Pr bly the expense for this purpose may surpass that for all 
the harbors in the United States. Now, I say it is but fair 


t when physical characteristics of a river make necessary 
( nsive improvements by locks and dams the Government 
| take to itself the counterpart of that—a participation 
he water power created by that physical condition. We 
e made several attempts in that direction of late. Only 
rt time since, on this very river below Chattanooga, an 
ition was made for the construction of a dam. It was 
e very place where in the improvement of the river a 
nd dam would be constructed to subserve navigation. 
rties making the application willingly agreed to build 
im and the lock at their own expense and turn it over 
United States for its use, and have expended something 
$800,000 on that work, which is now under way 

RICHARDSON of Alabama rose. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
to the gentleman from Alabama? 

ir. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Ir. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Is it not a fact that in the 
ain section on the Tennessee River, where the dam is now 
built or proposed to be built, that the consideration was 
t was to improve the navigation of the Tennessee River, 

that it would not have been allowed unless the Government 

‘ibed the terms that, in erecting the dam, it was for the 

ose of improving the navigation of the Tennessee River at 
that point? 

BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. Another instance is in 

Rock River, in the State of Illinois, by a bill passed within 

The condition is made that if navigation ever requires 
se who possess the privilege of constructing the dam 
build the leck at their own expense and maintain it. 

is pending to-day before a committee of Congress a 
sition to expend $108,250 for the finishing of a dan } one 

: on the Coosa River, creating a navigable pool just fer the 


1 
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tack the action of another commi 
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And in the same messa ] ’ 

I doe not ¢ i! ’ ‘ ' 

» given a to pr ; ; : 
time the people of the whole « itry she i 
provemen 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I iggest that the ¢ 
man has not read all of the President’s mess 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I think I have read all the 
that pertain to this. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabs D ot the P ! 
in that veto message, ad re the a im 1 pow ‘ 
ated—that Seen oan ay ere at | 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. He may say tl 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And based his vet 
misinformation? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The stat nt 1 le by hi 
tirely correct, and is a statement not <« i 
but of a general principle. 

I want to read further from this rep Se s Mi 
CARMACK, and OveRMAN in regard to t stion of coopé 
tion. On page 44 of the report, after referring to the ¢ 
nooga case, where the dam is built by 
MORGAN Says: 

rhe prin iple is » ado} t it is 1 t 
k x a a co i by | 
in msik ler tion of the perpet richt to use eas 
they will preduce. The success of this plan is al: ly d st I 
in the cost of the dam to lx mstructed at H 3 ] y 
nooza,. 

And again he says: 

This ne w plan of cooperative work in \ 
ine. ts of Congress, to t 
othe rivers under varying contracts. ] 
founded upon the money value of the wat i 
shoal places of many rivers that can 
removing or controlling such obst tions 

We have reached the point of tir 
of the value of water power 
greatest actual reenforc ft ne 
ment, aside from taxati ’ prov 
our mountain water courses rhis new d 
and it is a grand step in our prog 

And again, on page 48, in spea o 
dams, he says: 
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tal and const d f 
Hales Ba 

And then again, on page 5 ] be 
performed the work on the 7 I 

It might be l1 thi 
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Two arguments have been ide ¥ I 
is said you have rapids here, and 
has already been constructed, you can give 
these rapids without doing any harm. 
is this: If ever the Tennessee is 
as to make its navigation efficient 
out into the main stream and construct a 
The present canal is constructed on tl 
a good share of the distance there is 
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Tennessee River is to subserve navigation for the Tennessee 
Valley you must have a canal considerably more than 5 feet in 
larytl 
cepth. 


Senator Morcan, in this report, advocates a 12-foot stage, and 


advocates the construction of locks and dams right here in this 
region where it is proposed to allow private parties to con- 
struct dams and enjoy the water power produced there for 
nothing. I would not be willing to commit myself to so great 


a depth as that, but I do say that if ever the navigation of the 
river is developed, it would be necessary to utilize this portion 
of the river. 


Ah, but they say the bills make provision that whenever the | 


Government wants to construct locks they may be constructed 
in connection with these dams. Just see how easy it is to show 
the fallacy of that idea. 
water power would not be built at the same intervals as those 
adapted for navigation. The object of their construction would 
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be to get the greatest amount of headway. The intervals be- 
tween them would be presumably longer than between dams | 
constructed for navigation. If you start to improve the river | 


you would have to tear out these dams erected for the purpose 
of creating water power and establish others in other places. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. If I do not interrupt the 
gentleman too much, and I cheerfully yielded to him, I would 
like to ask him this question: Do you contend that any money 
that the United States has ever spent at Muscle Shoals has 
created any power there at all? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. No; I do not, unless it be from the 
canal there. I will come to that point in a minute. On this 
point of the construction at Muscle Shoals Senator MorGAN says: 

When these locks and dams are paid for by private-parties, as nearly 
all of them will be in consideration of the value of the water power 
created by them, the movement takes such a form of public and private 
benefit to all concerned that its blessings to the whole country are be- 
yo! itation. 





Speaking of a practical policy to be pursued, he says: 


The number and location of these necessary improvements of nayvi- 
ion and the question of their availability as generators of power 
for the supply of industries operated by private parties should be 


veedily determined by official surveys to be made by the Government. 
And tl 
We 


have a 


iit is just what I say about it, gentlemen of the House. 
should not grant any of these water privileges unless we 
careful survey made and see the bearing that 
have upon future projects for navigation. 
Now, in further answer to the argument that there is no 
navigation at present along here where these shoals are, I will 
ay that you must consider a river as an entirety. The juris- 
Government extends over rapid and smooth 
e. The water supply is an important feature in it 


«; 
diction of the 


water alil 


descent may be. 


it 


There is another point which I am surprised has attracted 
so little notice. I have a map here which shows the abutting 


ownership on the northerly side. It is rather voluminous and 
perhaps it is hardly worth while to undo it here; but according 


to this map at least 10 miles of the abutting property on the 
northerly side of that Stream is owned by the United States 
Government. Some one in the War Department thought it was 
but fair and just to provide that there should be compensation 
for that riparian right and inserted a provision to that effect. 
1 do not know who struck it out, whether it was Secretary 


Taft or not, but I judge it was, from the statement made by the 


it will | 


| complete that dam? 
| case similar to that at Chattanooga, where they have not only 
| built dam and lock, but made great concessions to the people o{ 
| Chattanooga in furnishing them electric light for a long period 
| of years? 
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Government, and as compensation for that privilege offer to 
What right would we have in any other 


I want to say that it is not fair, after we have madd 
such stringent reservations below Chattanooga, to give away 
without one iota of consideration, tenfold—yes, perhaps, twenty 
fold—greater water power in another part of the river, without 
anything that looks toward compensation whatever. Of course. 
it is in the power of this House to do it—to cut it loose witho;: 
reservation—but it would seem to be the giving up of the rig) 
of the Government, and a disregard for the welfare of the peo 


| ple, such as would meet with condemnation from the people 
Dams for the purpose of developing | 


we were to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio | 
fifteen minutes remaining. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 

my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Before the gentleman t: 
his seat I should like to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from 0) 
yield to the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Can you point us to 
instance where the Government has not expended any pu)! 
moneys in the erection of dams that created power, where the 
have charged anybody for the power? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly; the case of Chattanoogs 
though there has been some improvement there. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. That was in the middle 
of the river, and the erection of the dam was for the puarpos 
the improvement of navigation. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. By the way, the Government 
spent more than $5,000,000 here in the improvement of 
canal right alongside. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I understand that, but you 
have admitted that it has not created one ounce of power. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. There is a certain amount of po 
going through the canal; but what made it necessary to 
pend this $5,000,000 was the existence of those rapids t) 
And to answer the gentleman’s question, does the gentk 
say that where an expenditure of $5,000,000 is made lx 
rapids exists in a river, and the Government owns 10 miles « 
front on that river abutting on the rapids, that it has 1 
terest in that water power and is not entitled to say t! 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 


| private owner shall not take it without compensation. 
and you can not divide it, no matter how different the degree of | 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not contend any ¢ 
of the kind, and never so asserted; but I contend that 
the Government had not expended one dollar of mone; 


| has only the control of navigation and can not object 1 


navigation is interfered with or menaced or threatened, 
the Government has no rights there that supersede those o! 
State. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The gentleman can answer 
Does he know of any instance in a navigable river, in the | 
tion where navigation is, where parties have sought to 
struct dams without the consent of Congress? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. No, I do not; but the 
tleman from Ohio has failed to point out any instance 
the Government has ever charged in a case similar to t! 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I think they are all similar to 


; with this exception, that they have spent more money here 
| anywhere else. 


gentleman from Alabama. 

Now, here is a water power that at the average stage in these 
14 miles is worth $2,996,000 per annum, When you have built 
all the dams and power houses and means for transmission of 
power, much the largest share of that $2,996,000 will remain as 
profit—certainly more than half. Well, now, what do you say 
about the value of that abutting property where the flowage 
I S are Why, the time is coming, as it may be confidently 
predicted, within the lives of most of us here, when that abut- 
ting land will be valued, not by the mile, not by the acre, but 
by the foot, and it will be more yaluable per foot front than 
the frontage on many a street in some of our cities. And yet 
we are asked, without any reservation, without any provision 
for compensation, to give this right away at one fell swoop, not 
merely for one dam, but for all the dams that can be placed in 
iG or 18 miles of that river. What would be some of the re- 
sults? In the first place, if we gave away this water power 
the most valuable of any that is available on any navigable | 


stream in the country of which I know, where there is any pros- 
pect of improvement 
vations in the future? What would we say to these men who 
here and offered to expend $108,000 for the privilege of 
developing one-fiftieth part of the amount of water power which 
here will be given away—these men who cooperate with the 


came 


what right would we have to make reser- | 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. This is not similar 
Chattanooga mountain section dam, because the Govern 
realizes in that respect for the use of the dam and the in} 
ments and navigation of the river. The gentleman will 1 
tend here that the establishment of the dam as is propos 
this case interferes with navigation? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I answered that question at « 
erable length by saying that if the river is ever improved 
large scale dams will block navigation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Does the gentleman 
tend that the dam there now interferes with navigation? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. No; not at present. I do not < 
that it does, but you must take the river as a whole and 
part of it; you must consider it in its entirety. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman know any instance \ 
the Government has required a lump sum, apart from tlie 
struction of their work, or an annual reservation of a sul 
the protection and use of the water of any navigable stre- 
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Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I can give the very best answer to 
that. In a bill passed March 3, 1899, pertaining to this very 
locality, is this provision: 


Provided further, That until the plans and location of the works 
herein authorized, so far as they affect the interests of navigation, have 


een approved by the Secretary of War the improvements shall not be 
commenced or built, and the Secretary of War is authorized and di 
rected to fix reasonable charges for use of said power. 

Mr. MANN. But there has never been any money collected 


on that. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Because the works are not built. 
Mr. MANN. Because of that provision being in there. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn]. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the navigation of Muscle 
Shoals has been improved by the Government by the completion 
a canal and certain locks along the northern side of the 
ver for a distance of 14 miles. The slope of the river in that 
miles is about 128 feet. The bed of the river is a succession 
rocks, some of them submerged, hundreds of them above the 
urface—in other words, it is filled with bowlders. It was 
emed by the engineers utterly impossible to improve that by 


e use of the bed of the river for slack-water navigation 
ough dams and locks, so that they resorted to the other 


‘thod of constructing a canal with locks. There is a strip of 
d about 800 feet—nearly uniform, I am told-—between the 
irgin of the-canal and the northern shore of the river, in 
ich the Government has an easement. I do not understand 
to be the owner of any of the fee or, if any, in considerable 
ntities. They have the right to construct the canal 


ir. BURTON of Ohio. if the gentleman from Iowa will 
w me, I have made considerable inguiry on that subject, 


the larger share of this land, it seems, belonged originally 
the Government, and was conveyed to the State of Alabama, 
| then reconveyed back to the Government. 
Mr. HEPBURN. My understanding is that the Government 
the easement; that it has only the rights in the strip as 
uld be incidental to the ownership of the canal. Now, that is 
present situation. Remember that this portion of the river 


ot navigated at this time to any considerabl@ extent. The 
ties having it in charge have resorted to the remarkable 
thod of improving the upper end of the river first. That 


iid be a very valuable contribution to the commerce of the 
ry if they had some other process or method, by balloon or 
rwise, of bringing vessels up to the canal; but up to this 
they have not succeeded in the improvement of the lower 
uction, and hence there is considerable difficulty in getting 
considerable amount of navigation. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the gen- 
an refers to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No: I think it was begun probably before a 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors had existence—certainly be- 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton]. had any control 
it. I do not think that one of his methods. At all 
its, this improvement was undertaken at a time when river 
gation was in a very advanced condition from that of to-day. 
navigation of the western rivers is constantly diminishing, 
ncreasing, and the scheme adopted was supposed to be sufli- 
at that time and in harmony with what was then in vogue. 
feet was determined to be the proper depth of the canal. 
» is no probability that that will ever be increased or the 
ssity for its increase ever exist. Now, anew departure is pro 
| by the gentleman from Ohio in treating this whole sub- 

Up to this time, I am informed, the Government has never 
“l a farthing for the use of any of the powers which it 
me to time has granted, and they are to be numbered by 
if not by hundreds. I have no doubt but that the figures 
have been given by the gentleman of the value of this 
1 be approximately correct, if he could only remove this 
to the vicinity of some of our great cities; but there is a 
ilty in that, I would submit to him. This is comparatively, 
as industries are concerned, in an undeveloped wilderness. 


is 


to which electrical power may be transmitted. I will not 
t there are not towns within that vicinity, but there are 
nufacturing centers there. The demand for this 
be created. The gentleman talks about the time when 


iparian owners will be able to sell their property by the 


e foot. That is very remote. There are many localities 
s country that would be of immense value if we could con 
te a density of population upon them similar to that of 
York City, but there isa difficulty in the way; and so it is 


mating the value of this property. These shoals have | utmost care. 
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| been there for centuries, and no dollar of « has 

up to this time to invest in them. Th ! ‘ 
that those few corporations that may be «1 ted une 

of the State of Tennessee may : | th ( ’ 

It is a question whether it is best to iny pit 
| terprises and have the benefits that | come 

zation, or shall we sit back, as the g po 
| ing these exorbitant sums, driving aw 
might possibly be induced to make these invest ts? 
The Congress at a recent session gave to ( 1 tl 
|} to create an immense water power y 
There are within 100 miles of that « On 
living now. There are several towns of for 
thousand inhabitants. They have had that rig 
| years. They have been unable to f e tl f 
| were required to erect certain works in the 
| tion that would probably cost half a millio 
} dam that they proposed to erect would pi 
| The power that would be generated is esti | i 
} thousand horsepower, according t e estimate of 
| worth $3,000,000 a year; yet capital does not d 
; enterprises as this, and the uy 
| to raise the money to begin tl I tl t d 
value in this grant, if it were differs \ ited f ruld 
| induce capital to go ther If the m ing 
| needed the power, it would be of great 
an experiment. I think myself that s in v 
|} we should encourage the use of the forces in « I 
|} than strive to prepare them for a commerce ft] W 
| verse them—that is behind the times and that is 
obsolete. [| Applause. | 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speake s g 

| contention, that this is a new idea t e 
|in some form utilize this water power to 
| all-sufficient answer is that a lit : 
‘ 
| ated which makes the situation e1 ‘ ( 
}was. There is water power going to \ 
|} In earlier days a considerable share « ! 
| its power from water power, but 

of coal, it was used; and hence the ut 

largely went out of us Now, it is 

igain. We are just att eginning id ! 
in opening, of the value of r po I 
| is an experiment down there. Well, I think, M S 

we ought not to deal with experiments. Is 
| to wait until we have some certaint ; to 9 
is worth, and not give away a franchise 

lave Imost inestimable value? Had we 

we know something about it? 
| Water power is not going to be any exp 
It is going to be of the greatest y to f 
|} in cities, power to run street ra : 
| which may be needed in the various dé 
| We can not afford to throw it away. It 
ino cities in that neighborhood. T! 
| fact that with a good-sized copper 
| tricity a hundred miles without 
| the force of the current Indeed, the ¢ 
| carry it from Niagara Falls 160 miles 
| for the propulsion of street railroad 
| Mr. KAHN. If the gentleman 
| ing it 200 miles in the State of Calif 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It 1 to } 
i mingham, Montgomery, Nas! 
| in disregard of such considerations 
| important facts hat s b 
| us here. Is the Hou ing to zg 
| value? T si rely hope 1 the ft 

for cooperation can b 1] 
| coincidence that only two days 
| in the Hous this prop ( ) 
| completi m of a dam wl 
lof a river perhaps by 20 miles, in co 


no great cities near this locality, probably within the | 


power 


| 
| 
| 
| 


allowed to use the water power ther 


! ga is nearly finished Whi. .the P 
message in 1905, was a propositi 
moters’ idea. Now the foundation 
is nearly the time for the la g of tl 
will not be a very long time before 
River will be going t i 
be used for navigath | 
velopment of power. I 
away rights that be ¢ to the ¢ 

If there is one danger 
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! that an alert, aggressive, self-interested individual 
or | lity may get what it wants because the great mass is 
inert and half asleep. I am perfectly aware it is an ungracious 
1 speak here for economy in such a matter as this, but I 
think I can foresee and that you can foresee the great importance 
of th f the development that is sure to come when spin- 





runn 





dles ll be se ng and the music of machinery shall be 
‘ ted by that water power. The fact of its existence will 
e day give to that locality in Alabama and the nearby coun- 

try in Tennessee a distinctive quality as a great manufacturing 
rea. This Government ought not to throw away its rights or 

neglect the paramount interests of the people. Mr. Speaker, I 


reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DAVIDSON rose. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 


tleman rise? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. To ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
yield? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Certainly. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Is it not true that in the last Congress a bill 
granting similar rights to a corporation to construct a dam 
across the Mississippi River at Ke-kuk, compelled those people 


to build a lock, a dry dock, and the appurtenances thereto, and 
a plant for lighting and operating the same at their own expense 
for the use of the Government for navigation purposes? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I am not familiar with the provisions 


of that bill, because it was reported by another committee, but 
I so understand it. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time, although I do not know that I shall occupy it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama is 
recognized for four minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I will ask the gentleman 
from Ohio that the balance of his time be given to me. I have 
the rig to conclude. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 

Mr. RICHARDSON 
time the g 





The gentleman can use his own time. 
of Alabama. But I desire to have the 
entleman has reserved, if he will give it to me. 


M BURTON of Ohio. How much time have I remaining, 
Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Four minutes remains to the 
gentleman from Alabama and five minutes to the gentleman from 
Oh 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I yield my time to the gentleman from 
Alabama. It is possible I may want a minute or so, but I 
ill bit 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
gentl in fre Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from I[llinois is 


I yield four minutes to the 





Ohio says that the water at Muscle Shoals is worth two or thre: 
millions a year. Why, Mr. Speaker, it is not worth a cent to- 
day. What value has it been in the past? The water has bee 
running in the Tennessee River ever since Congress was org 
ized, and long before. The water has been running there ever 
since the gentleman and others have been distinguished chair 
men of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The water still 
runs there. Nobody is utilizing its value. Shall the Genera! 
Government say that before we give to the State the authorit; 
to make use of it we shall require these people to pay? What? 
Twenty-five per cent of the gross receipts, 50 per cent of the 
net receipts, so many thousand dollars a year into the Genera! 
Treasury? Or shall we leave that, for the time at least, to the 
control of the States, reserving as we do in this bill the power 
of the General Government at any time to regulate the charg 
which shall be made—to amend the act in any way? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. MANN] yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 
TON]? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Where is the reservation in the bill? 

Mr. MANN. The right to alter, amend, or repeal an act is a 
right, universally recognized, to give to Congress the power to 
regulate the charges. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
know of any case in this Government or any other government 
where the right to alter, amend, or repeal was ever utilized to 
inject into a grant of a privilege a provision for compensatio: 
particularly when the bill studiously omits any provision for 
compensation—a provision inserted in a number of other bills? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Illinois be permitted to finish his 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from M 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. 
MANN] be permitted to finish his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the Speaker will call me down at the en 
of five minutes, because I do not wish to occupy the time of thie 
House even on this important matter. I may say to the House, 
that in the last Congress the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce had a number of measures before it relating to 
the construction of dams for water power. A subcommittee of 
that committee was appointed for the purpose of considering 
the subject, and I had the honor to be named as chairman of th 
subcommittee. The question was presented: If the General 
Government shall give the authority to construct dams across 
navigable streams, upon what terms shall the authority) 
granted? In connection with members of the subcommi 
we went carefully into that question, not only with the offi $ 
of the War Department, but through correspondence with \ 
ous engineers throughout the country, and it seemed to be it 
that time, at least, the almost universal sense and sentimen 
the people dealing with this question that it was impossible ‘o 
obtain the capital to develop water power if the Goverm 
should start in upon the idea that the National Govern t 
should require corporations to contribute to the National Tr 
ury. 

It might be in cases that the persons receiving this grant 
ought to contribute to somebody some portion of the benetit 


oan 
til 





ne 


—_ 


which is conferred upon them. I do not say nay to tl! 
proposition. I am not entirely certain that it may not 


proper policy for the Government to require some compens l 
to be paid into the National Treasury; but I do say without 
hesitation that Congress is not yet willing to lay down the 
that no development shall be made on navigable waters u! 
the licensee shall pay to the United States Treasury a subs 
tial sum for the benefit. There is no gentleman on the flo 
this House, in my judgment, who would wish to have it 
that a river in his own State shall receive no improvement f 
the adjacent property owners unless they paid to the Ge! | 
Government a portion of their profit. 

It has seemed to me, up to the present time, that migh! 
properly left to the control of the States, simply reserving 


| power on the part of the General Government, if it becomes 


ré rnized for four minute 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin just 
referred to a bill which passed the last Congress in reference to 
a dam at Keoku 

I | much to do with that measure in the committee, and to 
a large extent drafted if as it went through, and certainly put 
tl ions in the bill which the gentleman refers to, and I 
‘ the gentleman that there are just as many safeguards 
and provisions in this bill in the interest of the Government as 
the re in that bill. In the pending measure it is provided 
th * the Government at any time desires to construct locks, 
tl to wh this privilege is given shall furnish the title, 
sl rnish the power, shail furnish the light, shall furnish 
t! things that were provided in the Mississippi case. In 
the Mississippi they proposed to utilize some plant which the 
G ent had already possessed itself of. They proposed to 
ai some works which the Government had created, and 

1 in that case, as we provide in this case, that all the 
that are possible shall be preserved to the Govern- 
ind that the Government shall be put to no extra expense 

‘ DAVIDSON rose. 

PEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illi- 
m 1 to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

M MANN. Mr. Speaker, I beg the gentleman to excuse me. 
I! ly four minutes grant me. 

N Mr. Speaker, the ques Tor Congress to determine is 
this: » gentle n from Ohio says that we ought not to grant 
the right to dam a river unless we require the person receiving | 
t! grant to pay to the General Government. Pay what? 
Shall we provide that in the various States in the Union where 
na ble waters happen to lie that there shall be no improve- 
ment unl the Government gets the big end of the receipts? 


» forbid the development of power in the country unless 
the parties developing it shall pay to the Government the biggest 
share of their profit That is a matter which, in my judgment, 

tl time should be left to the State. The gentleman from 


« 
Sf 


at this tin 


essary in the future, to control the charges which shall be 
for the use of this power, as we are now proposing to contro 
rates of the railways; and all that authority is retained i: 
bill. It is retained also in the general dam bill which ! 
troduced, which was reported to the House recently by the 
tleman from Georgia. 

If this bill fails to pass, the result is there is no improv: 
at Muscle Shoals; there is no use of the water power; tl 3 
no benefit to the Government and the country from the eu 
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mous power, which the gentleman says is worth two or three | tion, but it seems to me hardly fair that so many shouk 
million dollars a year, and which we see is now going to waste. | allowed to have their time extended. 

The gentleman from Ohio has no proposition to present, the Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. We want to get at the f 
distinguished committee over which he presides has no proposi-| Mr. BANKHEAD. I will ask unanimous « nt t 
tion to present, for the use of the water power at Muscle Shoals. | gentleman from Ohio have time to reply, if he wish 
No person in this Congress has any proposition to present upon Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I make no objection 
that subject retaining any portion of the proceeds to the General The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
Government under which any person can obtain the capital with | asks unanimous consent that the time of his colleague be ey 


which to develop the power. We passed a bill some years ago | tended five minutes. Is there objection? 

granting authority to a company for this same place, retaining There was no objection. 

the right to fix the compensation, but the parties were unable Mr. BANKHEAD. The proposed power canal, Mr. Sp I 
to raise the money. The power is wasted. I believe that it is | leaves the waters of the Tennessee River at a point below wher 


far better for the Government to develop the power now going | the navigable canal leaves the river, and the water l ( 
to waste in many parts of the country, to add to the industries of | to the river above where the navigable canal ent t 
he country, to build up the localities where these navigable | It is not fair to compare this situation with that hich 
<treams have power rather than to stand as a dog in the manger, | on the Coosa River, to which the gentleman fro Oh 
efusing to develop the power ourselves, and refusing to permit | Burton] has alluded. In that case the Gover 
thers to develop it. [Loud applause. ] pended five or six hundred thousand dollars fé ‘ 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I hope the gentleman from Alabama | of a dam and lock for the purpose of navigat Th 
ill yield me two minutes. I think it is hardly fair that two | ment has created the power. It has built a lock and 
rsons should respond to the remarks I made without an op- | tially built them. The power is the result, and | t those 
rtunity to make some reply. | people have had to do who desired to utilize that power h een 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ala- | to put a flume into the dam, or cut a very short canal around if 
ma yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ohio? | for the purpose of conveying the water to their power w! : 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly. The gentleman Mr. BURTON of Ohio. If the gentleman please, from what 
e me five minutes. source does the gentleman obtain his figures that the dam 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It shows on how slim a foundation | five or six hundred thousand dollars? 
provision for compensation is based when they have to run Mr. BANKHEAD. From the books, 
the provision to “alter, amend, or repeal.” They omit the Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is the gentleman not aware that th 
vision for compensation which so frequently comes in these | engineering report also gives an estimate for the completion 
is. Now, if there is a chance for imposing charges, there is | the dam, without any appliances, and that the amount there e 
t 2 Member of this House who in his experience can recollect | mated for the purpose is $108,250, without any reference to pow 
single case in which the right to amend a franchise was Mr. BANKHEAD. It is true that the engineering de 
nted—— : ment estimates that about $100,000, or a littl ore, must be ey 
Mr. MANN. I did not say there was any power to demand | pended before this power can be utilized or even created nd 
rges, but stated there was power to regulate the charge. the provision is that those gentlemnen who propose to utilize 
Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman from | must complete the lock. 
Ohio what right has the General Government over a river pass- Now, Mr. Speaker, we have a similar situation here 


through a State, within the limits of a State, other than | sight of this Capitol. Exactly the conditions exist tl 
t of controlling its navigation? What right or interest has | Muscle Shoals, so far as navigation is concerned A few miles 
Government that it can sell to a citizen in a river or the | above the city of Washington are the Great Falls of the Poto 


ters of that river? mac. Just above those falls a dam has been built across the 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It has, first, the paramount right | river, and the city of Washington has built an aqueduct, and 
belongs to the Central Government to control the navi- | from that dam it receives its water supply. The Chesapeak 
gation of that river and all parts of it whether rapid or smooth. | and Ohio Canal runs up the bank of the Potomac River fro 
does anyone come here asking for the right to construct | here to the Great Falls and above and connects with the n 
m if the Government has not the absolute power to grant | gable waters of the Potomac River here and below Would 
efuse? 


gentleman from Ohio, or any other gentleman this fl 
Mr. HEPBURN. It has the right to control the navigation, sist that to build a power plant at the falls of the Potor 


What else? low the mouth of the aqueduct and along t side of th 
ir. BURTON of Ohio. In this specific case the ownership} would in any way affect the navigation of the Poto er 
4 miles or riparian frontage along one side of the river. | or the water supply of Washington? 
\s regards taking some action I would say that I should agree Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentleman f! \ 





the judgment of Senator Morgan, favoring the creation of | maintain for a minute that the resourc 
mission to examine into this whole subject and report | this point, and the country to be sul 


it. with the country tributary to the Tennessee 
» SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, Mr. Spe h 
red, same; it is only a question of degree that 
r. LITTLEFIELD. I will ask that the gentleman’s time | be more power in the Tennessee River; it is po 
<tended a few minutes. river: but the principle involved is the same Now. I \ 
BURTON of Ohio. I will not ask that. say most frankly to this House that if the money expended 
RICHARDSON of Alabama. I yield two minutes of the | the Government of the United States in the construction « 
left to me to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bank canal in the effort to make the Tennessee River ! 
|. any manner contributed to the value of this power, in a 
‘. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that the diffi- | ner lessened the expense that would be required to build thi 
in the minds of gentlemen on the floor is their inability to | plant and make the power available, | would not hay: rd 
of this situation correctly at this distance. If the mem- | to say on this subject. 
ip of this House could go with me down to Alabama and [Here the hammer fell.] 
through this canal that we have been discussing, and see Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I believe ! 
tuation, see its connection with the navigable waters of | have one minute remaining 
river, they would be able to decide at once that the The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Bonynce). TI 
000 or more that have been expended by the Government | is right; he has one minut 
construction of that canal have not contributed one Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speak: before the «a ‘ n beg 
ig to the value of this power in any manner whatever. | as he has only a minute remaining, | ask uw 
iles of that river. known as the “ Muscle Shoals,” have a | that he have fifteen minutes additional, and that t 
f 85 feet. There are bowlders in the bed of that river as | from Ohio have a corresponding amount of time, if hl 


a house and as high as a tree, and the Government could | use it. 
‘ovide for the navigation of that portion of the river by | Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I sh 
xpenditure of twenty or thirty million dollars. | that. 
SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman | The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman fro \ 
| 
i 







Alabama has expired. is recognized for one minute 
RICHARDSON of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I t that I 
the gentleman have five minutes more. am greatly interested about the success of t It has 
BURTON of Ohio. I do not feel like making an objec- | been near my heart ever since I have been a Mem! of Co 


2900 


gress, and I thank the House for the kind courtesy extended. 
What is the real status of this bill now? Here it is before you, 
gentlemen, with the indorsement of the highest engineer officer 
f this Government, the Chief of Engineers, General Mackenzie, 


Ai, 





0 


an able, worthy, and distinguished man in his profession. 
Here it is with the unqualified indorsement of the Secretary of 
War, a great lawyer, a splendid man, an able Secretary. It 


stands with the only objection made to it in the fears and appre- | 


hensions of the gentleman from Ohio. That is the true condi- 


tion and the real status of this bill. 


of this Government where a cent has ever been charged in cases 
where the Government has not expended money to create publie 
improvements. He asks that the Government shall reap where 
it has not sown. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on suspending 
the rules and agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker 
nounced that, in the opinion of the Chair, 
voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Division, Mr. Speaker! 

The House divided; a: d there were—ayes 113, noes 30. 

So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the resolution 
was agreed to. 


pro tempore an- 
two-thirds had 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
reprint of the bill (H. R. 4527) for preventing the adultera- | 
tion or misbranding of foods or drugs and for regulating the 


traflic therein, and for other purposes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mittees. 


The Clerk will call the com- 


PUNISHMENT FOR EXTORTION. 

Mr. LACEY (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 9721) to amend 
section 5481 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5481 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be, 1 the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 





‘Sec. 5481. Every officer, clerk, agent, or employee of the United 
States, and every person representing himself to be or assuming to act 


‘ such officer, clerk, agent, or employee, who is guilty of extortion, 
under color of his office, clerkship, agency, or employment, or under 
of his pretended or assumed office, clerkship, agency, or employ- 


color 


ment, and every person who shall attempt any act which if performed 
would make him guilty of such extortion, shall be punished by a fine 
of not more than $500 or by imprisonment for not more than one year, 
or by beth such fine and imprisonment, except those officers or agents 
of the United States otherwise differently and specially provided for in 


the subsequent sections of this chapter.” 
Mr. LACEY. 
in the 


land service. Occasionally men have assumed to be pub- 


lic officers for the purpose of extorting money by such assump- | 


tion from various individuals upon the public lands. The De- 
partment of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Land 
Office request an amendment to the law so as to include in the 
punishment of extoition by officers also extortions by those who 
pretend to be officers. That is all there is involved in this bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the last vote 








was laid on the table. 
PROTECTION OF BIRDS. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I also call up the bill H. R. 
13190, to protect birds and their eggs in game and bird pre- 
rhe Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any person to hunt, 
t1 capture, willfully disturb, or kill any bird of any kind what- 
‘ or take the eggs of such birds on any lands of the United States 
Ww l e already been or may hereafter be set apart or reserved as 
reserves or as breeding grounds for birds by any law, proclama- 
ti Iixecutive order, except under such rules and regulations as 
I rescribed from time to time by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
S That any person violating the provisions of this act shall be 
a d g y of a misdemeanor and shall, upon conviction in any 
Ur is s court of competent jurisdiction, be fined in a sum not 
5 $500 or be imprisoned for a period not exceeding six months, 
( ’ ffer both fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
a 


With the following amendments. recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ already” and “ or may hereafter be.” 
In line 7 strike out the words “as game preserves or.” 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, there are some amendments to 


this bill limiting the effects of the bill to those reserves that 
have heretofore been set apart. The President, by Executive 


The gentleman from Ohio | 
is not able, on his part, to give a single instance in the history | 





Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this amendment to 
the law is to prevent the false impersonation of public officers | 
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| walking or driving along a thoroughfare and a bird hap. 
| to be in the road, what is he to do? 








| kill it in self-defense. 
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order, withdrew from settlement a few islands in the Gulf of 
Mexico and some in the lakes of the North. These islands a); 
useless for agricultural purposes. They are low-lying island 
and have been used from time immemorial for nesting an 
propagation of wild migratory fowl, and the President wit}, 
drew them from entry and reserved them for that purpose. [; 
is in the power of the officers of the Land Department to p:. 
tect the islands from trespass in a general way by ordering 
people to keep off. This bill goes a step further, and mak 
interference with the nests or the eggs on the islands unlawfy!. 
and punishes the offense. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman will allow me, in 
course of this bill I notice it makes it a crime for any person t 
willfully disturb a bird on the Government reservation, | 
sume there are thoroughfares in the reserve, and if a n 


I 
mn 
lan 1S 


is 


Mr. LACEY. The islands are all marshy islands; nobody, 
lives on them. They are public lands. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does anybody ever go there? 

Mr. LACEY. They go there to get the birds’ eggs and rob 
the nests or for hunting purposes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No inhabitants on the islands? 

Mr. LACEY. No; unoccupied tide-water islands or marsh 
lands. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
come, and 

Mr. LACEY. I hope so. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If there should be any settlement there. 
any thoroughfare—if a man meets, as I say, a bird in the ro 
what is he to do? 

Mr. LACEY. And the bird bites him? [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Indiana is borrowing trouble. There 
are a few islands that have been used immemorially for the 
propagation of bird life. Now, this subject used to be treated 
somewhat jocularly, but the scarcity of our disappearing bird 
life has brought the subject to the attention of the public in 
such a way as to cause the matter to be treated more seriously. 
Now, a few islands that are especially adapted to this use 
have been withdrawn from public settlement, and we want to 
protect them from marauders. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would ask the gentleman if it would 
not make the law operate better if the word “ unnecessarily ” 
were put in there after the word “ willfully.” It seems to m 
that looks like a rather arbitrary thing. 

Mr. PALMER. But when is it necessary to disturb a bird? 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. COUSINS. 


But this will operate for all time to 


t 








| 
U, 


e 


That would make it so that you could only 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe any such amend- 
ment is necessary. It prevents the willful disturbance of or in- 
jury to the birds breeding in these reserves, and nothing els¢ 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not expect to 
go there, so that I shall not insist upon my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on t 
engrossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SOLDIERS’ ADDITIONAL HOMESTEAD RIGHTS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 985) to 
validate certain certificates of soldiers’ additional homestead 
rights, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the certificates of soldiers’ additional | 
stead right, under section 2306, Revised Statutes of the United Si 
issued by the Commissioner of the General Land Office in May, 
under authority of the act of Congress of August 18, 1894, to 
Wine, assignee of Thomas O. George, Moses Roley, Andrew A. Hs 4 
son, William Bohanan, Leland L. Betterton, James R. Blades, #o.n 
Pendleton, Charles M. Blair, Elbert 8. Wittenberg, William D. , 


nolds, John M. Walker, and Caleb Sill, be, and the same are it 
made valid. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill validates about tw 
soldiers’ additional homestead rights. The Department ol 
Interior first held that those rights were not assignable, 
after so holding allowed the parties who had assigned the r': 
to locate them in their own names and dispose of the proj” 
after location, thus cutting out the rights of the assign: 
The assignees had attempted to protect themselves by filing 


» ‘ 


the Department the proper evidence of the assignment. © 





sequently it was determined that these rights were assignable, 
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and the parties having the rights, who had bought them and | the soldier? 


paid for them, ask now to be permitted to exercise their rights, | 
notwithstanding the fact that they have been denied them by 
previous ruling and the rights have been allowed to be exer- 
cised by the original claimants. 

Mr. GOULDEN. It is in the interests of the old soldier? 

Mr. LACEY. The old soldier did not treat his assignee quite 
right. He got the money from his assignee and sold his right, 
and then afterwards exercised it himself. Now, since it has been | 
held that these rights are assignable the Department recognized | 
n these twelve cases that they should be permitted to exercise | 
the right. 

Mr. MANN. Who are these people—who gets the benefit of 
his act? Are they speculators? 

Mr. LACEY. Purchasers of the various claims. We call | 
hem speculators. They have undoubtedly bought them and 

ype to make something out of them. They have paid their 

oney for them, and have been deprived of the right of lecating | 
hem upon the lands by reason of an erroneous ruling which has 
een subsequently reversed. 

Mr. MANN. It is known who they are? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; their names are mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The soldiers have exercised this right once? 

Mr. LACEY. First they assigned their rights for value, and 

en they were held unassignable went and exercised that right 

mselves, and afterwards it being determined that they were 

ignable the parties who had bought and paid for the rights 
and who have been deprived of locating them under this errone- 
ous ruling ask the privilege now to make the locations. 

Mr. MANN. The soldiers had the right and they sold that | 

cht to speculators. 

Mr. LACEY. The soldiers had this right. All soldiers prior | 

i874 who had a homestead of less than 160 acres had the | 

ht to go and loeate enough to make up the 160 acres some- 
ere else, and get title to it, or sell that right to somebody else. 

Mr. MANN. What does the gentleman mean by all soldiers | 
prior to 1874? 

Mr. LACEY. The law was repealed in 1874, so that no sol 
diers excepting those who had taken less than 160 acres of land 
prior to 1874 are entitled to the benefits of what is known as 
“soldiers’ additional ” rights. 

Mir. MANN. So that the soldier, prior to 1874, having the 

t to locate, sold that right to a speculator? 

Mr. LACEY. No; having the right to locate and having 
ted less than 160 acres of land, he sold his right to the sur- 


plus to a speculator or anybody else. 
Mr. MANN. Sold to a speculator the right to locate the sur- 
I and then the Department ruled he could not make the sale? | 


Mr. LACEY. It ruled it was not assignable. 
Ir. MANN. Then the soldier went ahead and made his loca- | 
tion and this bill is to relieve the speculator now. You do not 
grant the soldier himself that right now? 
lr. LACEY. This only applies to a valid right which had 
transferred under a valid law for value and which the | 
Department, by making this rule, had prevented from being | 
é cised. 
MANN. Well, if the gentleman will pardon me, if the 
lier sold a valid right under a valid law, we can not prevent 
from exercising that right, and you are seeking to confirm 
cht here which is not valid because of its invalidity. 
LACEY. He has been prevented from exercising the 
t, and the injustice of the matter has been referred to the 
irtment, and they recommend the passage of the bill so that 
e might be done to these parties by reason of an erroneous 


or 


MANN. The Department recommend, as they do every- 
< of that kind, to put everybody on an equality; but I think 
re entitled to an explanation of why, having given to a sol- | 

( prior to 1874 a right which we do not give to a soldier at all 
in addition to that we should give that right twice to the 
‘ which we do not give at all to any other soldier. 
LACEY. No; that soldier has, by an erroneous ruling, 
permitted to exercise a right he did not own, that he had 
and transferred to somebody else and got money for it. 
MANN. Every speculator takes chances wheén he buys | 
thing on speculation. 
LACEY. The speculator took his assignment and filed it | 
ade it of record in the Department, and the Department 
went on and aided the soldier in taking land somewhere | 


\ 


* 


by aecepting his filing, and thus deprived him of his right 
ation. Now, that injustice has been done, and the man- 
y call him a speculator, as you please; any man who buys 

estate might be called a speculator; he might be a home- 


ler —— 









Mr. MANN. 


deliver, namely, the right 
land warrant, 
notwithstanding that he had sold i e@ CO 
The Department held he 


Supreme Cour 





ment was wrong. 
held they propose to allow 
which they have been denied and whi 
says they have. 
Mr. MANN. 


It seems to me if they 
Government they ought to present it throug 


just like a land warrant. 
Mr. MANN. If they have any 
come here and ask Congress to give 


take away a right. 


He has the right 
ing he made his original homestead location prior 
that time the law was repealed and any soldier since 
taking less than a 
additional 
rights still in existence unlo« 
What are they 
These particul: 
because they were deemec : 
the land and kept the money th 
they had sold and assigned. 
deprived the assignee of 
preme Court says that the ri 
situation, 
location for John Smith, we will sa: 
had already allowed an entry 
The entry is erroneous, 
it requires special legislation 
the locations, of which they have 
POWERS. 
permit me to ask him a question? 
Mr. LACEY. 
Mr. POWERS. 
man, the soldiers have located : 
from the Government 
if it is granted again the Government | 
they have given 
did not belong to them, a1 
men the land that does belong to then 
POWERS. itl 


Mr. MANN. 


The Land Dey 


the gentleman 


understand the st 
nd obtain 


Certainly. 
| gentleman a hundred dollars : 
body else, and gives 
after it has been a 
assigned, the other 
twice, but only once to the 
POWERS. 
contend that the purchaser 


Will not the soldier 
| for the person to who 


r, LACEY. 
* POWERS. 


I think he vw 


He is beyond the re 
* POWERS. 


Mr. POWERS. } 
why should they come in lx 
the land a second t | \ 
has a remedy against the soldier 
signment by compelling 
he has parted with the land. 

Mr. LACEY. 


One is to go on and exer 
other is to treat the 
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pelled to that; he is not compelled to follow the insolvent trus- 


tee when he has a valid claim to land. When he has recorded 
his assignment in the proper office and given notice of it, he is 
not compelled, because the Department has given this land to 
the wrong man, to follow the wrong man. He may follow him, 
if he wants to, but he is not compelled to do that. It would 
be unjust to compel it in a case like this, because the parties 
re insolvent. 

‘ir. POWERS. Is there any evidence to that effect? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 
permit a auestion? 


Mr. LACEY. 
Ary 


Certainly. 
SHERLEY. If it is true that he has a right of entry, 
why the need of this legislation? 





Mr. LACEY. The Department has held that inasmuch as on 
the face of the record they have already allowed an entry for an 
individual of that name, and have even wrongfully allowed it, 
that the subject has been exhausted, and they have to ask Con- 


gress to give them an opportunity to allow a second entry in 
the error that they made before. In short, 
have given the wrong man the land. They want now to 
ight man the land. I have no doubt that the Govern- 
ll go into the court and cancel the entry made to the 
mut, after land has passed into the hands of innocent 
that would be an injustice on the part of the Gov- 

ernment which they would not be disposed to commit. 
IE RLEY The meat of this is that if the soldier has 
guilty of fraud and has made a transfer, and instead of 
ing by it himself gotten of the land, the 
Stat Government make whole the 

is defrauded? 


must 
} 

EY Not at 

naeres of land. 
Ile sells 1 
transfers it 
‘ord of it, and 
nt. Subsequently, by 
i take t] 


occurre l 


order fo rrect 


C x 


possession 


in and 


has 


come 


all. The soldier has a right, we will 
warrant and transfers it. 
files in the Land 
shows the assignment in the Depart- 
mistake of the Government, they ailow 

ame amount of land again. That 
where 


a duplicate land warrant 


int. ant 
5+ 
At 


es ar 





to 


~ iy i’ 
has is 


ut in this ease the right has been transferred, and they have 





Suppose he has a land warrant for | 
The man | 
Department and | 
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Mr. HINSHAW. Do they make it under the homestead law ? 

Mr. LACEY. They make it under the soldier’s additional! 
homestead law, which would be without regard to residence. 

Mr. MANN. They can locate on land anywhere? 

Mr. LACEY. Anywhere. 

Mr. HINSHAW. It would not require residence for the time 
they did not serve? 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. This soldier’s additional home 
stead law, I think, was a bad law, and I think it was well to 
repeal it. 

Mr. HINSHAW. It would show that the 
acted in good faith and paid their money. 

Mr. LACEY. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. What was the decision of the 
holding that the Department was wrong in the 
made with reference to those lands? 

Mr. LACEY. Webster v. Luther, reported 
States, which is referred to in this report. 

Mr. MANN. What was the date of that decision? 

Mr. LACEY. I am not sure about the date. It is in 163 
United States, probably seven or eight years ago. I eall for : 
vote. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 


assignees hay 


Supreme Cou 
decision that 


in 163 United 


| ingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MINING LAWS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. LACEY. I now call up the bill H. R. 8984. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8984) to amend the laws governing labor or improyem ‘ 
upon mining claims in Alaska. 

Be it enacted, etc., That during each year and until patent has been 
issued therefor, at least $75 worth of labor shall be performed o 
provements made on, or for the benefit or development of, in accord 
with existing law, each mining claim in the district 6f Alaska he 
fore or hereafter located, and in addition thereto the locator or oy, 
of each such claim shall perform $25 worth of work upon hizghy 
roads, or trails within the recording division or district in whic! 

' claim shall be situate, or, in lieu of such work upon highways, road 
trails, the sum of $25 may be paid to the recorder for such divisio: 
district, who shall give a receipt therefor and enter such payment 
a record of affidavit of annual work done on mining claims; and in 
work of the value aforesaid shall be performed upon such high: 
ronds, or trails as aforesaid the affidavit of the locator or own 
such claim, or of some other person having knowledge of the 
showing the performance thereof and specifying the highway, road 
trail and the character and extent of such work done thereon, s 
mage and filed with said recorder and be recorded by him in his 
record, and such affidavit when so made and filed shall be prima 
evidence of the performance of such work. And in like manne 
locator or owner of such claim shall also make and file with the 1 


| recorder an affidavit showing the performance of labor or making o 


provements to the amount of $75 as aforesaid and specifying the « 
acter and extent of such work, and such affidavit shall be prima 
evidence of the performance of such work or making of such im 
ts. And upon failure of the locator or owner of any such 

to comply with the provisions of this act, or any of them, such « 
shall become forfeited and open to location by others as if no lo 
of the same had ever been made. The affidavits required hereby m 
made Lefore any officer authorized to administer oaths, and the | 
sions of section 5392 of the Revised Statutes are hereby extend: 
such affidavits. 


me 


Sec. 2. That the recorders for the several divisions or district 
Alaska shall each give bond in such amount as the Secretary 


Treasury may require and in such form as the Attorney-General 
approve, and shall account to the Secretary of the Treasury for 
moneys received by them under the provisions of this act; and all 
moneys shail, under the direction and control of the road commiss! 
of Alaska, be expended within the mining district where collected 1) 


| opening and improvement of highways, roads, and trails of Alasi 


given a person land who had no right to it and have denied his 
bona fide signee the land; and by reason of the condition of 
the records it becomes necessary to have Congressional author- 
ity to clear up the record in these twelve cases and to allow the 
nan whom the courts have determined to be the rightful owner 
to obtain his land. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, if I understand you, I find this is in 
this shape: That the Land Office, having made a mistake, in- 
stead of correcting it by canceling the wrong land grant made to 
the soldier who had assigned his claim, now wants Congress to 
remedy its mistake by granting land turned over to one soldier 
to another man in the service. 

Mr. LACEY. Why, certainly not. The party does not want 
to go into a court of equity to cancel twelve different entries 
in order to do justice to the parties in these claims. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As I understand, this does not cut off | 
the right of the parties for the amount they hold. 

Mr. LACEY. Not at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. As I understand it, if I owed you an 
account and you assigned it, and I, knowing of the assignment, 
use that for the sole purpose of not paying you, this case is in 
the state of what would be the claim that I would not pay it 
to the man who had the claim—that he ought to follow you. 

Mr. LACEY. That seems to be the suggestion; but it was 
worse than that, because this instrument is negotiable. The 

ssignor has the right to the land itself, and under the same 


sad 


‘ 1 to the land itself, and it is so held by the court. 
IIOLLIDAY. 


Mir. 


It is not true that the assignment of these 
ins s carries with them no guaranty or warranty title, 


amounts to a quitclaim title. 
ACK Y. The deed carries all the rights that the assignor 


but only 

Mr. 1, 
had. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. It is simply a quitclaim deed. 

Mr. LACEY. It is a deed of conveyance without a warranty. 
He is not compelled to file it on the particular land his assignor 
had but is allowed to select some other public land. 
Now, may not want to select land in Colorado, others in 
California, and if so the right will be taken from them unless 
they could make their own selections on the public domain. 


selected, 


MNe 


Mr. GOULDEN. How many acres are involved in this? 

Mr. McCARTHY. One thousand and forty acres. 

Mr. GOULDEN. This is simply to perfect the title? 

Mr. LACEY. Whenever they make a selection then the title 


would pass. 


| of work and improvements. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 


In line 18 on page 2, after the termination of the word “imp 
ments,” strike out the period and insert a comma, also the follo 
words: “ but if such affidavit be not filed within the time fixed b) 


act, the burden of proof shall be upon the claimant to establis 
performance of such annual work and improvements.” 

Further amend by striking out, after the word “ act,” in line 1°, 
“or any of them” and inserting in lieu thereof “as to perfor! 


” 


» 


Also, after the word “ affidavits,” in line 25, on page 2, inser! 
following: ‘‘ Said affidavits shall be filed not later than thirty 


after the close of the year in which such work is performed.” 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
the gentleman in charge of the bill a question or two. 

Mr. LACEY. Very well. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The general law requires 
anywhere else, outside of this jurisdiction for which you 
legislating, the locator of a claim shall do a hundred do! 
worth of work a year, does it not? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
about this? 

Mr. LACEY. I will explain. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I wish you would. 

Mr. LACEY. This bill still requires a hundred do! 


What is it you are drivin: 











Al; 
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1 on roads or trails. 

. of trying to get a little better means of transportation in 

be done on roads or trails. The amount of work 
nged, but it may be put in on a trail anywhere, selected by 
locater, 

rhere is, however, another provision in the bill to which I 
i] eall the attention of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not think I am opposed to this, 

it if you pass this law, is it not inevitable that the miners out 
Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona, and in all the rough 


intry, the miners generally in the mountainous country, will 


» here demanding identically the same kind of a law? 
Mr. LACEY. I think not, because the miners in 


ska, by permitting a portion of the annual assessment work | 
is not | 


orth of work to be done, but requires that $25 of it shall be | 
That provision was inserted with the 


Colorado | 


uld a little rather do the work on their own claims than on | 


roads. This simply requires the miner to take $25 worth 
the work that he would in many respects throw away on his 


m and put it on the roads. 


Now, the miners of Colorado | 


ld prefer not to do that, because their claims are lode | 


and the $25 worth of work, if they were required to 
i+ 
il improvement of their own claims. 


However, in Alaska, 


the claims are placer, the most of this $100 worth of | 


is practically thrown away. It fills up the next season. 
dig a hole and it fills up again, and it is more evidence of 
faith than it is actual improvement of the claim. So 
the amount of work is still the same in this bill as it is 
r existing law, but $25 of it in on the highways or 
there is this further peculiar situation in Alaska: The mining 
s of the United States authorize the various States and 
ories to make local laws on the subject, not inconsistent 
the national laws, and every mining State and Territory 
the Union has so far enacted some law requiring the filing 
‘oof with the recorder as to the annual assessment work 
and this bill practically makes the same rule in Alaska 
w exists in Nevada, Arizona, and the other mineral 
where proofs are required to be filed within thirty days 
the end of the year of the fact of the work having been 
Now, there being no legislature in Alaska, they have not 
i this needful local law. 
se two propositions are all that are involved in this bill: 
that $25 of the $100 worth of work shall be done on the 
ud, second, the filing of proof of the fact of the doing 
» work with the recorder of the district. 
Speaker, if there is no other question, I call for a vote on 
endments and on the bill. 
amendments recommended by the Committee on the Pub- 
is were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be e yssed and read a 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


goes 


ner 
nere 


‘tion of Mr. Lacry, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
he various bills reported by the Committee on the Public 
to-day were passed was laid on the table. 


MMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT 
GROSVENOR., 


MARINE AND FISHERIES. 
Mr. Speaker, I was called to the door 
that the committee of which I have the honor to 
man was called, and I came back too late to call up a 
of bills unanimously reported by the Committee on the 
nt Marine and Fisheries. I ask unanimous consent to 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
SPEAKBHR pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
ous consent to return to the call of the Committee on the 
Marine and Fisheries. Is there objection? 
FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
{ should like to know what bills the gentleman desires to 
GROSVENOR. I have two small bills unanimously re- 
| by the committee. One relates to the inspection of 
ships and the other relates to dredges. 
FITZGERALD. The latter bill is the one I have in mind. 
GROSVENOR., I will call up the other bill first. 
FITZGERALD. I will not object if the gentleman from 
shes to call up the bill for the inspection of steamboats. 
GROSVENOR.,. If the gentleman will allow me to go 
to the call now, I will withdraw the other bill if the gen- 
1 makes any objection to it. 
FITZGERALD. The bill that I may have some objec- 
) is the bill relating to dredges. 
GROSVENOR: Very well, then, let me pass the other 
You will hardly take advantage of my being accidentally 
to the door, and in that way prevent my going back to 
ll of my committee. 





it in on the road, would be that much subtracted from the | 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Very well; I { f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is thers 

There was no objection. 

INSPECTION OI rEAM 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bil H. J 
35398) to amend section 4400 of the Revised Stat 
to the inspection of steam vessels. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4400 of t Revised § 
amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 4400. All steam vessels navigat s of ' 
States which are common highways of 
or competitive navigation, excepting | lic t f ‘ ted 
vessels of other countri i ts p é l 
steam for navigating cz ll be s ’ 
title 

“And all foreign private steam ve ‘ j I xz 
any port of the United States to any o ? 
subject to the provisions of sect s 4417, 44 1, 442 t 
4470, 4471, 4472, 4473, 4479 182, 4488, 4489 ! $497, 4499 l 
4500 of this title, and shal i 
by the proper officer, in any of the port 
specting any of the provisions of the sections aS 2 
ever, That when such foreign | s 
having inspection laws approx I Ss d 
have unexpired certificates of in ction 1 
ties in the respective t 
subject to no other inspectis } sf 

‘ctors that the condition of the vessel, he s, and 
equipments are as stated in th it « 

10 such certificate of insp be 

ful inspection except when ry st f 
tries which have by their laws a ded to 

United States visiting such cout es the ‘ 
herein to the steam vessels of such count? v t » | ad 
it being further provided that there shall ’ ed i 
the Treasury of the United States the s 

foreign passenger steamers 

that any fol n nation shal arge the 1 ves 
United States trading to the j 

provided that’ the Secretary < ( ! l 

power to waive { uv i t 

notice of the proper authorities of an) 

lection of fees for the pectior ‘ 

has been discontinued. 

“It is further | vided it t se 
may, in his discretion, pe it any foreig 
wit the vis s of this t w 
tion shall have ex] ‘ed at se since S \ 
said vessel belongs, or while said ve si 
United States, to sail uy he 
further i ion t n \ d t i 
tifik e ¢ 1 be I ‘ i 
cre n e exercised o! with 
reg I hed lines, and in 
st be regularly inspected by ‘ 

y ernment before her next rn to a] of t > 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from and ; : i 
approval. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I will sta the House 
exactly what this bill provides. As the 1 ) 
ship is allowed to clear from an Ame 1 port S 
certificate of inspection from an Am i 
foreign ship, she must have a certificate of bhi 1 still 
alive, as you might say, touching her < nd s 
passenger and freight ship. 

Now, it has come about that so1 
themselves with their per nm cf i 
of time, either while on the vo e here 
American port waiting for her cargo o1 
Thereupon she finds herself un our l 

I 
ance because she carries 

Now, this provides ind it ( 
that if that ship belongs t country 
spection in her ports ! ( 
to return to her home port l 
tion, until she can renew tl unde ‘ 
struction. With the single exception, 
ment as to safety and variou t 
her fitness for the home voyage, 
tified to by a special inspector in ¢ ! _p I 
pli only to ships, as I have s 
country that extends the same reciprocal 1 to A 
ships 

That is the simple pr T ry 
the Bureau of Navigation of the De 
Labor, and has a unanimous report f } 

Merchant Marine and Fisheri 

The SPEAKER. The question 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be e - l 


was read the third time, a! | 
On motion of Mr. GrosvENoR, motion to 1 r the 
vote was laid on the table. 
FOREIGN-BUIL1 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the | 
395) concerning foreign-built dredges, 


nd pas 








2904 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a foreign-built dredge shall not, under pen- 
alty of forfeiture, engage in dredging in the United States unless docu- 
mented as a vessel of the United States. 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, was read: 
In line 5 


after the word “ States,” insert the following: 


“Provided, That if any foreign-built dredge is now at work under 
contract in the waters of the United States nothing herein contained 


shall prevent the use of such dredge or dredges in the completion of 


such contract.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FirzGerALp] desires to oppose this bill, I will make a brief 
statement. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish the gentleman would explain it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The bill provides that foreign-built 


dredges shall not, under penalty of forfeiture, engage in dredging 
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in the United States unless documented as a vessel of the | 
United States. That is the bill as it passed the House last | 
year. It failed of passage by the Senate for want of time. It 


passed the House, I think, in the latter end of the session. 

Now, it was introduced at the time to prevent the coming into 
this country of foreign-built dredges. Dredges require a large 
expenditure of money and labor in their building, and it was 
believed that they ought to be put under the same law and same 
regulations that apply to our merchant marine in general. 

The committee had information from gentlemen from New 
York engaged in the business of manufacturing these dredges 
that they were building the very highest type of the vessel, and 
that these dredges came to this country in this way. <A contract 
was let to some foreign organization for the dredging of Gal- 
veston Harbor after the great storm, and, without any authority 
of law, two or more of these dredges came over. It was said 
that others were coming, and the Bureau of Navigation recom- 
mended that they should be put under the same conditions. But 
the committee this year have seen fit to make a change in favor 
of the men—the contractors—who have come here in good faith 
and taken their contracts based upon the idea that there would 
be no difliculty in bringing their dredges into this country, and 
so we have provided an amendment which I will read: 

Pro ed, That 


tract in the 


prevent 


contracts. 

I think there ought to be no objection to this bill. 

Mr. F:TZGERALD. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The report of the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation, which is a part of this report, states that these dredges 

‘e the property of an American corporation. How do these 
dredges u ‘r these circumstances fly a foreign flag? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They were built in a foreign country and 


if any foreign-built dredge is now at work under con- 
of the United States, nothing herein contained shall 
such dredge or dredges in the completion of such 





the 


bear a foreign flag. The fact that an American builds a ship in 
a foreign country does not change its relation. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; but does not the corporation or 
person have to be a citizen of the country whose flag the vessel 
flies? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; a great many Americans have bought 
foreign ships and operate foreign ships. There is nothing un- 
usual in that. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
mah a qu tion, 

i S \KER. Does the gentleman yield? 

GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

SIIERLEY. I would like to know if the amendment to 
t] I] meant to cover particularly the dredges now engaged 
in the work at Galveston, Tex.? 

ir. GROSVENOR. Or anywhere else. 

Mr. SHERLEY I understand that that was the real purpose 

GROSVENOR. Yes; to exempt them from the operation 
‘ ‘ ( ] 

SHIERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if this 
ai does not exempt them only as to the extent of that 
p lar conti 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will 
prey an endment specifying that they shall thereafter be | 

ed to American registry, I will consent to its going in the 
) | 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that; but I am asking the 
gen Chan 

GROSVENOR. It is a question that I would not like to 
decide offhand. The language of the bill is as follows: 

N i l yntained shall prevent the use of such dredge or 
dredges in t mpletion of such contracts. 


Now, while that amendment is furnished by the Department, 
I still think that it is not as specific as the committee would 
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have been willing to grant, and they would be willing that these 
dredges should be entirely exempted from the operation of th 


law. They came in here when they were not subject to th 
provision. 
Mr. SHERLEY. That is what I had in mind. [, unfo 


tunately, was not present at the meeting of the committee, 
the gentleman will recall, when this matter came up, and 
suggest to him that he allow this matter to go over until so) 
future time when, I think, we can draft a proper amendny 
that will safeguard those dredges as they should be safeguard: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Can the gentleman not do that now, t! 
we have the floor and the right? Can the gentleman not dr 
that amendment in a moment? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I can, if I can get the names of the dred: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman does not need ; 
names of the dredges. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that tix 
gentleman change that amendment to read something like this. 

This act shall not apply to any foreign-built dredges now at 
under contract in the United States. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, that would be all ric! 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I agree to that amendment—that is, | 
have no objection to it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
the committee. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] are there any dredges besides 
those at Galveston? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not that the committee had any know/!- 
edge of, and I presume there are not. 

Mr. McNARY. There was not any particular reason \ 
the Galveston dredges should be treated any different from 
others? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Only this: The owners of those dredges 
came here and bid on that great contract when there was 1 
obstacle in the way of bringing their own dredges here, and it 
seems inequitable to put any limitation on them either du 
or after the fulfillment of their contracts. 

Mr. McNARY. I desire to ask whether or not there are :ny 
dredges built on the Lakes by Canadians which are used 
the Lakes and the North Atlantic seaboard? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; we have plenty of them. We | 
the very highest type of dredge builders in this country. 

Mr. McNARY. Owned by Canadians? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are owned in New York. ; 
a company which came forward and showed us that they could 
build for the same price as good a dredge as these dredges in 
Galveston. The gentleman from New York | Mr. GouLpEeN 
colleague on the committee, will state that, I think. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I 1 
there are but three of those foreign-built dredges now opera! 
in waters of the United States, and we have abundant 0) 
tunity and facility for building them at New York City. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
the gentleman from Ohio a couple of questions for inf 
tion. What does this rather unusual and remarkable \ 
* documented ” mean? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It means registered—an American r 
try of citizenship, if you please. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I Know we have gotten so 
lately that we make a verb out of almost anything. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will say to the gentleman fro 
souri while to us—to himself and myself—it is a rather wu 
word, yet it is a word in common use in the matter of s! 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is what I supposed it 
Now, there is one other question, Mr. Speaker. Can thi 
guage of the bill be construed to shut out foreign dred 
erating in the Canal Zone? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not that Zone belong 
United States? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not for any purposes of this chat 
We have no law requiring a ship that makes its app 
in the Canal Zone to be documented in the United States 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The reason I asked that qv 
is I think it has not been determined yet whether we are + 
to build the canal ourselves or let it out to contract. OF « 
if we build it ourselves, we will do as we please about ships 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If we are going to let it out to 
tract, I would not be one who would be willing to en 
the bidder by any limitations of our navigation laws. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would not either. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and 2! 
ments. 


In place of the amendment reported by 


ry 
iherse 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I have sent my amendment to the 


Sec. 4. That no dividends shall be declared or paid whereby 
Clerk's desk. 


ital of the company shall in any manner be red 







































The Clerk read as follows: Sec. 5. That the said company may n tin i 
: portion of its net earnings to be a fur 1 
A bill (H. R. 395) concerning foreign-built dredges. its said bonds or securities, with or it d ! 
Be it enacted, cte., That a foreign-built dredge shall not, under pen- | times, in such proportion, and in a ee o 
ty of forfeiture, en » in dredging in the United States unless docu- | W!8e, @8 May be determined by e wuard Of aire 
nted as a vessel of the United States. | Sec. 6. That as soon as at least $5,000 of I every f 
ae ee i ; , . } canal proposed to be constructed is subscribed and | | I 
rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | incorporators named herein, cr a majority of them, sl ; - 
lows: | meeting of the shareholders, to be held in the ty of Pit | 
mn so , ‘ . . ‘ | . > pur se of electing a board of directors of said m 
Provided, That if any foreign-built dredge is now at work under con- for Anan pel nl 2 porn of the A irehold und aa head 
t in the waters of the United States, nothing herein contained shall Satie a ‘that mee = d r ~ t - aad 
’ pote he aie! : Seeman % oa oo , other business ¢ Mi be done at a sharehol I 
— the use of such dredge or dredges in the completion of such meeting the shareholders shall decide by a majo wot . acta 
z e x | ent, either in person or by proxy, the length of tl term < t f 
‘he amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York | the directors, and if the majority decide to ¢ 1 portio 
\ir. FITZGERALD] was read, as follows: | directors for a term or terms lot ger than one y t may and 
" = i - | al for such company to divide the direct W ire to be « 
Strike out, in line 5, all after the word “that” and insert “ This | into two. three, or four classes, and to elect 
shall not apply to any foreign built dredges now at work under | the term of one year, and the second, third, and 
ract in the waters of the United States. | for two, three, or four years, respectively; and at 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the amendment proposed | of such company the shareholders shall elect only 
the committee should be defeated and the amendment to ceadscaaien, aaa et daaenene at oe hen 4 a 
ndment should be agreed to. for which any class may have been elected as 
FITZGERALD.- My amendment is in the nature of a | 22d notice in writing signed by or on behalf of 
titute majority of them, fixing the date and 
Saab ‘ s postage prepaid, to the post-office add: 
GROSVENOR. It leaves two words in the original than ten days previous to the illing of s meeting ‘ i 
(iment, | sufficient notice of such meeting. a 
sph 4’) Tha ~— Sas ae . Sec. 7. That the directors of said company 
SPEAKER. The question IS on agreeing to the amend- shall constitute a quorum, shall hold office unt 
t to the amendment. | have been elected and qualified rhey 
e question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- | tary, and treasurer, and ealdteeae tee 
wvAe Aorac i Ss as may e gdeeme aqayvisa i I K 
whe agreed to. — ‘ ? - | trol and management of the worl pr 
e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | company. 
t. | Ss 8. That the main office of the comp 
‘ question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. | Pittsburs, in the State ot 4 nde ean. Pe 
a hare ders s il ye ( ( > ft ( I ‘ 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read mamma 
hird time; was read the third time, and passed. " $ec.9. That the said company s! 
i motion of Mr. GrosvENor, a motion to reconsider the last | 1™te" a eo eee , 
. corporation, and sha S \ ns 
was laid on the table. | be required by the said ¢ iss 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of | Sec. 10. That th is 
ttees stl t, maintain, i b 
cw rrebaieies ‘ 2 . os River, between Be nd Pitts i 
CURTIS (when the Committee on Indian Affairs was Ohio Beat - and g ri S 
i). Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee on Indian | the Mahoning River Sti Oo \ 
s be passed without prejudice. | Ohio; thence ne ng By wroug : . P oe NS 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks that the | jine and the mouth of the Grand River, in the St C0 


{ ttee on Indian Affairs be passed without prejudice. Is | said river, also a branc!} inal f1 the 1 t t : go R 
t objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. | in the State of Pennsylvania; thence along : =o 5 
| point at or near Sharon, Pa ils br f 
LAKE ERIE AND OHIO RIVER SHIP CANAL COMPANY. } or rt - 1 San te eae an eee 
an ake Erie to be ¢ s 1 cimensions as t I 
DAVIDSON (when the Committee on Railways and | D@vigable channels of at least 12 feet in depth and 



























































ection of not se ff mn ] i S 
( s was called). Mr. Speaker, I call up for present con- A gg en Spd spe Bn i ace 
on the bill H. R. 14396. feeders to supp ¢ 
BURNETT. Mr. Speaker S, Teservoirs w= , 
SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? h 1 i , . s , 
BURNETT. For the purpose of raising the question of | etween quoins, 45 f¢ ’ 
eration at the proper time. | feet dept Water i 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. BB Ant 7 cons 
Clerk read as follows: |} nent domain as “d s 2 
nek « 1 
H. R. 14396) to incorporate the Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship | ;)°° a Sa tahoe ; 
to define the powers thereof, and to facilitate interstate com anthorized. and it shall have t 
} Ways, railro: and } ‘ 
enacted, etc., That to facilitate interstate commerce between | for the 1 n , ! 
Lakes and the Ohio and Mississippi rivers Edward J. Lloyd, | ks of t | : \ 
\. Kelly, jr., John H,. Jones, Henry Buhl, jr., Thomas P. Rob- | ating of inals ] : 
ig J. East, George W. Stewart, Emil Swensson, Ch: A. S » alter ’ W 
G M. Lehman, James W. Wardrop, Burd S. Patterson, and rit nd the s 
Shaw, together with such persons as may become associated | d \ 
and their successors, are hereby created a body cory ate | and terms of su 
name and style of “The Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship | which the alterat s 0 
pany,” and by that name, style, and title shall have pe e dete ned S i 
ssion, may sue and be sued, plead and be im 1ded, mak in which ft altera 
common seal, receive and acquire, by purchase or otherw » | United States in 
rsonal property and rights of property, and may hold, use, | s i 
mortgage, encumber, charge, pledge, grant, assign, and cor S dis} 
me, and generally have and exercise all the powers us ly fix é hi 
and vesteg in corporations of the United States of Amet 
lly full powers to carry out the purposes of this act s 12. That t said par t f 
That the company, in ion to the powers expressed or | 1 
this t, shall have the right of emi d iin, whi shall se f i 
l provided in the case of railroad companies organized S 
’ respectively, of the States of Pennsylvania and O s s 
r the capital stock of the company shall not ex d ng 
er mile of canal proposed to be constructed, dir “dl 0 
$100 each, and the bonded and other indebted l 1 Riv I K I 
shall not exceed $300,000 per I la propose i ty he < . 4 2 ‘ ~ y , co nd L, ‘ ~ 
that the sum total of sto I i f 
1 $600,000 per mile of canal und g 
of debt created by the is v 
mount of stock subscribed for : 
expended in the promotion, i and t s 
s and works; and in no even bh 
in larger amount than m >’ nav 
and operate said canals i ir l t tl V 
th all the provisions of this act; and said company is hereby | reasor 
to issue its bonds, and the same shal! lx first and prior | any mann 
other claims or demands upon th mpany, secured by a | s 13. T 
ipon its property and rights of pr t kinds and | op¢ é d s 
ns, real, personal, and mixed, including its franchise to be a Ors, | ,w 
} n, | graph and tel J 


















































































































or 1 the construction, operation, and maintenance thereof, and 
may acquire or make any vessel, craft, mechanism, or appliance what- 
SO l ry constructing, maintaining, and operating said 
can and use, lease, or dispose of the same; and develop, acquire, use, 
and dispose of any motive power whatsoever in connection with or as 
part of the works herein authorized. 

14. 1 the said company may take, use, occupy, and hold, but 
not alienate, so much of the public beach or beach road, or lands cov 
ered with the waters of the rivers, lakes, brooks, streams, water courses, 
I I Ss, or ponds, on or at which the said canals may start from, 
traverse, cross, or terminate as may be necessary for the wharves, 
doch piers, buildings, or other works of the company, and may also 
construct such works as may be necessary to improve the navigation 
of said rivers and to stop the waste of waters therefrom and economize 
and utilize the same for the uses herein provided for. 

Sec. 15. That the company shall prepare and file with the Secretary 
‘ War, for his approval, the plans, locations, dimensions, and all 
necessary particulars of its camais gnd other works between the Ohio 
tiver and Lake Erie, and before such approval the construction thereof 
shall not be begun; and should any change in said plans be proposed 
during the progress of construction, such change shall be submitted to 
the Secretary of War and be by him approved before such change shall 
be made Upon notice of the approval of the Secretary of War, the 
company may forthwith begin the construction of its canals and works, 
or any part thereof, according to this act. 

Sec. 16. That the said company, at its own expense, shall maintain 
on its works, from sunset to sunrise, during the season of navigation, 
such lights and signals as may be prescribed by the United States Light- 
House Board 

Sec. 17. That the said company may demand, take, and recover for 
it roper e, for all persons and things of whatsoever description 
transported upon the said canals and works, or in vessels and craft 
usil the same, such reasonable charges or tolls as may by its by-laws 
be determined; but all such charges or tolls shall, under similar cir- 
cumstances, be charged equally to all persons, vessels, and goods under 
ce classifications to be established by the company; and no rebate, 
reduction, drawback, or advance of any sort on such charges or tolls 
shall ever be made directly or indirectly. And the said charges or tolls 
for the ensuing year shall be fixed, published, and posted on or in every 
piace where they are to be collected, on or before the 15th day of Feb- 
ruary of each year, and shall not be changed except after thirty days’ 
yuublic notice, which notice shall plainly state the changes proposed to 
he made in the charges or tolls then in force and the time when the 


changed charges or tolls will go into effect; and the proposed changes 
shall be shown by printing new schedules or shall be plainly indicated 


upon the schedules in force at the time and kept open to public inspec- 
tion: Provided, That the Interstate Commerce Commission may, in its 
discretion and for good cause shown, allow changes upon less than the 
notice herein specified or modify the foregoing requirements in respect 
to publishing and posting of such schedules, either in particular in- 
st ‘ss or by a general order applicable to special or peculiar circum- 





stances or conditions: 


And provided further, 'That all charges or tolls 





upon commerce within the several States through which said canal as 
located shall be governed by and subject to the laws of the respective 
States in which said commerce shall be carried. 

Sec. 18. That the canals and other works hereby authorized shall be 
lawful military and post routes, which the United States may forever 
use for the transmission of mails, dispatches, sroops, munitions of war, 
st d publie stores, at fair and reasonable rates of compensation 
n eding that paid by private parties for the same service. 

s 19. That if the construction of the canal or some of the canals 
he y authorized shall not have been commenced, and a sum equal to 
10 per cent of the capital stock of the company not have been expended 
thereon within six years after the passage of this act, or if the main 
eat shall not have been finished within fifteen years after the passage 
of tl ict, the franchise herein granted shail cease and be null and 

in calculating the time aforesaid delays caused by the acts of 
God « iblic enemy shall not be included. 
S 20. That the Government of the United States may, at any time 


after fifty years from the opening of the canal to navigation, upon 
‘tice to said company of not less than one year, assume possession, 

ntrol, and ownership of the said canals and their appurtenances and 

| the rights and privileges thereunto belonging, full title to which 





such assumption, be fully vested in the United States, and 
States shall thereupon pay to the said company the value of 
be ascertained and fixed by three arbitrators, or a ma- 


f 

I 

‘ 

‘ 

f 

t 

t al 
jority of them, one of whom shall be appointed by the President of the 
Ur ed Stat 
{ 

t 

1 





to 


es, another by said Lake Erie and Ohio River Ship Canal 

and the third by the arbitrators thus selected, and said arbi- 

‘s, in fixing the value of the canals and works so acquired by the 
ted States, shall not consider or allow any value for the franchise 


onferred by this act or for earnings or good ¥y,ill. 





21. That any person, association, or corporation, municipal or 
otherwise, which shall suffer any damage or loss to person or property 
by 1 n of the construction, operation, or maintenance of the said 
canal, or any of the works thereof, by reason of the exercise of any of 

! rs herein conferred or shall have any right of action against 
id pany or its property, shall be entitled to all the rights and 
remed therefor allowed by the laws of the State wherein said injury 
ed or loss sustained, or right of action accrued, and any 
of r may be brought in the courts of the State having juris- 
1] thereot. 

S 22. That the said company when exercising the right of eminent 
dk n shall proceed under the laws and in the courts of the State where 
t ty sought to be condemned tis located. 

Si 23. That the corporation hereby created shall be subject, in the 
respective St which it does business, to a'l the laws of said States 





reg +3, the taxation of foreign corporations. 


Ss 24. That the right to amend, modify, or repeal this act is hereby 
reserved y 4 igre » 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, those who have followed—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Bur- 
NETT] raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. IRNETT. Yes. 


The SPEAKER. 
bill? 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced the ayes 
ed to have it. 
Mr. BURNETT. 


The question is, Will the House consider the 


Sect 


Division, Mr. Speaker. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 155, noes 71. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 65, 
answered “ present ”’ 6, not voting 199, as follows: 


Alexander 
Allen, Me. 
Allen, N. J. 
Ames 
Bankhead 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Birdsall 
Bonynge 
Boutell 
Bowersock 
Brick 

Brown 

Burke, 8. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Burton, Del. 
surton, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead 
Campbell, Kans. 
Campbell, Ohio 
Capron 

Cassel 
Chaney 

Cocks 

Conner 
Cooper, Pa. 


3artlett 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Bowie 
Brantley 
Broocks, Tex. 
Broussard 
Burleson 
Burnett 
Butler, Tenn. 
Byrd 
Candler 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Davis, W. Va. 
De Armond 
Dixon, Ind, 


Goulden 
Hopkins 


Acheson 
Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 
Adamson 
Aiken 
Andrus 
Babcock 
sartholdt 
Bates 
Bede 
Beidler 
Bingham 
Bishop 
Blackburn 
Sowers 
Bradley 
Brooks, Colo. 
Brownlow 
Brundidge 
suckman 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Calder 
Chapman 
Clark, Fla. 
Cockran 
Cole 
Cromer 
Cushman 
Darragh 
Davey, La. 
Davis, Minn, 
Dawes 
Dawson 
Deemer 
Denby 
Dickson, Tl. 
Dixon, Mont, 
Dovener 
Driscoll 
Dwight 
Edwards 
Ellis 
Fassett 
Flack 
Fletcher 
Fordney 
Foss 
Foster, Ind. 
Fowler 


YEAS 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins 
Crumpacker 
Currier 
Curtis 
Dale 
Dalzell 
Davidson 
Draper 
Dresser 
Dunwell 
Esch 
Foster, Vt. 
French 
Fulkerson 
Fuller 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, Ind. 
Gillett, Cal, 


—113. 
Higgins 
Hinshaw 
Hoar 
Holliday 
Howell, Utah 
Huff 

Hughes 

Hull 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Jenkins 

Kahn 

Keifer 
Kennedy, Nebr. 
Ketcham 
Knopf 

Lacey 

Landis, Chas. B. 
Le Fevre 
Lilley, Conn. 
Littauer 





Graff McCarthy 

Grosvenor McCleary, Minn. 

Hale MeMorran 

Hamilton Macon 

Haskins Madden 

Hayes Mahon 

Hedge Mann 

Henry, Conn. Martin 

Hepburn Mondell 
NAYS—65. 

Ellerbe Hill, Miss, 

Field Houston 

Finley Hunt 

Fitzgerald Kitchin, Claude 

Flood Kitchin, Wm. W. 

Floyd Lamar 

Garner Lester 

Garrett Lever 

Gilbert, Ky Lewis 

Gillespie Lioyd 

Glass McNary 

Granger Moon, Tenn. 


Griggs 
Gudger 
Hay 

Heflin 
Henry, Tex. 


ANSWERED “ 
Jones, Wash. 
Shackleford 


Moore 

Page 

terson, N. C. 
ou 

Randell, Tex. 

PRESENT ”"—6. 

Sherley 


NOT VOTING—199. 


Gaines, Tenn. 
Garber 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, Mich, 
Gill 

Gillett, Mass, 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 
Graham 
Greene 

Gregg 

Gronna 
Hardwick 
Haugen 
Hearst 
Hermann 

Hill, Conn, 
Hitt 

Hogg 

Howard 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard 
Humphrey, Wash. 
James 
Johnson 
Jones, Va. 
Keliher 
Kennedy, Ohio. 
Kinkai 
Klepper 

Kline 

Knapp 
Knowland 
Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis, Frederick 
Law 
Lawrence 

Lee 

Legare 

Lilley, Pa. 
Lindsay 

Little 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Longworth 
Lorimer 

Loud 
Loudenslager 
Lovering 


No quorum voting. 


MeCall 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott 
McGavin 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, ILL, 
McKinney 
McLachlan 
McLain 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Meyer 
Michalek 
Miller 

Minor 

Moon, Pa. 
Morrell 
Murphy 
Needham 
Nevin 

Norris 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parker 
Parsons 
Patterson, 8. C. 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 
Perkins 
Powers 

Prince 

Pujo 

Rainey 

Reeder 

Reid 

Reynolds 
Rhinock 
Rhodes 
Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Ky. 
Rives 

Roberts 
Robertson, La. 
Rodenberg 
Rucker 
Ruppert 
Schneebeli 
Scott 

Scrog 

Sharte 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nay 


Mouser 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Oleott 
Olmsted 
Otjen 
Palmer 
Patterson, Pa. 
Payne 
Pollard 
Ransdell, La, 
Samuel 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Pa. 
Southwick 
Stafford 
Steenerson 
Stevens, Minn, 
Tawney 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Waldo 
Wharton 
Wood, N. J. 


Rixey 
Robinson, Ark. 
Russell 
Ryan 
Sheppard 
Sims 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Tex. 
Southall 
Spight 
Sullivan, Ma 
Trimble 
Webb 
Williams 


Wanger 


Sherman 

Sibley 

Slayden 

Slemp 

Small 

Smith, 1. 
Smith, Md 
Smith, Sam WwW. 
Smith, Wm 
Smyser 
Snapp 
Southard 
Sparkman 
Sperry 
Stanley 
Stephens, 
Sterling 
Sullivan, N 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Al 
Taylor, O 
Thomas, N 
Thomas, Ohio 
Towne 
Tyndall 
Van Duzer 
Van Winkle 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wachter 
Wadsworth 
Wallace 
Watkins 
Watson 
Webber 
Weeks 
Weems 
Weisse 
Welborn 
Wiley, Ala. 
Wiley, N. J. 
Williamson 
Wilson 
Wood, Mo. 
Woodyard 
Young 
Zenor 
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The following pairs were announced: H. R. 13104. An act to amend an act entitled “An act 
On this vote: vise and amend the tariff laws of the Philippine Islands | 
Mr. LAW with Mr. BuRGESs. for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1905: and 


Until further notice : H. R. 12864. An act to provide for the purchase of 


Mir. Dwicut with Mr. Lee. 





claims in the island of Batan in the Philippine Islands. 
\ivr. STERLING with Mr. WEISSE. The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint 
\ir. LONGWorRTH with Mr. AIKEN. resolution of the following title: 
iv. DAwson with Mr. Papcerr. S. R. 26. Joint resolution providing for the ret rf I 
\ir. Diexson of Illinois with Mr. RAINry. archives now in possession of the Department of Stat i 
\ir. Watson of Indiana with Mr. SHERLEY. State of North Carolina. 
[r. FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. PAYNE. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 
‘iv. Hrrr with Mr. Lirtre. Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House 
(vr. McCaLt with Mr. Rogsertrson of Louisiana. adjourned. 
- CROMER With Mr. ZENor. 7 
- oe See ae Oe REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
r. DovENER with Mr. SpaRKMAN, RESOLUTIONS 
Bepve with Mr. Rucker. — , ork 
Powers with Mr. Pugso. Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of e fol 
rv the day: lowing titles were severally reported from committees ‘ ‘ 
VREELAND With Mr. Davey of Louisiana. to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars there 
PEARRE ‘with Mr. Patrrerson of South Carolina. named, as follows: ° 
IKXINKAID with Mr. SrerpHeEeNs of Texas. Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on Ind 
loss with Mr. Greca. Affairs, to which was refetfed the bill of the House (Hi. R 
LAFEAN With Mr. Sutzer. 14314) to authorize the sale and disposition of su us 
DAWES With Mr. Towne. | allotted lands of the diminished Colville Indian Reser 
GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. Hearst. | the State of Washington, and for other purposes, reported the 
Youne with Mr. SLaAypDEN. | same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1681); 
IlowELL of New Jersey with Mr. Crarxk of Florida. which said bill and report were referred to the Committe 
Baspcock with Mr. Livingston. the Whole House on the state of the Union 
DRISCOLL with Mr. SMALL. | Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, from the Committee on 
Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SmirH of Maryland. Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 
CALDER with Mr. Bowers. j 10152) granting certain lands to the city of Biloxi, in Har 
ANDRUS with Mr. KELIHER. | County, Miss., for park, cemetery, and hospital purposes, ré 
Davis of Minnesota with Mr. TA.port. | the same with amendment, accomp ed by rt (No. 1682 
(JARDNER Of Michigan with Mr. Gaines of Tennessee. | which said bill and report were referred to the C 
McKIntey of Illinois with Mr. James. | the Whole House on the state of the | 
Jones of Washington with Mr. Jones of Virginia. | He also, from the same committ o which 
Witey of New Jersey with Mr. STaNLey. | bill of the House (HH. I. S976) to el 
WACHTER With Mr. Woop of Missouri. | tion at Hot Springs, Ark., 1 of Res 
SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. Winey of Alabama. } Same with iThie u ! . 
tEYNOLDS with Mr. WATKINS. |} which said bill and report were referred to 1 ( 
SONS with Mr. WALLACE. | the Whole House on the state of the 1 
\ OVERSTREET with Mr. TAytor of Alabama. Iie also, from the same committe to ! 
\RSHALL with Mr. Ricuarpson of Kentucky. | bill of the Senate (S. 2452) creating an additio 
KINNEY with Mr. RurNock. the State of North Dakota, repceried 
CREARY Of Pennsylvania with Mr. Ret. ; nent ompanied by a rep ( LOS ) i | 
VERING with Mr. McLAIN. | report were referred to the Com \ 
LEY Of Pennsylvania with Mr. Linpsay. the state of the 1 
LAWRENCE with Mr. Lams. | Mr. BROWN, from the Cor ttee on Mines M 
Ppp with Mr. KLIne. | to which was referred the bill of the H 
<ENNEDY of Ohio with Mr. JoHNSON. to apply a portion of the proceeds of s 
[UMPHREY Of Washington with Mr. Howarp. | to the endowment of schools or depart 
BUCKMAN With Mr. GOLDFOGLE. | ing in connection v ith the colleges 
Mr. Bates with Mr. Grint. States under the provisions of an ; z 
BARTHOLDT with Mr. GARBER. entitled “An act donating pub nds t 
\paAMs of Pennsylvania with Mr. CockRan. | Territories which may provid 
Scott with Mr. HARDWICK. culture and the mechanic arts,” 
VoopYARD with Mr. MAayNarp. a further supplement to said act, reported 
ENBERG With Mr. SHACKLEFORD. ment, accompanied by a report () 16S. 
Lu of Connecticut with Mr. Meyer until Monday a. m. | "report were referred to the Com 
Tuesday: the state of the Unio 


HOMAS of Ohio with Mr. THomas of North Carolina. 
e week: 
EENE with Mr. McDeEerRMorrT. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND M 
rch 6: |} Under clause 3 of Rule XXII 


| rials of the following titles w 
IAPMAN With Mr. HopkKINs. | fe ; , 5 
. "Te S Tollows 
» session : eee aa 
, | > \Tr a >> : } I HA ¢ 
ANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. | By fl a ERR) A bi 
"7 =p «tui ° > . : P } | pubile bu y at Middlet { ‘ 
DENSLAGER with Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama. tin iat iieae ntl Camel 
' ‘RADLEY with Mr. GouLDEN. ee Seen. wren Cone 
ERMAN With Mr. RUPPERT By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A H. R. 
Pie a. ial toate . | the establishment of judicial division the 
<RELL With Mr. SuLLIVAN of New York. - if > eallieien eae = Sa 
\YNE. Mr. Speaker, is there a quorum present? eo al | . Lied: dua 3 
SPEAKER. There is not. Se ee anya os 
, * | By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 15512 
BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. | orection of a public building in the town of S 
\CHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | of Virginia—to the Committee on Public B 
t this day they had presented to the President of the By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 15513 ‘ 
states for his approval the following bill: the forfeiture provided by section 4 of e t of ¢ 


123520. An act making appropriatidns to supply urgent | proved March 3, 1875, entitled “A 


es in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June | the right of way through tl 
and for prior years, and for other purposes. | States "—to the Committee on the Publie L 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 15514) 


VACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | claimants under the Geneva award—to the ¢ 
it they had examined and found truly enrolled bills | Judiciary. 
lowing title: when the Speaker signed the same: By Mr. ACHESON: A Dill (H. R. 15515) to 
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increase of pension to Prunetta N. Mapes—to the Committee . 


By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 15541) granting an increase 
pension to Joshua Pruitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 


entitled “An act to establish a Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia,” relative to betting, gambling, bookmaking, and pool | Invalid Pensions. 
selling—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 15516) for a public building 
at the city of Albany, Ga., and appropriating money therefor— 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 15517) for the completion 
of the public building at Gloversville, N. Y.—to the Committee 


on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 15518) ratifying 
apters and 61 of the session laws of the twenty-third 
Arizona legislative asesmbly providing for the issuance of bonds 
by Mohave County to erect court-house and jail in said county— 


h 
cl 


ad 


to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DALZELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 15519) to 
amend the code of the District of Columbia, relating to betting, 
gambling, bookmaking, and pool selling—to the Committee on 


the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 15520) to previde for the 
enlargement and improvement of the public building at Harris- 
burg, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GILLETT of California @A bill (H. R. 15521) estab- 
lishing regular terms of the United States circuit and district 
courts of the northern district of California at Eureka, Cal.— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A resolution (H. Res. 341) directing 
the Postmaster-General to furnish to the House certain informa- 
tion concerning the People’s United States Bank at St. Louis, 
Mo.—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 342) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to appoint an 
additional clerk—to the Committee on Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. AMES: 
Eli B. Carlton 

By 


TO Jose 


A bill (H. R. 15522) granting a pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 15523) granting a pension 
N. Lucero—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15524) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 15525) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (CH. R. 15526) granting a pen- 
sion to Addison Renaud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TL. R. 15527) to remove the charge of desertion 


from John C. Eycleshecimer—to the Commmittee on Military Af- 
Lairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 15528) for the relief of Fran- 
cisco Krebs—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. &. 15529) granting an in- 
rease of pension to William B. TLomas—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. a 

By Mr. BURNETT: 
to John H. Guffey 


A bill (H. R, 15530) granting a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BUTLER of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 15531) for the 
relief of A. C. Huddleson, of Putnam County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 155382) for the relief of Martha J. Nether- 
ton, widow of Elijah Netherton—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 15533) granting a pension to Julian F. 
Toney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (CH. R. 15584) for the relief of the es- 
t of John Graham, deceased—to the Committee on War 
‘ : 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 15535) for the relief of William R. But- 

o the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 15536) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry H. Tillson—to the Commit- 
tee on Vensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 15537) granting an increase 


f pension to John H. Keys—to the Committee on Inavild Pen- 


--© 


ir. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15538) grant- 


ol 


¢ an increase pension to Isaac Gordon—to the Committee 
n Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15539) granting 
nerease of pension to John McConnell—to the Committee on 
i’enSIONS 


by Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 15540) granting an 








Also, a bill (H. R. 15542) granting an increase of pension 
Charles E. Tompkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15543) granting an increase of pensio: 
George W. Maynard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15544) to correct the military recor 
John M. Harris and to grant him an honorable discharge—t 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15545) to correct the military record , 
William R. Flud and to grant him an honorable discharge: 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 15546) granting a pensio 
Rachel L. Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15547) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry D. Duftield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 15548) granting a pension 
to Jacob Ferber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15549) granting an increase ‘of pens 
Jonathan F. Gates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15550) to pay the estate of William Flinn. 
deceased, for property taken and destroyed during the ciyi] 
war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 15551) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey M. Traver—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 15552) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Hayter—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 15553) granting an increase of 
pension to Susan H. Isom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 15554) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the explosion upon the United States steamer Ben- 
nington—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: A bill (H. R. 15555) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Paxton—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 15556) for the relief of 
heirs of Robert V. Keller, deceased, of Neosho, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 15557) for the relief of Cave 
Johnson Wall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15558) for the relief of Howard T. 


to 


i to 


| Bunch—to the Committee on War Claims. 


sy Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 15559) granting a 
pension to James C. Shackleford—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15560) granting an increase of pen: 
Himelius Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15561) for the relief of the administrator 
of John G. Campbell, to permit prosecution of Indian d la- 
tion claims—to the Committee on Claims. 


n to 


$y Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 15562) providing 
for the payment of an amount found by the Court of Claims to 
be due John J. Vincent—to the Committee on War Claii 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 15563) granting an il 
crease of pension to Julius R. Clark—to the Committee on In 


valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15564) granting an inerease of pen to 
Charles V. Lincoln—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 15565) 
ing an increase of pension to Josias R. King—to the Con 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15566) granting an increase of pe! to 
Andrew F. Kreger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

sy Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 
granting an inerease of pension to Anton Mazzanovich 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 15568) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha A. Sceurman—to the Co! tee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A Dill (H. R. 15569) granting a | n 
to Harriet A. Duvall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: A Dill (H. R. 15570) grantine 
sion to Max Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio : 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 15571) to refund y 
taxes illegally collected from the estate of Elizabeth B. i 
don, late of Baltimore, Baltimore County, Md.—to the ‘ t 
tee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15572) to refund legacy taxes illec 
lected from the estate of Mary 8. Griffith, late of Baltuore, 
Baltimore County, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 15573) granting a pension to Also, petition of John B. Black, relative to trade-mar 
Joseph Y. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 15574) to refund legacy taxes By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for r 
illegally collected from the estate of James F. Whitin—to the | of Milton Holt—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
Committee on Claims. Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of ¢ ree W. B 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 15575) granting a pension | rell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to William Fitech—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Li 1 BE. § 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 15576) granting an increase of pension to | field—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Edward Laughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of Flowery Branch Council, No. 19, Junior Or 
By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 15577) for the relief of | der United American Mechanics, favoring r iction 
the estate of Nancy Maria Minter—to the Committee on War | tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Natur 
Claims. By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition against th f 
Also, a bill (H. R. 15578) to remove the charge of desertion | machines—to the Committee on Ways and Me 
from the record of David brown—to the Committee on Military By Mr. BOWIE: Petition of citizens of Alabama, favo1 
Affairs. striction of immigration—to the Committee on ] gT nd 
Ry Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 15579) for the relief of | Naturalization. 
Sophia M. Pettit—to the Committee on War Claims. ty Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of J. A. Jol 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 15580) granting an increase of pension to | for bills S. 1442 and H. R. 7136—to the Co 1ittee on Mil 
James P. Hudkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of the Union Trust Company, of Pittst 
Ry Mr. FINLEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 15581) granting | voring bill H. R. 10714—to the Committee on Rivers dH 
an inerease of pension to John H. Wolf—to the Committee on | bors. 
I lid Pensions. Also, petition of A. R. Stark, relative to the Kongo Fr 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 15582) for | State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
1 ‘elief of Samuel W. Shackelford, trustee of Susan A. Shack- Also, petition of George R. Lanman, relative to the Kongo 
elford—to the Committee on War Claims. Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Aff 
acti Also, petition of the Machinists’ Association of New York, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. relative to the merchant marine—to the Committee on the Me1 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged chant Marine and aw mieten. “a rs ' en reita wail 
f the consideration of bills of the following titles; which | , 4! Petition of H. C. Danforth, William H. Worms 
5 : : . 2 - = Arbuckles & Co., relative to the Kongo Free State—to the ¢ 
were thereupon referred as follows: iited em Woreien A@eive 
A bill (H. R. 11077) granting a pension to Sarah BE. Adams— page Ripert 2 tia eel es “— 1, 
( ttee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Also, petition ol Harvey H. Saar, resUve to the Kongo F' 
Committee on Pensions. State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. - 
ll (H. R. 11236) granting an increase of pension to Her- i” we. DURNEES: Taper to accompany Dit for relies 
1 O. Kohr—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and | JoS¢Ph Nobinger—to the ‘ rage ig = uid Pen aera 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. : Ams, a - nL eae _ — — a 
ll (H. R. 14875) granting an increase of pension to to — ‘ oe a vo ee » 4 ; mv i 
M \. Witt—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and | , BY Mr; BUTLER of ae Paper to accompany pill 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. . for relief of Martha J. Netherton—<o the Commitice on in 
ill (H. R, 14285) granting an increase of pension to John valid ronson. a ee ‘ Huddlesto1 
V is—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of A. C. Huddlest - 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of James W. Ander 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Western 
Union Telegraph Company, for pensions to telegraphers in 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of merchants and shippers of 
Brunswick, Ga.; the commissioners of pilotage, and the Pilots’ 
Association, against bill H. R. 528i—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Washington, Pa., 
against religious legislation—to the Committee on the District 


Ne | 


civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of M. H. Dean, cashier of the First National 
Bank of Addison, Pa., in favor of bill H. R. S973—to the ¢ 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania Won 
for the Morris law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Frank Taylor, president of the First Nat 


of Columbia. Bank of Stoystown, Pa., for bill H. R. 8973—to the Com 
Also, petition of the Dravo Waterways Improvement Asso- | on Banking and Currency. 
ciation, of Beaver County, Pa., for the Ohio River and Lake Also, petition of R. Heber Barnes, of the Pennsylvania Pr 
Erie Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. Society, for bill H. R. 3250—to the Committee on t Tudi 
petition of the Lawrenceville Board of Trade, for ‘ Also, petition of the Workingmen’s Federation of New \ 
public building for Pittsburg—to the Committee on Public Build- against bill H. R. 5281—to the Committee on the Mercl 
ing nd Grounds. 


Marine and Fisheries. 


0, petition of Roundhead Camp, No. 73, Sons of Veterans, | Also, petition of the State Federation of P 


By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: Petition of James R. Philbrick and | and Harbors. 


ag t bill H. R. 8181—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Comn tee on Rivers 
108 others, of Kittery, Me., against purchase of the Agamenticus | Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Federation of Women, for 
Water Company, of Kittery, Me., by the United States Govern- | Government forest reservations—to the Committee on Ag l 
ment, for the navy-yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ture. 
by Mr. BABCOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsy!] Wo 
Daniel J. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. for the Morris law—to the Committee on Agi 
By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of W. H. Womsley, relative Also, petition of the State Federation of Penns; 1 Women, 
to 1 Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Co ttes River 
petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, rel- | and Harbors. 
a ) the merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of | » Gord 
M and Fisheries. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
petition of Arbuckles & Co., relative to the Kongo Free By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of citizens of Pennsyl 
s to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. the McCumber-Sperry bill—to the Co! ittee on 1 J 
petition of the Federation of Pennsylvania Women, to Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, against 
pl e Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- | the canteen law—to the Committee on Military A rs 
By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of Sherman Grange, No. = 
petition of Joseph D. Carlisle, relative to the “fraud | of Osceola County, Mich., and North Branch Gra 
or to the Committee on Rules. of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 
, petition of the Union Trust Company of Pittsburg, for | Ways and Means. 
al ropriation for Sabine Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Also, petition of Lodge No. 559, Brotherhood of R 
R ‘s and Harbors. Trainmen, of Traverse City, Mi , for the employers y 
petition of J. A. Johnson, for bill H. R. 7186—to the | bill and the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 


C ittee on Militia. diciary. 
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By Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of many citizens of New York 
and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Frank Sutherland et al., for a law regulat- 
ing interstate commerce in cigarette paper and material—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Humane Society, against the 
bill extending the unloading time of live stock in transit—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wisconsin, against bills H. R. 8022 
and 10510—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of church societies of Brandon, Wis., for bill 
Hi. R. 10510—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DENBY: Petition of the Michigan Investor, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

3y Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the Audubon Society of New 
York, favoring bill S. 2966—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the United States Brewers’ Association, for a 


judicial court in the Orient—to the Cosimittee on Foreign | 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Homeopathic Medical Society, for the 
Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union of New York, 
against the Littlefield bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Audubon Society of 
New York, for bill S. 2966—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union of New York, 
against the Littlefield bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

oy Mr. FORDNEY: Petition 
Fostoria, Mich., against bills H. R. 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: 


of M. V. Dawson et al., of 
3022 and 10510—to the Com- 


Petition of citizens of South 


Poultney, against religious legislation—to the Committee on the | 


District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Dunmore Grange, No. 277, of Salisbury, Vt. ; 
Pomona Grange; Harrison Dodge, master of Harmony Pomona 
Grange, and Harmony Pomona Grange, of Morrisville, Vt., for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petitions of the Nez Perce Herald, the 
Free Press, and the Northern Idaho News, against the tariff on 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Sycamore (Ill.) National Bank, 
favoring bill H. R. 8973, ete.—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petition of the Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Com- 
pany, for two classes of mail matter only—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of G. W. Dunton and C. E. Walker, 
postal savings banks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of the Erath Appeal, against 
the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the adjutant-general’s office 
of Pennsylvania, favoring bills H. R. 17386 and 8S. 1442—to the 
Committee on Militia. 

Also, petition of the National Guard of Pennsylvania, for bills 
2152 and H. R. 8S989—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, petition of R. S. Davis & Co., for bill S. 1442—to the 
Committee on Militia. 


s 


Also, petition of the Castalia Portland Cement Company, for | 


bill H. R. 
(‘ommerce. 

Also, petition of James D. Carlisle, relative to the “ fraud 
order ’’—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, 
relative to the merchant marine—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of William H. Womsley, relative to the Kongo 
Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


1009S8S—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Also, petition of Arbuckle & Co., relative to the Kongo Free | 


State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Hoedroff Camp, No. 498, 


Sons of Veterans, of Broadwell, Olio, against bill H. R. 8131— | 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Washington Grange, of Logan, Ohio, for a 
parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Washington Grange, No. 5, of Logan, Ohio, 
for bill H. R. 180—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


against | 


Also, petition of Watson Camp, No. 218, Sons of Veterans, of 
Rutland, Ohio, against bill H. R. 8131—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Democrat-Enquirer, against the tariff oy 
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Pomona Grange, Windhym. 
Vt., for a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Of! 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 14125— 
to the Committe¢ on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William F. Prim- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of the Tribune, against t}, 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petition of the Svenska Amerikanska 
Tribunen, against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of many citizens of San Francisco, 
against bill H. R. 12973—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for bill S. 1345—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran 
for bill H. R. TO79—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
for an appropriation as a loan to the Reclamation Service—to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Blakesburg, Lowa. 
for the military telegraph pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry citi: 
of Pennsylvania, against repeal of the Morris law—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of many citizens of New York and 
| vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum disas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims. 


SCO, 


ens 


By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Thorofare (N. J.) 
Grange, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the board of managers of the New Jersey 
Geological Survey, for an appropriation to improve Abseco 


Inlet—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
| By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: Petition of Elliott Durand, for 
| reform in the consular service—to the Committee on FeYeicn Af- 
| fairs. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of the National Grance, for 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Co: ttee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of citizens of North Dskota, 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

3y Mr. MEYER: Petition of citizens of Washington, 1). ©. 
against religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of Harkness Camp, No. 16%), Sons 
of Veterans, of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., against bill H. R. 8131 —to 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of the Register and the Mail, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Commitice 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: 
heirs of Samuel W. 
Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the New York Sheep Breeders’ 
Association, for bill H. R. 345—to the Committee on Agri 

Also, petition of the Audubon Society of New York, for | 
2966—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCROGGY: Petition of the Japanese and Worean 
Exclusion League, against modSication of the present | 
law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





lief of 
War 


’aper to accompany bill for r 
Shackleford—to the Committee on 


niture 


ll S. 


ese 





Also, petition of the Citizens’ National Bank of Lebanon, Olio, 
relative to national-bank loans—to the Committee on Bianking 


and Currency. 
Also, petition of S. S. Pirckett, for repeal of revenue ix on 
denaturized alecohol—to the Committee on Ways and Mea 
Also, petition of Sarah S. Richards, relative to the ( 
exclusion law, its modifications, and favoring the better ciasses 
| of Chinese—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, petition of Amity Council, No. 87, Junior Order (1it' 
| American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration— ‘vo Ue 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. SHARTEL: Petition of George Washington ( 
| No. 1, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring restriction of immigrat fo 
| the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Petition of the Yuma 


ity 





\riz.) Board of Trade, relative to irrigation—to the Committee 

(rrigation of Arid Lands. 

\lso, petition of Dewey Lodge, No. 460, Brotherhood of Rail- 
way Trainmen, for bills H. R. 9528 and 239—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Petition of the Leitchfield Ga- 

igainst the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 

Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of George Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
i2-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of Ansonia, Conn., for 

vvernment public building—to the Committee on Public 
dings and Grounds. 


| 
j 
j 
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| purely agricultural and of no value at all 


H L\TTawgy 

a JUDL. 

examined show to be nonmi ral and 1 
cultural purposes, that they may be 1 


main and subject to homestead e1 
The SPEAKER. Is there obje ? 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the 
there is of this land? 


Mr. BANKHEAD. There are in all, Mr 


retary of the Interior informs us, abou 
15 or 20 per cent of the lands are \ 


so held, no doubt. It is only 





bill seeks to affect at all. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [ 


| Chair hears none. 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Naumkeag Grange, of Litch- 


field, N. H., and Northampton Grange, for repeal of revenue tax 


on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | 


By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of many citizens of New York 


and vicinity, for relief for heirs of victims of General Slocum 
disaster—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Manchester Grange, No. 


117%, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the | 


C ttee on Ways and Means. 

petition of citizens of Jackson County, Mich., against 
re us legislation—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
h : 


By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of Peter O’Neill et al., for re- 
of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—toé the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, February 24, 1906. 


] House met at 12 o’clock m. 
] er by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 







wi 
pl 
AND POWER STATIONS AT MUSCLE SHOALS, ALABAMA. 

7 SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the House 
to the coneurrent resolution that passed the House yesterday, 
( the Muscle Shoals bill. It reads: 

l by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
ction of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and of 
lent pro tempore of the Senate, etc. 
ould be “and of the Vice-President.” If there be no 
m, the concurrent resolution will be amended as sug- 
ges inserting “the Vice-President” instead of “the Presi- 
d » tempore.” The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
‘LASSIFICATION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS OF ALABAMA, 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
f present consideration of the bill H. R. 13194. 
ill was read, as follows: 
A H. R. 13194) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
reclassify the public lands of Alabama. 
racted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
I ithorized to reclassify the publie lands of Alabama, so as to 
which of said lands are in fact agricultural lands and which 
nds, and to decide which of said lands should be subject to 
entry, and to that end he is hereby authorized and empow- 
iploy such expert mineralogist, assayists, and civil engineers 
as e necessary to designate and survey said mineral and agri- 
( nds 
That upon receipt of the report of the parties designated to 
lassification, all lands designated thereby as agricultural 


ject to homestead entry as such. 
hat for the purpose of carrying out this act there is hereby 
dd, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ex- 
I sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 
( the provisions of this act. 
‘PEAKER.,. Is there objection? 
[TZGERALD. Reserving the right to object, I would 
ww what committee reported this bill. 
-ANKHBAD. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported unani- 


i by the Committee on Public Lands. It was recom- 
"| I by the Secretary of the Interior. The conditions are 
{ r. Speaker: In 1883 Congress passed a law withdrawing 
l I estead entry certain lands in Alabama, because it was 


posed that they were valuable as coal lands. Since 
» nearly all of these lands have been donated by Con- 
= the publie schools of Alabama, and they have been 
' examined by experts and located. The remaining por- 
these lands largely consists of agricultural lands, and 
\ simply provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
1 examination made by experts, and wherever the lands 











The bill was ordered to be engrossed for : 
I 


being engrossed, it was accordingly 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, a n mn 
by which the bill was passed was laid on t 
SURPLUS AND ALLOTTED LANDS ON THE Y¥ 


TION 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker 
consent for the present consideration of the bil 


The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10067) authorizing the disposi 


lands on the Yakima Indian Reservation, ir 
which can be irrigated under the act of Cor 


1902, known as the “ reclamation act,” and 


Be it enacted, et 
Reservation, in the 























approved December 21, 1904, entitled “An a 
and disposition of surplus or rallotted | 
Reservation, in the State of Washington,” the 
r unallotted lands ur r irt 
the provis ms ot ti t ‘ 9 
the “reclamation aet he Secretary of the | 
ized to exclude from e prov d 
such surp!l ” wut otted | ] \ h can 
project and to dis] i 
and he is further I to ma t 
the purposes l 1 
SEC. 2 l 1 
roject sha su 1 
reclamat ‘ t 
the Interior l i price d i 
of De I ‘ 21 190 l s 
l installments, the nul 
the Secretary of the Interior, and s ‘ 
the United States and credited to e ¥ 
posed of as provided by section 4 i 
Such payments shall be in addition to tl! 
maintenance of the irrigation system made j 
f by the provisions of the amation 
m iny payment for such lands v ] 
te s ll have power 
w r right and decl ed to t 
the reclamation fund, respect the a 
wa right. The nds embr d 
shall be subject to further entry ler t 
appraised value until otherwise d t 
7 
I n 
t 
7 
l 
’ t 
S 
u 
f I 
t of t i 
— + # 
be « a 
t 
; 
t} t 
le 
nd may e 
of the Inter ts tend to 
advance th s of Ind not 
Ss  & = = ary t ] 
- , n t ; 
? ; s) « 1if 
for the water rights ap] to t 





the annual maint 
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unconditional title in fee has passed from the United States for any | 


lands retained by such Indians, the water for irrigating such lands 
shall be furnished under the same conditions in all respects as for other 
lands under the project. 

Sec. 6 


compliance with the provisions of this act and of the reclamation act, 


by any party having purchased such allotted or patented lands as herein | 


provided, to issue patent passing unconditional title in fee by the United 


States as trustee for the allottee or patentee, and shall cancel any al- 
lotment as to the lands disposed of under this act. 

Sec. 7. That the irrigation works heretofore constructed for the Ya- 
kima Indian Reservation shall be included in any project developed 


under the provisions of this act, and shall become a part of said project | 


for all purposes of the reclamation act, and the cost of same shall be 
included in the cost of such project and be paid into the Yakima Indian 
fund out of the proceeds arising from the sale of water rights. ‘The 
provisions of this act shall be construed as superseding or amending 
any provisions of the said act of December 21, 1904, so far as any 
nflict may appear. 

Sec. 8 That the Secretary 


ce 


of the Interior is hereby authorized to 


perform any and all acts and to make such rules and regulations as | 


may be necessary and proper for the purpose of carrying the provi- 
sions of this act into full force and effect. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Add to section 5 the following provisos: 


as the maintenance charges are paid, whether he uses the water or not, 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to use the funds 


of the tribe to pay such maintenance charges which in his discretion 
it is necessary to preserve said water right: Provided further, That he 
may, in his discretion, use said funds to pay for water rights and the 


maintenance charges on 20 acres of any Indian allotment if the sum 
obtained from the sale of the allottee’s land in excess of 20 acres and 
his interest in the tribal funds be insufficient for those purposes.” 

Amend section 7, in line 22, after the word “ rights,” by adding the 
words “from time to time, payments on account thereof are re- 
ceived.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from what committee this bill 
is reported? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
Affairs. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am unwilling to have this bill 
considered by the House until I have some opportunity of con- 
ferring with members of the Committee on Arid Lands. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I assure the gentleman, if I can 
have a few minutes, I can explain the bill to his satisfaction. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think the gentleman can satisfy me as 


as 


From the Committee on Indian 


To 
tion, without opportunity to consider the bill fully. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not believe the gentleman 
will object after he hears my explanation of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman is only wasting the time 
of the House. I can not take in a bill like that myself and un- 
it, nor do I think other Members of the House can, 
and I am unwilling to consent to its consideration and passage 
until have further opportunity to consider it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 
minutes to the gentleman’s satisfaction, I am perfectly willing 
that he should make his objection. 


derstand 


t 
A 


Mr. STEPHENS-of Texas. If the gentleman will permit, I 
suggest to the gentleman from New York that this comes from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, which is the only committee 


that can handle it, and there will be no conflict as to the juris- 
diction of committees. 


Mr. PAYNE. I will have to object to the consideration of 


this bill, but the gentleman seems to want to make a speech, | 


and I have no objection to his doing so, but I will have to | 
obiect to the bill. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I would like the gentleman to | 


withhold his objection until I can make an explanation. 


Mr. PAYNE. I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, in 1904 we passed 
bill to provide for the opening of the Yakima Indian Reserva- 


tion, and providing for the disposition of the surplus lands. 
f this land is arid and desert land. 
erior has found that a considerable amount of it can 
ed, under a project. which he has conditionally ap- 
inder the reclamation act. One of the conditions he im- 
poses is that provision shall be made by, which such of the In- 


A 


. . 
Gg it deal ¢ 


dian lands as can be irrigated shall get water under this recla- 
uiition project. This bill has been prepared to meet this condi- 
tion, has been submitted to his legal officers and carefully 
examined by them, and simply does this: It provides that if 
there are any unallotted lands that can be irrigated by any 


irrigation project 
the reclamation act, providing for their disposition under the 
homestead law, the person who takes them up under the home- 
stead law to pay, in addition to the cost of the reclamation, as 
required by the reclamation act, the appraised value of the land 


That the Secretary of the Interior shall be authorized, upon | 


“Provided, That any Indian | 
taking advantage of this act shall have a perpetual water right so long | 


a bill involving so much as this does with a simple explana- | 


If I can not explain it in a few | 


The Secretary | 


then the Secretary may dispose of them under 
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under the act of 1904. 
land. 
| Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
on the Treasury? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Not a dollar. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It simply takes the funds of 


That is with reference to the unallott: 


Will the gentleman allow ; 


a 


Yes, 
Does the bill make any Charve 


21}X9 O04} Sppv Woy} PUB SPURT OSeq} O}eSIAaT 02 sUBIPUT 41) 
| cost to the land, and the purchaser pays it when he buys ile 
| land? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It does not necessarily take »ny 
of the money of the Indians. It provides that the man who buys 
these lands from the Indians, or takes them, must pay the cost 
of the reclamation in addition to the appraised value. Under 
the act of 1904 there was no provision of that kind. Then it 
refers to the allotted land, and provides that any allottee or 

| patentee—and every Indian on that reservation, every inn, 
|; woman, and child, has 80 acres—may receive the benefit of 





this irrigation project in this way. (I hope the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE] will pay close attention to tls.) 
The Government can not deal with each. individual Ik 


an, 
| This bill simply authorizes the Secretary, with the conseit of 
the allottee or at his request, to dispose of 60 acres of the In- 


dian’s land to persons qualified to take lands under the ters 
of the reclamation act. In other words, the man who buys the 
GO acres then goes to the reclamation act, just like any other 


homesteader on the public domain, and pays the cost of the 
reclamation. 
Now, here is the real point about it. It authorizes the Secre- 


tary, out of the proceeds of the sale of the 60 acres, to pure! 
for the other 20 acres of the Indians a water right under the 

reclamation act. It thus places the land of the Indians in a 

position where they can acquire water rights for the 20 acres 

and dispose at good advantage the other 60 to those who will 
farm and reclaim it. That is all there is to the bill. It }; 
been very carefully gone over by the law officers of the | 
lamation Service, very carefully gone over by the law « 
| of the Indian Office, by the Assistant Attorney-General, | 
Secretary of the Interior, and by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. It is a very important matter for the Indians, |. 
they can not get water in any other way for these lands. 

Mr. CURTIS. It only applies to Indian lands. Is that: 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is true. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If the gentleman will al! me 
to make a suggestion, the necessity for legislation is th: 
water in the Yakima River may be disposed of to other piri 
above there and the Indians, unless they are brought un 
reclamation act, will not have the benefit of the water that y 
accrue. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is absolutely true. | 
| every bit of the water of the river at the low stage has been 
diverted now, and unless the Indian lands can be brought r 

this storage system they can not get a drop of water : | 

this land will lie absolutely idle. This bill entails no « 
| on the Government. It affects only Indian lands and 
effect, for the sole benefit of the Indians. ‘Their lands ar 
desert and unproductive. This is a means, and the only 
by which they can ever secure water, and there should 
objection to the bill, and I know there will be none by 
knowing the aims and purpose of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, what the gentleman sa) 
vinces me that the very able committee of this House 
irrigs 


§ 


, 
if 


igation of arid lands ought to examine this bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not see why. It 
belonged to the Indian Committee and does not affect | ib- 
| lic lands or the terms of the reclamation act. I know th 
bers of the Irrigation Committee will not oppose it. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me a mo! 
the committee can not do this collectively I want the 
of the individual members of that committee who are ! 
with this subject. The bill relates more to the reclam: 
irid lands than it does to Indian affairs, and I want to 
judgment of the members of the Committee on Irrigati: 
reference to the bill. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. 

Mr. PAYNE. 

do so. 
| The SPEAKER. 


PUBLICITY OF RECORDS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill 


It relates absolutely— 
Therefore I shall object, much as I i 


The gentleman from New York obje 


(H. &. 
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14968) to amend the internal-revenue laws so as to provide for 
ublicity of its records. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 3 of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States be, and here by is, amended in section 3240, so as ve. yeas: 
“Sec. 3240. Each collector of internal revenue shall, under gula- 
tions of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, place and beep con- 


cuously in his office, for public inspection, an alphé abetical list of the | 
es of all persons who shall have paid special taxes within his dis 

et, and shall state thereon the time, place, and business for which 
h special taxes have been paid, and upon application of any person 
shall furnish a certified copy thereof, as of a public record, for 
which a fee of $1 for each 100 words or fraction thereof in the copy or 


copies so requested may be charged.” 
rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 1 
would like to hear an explanation of the bill. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, under the 
visions of the Revised Statutes now the various internal- 


revenue collectors throughout the country 
in their offices an alphabetical list of the names of the parties 
who pay a tax as retail liquor dealers. Under a rule that has 
been issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
missioner of internal revenue, these various collectors are for 
hidden to give any information to the State courts when parties 


re being prosecuted in State courts for violation of the liquox | 


.| 
| 
| 
| 


are required to post | 


through the com- | 


| 


| of the State. They are required, under the order of the 
S tary of the Treasury, to go into the State courts in answer 
to subpeenas duces tecum, and respectfully decline to give any | 
nformation whatever on the subject, and to decline to give | 
copies of those records. 


‘ 


wv, this bill makes an amendment to the Revised Statutes 
provides that in addition to posting these alphabetical lists 
e parties who have paid the internal-revenue tax the col- 
lector shall certify a list—that is, give a certified copy of the 
list he is required to post to any person who will, pay the fee 
which the bill provides—of $1. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield for a 


question ? 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentle- 


* this bill provides that the certified list may be evidenced | 


rosecution of any person in the State courts? 
Mr. HUMPHREYS 


of Mississippi. It does not make that 
| sion. I think Congress would have no authority to de- 
¢ what would be and what would not be evidence in a State 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand that, 
w if there was any provision in the bill of that nature. 
DALZELL. If the gentleman from Mississippi will par- 

d e, I want to say that this bill was unanimously reported 
ft the Committee on Ways and Means after hearing a large 
er of witnesses. 
revenue is compelled to have in his office publicly dis- 

| the names and places of residences of parties who haye 
pecial tax. Under the regulations prescribed by the Sec- 

of the Treasury the collector of internal revenue is pro- 


but I wanted 


| from testifying upon that subject at all. This bill 
es the prohibition of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the collector of internal revenue to furnish upon re- 


ertified copies of the list which the law provides he shall 
i his office. It is a good bill and, in my judgment, ought 


MANN. 
not right the gentleman will correct me—is to make a 
of evidence in the local courts the fact that the person 
1 under the liquor laws has taken out a license from the 
ent in order to create a presumption that he is vio- 
‘ liquor law. 
Mr. DALZELL. The purpose of the bill is to remove the 
pr tion that arises out of the Treasury regulations 
revents a person from getting the testimony 
ous to have. 

Mr. MANN. The ( 
DALZELL. 
MANN. 
ial tax, 


that he 


yovernment issues a license—— 

No: it does not issue a license. 

We call it a license. The Government calls it 
but we call it a license. Now, you want to 


Under existing law the collector of in- | 
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I understand that the purpose of this bill—and | 


and | 


the law so that the issuing of that paper shall be used | 


ence against the person in the local courts, 
| arises if that is not the purpose of the bill. 
DALZELL. 

) have it, against which there is this regulation. 

MANN. The purpose of the bill is to call the Commis- 
of Internal Revenue as a witness against a person who 
en out a license in order to prove that he is violating 
r law. 


XL 


and this 
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It is to furnish evidence to the party enti- | 


Mr. DALZELL. The purpose of the bill is not to ¢ the 
collector of internal revenue at all, but to relieve him of the 
necessity of being called. The purpose of the bill is to p le 
that he may furnish a copy of that which the act of Congress 
prescribes that he shall keep. 

Mr. MANN. That is the same thing, whether | s called 
personally or by giving a certified copy—it makes no differenc 
What I want to get at is the gentleman’s opinion. Now, the 
people in prohibition districts are compelled to take out a G 
ernment license. If this bill passes, will not the result be that 
these illicit dealers in liquor will then cease not only to get a 
local license, but cease to take out a Government license nad 
then the Government will be asked to go in and do the yx 
duty of the States—each one of the prohibition States iT 
ritories? 

Mr. DALZELL. No; I do not think so. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I think that is the case, Mr. Speaker, and 
I have no doubt that if this bill becomes a law in a very short 
time the National Government will be engaged in pol wol 
all of the prohibition States and some of the prohibition dis 
tricts—and I have the honor to represent hibi ‘ 
in this House—and that the National Government will be called 
upon to do that police work in these d becaus 
perfectly self-evident that the man engaged in the illicit sale of 
liquor will not take out a Government license w 1 will « { 
him on the first trial. The result will be that he will not have 
any license at all. Then the internal-revenue officers will be 
put upon the work of doing the police work, whi ought to b 
done by the States. Yet, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding this 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, will not the gentleman allow 

|} me a moment? The gentleman persists in calling this a lic 
It is not a license at all. It is a special tax. There isa 
on the face of it—— 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I understand that perfectly well 

Mr. DALZELL. To the effect that it gives no au yt 
make sales. The Supreme Court of the United States s held 
that it can not be pleaded in bar in a prosecution of a ] for 
a legal sale of liquor. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly far with 
the law on that subject. Everybody in the House is 

Mr. DALZELL. This simply makes availa! that w 1 the 
act of Congress has already prescribed shall be published, and 
it seems to me that the question as to whether or arty 
will take out and pay a Government tax or not cuts a \ all 
figure in comparison with the justice of the case. Th rty 
prosecuting a violator of the law is entitled to hav 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I des to ask 1 ze 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Daze.) if this bill was not 
sponse to a large demand from the a par t] \ 
to meet what is called the so-called ‘ nd tiger” evil, or illicit 
sale of liquor practiced in prohibition alatri ts, and that, « 
the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. MANN] is corre that t | 
result in “ cooperation,” as he terms it, does not the gent ! 
from Pennsylvania think it right and proper? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would s » the g 
from Alabama that this whole subject w g 
haustively examined by a subcommittee 
Ways and Means. A great deal of . ‘ 
subject, and the committee was unanim: S t 
whole committee was unanimous upon th or i 
favor of recommending this bill. It seem just 
and right that we should pass such a bill 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does 1 é 
what we are now trying to say the law is, and which has bh 
abrogated very largely by a rule which g to dest 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the law cont es 
in possession of information on any subje g be e to 
be subpeenaed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. d the rule D ment 
abrogates that, and this bill seeks to wipe out 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. Mr. Speaker, I he g n 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Will not the gent 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] permit me to make a stat 
he concludes? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Allow 3 
statement: I want to say this, in response E 
this is an effort to have the Federal Gover e€ po 
lice laws of the States, that it is nothing of the s tis an ef 
fort to prevent the Fede os Government ft i gy as it 
| now does, with the enforcement of the pol ! Stat 


201: 3 
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by the several States themselves. The rule which the Secretary 
of the Treasury has annulled, through the order of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, which forbids the internal- 
revenue collectors from giving evidence in State courts and from 
giving copies of their records, applies to every other official in 
this country from the President of the United States down. 
There is not an officer in this Government, not excepting the 
President, who is not subject to the processes of the court, 
and a subpoena duces tecum can go against the President of 
the United States and against any other officer in this Govern- 
ment. Now, there are two answers that can be made to a 
subpeena duces tecum, and two only, and our courts have passed 


on this in numerous cases, and they are—first, that the officer 
may reply that it will be a matter of such inconvenience 
that it will seriously interfere with the proper discharge of his 


duties to leave his office and carry with him his records, that it 
would hamper him in the discharge of his public duties, and 
that he can not, therefore, go into court, and our courts hold 
that under such circumstances he may then give a certified copy 
of the records asked for and that that is a sufficient response 


to the subpeena. 

He can, on the other hand report, as the President has done 
in numerous cases, that the matter sought to be made public 
ought not to be made public; that it is a Government secret 

| should not be made public in an answer to the process of 
the c ts. They are the only reasons recognized by the rules 
of law that y officer can ever give for a failure to respond 
to this subpeena. Now, in this case we provide that the col- 
lector shall furnish only a copy, so it will never be necessary 
for him to leave his office or carry the records out of his 
office. That disposes of the first objection. The other objec- 
tion is disposed of by the statute itself, which requires now 
that this list be posted in his office containing the name of 
every man who pays the tax and the place where he intends 
to do business, ete., so that it is no secret whatever. The 
rule now prohibits the collector from giving the information 
that he would have to give and which the courts decided he 
would have to give, and instructs him now that he can not go } 
into court and testify. In other words, it puts him in a class 
by himself and gives him - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PALMER. I would like to ask the gentleman to tell 


for the sake of information, under what law the Secretary 


of the Treasury has the right to make any such regulation? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Well, that matter was | 
decided by our courts. He has the right to make the rules 

d regulations and prescribe the manner in which his office 
hall be conducted. 

Mr. PALMER. Can he alter the rules of testimony in your 
State? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. He has done it,eand the 
court has sustained it in the case of Boske v. Comingore (177 
U. S.) and in the Lamberton case (124 Fed. Rep.). 

Mr. MANN. What good will it be to have this certified copy 
in evidence? 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It will do whatever good 


the State legislatures see fit to make of it. 

Mr. MANN. What is the purpose of it? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The purpose is to let the 
collector testify, or require him to testify, exactly as every other 
] 1 in the United States is required. 

Mr. MANN. What is the purpose of having this certified 
Cony ¢f 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It is that he will give it 
to the authorities in the States that they may use it, just as they 
may use any other testimony that they have. 

Mr. MANN. That is for the purpose of making a conviction 
of the accused. Is t that the purpose of it? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. If the accused is guilty of 
violating the State laws, and this man is called on as a witness 
to testify to a particular fact, then, if that fact will result in 
] tion, it ought to be known. 

MANN. ‘The purpose is to convict a man of having com- 
1 { t ‘ l 7% ff n ‘ ? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The purpose is to get tes- 
timony the Stat cht to have. 

Mr. RANDELL Texas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Illinois asked wl effect that will have upon our State law. 
The passage of this national law will give the people the right 
to know who desire to sell liquor and have paid their taxes to 
the Government. Now, under the law of Texas, the tax receipt 
would be prima facie evidence of the fact that be is engaged in 
the liquor business. It also gives to the officers the information 
as to who were engaged in the business or who probably will 





engage in it. Publicity as to their names would save a great 
deal of expense in our State government and assist in preventing 


a3 


crime, and if the bill provides only that we can acquire know! 
edge of the men engaged in the liquor traffic it will assist in 
enforcing local option when in force and in carrying on our loca! 
self-government, and that, too, without the National Government 
interfering in the least with our local affairs. This is a good 


provision, and I hope the gentleman will not object, but will | 
the bill come up for consideration. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Let me state to the gent!e- 
man from Illinois the President of the United States, in his | 
message, called on Congress to amend the revenue laws of 
Government to enable the law to be enforced in the Indian Te) 
tory, for instance, against the unlawful sale of liquor—} 
legging, as he calls it. The President thought it of sufficient jn- 
portance to direct the attention of Congress to it in his 3. 
sage. 7 

What is the condition? It is anomalous. The President here 
is calling upon Congress to pass laws to help to enforce the 
against the sale of liquor in the Indian Territory. The int l- 
revenue collectors have issued these tax receipts—we call { 
internal-revenue licenses—for retail liquor dealers and 
dealers in malt liquors—160 of them in the Indian Terri 
Now, the President is calling for Congress to amend the 
so that we can bring these men to justice, while the ini 
revenue collector sits back and says: “I will not testify : 
them. I have the proof on them, but I won’t let you h: 

I think it is scandalous. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a cou 
minutes by unanimous consent. Reserving the right to « 

I will say that I have no doubt that the purposes of t!) 

are intended to be good, and I quite sympathize with th 
tleman who desires to have the bill pass. But the effect 

bill, in my judgment, will be that, instead of receiving fr 
internal-revenue collector a certified copy of a license 

there will be no license issued. There will be no applicat 

a license, because no man who is engaged in the illicit 

of liquor will deliberately and openly give evidence upo1 

he can be convicted. We all understand perfectly wel! that 
these people are engaged in an illegal and illicit business, and 
that it will be much easier for them to refuse to give e\ 
against themselves and take the chances against the ‘ 
Government that they now take against the State gov: 

than to take out a license, which insures conviction un 
existing law or under law which may be passed. Now, 

sult will be that these licenses will not be taken out, : 
General Government will be called upon to do police d 
these States. I at least congratulate my friends fr 
South, who have always advocated State rights, in now « g 
to Congress and appealing to the General Government 
police duty in their own States. Nobody else has ev 
that far. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does not the gentleman think that would 
break up the business? 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


YELLOWSTONE FOREST RESERVE. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con: 
the immediate consideration of the bill H. R. 13673, 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming ask 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill w th 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the general provisions of the hom 
of the United States be, and the same are hereby, extended to 
the surveyed lands in townships 48, 49, and 50, and ranges 
106, within the Yellowstone Forest Reserve, and the said land 
subject to entry ninety days after the passage of this act, wit 
ninety-day period the Secretary of Agriculture may set aside 
tions of said lands as were not occupied by a bona fide settler 
1, 1906, not to exceed 160 acres, as may be necessary for forest 
administrative purposes, whith lands so set aside shall not bh 
to settlement entry or location during the life of the forest 
Provided, That the commutation clause of the homestead laws 
apply to the said lands, and any bona fide setfler who made 
on said lands prior to January 1, 1906, and who had prior to 
lost or exercised his homestead right, may enter and perfect t 
lands settled upon by him as though his homestead right had 
lost or exercised. 


Also the following committee amendments were read: 


In line 12, page 1, after the word “ exceeding,” insert the \ 
the aggregate.”’ 

At the end of line 7, page 2, strike out the period and insert 
and the following: “upon the payment of the sum of $1.25 
for the land included in his entry at the time of making fina! 
and that as amended the bill do pass. 


ct 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to inquire of the gen- Mr. BURGESS. No, sir. 

eman from Wyoming whether or not these are Indian lands? Mr. RANDELL of Texas. None of these counties are in tl 
Mr. MONDELL. They are not. ; eastern district? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How does it come, then, that they Mr. BURGESS. No, sir. 


‘not under the general homestead law? Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Is this a wi mous 1 of t 
Mr. MONDELL. The lands affected by this legislation con- | committee? 

tute about 8,000 acres formerly subject to all the public land Mr. BURGESS. Yes, sir. 

ws; but by reason of the creation of a forest reserve over | The SPEAKER. Is there objection Aft 


» lands they were withdrawn from all forms of entry. A sur- | Chair hears none. 


| 
vy was had to designate and indicate the agricultural lands in! The amendment recommended by the committee 1 greed t 
» valley of the Shoshone River. We now propose to restore | The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fe i tl l 
se agricultural lands thus surveyed to entry under the home- | reading; and being engrossed, it was accord gly read the third 


d law. | time, and passed. 
ir. CLARK of Missouri. Is this a unanimous report from On motion of Mr. BurcEss. a motion to 1 
committee? by which the bill was passed was laid on the t 
Ir. MONDELL. It is. 
Ir. CLARK of Missouri. Is the Secretary of the Interior in CALUMET RIVER BRIDGE. 
r of it? Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent f 
Mr. MONDELL. The Secretary of Agriculture—yes, sir. present consideration of the bill which I send to the ¢ 
r. CLARK of Missouri. That is under his Department? .| desk. 
MONDELL. It is. | The Clerk read as follows: 
PAYNE. Are these lands in the valley covered by for- | A bill (H. R. 13365) to ame 
Kensington and Fast road I 
‘. MONDELL. They are not. They are agricultural lands. ae tae ae = ver,” sah . re ; on 
PAYNE. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, that when we open in 6 ee a tee eee eee 
forest reserves all up, and the land adjacent to them, | bridge across the Calumet River,” approved February 7 
they come to be occupied as homesteads, we will have | 2mended so as to read as follows cat. 
er bill in here for the Appalachian Forest Reserve, the | pressiy revered s aed thin ace shall be mh ind void it ac Be 
( 1 Mountain Forest Reserve, and the Yellowstone Mountain | tion of the bridge herein authorize: Tia aan 
Reserve, and an opportunity to spend the surplus and | and completed within three years from the Is y of I y, 1 
current revenues of the Government to buy out these The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After pause. ] ] 
gentlemen going in there. Chair hears none. 
MONDELL. I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, how that The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
issibly occur. I believe it is a proper policy on the part of | being engrossed, it was accordingly 1 i 
General Government to open to homestead entry all lands | passed. 
forest reserves purely agricultural in their character. On motion of Mr. MANN, : otio 
s s the desire of the Forestry Service. In this case, in | which the bill was passed was laid o1 
that there could be no question as to the character of the 
opened to homestesd entry, a survey was made by the 
Otlice of the land strictly agricultural in a certain valley; Mr. KAI 

















IN. Mr. Speaker, I ve 































ereupon it is proposed to restore these lands to home itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state « 
s entry. I will say to the gentleman that a considerable | Union for the consideration of the bill wl 1 I send to 
tion of them are already occupied by homesteaders. Clerk’s des! 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Mr. PAYNE. I suggest to the gs 
( hears none. mous consent to consider the bill in the House as in ¢ 
amendments recommended by the committee were agreed | of the Whole House on the state of the 1 
Mr. KAHN. I accept the suggestion g 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks s ‘ 
g:; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third consideration in the Hous s in Col \ 
1d passed. House on the state of the Union, of the bill w 1 the 
ition of Mr. MonDELL, a motion to reconsider the vete | will report. 
h the bill was passed was laid on the table. The Clerk read as follows: 
} T > »Q7 : ts .T ‘ 7 > ‘ y ~ ‘ ¥ o 
TERMS OF COURT AT VICTORIA, TEX. a ‘ton. “7 : each | Sah. tones . the anki 3 
BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for ee . 
sent consideration of the bill H. R. 12868. Sate ‘ eee ee eee oe : eee ah ta 
. . uite . Lies < a iit S . i 
lerk read as follows: Sec. 2982. 7 
R. 12863) to create a new division of the souther PY pan le gee meg : : 
f Texas, and to provide terms of court at Vict r ae ~ ia 
P nen sta Ww 
ted, etc., Th: 1 ft 1 is s 
» Oak, Refi ihe o . 
1 judicial dist gee ils. 
at terms of the i $1 iows 
S r the southern distri es 7 ¢ 7 
ity of Victoria, ir word 
ed by law, the jud i nad g 
be hel ke ; : . 
rT! I SPEAKER Is t 
7 ( } e y 
i > 
= 1} bill as ] S ) 
‘courts of said district shall maintain | Te"° os a =o - 
a deputy at said city of Victoria, | Ume, ana passed 
es for the trans ion of bus S On fM K 
1dment recommended by the committee was read, as | w! t i S pass S 
PENS N S 
ha na of etio: 4 ? wi ‘p j ] e 4 c ' 
i a ae eat ast ail be fi al for h fs d Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. §S s 
said places, free of expense to the Government United | that the bills on the P1 ‘ 
. y be considered in ] s ( 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? The SPEAKER. The ¢ 
‘ANDELL of Texas. Reserving the right to object, I | unanimous consent that é : 
ke to ask the gentleman, does this touch the eastern dis- | consideration yesterd: 
rexas in any way? | was substituted for yes be € : 
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in Committee of the Whole. 
‘The Chair hears none. 


Is there objection? [After a 
The Clerk will report the first 


pause, | 
bill. 
JEROME 
The first pension business was the bill (H. R. 4810) granting 
an increase of pension to Jerome Goodsell. 


GOODSELL, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject te 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerome 


I 
Goodsell, late of Company D. Sixty-first Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu ef that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty 
word “twenty-four.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


HENRY F. LANDES. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2991) granting 
a pension to Henry F. Landes. 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, ete., That the mietinie of the Interior be, and he is 
he reby, —_— orized and directed to place on the pension roll, 


the visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
F. L andes, late of Company H, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment 


Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

In line 
he is now 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
crease of pension to Henry F. Landes.” 


8, after 


receiving.” 


“A bill granting an in- 


FREDERICK HILDENBRAND. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13084) granting 


an rease of pension to Frederick Hildenbrand. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be A enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Hildenbrand, late of Company G, Thirty-ninth Regiment New 


< Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
ith in lieu of that he ts now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by 


OWS: 





the committee were read, 


In line 6, before the strike out the word “of” and 


word “‘ Company,” 


insert in lieu thereof the words “ second lieutenant.” 
[ 1 line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES D. HAVENS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to James D. Havens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
1uthorized and direeted to place on the pension roll, subject to 


12900) granting 


the visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
D. ite of Company B, Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer I and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 dollars per 
I n lieu of that he is now recetving 

rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
f\ Wes 

8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
( endment was agreed to. 

ll as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
rr ind being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
WILLIAM H. FRANKLIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12643) granting 
an se of pension to William H. Franklin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
H. } nklin, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
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subject to | 


the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word * late,’ 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain,” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof 
of the word “ forty.’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


as 


strike out the word “ of” and ins 


MOBRIS J. JAMES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12540) granting 
an increase of pension to Morris J. James. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sul}: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Morris 


J. James, late of Company D, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cayalry 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he } 
now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, ag 
follows 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in Meu the: 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 





of the 


| time, and passed. 


JOSEPH POLLARD. 

| The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11065) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Pollard. 

| ‘The bill was read, as follows: 

| Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Pollard, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment, and Company G, First 


| Regiment, Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and him a pension at the 
| rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Twelfth” and insert fn lieu thereof 
the word “ First.” 


| In line 7 strike out the word “ First” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Twelfth.” : 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty.” 

| ‘The amendments were agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
JAMES MARTIN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10594) granting 
an inerease of pension to James Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, author ized and directed to plaee on the pension roll, t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
Martin, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-fourth Reximent 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat: $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was rr s 


follows : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu th 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for © third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALLEN E. WILLIAMS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11071) g 
an increase of pension to Allen B Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seinen of the Interior be, e Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o Le 
Williams, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvan I 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per ! in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readins; : nd 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third t 1 
passed. 


us 


CHARLES H. 


The next pension business was the bill (BH. R. 11742) 
an increase of pension to Charles H. Culver. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the aeestece of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name « . 

i H. Culver, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Michigan \ 


CULVER. 
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Cavalry, and Company D, Twenty-third Regiment Veteran Reserve | Douglas, late of Company A, Fighth Re ent I \ 
Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of | and pay him a pension at t » of $30 p 
that now receiving. | is now receiving 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as } The amendment re by 1 
follows: follows: 
In line 8, after the word ‘Corps,’ insert the words ‘“ Volunteer In line 8 strike out the w 
Infant ‘J word “ tw ‘ 
The amendment was agreed to. The amendment wa 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third The bill as amended l 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | reading; and being eng sed 
time, and passed. | time, and passed 
THOMAS GRIFFITH. A 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11209) granting The next pension business w (H. R. 82 , 
an increase of pension to Thomas Griffith. in increase of pension to Isaac J. H 
The bill was read, as follows: The bill was re is fol] 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is |} Be it ted, ete 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | her ! i 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas | the 7 d i ns 
Griffith, late of Company H, Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol | H ( K. I 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month n t 
l of that he is now receiving. now ! : 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
ee | being e1 ssed, it was gly read l 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the | passed. 
‘ 1 ** twenty-four.” | iH 
ie amendment was agreed to. | ‘The next pension business vw the bill (H. R. & 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | an increase < f pei n to H , Crand 
j : . . “ ail Ul $ i ( 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | The bill was 1 1 fol] 
e, and passed. ; 
: Be it ted. etc.. I 1+ the Ss ‘ e 
GOTTLIEB SPITZER, ALIAS GOTTFRIED BRUNER. | o> on authorized and directed to 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14123) granting | Crandall, late of ¢ iny D, A i 
aeterin > 3 . . Maan eine ' - ;} and pay hi a pension at the rate > 
‘rease of pension to Gottleib Spitzer, alias Gottfried | j, pow’ receiving. 
| er ere . . 
bru o: The amendments recommended by 
Che bill was read, as follows: | as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is |} I ne 6 st a4 ; 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | ,; 5 a 4 , 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gottleib | ~ 7, = 7 ” me, after the word “¢ 
alias Gottfried Bruner, late of Company B, Fourteenth Regi & a Math Baste . Wi . ' : ™ 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay h a pension at t ae wsEE ee ee 
f $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. rhe amendments were ag l 
» amendments recommended by the committee were read, as The bill as amended was red to 


: "~ ; , and } ne 
Ss: ung; and i 















- ( t in, ¢ Sy Seu i 
tis > and nacced 
ne 6 strike out the word “ Gottleib” and insert in Heu thereof | ******: * = od . , 
i ** Gottlieb.” I title was amended s e + - “A | c 
nd the title so as ‘A bill gr: an increase of pen T e of pension to He y ¢ é 
Gottlieb Spitzer, ied Brun i ? e 
amendments were agreed to. SESA M. cee - 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | The next pension business was tl | (H 
I ig; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 22 increase of pension to Anna M. Jefl 
nd passed. i The bill was read, as fi 
GEORGE BLAIR. , Be it enacted, etc., That the tary of 3 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7223) granting | the provisions and tatior i M 
. : ’ > : 7 lefferis. wid of etor J I 
‘ease of pension to George Blair. y saeien: Te Recied om = 
bill was read, as follows: - 
tracted, é te hat the S retary of | ‘ 3] 
yI d and directed to place on ; 
sions and limitations of the pension S . 
of Company H, Eleventh Regim I 7. after x 
d pay h a pension at the rate of ] 8 
now receiving. i 
bill was ordered to be engrossed f ‘ ents 
s engrossed, it was accordingly re bi 
JOHN E. BALL. time, and pass¢ 


xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 7396) grantin :; 
ease of pension to John E. Ball. The next pens 








bill was read, as follows: an increase of mn to sd 
the Interior be, and he |} ‘ . 
s v > 7 . f Jol ; 
I Mi ri V 
{ $ ) per 1 th in i 
‘ W S$ I id, 5 
rm 
8 strike out the l t n ] t f 
ty ~ 
amendment was agreed tb. 
ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third ; 
1d pi ssed. rm 


ALONZO DOUGLAS. uilo _ 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 8161) granting ; 
ase of pension to Alonzo Douglas. Phe next | ousnes 
ill was read, as follows: a] s 


. a y : rm ; xt 

icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is : 
i rized and directed to place on the pens sul t ; 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A zo 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abra- 
ham H. Miller, late of Company I, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pé@hsion at the rate of $50 per month. 

‘The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” 
word “ thirty.” 

in same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abraham H. Miller.” 

WILLIAM M’GOWAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10478) granting 
an increase of pension to William McGowan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject. to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
McGowan, late of Companies I and H, Second Regiment Minnesota 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


’ 


In line 6 strike out the word ‘‘ Companies ” and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ Company.” 
In same line strike out the words “I and.” 
In line 7, before the word “ Cavalry,’ insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word * twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY 


M. STARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12090) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary M. Stark. 
The 


bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
M. Stark, widow of William H. Stark, late of Company I, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
‘The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
after the word “ late,” 
eof the word “ captain.” 
aS re the word “ Twenty-fourth,’ 


In line 6, strike out the word “of” and insert 
‘u the 


135 : ’ 
in ‘, DeLK 


insert the words “ and 


; In 
ii tenant-coionel 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ALFRED CONNOR. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12101) granting 
increase of pension to Alfred Connor. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


an 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 


Connor, late of Company A, Thirty-seventh Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantr 


ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of tl 


at he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pass d. 
JOHN H. H. SANDS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10899) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. H. Sands, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
H. H. Sands, of The Plains, Fauquier County, Va., late of Company 
I’, Seventy-first Regiment New Yerk Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 


a pension 
ceiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In lines 6 
County, Va.” 

In line 8, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “ Company C, 
Fifth Regiment, and Company G, Seventh Regiment, New Jersey Vol- 
unteer Infantry.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ thirty 
word “ twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


and 7 strike out the words “of The Plains, Fauquier 


” 


and insert in lieu thereof the 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

VERELLE 8. WILLARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12275) granting 
a pension to Verelle S. Willard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Verelle 
S. Willard, widow of Manfred W. Willard, late of Company H, Sixtiet 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate ot 
thirty dollars per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ W.” 

In same line, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “of” a: 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof tly 
word “ twenty.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu 
that she is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thi: 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
crease of pension to Verelle S. Willard.” 

SAMUEL G. RAYMOND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12417) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel G. Raymond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sa: 

G. Raymond, late of Company L, Tenth Regiment New York Volu: 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were reai, 
as follows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Cavalry,” insert the words “ and Com) 

H, Twelfth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps.” é 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof | 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 


tl 
{ 


HENRY STIMON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12795) granti 
an increase of pension to Henry Stimon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, si 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
Stimon, late of Company B, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per m 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was 


| as follows: 





” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ forty ”’ and insert in lieu thereo 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the | | 
time, and passed. 

MARTHA J. HENSLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13525) gra: 4 
a pension to Wilson Hensley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sul 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of \ 
Hensley, imbecile son of the late Silas B. Hensley, and pay him : 
sion at the rate of $10 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 
as follows: 


Strike out all of lines 6 and 7 and insert in lieu thereof the f 
ing: “of Martha J. Hensley, widow of Silas B. Hensley, late of 
pany K, Third Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Mounted In 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of t 
is now receiving, and $2 per month additional for each of the 
children of said soldier until they shall arrive at the age of 16 
Provided, That in the event of the death of Wilson Hensley, $8 
and dependent child of said Silas B. Hensley, the additional | n 
herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided furth« 


in the event of the death of Martha J. Hensley the name of said | i 
Hensley shall be placed on the pension roll, subjeet to the p! 8 
and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per mont ) 


and after the date of death of said Martha J. Hensley.” 
The amendment was agreed to. é 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a (iit 








reading 
time, al 
The t 


crease ¢ 


The 1 
an iner 
rhe | 
Be it 
prov 


nn, li 
» rate 


1906. 


y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sul 


he ¢ 
he ¢ 


; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


id passed, 
itle was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an In- 
1f pension to Martha J. Hensley.” 
JAMES HANN. 

1ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 13610) 
ease of pension to James Hann. 

ill was read, as follows: 

enacted, etc., That the 


granting 


Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


ite of United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


imendments recommended by the committee were read, 


llows: 
line 6 strike out the words “of United States Marine Corps” and 
in lieu thereof the words “of Company I, Twenty-first Regi 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Sixth Regiment 
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery.” 
line 7 strike out the word “ fifty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
1 “ thirty.” 


» | 
ling 


al 


he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13798) 


an iner 
rhe | 
it 
»v 
WwW 


Ne 


$20 | 


1 of 


imendments were agreed to. 
ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


ject to | 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James | 





; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 


1d passed. 
ALIDA KING. 
granting 
ease of pension to Alida King. 
ill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alida 
idow of Henry King, late of Company D, Fifty-sixth Regi- 
w York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
ver month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That 
vent of the death of Eugene T. King, helpless and dependent 
said Henry King, the additional pension herein granted shall 


und determine: And provided further, That in the event of the | 
f Alida King the name of said Eugene T. King shall be placed 





pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 


ws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the date of 


f said Alida King. 


hi 


" 


} 


} 


t enacted, etc., That the Se 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


rr 


ease of pension to 


ill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
ngrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


WILHELM DICKHOFF. 


ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 13861) granting 


Vilhelm Dickhoff. 
ill was read, as follows: 
retary of the Interlor be, and he is 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilhelm 
late of Company K, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
ntry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in 
at he is now receiving. 


mendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


e § strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 


i twenty. 


unendment was agreed to. 


bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


nd passed. 


ns 


y, and pay hf 





JOHN W. BURTON. 


ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 1243) 


granting 


‘ease of pension to John W. Burton. 


ill was read, 


enacted, etc., 


as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
mn, late of Company I, Forty-first Regiment, Indiana Volunteer 
im a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
ing. 





now recely 


Grct 
“iis 


6 strike out the word “ Forty-first ” and insert 


1 “ Second.” 

» 7 strike out 
i “ Cavalry.” 
mendments were agreed to. 

ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


the word “Infantry ” and insert in lieu thereof 


=; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


nd passed. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 


ROSWELL J. KELSEY. 


Sol) granting 
ease of pension to Roswell J. Kelsey. 


bill was read, as follows: 








enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 





amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


in lieu thereof | 


isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Roswell ! 
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J. Kelsey, late of C Nir I 
teer Infantry, and pay , 
lieu of that he is now 1 

The amendment l 
follows: 

In line 8 stril YI 
the word “ twe fi 

The amendment Lf 

The bill as amend ord 1 to 
reading ; and being eng! “d, " l 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. RI 

The next pension business was t (TI. J ) 
an increase of pension to C. W. Re 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That tl Secretary of r 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on 
the provisions and limitations of the | 
Renell, late of Company ; 1 Re \ 
ilry, and pay him a pension I 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee we 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike ou r ] } 


word “ Charl 





word “ 








e 

before the w 
8S strike « 

twenty.” 


The amendme 





nts 








were agret 


orderet 


The bill as amended w: i to be eng l for 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A g 
crease of pension to Charles W. Renell.” 

JONATHAN DAUGHENBA i 

The next pension business was the } H. R. 1742 
an increase of pension to Jonathan Daug 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the § 
hereby, directed to place on p m1 
and limitations of per vs, the na 
baugh, late of C D, sixth Re I 
fantry nd pay ! 1 t t ) 





The amendment recomme 


follows: 





| The next pension business was the bil 
an increase of pension to Joseph Baker. 
The bill was read, ‘ol 


hereby, au 
the 





nrovisi 
provi 


Baker, late of 


Art 


follows: 


In line 8 


it he is n 





rtillery, at 
of that he is 


The amen 





Be it enacted, etc 


horized 





word “ thirty.” 
The amendme 
The bill as 

reading; and b 


time, and 


ence B. Kn 
geon, Unite 
per mouth. 


| The amendment recom 
follows: 
In line 8 strike ou 





word “ eight.” 


The amendment w 
The bill as amended w: 


reading; 


time, and passed. 


and direct 


and being engr 
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The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- 

sion to Florence B. Knight.” 
SELDEN C. CLOBRIDGE., 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2344) granting 
an increase of pension to Selden C. Clobridge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Selden 
C, Clobridge, late of Company G, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$55 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





ANSEL K. TISDALE, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2982) granting 
an increase of pension to Ansel K. Tisdale. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ansel 
K. Tisdale, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follow ~ 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engressed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS CHRISLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3397) granting 
an increase of pension to Nicholas Chrisler. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nicho- 
l 
J 


Chrisler, late member of the Norfolk Brigade Band, and pay him a 








sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


is follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “* member.” 


in line 7, after the word “ Band,” insert the words “ United States 


Volunteers. 

in the same line strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word *“ twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
iding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

OTTO BOESEWETTER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4222) granting 


an increase of pension to Otto Boesewetter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


I 

t provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Otto 
Boesewetter, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
t 


it 
hat he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 


as follows: 


, 


in line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.’ 

ame » and in line 9 strike out the words “in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 





reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pen- | 


sion to Otto Boesewetter.” 
HENRY W. YATES. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4832) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry W. Yates. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
W. Yates, late of Company D, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 














The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


























































































JENNIE LITTLE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5215) granting 
an increase of pension to Jennie Little. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jen: 
Little, widow of George EB. Little, late of the band of the Forty-{i 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 | 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 7, before the word “ Ohio,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof { 
word “ sixteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOHN W. DAVIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5383) for 
relief of John W. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 3 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj: to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Davis, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Vo! 


Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, is 
follows: 
In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ in lieu ot! 


he is now receiving.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting «1: 
crease of pension to John W. Davis.” 

JOHN COLEMAN, JR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5615) granting 
an increase of pension to John Coleman, jr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name I 
Coleman, jr., late private, Company E, of the Eighty-fourth N« York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ private” and insert in lieu t 
the word “ of.” , 

In same line strike out the words “ of the.” 

In line 7, before the words “‘ New York,” insert the word * Re; 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu th 
word “ forty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a rd 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th ! 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. MARSDEN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6453) 
ing an increase of pension to W. H. Marsden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Marsden, late of Company BE, Fourth Indiana Volunteer Cay 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of t 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee wei 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “‘W” and insert in lieu t! 
word “ William.” : 

In same line, before the word “ Indiana,” insert the wor 
ment.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu tl 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for : 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting 
crease of pension to William H. Marsden.” 

NEETA H. MARQUIS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9904) gr 

an increase of pension to Neeta H. Marquis. 
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The bill was read, as follows: The amendment recommended 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | &8 follows: 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to In line 6 strike out the lett ‘7 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Neeta | aca See , P : ; 

H. Marquis, widow of John F. Marquis, late first lieutenant Company rhe amendment was agreed to. 

K, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension The bill as amended was ordered to be et ed for a | 
+ » pate n ron va j je ) « he is , rpaceivi . . ; : 

t the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. reading: and being engrossed t was accor 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


‘oll time, and passed. 
as follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof | a . ; : : 
e words “ Light Artillery.” The next pension business was the H.R 





In same line and in line 9 strike out the word “ twenty-five’ and in an increase of pension to Mary A. ¢ 
t in lieu thereof the word “ twelve.” 1. : a Na . 1] ; 
ps rhe bill was read, as follows 
rhe amendments were agreed to. ’ ' 
casi . i ae alia 1 Ro : ’ j ‘ Be it enacted, etc., That the Se tar’ 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | hereby, authorized and directed 
i\ding ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third the provisions and limitations o 
} “Tr vid fr r 
me, and passed. A. Coburn, widow of W. C. Cobu of ¢ 
I : a ment Massachusetts Volunteer Inf ry nd 
JAMES D. HUDSON. rate of $25 per month in lieu of tl 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11536) granting The amendments recommended by the « tte 
increase of pension to James D. Hudson. as follows: 
Che bill was read, as follows: in line @ strike the ‘A 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is , In same line ett W 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ord “ Willia : 
revisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James in ime ‘ N l ( 
ludson, late of Company K, One hundred and twentieth Regiment | 2nd | tin lieu t y 
na Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 I eT efore the word “I 
nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. _In line 8 strik C the i 
: ' t LE * ty 
i¢@ amendments recommended by the committee were read, re oo : 
Ottis rhe amendments were agreed to. 
follows: rare - . 
. os = ” : 5 The bill as amended was ordered t @ ¢ 
line 6, before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of eae ta . a aka ; 
nsert in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” os: s id being engrossed ; ; 
ne 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the time and passed. 
‘ thirty-six.” The title was amended so as to r A 


ie amendments were agreed to. 


Mary Cobur! 
ie bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


crease of pension to 
















. . — . A ‘ 
ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third = , +) TP 
and passed. Phe next p rage DUSINESS \ - 
WILLIAM C. ROBISON. ? whe hal S08 ¢ Lasew 
. : . “>= LHe Vil " S re s1 . 
e next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11625) grant- : 
: nn “ ® Be it « ‘ | ‘ S 
pension to William C. Robison. a d 
bill was read, as follows: pr 
rp . I I Ss « _ 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of e, and he is > ; 
uthorized and directed to place on li, s - = a . eS. ; 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willia eo So 
ison, late of Company E, One hundred and thirty-second Regi The amendments re 
nnsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the Ss S 
$30 per month. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
e & 
8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the ft 
endment was agreed te. The S ed was 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for reading ; and being engross« 
<; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th e, and passed. 





nd passed. CLARA I. AS 
ETTA D. CONANT. i a cial aes ; Me tho 1 aaa 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10725) grant- «a ne on to Clara I. Ashbury 
increase of pension to Etta D. Conant. The bill was read, as f vs 
bill was read, as follows: 

















etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here t “ized 
thorized and directed to place on t pension s tt 
sions and limitations of the pensiva laws, the name of Ett. ‘ AS 
. widow of Willian nt ir r se ‘ 
f Company F, One |! red and euth Reg t New € pig per 
nteer Infantry : I l Ll pe e ‘ S30 ts 
r herself i i 
lieu of that she is now receiving as 
ey 
mendments recommended by the committee were read. x 
ys ~ 
7 strike out the w s i , ptain 
ne, before the w l oO sert t Ss ‘ ~ 
} 
is ke out the ra thirty nnd insert j S 
t 1 of lines 10 and 11 d ins n 1 t > , 
7} r y 
Ss now ré gc, and per oie 
wr « d < s I I r s s 
6 y 
‘ al Ss were ag ed S . Z 
s amended was ordered to be en lforat 1 S E 
nd being engrossed, it \ Ss accor ead the th j © 7 } 
i passed 
PHOEBI Hi 
xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 7844) granting ‘ 
to Phoebe Keith. 
l was read, as follows po 
ted, etc., That the Secretary of tl Interi e, and he is rt 
: b fol) S 
ed ed t : s f 
s and li ions : sion laws i ] . In R 
idow of Albert J. Keit te of Company F, Sixty-fourth | word 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 


hea Meru t = 
siz per month. ’ Phe amendn . ; = 
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» bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 





| 


rr ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time id passed. 
JOHN H. CRANE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12494) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Crane, 
bill was read, as follows: 

( l, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
it l ected to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
io itations of the pension laws, the name of John H. | 

‘ e ( ny A, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
1] n at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he | 

i I ins 

The nendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as To yw 

I e 6 strike out the word “ Second” and insert in lieu thereof the 
y j Ninth.” 

It ne 7 st out t word “Ohio” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word lowa.”’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the | 
W i “ twenty-four. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


l 
time, and passed. 
FRANK CRITTENDEN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10827) granting 
a pension to Frank Crittenden. 


he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 
rel) 1 


Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


authorized 


he 1 and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the } isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frank 
Crittenden, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

In line 8, 
he is now re 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frank Crittenden.” 


after the word ‘“‘ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 


eiving 


WILLIAM J. MORGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10817) granting 
an increase of pension to William J. Morgan. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions d limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
a. in, late of Company E, One hundred and twelfth Regiment IIli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE W. ELLICOTT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10047) granting | 

an increase of pension to George W. Ellicott. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
R t cna ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
] vy, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 


ic provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 





W. isllicott, late of Company L, Sixth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
ce ulry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
hat hh is now recelyving. 

rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 
In | - 6 strike out the word “ Company” and insert In lieu thereof 
1 t 

1e the words “ New Jersey Volunteer ”’ and insert in 

] ds ** United States.” 
t 1 t the word “‘ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 

The amendments were agreed to. 

‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


ELIAS JOHNSON. 


» next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9995) granting 
crease of pension to Elias Johnson. 
» bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


he , authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elias 
Johnson, late of Company IF’, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in Neu 


of that he is now receiving. 








The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir) 
time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M’KENZIE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9896) granti 
an increase of pension to William McKenzie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Willi 
McKenzie, late of Company G, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer ( 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ forty’ 


, 


and insert in lieu thereof | 


| word “ thirty.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE SAXE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9887) granting 
a pension to George Saxe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
Saxe, late of Company B, One hundred and second Regiment N 
York State National Guard, and pay him a pension at the rate of ) 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
follows : 

In line 7 strike out the words “State National Guar¢ 
lieu thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof { 
word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thi 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


” 


and insert in 


= 


ELIZABETH A. MASON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8826) gra: 
a pension to Elizabeth A. Mason. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jliza- 
beth A. Mason, widow of Peter Mason, late of Company A, & 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was re: 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu ther 2 
word “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

VIENNA WARD. 


The next pension business wasethe bill (H. R. 8339) granting 


| a pension to Vienna Ward. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 3 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ward, widow of John Ward, late of Company I, First Regiment |! 3 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate i 
per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was re 3 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu th: 
word “ eight.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the rd 
time, and passed. 
THOMAS E. BISHOP. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8176) gr: 5 
an increase of pension to Thomas BD. Bishop. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ! ig 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject ts 
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e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 

Bishop, late captain Company C, Twenty-fifth Regiment New York 

Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per r 
nth in lien of that he is now receiving. 

fhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 

s follows: 


ret 


In line 6 strike out the word “ captain” and insert in lief thereof the r 
ds “first lieutenant.” 


{CORD—HOUSE. 


he same line, after the word 
he is now receiving 
rhe amendments were 
rhe bill as amended w 


iding; and being engrossed, 


agreed 


time, and passed. 


rhe title was amended so as 


In same line strike out the letter “C” and insert in lieu thereof the | Crease of pension to Thomas G. 
ter “* B.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the On 
d “ thirty.” Tl 

rhe next pension business w: 


i 
rhe amendments were agreed to. an 
} a 


I 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ling; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 









































increase of per Heint 


islion To 


The bill was read, as follows 


e, and passed. ‘a onde A ee r ° 
DANIEL DILTS. th ovisions and li ‘ of 1 
: - : . . ~ . . IK imd ‘ e 4 r 
fhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7883) granting | 7, aaa 
ension to Daniel Dilts. s w re 
he bill was read, as follows: rh endments re de 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | follows 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to - : : . 
rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel - 
late sergeant Comp: G, Thirtieth Regiment New Jersey \ g ‘ 
rs, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month = he : 
e amendments recommended by the committee were read, Mh 4 — 
llows: i l as (de S 
line 6 strike out the word ergeant’”’ and insert in lieu thereof | rea, , < 
d © of." t <4 } 7 : 
ne 7 sti word “ Volunteers ” and insert in lieu thereof | ***** - — 
is “* Ve ry.” | title < é des S 
—— ike or word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the ease of pension to Hi | 
wenty-iour 
same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words in of Al S 
is now receiving.” 

The r , —_ 
amendments were agreed to. ihe next pensio! Si Tres 
bill as amended was ordered to an rease of pensi » A 

. . Tle hy S ‘ e - . 
zg; and being engrossed, it was a th 
nd passed. Be it t 
title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an il rovis 
se of pension to Daniel Dilts.” H. Jase 
GEORGE GAYLORD. = 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 7765) granting ' 
se of pension to George Gaylord. f 9 
was read, as follows ‘ 
ted t That the S the Int or ix I I : " 
rr “cd lirected t be pensior s t ; 
sions and ations of t ws, the name ‘ g = 
e of C K, Elevent sent | s Volut : 
i pay pension at the rate of $30 | nti i fiy g g 2 
w receiving 
was ordered to be engrossed for third reading 
crossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
MARY HANSON. = 
xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 7498) granting 
e of pension to Mary Hanson. 
vas read, as follows: 5 
i, ete at the Se tary of the Inte r and he is 
rized ¢§ ed to 1 ce on the p sion I ect 
sions and ms of t pensions laws, the . M: a 
f I Hans e of | vB xth Reg e 
« Vol r Inf dt x = ¢ 7 . 
im lic f that s s now ving 
e! nts recomms led by the « tte were I ] S ‘ 
S strike out the w i nd sert in 
f ving,” insert f ving ’ = = 
ve f Os iH SOI ss i > 
1 : é } a } ‘ L ed s 
, ; 5 
; ‘ 
h \ T of said Osx S sha . 
< "4 7 he = ns } = ~ 
I nD i “ < 
tl y te of s 9 Ty +? ? ‘ 
Mary Hanson - 
ents were agreed to 
as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thir S 
nd being engrossed, it was I gly read t t 
passed. 
THOMAS G. MASSEY . 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 7208) ¢ g 
to Thomas G. Massey. 
was read, as follows: 
l, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is s 
zed and directed t pia on the pension rf : t 7 Ww 
s and limitations of the pension the f s S 
at f Company M, Third Regir Ari y a 
ay him a pension at the rate per , = . 
endments recommended by the committee were re s = 
8 the word “tt 3 and insert ix ft _— 


strike out 





is orde! 
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JOHN HAACK, 
rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6177) granting | 
n it rease of pension to Jobn Haack. 





The bill was read, as follows: 











! icted, et the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he thorized ‘ted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t! ns and li ms of the pension laws, the name of John 
H of Con Thirty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Ir d him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
t ving. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and | 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ALBERT H. LEWIS. 








The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6066) granting 
an it ase of pension to Albert H. Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., T! Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he v tl {1 and d ted to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t d limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 
H. J is, la’ of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $75 per month in lieu 
of t is n ceiving. 


8 strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu 

















ndment recommended by the committee was read, as 


ul v i V four. 

j endme! vas agreed to. 

"7 us amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time and l ed. 

JOHN A. SHERWOOD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4816) granting | 
an increase of pension to John A. Sherwood. 

| | ill ‘ iS Ie < d, ‘ S foll Ww Pe) . 

it ¢ d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
her a ‘ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
t! ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. 
S! i, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
i nd pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of | 
t) is now r ving 
i recommended by the committee was read, as | 
fol 
» 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof | 
t 1 “twenty - } 
mendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
r nd being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
til l i 

JANE E. BULLARD 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4759) granting 
a1 se of pension to Jane E. Bullard. 

1 was read, as follows: 

} ene i, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t s 1 limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane B. 
y ry Benjamin M. Bullard, late of Company A, One hun- 
a 4 Regiment Illinois Volunteer Inf: , and pay her 
‘ ! the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ce 

| dments recommended by the committee were read, 

S { ‘ ] xteen’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
T "4 
the word “receiving,” insert the words “ and 
S< 1 additional for each of the two minor children of the 
ive at t ige of 16 years.” 
( s Vv if gre ed to, 
§ nded was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
I and be ‘ engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
l p 
WILLIAM W. WEST. 

D n busin ; the bill (H. R. 4616) granting 

0 sion to Will W. West. 
y l, fol 

; rv of the be, and he is 
he < e on the 1 ! Il, subject to 
i [ ion | ,t name of William 
\ ( I h Re ent Illinois Volunteer 
J j | ‘ t t rate of $50 per month in lieu 
s i 

| I m1 led by the committee was read, as 
fi 

In 8 l y’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
V 

J endment was agreed to. 

I ll ed was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
read ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, 


and passed. 


ISAAC N. RAY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3255) grani 


an increase of pension to Isaac N. Ray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
N. Ray, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer < 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in li 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


and insert in lieu thereof 


WILLIAM B. PHILBRICK, 


HOON ) 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8225) gra 
an increase of pension to William B. Philbrick. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of \ 
B. Philbrick, late of Eighth Battery, Light Artillery, Wisconsin 
teers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ Battery,’ 
In same line, after the word “ Battery,” 
Volunteer.”’ 
In line 7 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty 
word “ thirty-six.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t! tird 
time, and passed. 


’ 


insert the word “ Inde; 
insert the words “ Wi 


strike out the words “ Wisconsin Volunteers.” 


” and insert in lieu the 


GEORGE W. MOWER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2443) gr 
a pension to George W. Mower. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ( 
W. Mower, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Michigan \ 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as foliows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ 
word “ forty.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ in 
that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t | 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill 
increase of pension to George W. Mower.” 


and insert in lieu th 


gran 


JOHN FARRELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2060) 
an increase of pension to John Farrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the : 
Farrell, late of Company L, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts \ 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per mont 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee v 
as follows: 


In 


line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu t! 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed { 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE C. MYERS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1962) 
an increase of pension to George C. Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 2! 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, : 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Cc. Myers, late of Company H, One hundred and sixty-fitth } 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 





1906. 


The 


amendments recommended by the ¢ 


as follows: 


I 


In line 7 strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry ” 
lieu thereof the 
In 


word 


words “ Drafted Militia 
line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ 
* twenty-four.” 


and ir 


The amendments were agreed to. 


TY! 
i 


time, and passed. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 185 
pension to Emeline 


EMELINE MALONE. 


Malone. 


The bill was read, as follows 


Re it enacted, 
‘by, authorized 
» provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


‘ 


etc.., 
and directed to place on the 


one, widow of Thomas Malone, late of Coun 
ent Missouri Volunteer 
$12 per month. 


ie bill as amended was ordered to be e 
eading; and being engrossed, 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


ommittee were read, 


and insert in 


Infantry.” 
isert in lieu thereof the | 


ngrossed for a third 


it was accordingly read the third 


57) granting 


subject to 
of Emeline 
Seventh Regi 


pension roll, 
the name 
ipany G, 






Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
s follows: 


In 
utenant, 


er 


in line 8 strike out the word 


‘ 


7, after the word 
Company I, 
Heavy Artillery.” 


line “Infantry,” insert 


Fifth Regiment United 
“ twelve” 


i “ eight.” 


rhe amendments were ae to. 
‘he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


lt 


, and passed. 


JOSEPH M. WEST. 


the words “and second 
States Colored Volun- 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1787) granting 


I 





ncrease of pension to Joseph M. West. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., 
by, authorized and directed to place on the 


rovisions and limitations of the pension la 
Vest, 


nd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 p 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


pension roll, 
ws, 


subject to 
the name of Joseph 


late of Company BE, Fortieth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infan- 


er month. 


he amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


lows: 


line 8, after the word “of,” at the begin 
e word “thirty”’ and inse rt the word “‘t 
after the word “ month” insert the wo 


receiving.” 
e amendments were agreed to. 


ning of the line, strike 
wenty-four.’ 
rds “in lieu of that he 


e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


ng; and being 
and passed. 


engrossed, it was accor 


HARVEY J. FULMER. 
e next pension business was the bill ( 


J. 


dingly read the third 


H. R. 1553) granting 


crease of pension to Harvey J. Fulmer. 


e bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary 


uthori ved and directed to siaee on the 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 


of the Interior be, 


and he Is 
roll, subject to 
name of Harvey 
Second Regiment 
2 & pension at the rate 


pension 


1d E, 


er, late lieutenant of Companies I ar 
ginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hin 
) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


llows: 


ne 6 strike out the word “ lieutenant 
1¢ line strike out the word “ Compani 
the word “ Company 
» line strike out the letter “E” 
lieutenant Company C.”’ 
S strike out the word 
thirty-six.” 
mendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be 
gz; and being 
passed, 


a 
second 






ner 
ngrosse d, 
aha 


DANIEL MORRISSEY. 


next pension business was the bill 


Vy and in 


it was accordi 


” 
1es 


and insert in lieu 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


sert in lieu thereof the 


engrossed for a third 
ngly read the third 


(H. R. 


675) granting 


se of pension to Daniel Morrissey. 


bill was read, as follows: 


, etc., That the Secretary of th 
ized and directed to place on the 
sions and limitations of the pension 


vy, late first lieutenant Company F, 

k Volunteer r Infantry, and pay him a 
onth in lieu of that he is now receiv 
endment recommended by the 


8 strike out the word “ fifty 


ame endment was agreed to. 


} 


iaws, 


and insert 


e Interior be, and he is 
pension roll, subject ) 
the name of Danie 


in lieu there 


and he is | 


Twenty-fourth Regiment 
. pension at the rate of 
ing 

committee was read, 


ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


g; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


and passed. 
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DANIEL M. COFFMAN 

The next pension business was the bi 
ing an increase of pension to Daniel M 

The bill was read, as folle OWS: 

Be it é snetes, etc I t the S ay 
hereby ithorized and ected I 
the ons and lin ns of t mnsion 
M. Coffman, late lieutenant-colon¢ I 1 Rk 
teer Infantry, war with Spain, and | 
per month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendments recommended by the 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” insert fl 
Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and 
word “ thirty. 

The amendments were agreed 

The bill as amended was ordered to |! 
reading; and being engrossed, it was 
time, and passed. 

EDWIN L. H INS 


The next pension business was the bill 
an increase of pension to Edwin L. H 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Se ry 
hereby, authorized and directed to r 
the provisions and limitations of the pens 


L. Higgins, late of Company K, Thirty 





teer Infantry, and pay 1 a pension at the 
lieu of that he is n receiving 


The amendment recommended by the 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word.“ late,” strike out 
in lieu thereof the words “ second Lie 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be 


reading; and being engrossed, it was ac 
time, and passed. 


MARY WINFREY. 

The next pension business was the b 
a pension to Mary Winfrey. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Re it enacted, et I t the S« 
hereby, authorized and directed to 
the provisions and limi ons of the pension 
Winfrey, widow of Thomas J. Winfrey, te « 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
of $20 per month 

The amendment recommended by the « 
follows 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty ” 
word “ twelve 

The amendment was agreed t 

The bill as amended was ae ed 


reading; and being engrossed, it was acc 


time, and passed. 
FRANCES COYN 
The next pension business w: 
a pension to Frances Coyner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


is the bil 





Be it enacted, etc., T! the Se 
hereby, 1 and directed to place on 
OViISIOL Ss and ead ’ ‘ 
rr, widow of David H. ¢ ; 
Ohio Volunteer Infant and | 


The amendment re 
follows: 


Ww 1” el 
"| oe bill as 
reading; and being 
; 


time, and passed. 


amended was ordered ft 


engrossed, it was a 


The ext pens 1 bu ess \ i 
an it se of peus i M MecM 
The | S read, as 
j té¢ ict et i ~ 
} v 
the provis I 3 i 
McM i f McM 
New Y k M I J 
is now re 
The ame ents re 
s follows 
In line 6. before the wv I 
and insert in lien thereof the w 
In line 7 strike out the w 


Eightieth ” and insert 


aba il 





+ 






























































FEBRUARY 


Was according 


VILLIAM RALSTON, 


is the b 
im Wt 
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this ¢ ABBIE C. MOORE. 
hess was the bi 
to Abbie Cc. Moore, 
as follows: 


Nl reading; and it was 
e, and passed. 
GEORGE M. BRADLEY. 


business was the bill 


\ 


JOSHUA W. 
pension business was the 
of pension to Joshua W. Tolfors 
read, as follows: 
e Secretary 
1 
and 4 
fantry, and p 
that he is now 1! 
ill was ordered to a third re: 
ud the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD DEARBORN, 


pension business was the bil 


pension to Richard Dearborn. 
read, as follows: 


al 
rovisior 
, late of Company 
Infantry, and pay hi 
1 of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
ingly read the third time, and passeel. 
Ir. CONNELLY, ALIAS JOHN MARKS. 
n business was th il S. 705) grant 
ion to Edmund T. C Hiv, alias John Mar 
The bill was read, as follows: 
the Secretar 


>) granting an 
Ty 


and passed. 
EORGE A. PARKER. 


1eSS WAS 


to George uA. 


to a third 


time, and passed. 


EDWARD P.o METCALF, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. TSS) 
reise of pension to Edward VP. Metealf. 
Phe bill was read, as follows 
ected, ete., Th 
ed and dire 
and limitation 
late of the U1 
1a, United Siate 
per month in lieu of t 
The bill was ordered to a 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
HARVEY M. D. HOPKINS. 
‘ord The next pension business was the bill (S. 909) grant 
crease of pension to Harvey M. D. Hopkins. 
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EDWARD M HA Al I \ \ WEI . - 
e ne pen n usin WW t} S 96S) oe { r 1 ; 
eNSIO to Kd ad Michaelis s Kdward Mie! 
/ \ 
ti was 1 il s follows 
, ona / | t +) “at ' j 
1 a { n t ’ ; 
’ : | 
NV my ‘ ‘ 
hd iM ‘ ‘ t ( : R \W 
N j ; t 1 t 
now ! \ 
bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ry . ee 2 
Ll the third time, and passed s 
» | Pad 
WILLIAM ¢ MI f , 
| \ 
i ; ONT pens i | i Ss Was the bill ¢€S OF0) erat ne ! 
© OF pensiol » Willinin Crome 
bill wy ( | AVS 
Pa ted | I 1 
{ ! i to { | n i 
' , ‘ fF \ 
Cor iy ine hund i 1 +} | | ! 
\ re io na 0 | 
he bill was order on third reading: 1 it S a | 
| \ ! \ 1 ~ 
read the third tin rit sseqd B 
al | to VV i | 
yey [ SAWYER It) \ 5 1 
ext pel n business w the bill (S. 1010) 1 bie 
° 
of ] ( t Joel M. Sawvet 
| ill wa rr i lows ' 
/ et I { S fe + Ir ' 
’ 1 1 dire n the per I 
. nel tat ( 1 ’ n . ni ' vf \ } : 
ul ( ny 2 8 { ‘ I NI \ | 4 
Il pay } ] l ‘ res ’ t » A ‘ 
now rece 
he bill was ordered to a 11 ling; and it was ‘ 
read the third time ied passed | 
MEAT ! ‘ lly 
| next pension | nes wis the bill ¢§ O17) grar ns 
if pensiol to Marv Ry ’ 
4 ' 
lLwas rend 1k \ : 
ted, ¢ | t f ] 
YY 1 ‘ i 
ns 1 1 \ Ma 
\ t i Riva f « ' YN ' 
‘\ ‘ kN ‘ Ir ne } 
t . i 
hill was it 1 to a third re ! d it was hie xt ] 
: : © is ‘ 
t the tl ‘ l i \ I 
' 
4 I i . 
» next pens ] ! \ t} ts LOo7) 2 ! c 
of pen 1 to Adolptl lL. Oxton t 
f f ; es I { 
1 i ‘ 
' ' 
‘) ‘ 1 | | ii \I : 
| ! ( S ¢ a 
hat now re 
vt P 
hill wa ! third re lL it w ord y 
1 4) } a4 adi | ' 
4 ! T¢é RR 
pen isi Wiis 1 «(S. 1268 ' 
‘ pet »>\ i ] . 
Bt TT) ms foll 
\ ’ \\ 
‘ ‘ x } w j 
’ } 
\ 
. 1 4 } - ws 
1 +) +] | : i | ‘ 
{ ‘ 
{ \. 
IM t] ill CS. 1417 
‘ 1 ‘ to The \. Tilten 
‘ | bill was read, as f s 
a / | \ e | iv} S 4 
- d 1A | 
nd tati the | 1] the 1 of ' lt { 





vas or 


ve 
i the thi 


YY 


next pension bu 
pension to Mary J. Vissche 
Che bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar; 
hereby, authorized and directed 


to | 









dred 


and forty-sixth \ nte¢ Ir 
‘ra pension at the rz I ; 
’ that the soldier is 


bill was ordered to a third aceord 


was 
read the third time, 


reading; and it 
and passed. 


WILLIAM MAYER. 


e next pension business was the bill (II. R. 484) 
i to William Maver. 


e bill was read, as follows: 


granting 


t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
iuthorized and directed to place on the pen roll, subje ) 
visions and limitations of the pension name of William 
late of Company H, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


Or 
sion 


Liws, 


e cmendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ne § strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ ten." 
amendment was agreed to. 


bill as al ended Wiis ordered to be engrossed for a 


ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


thd passed. 


MATILDA E. LAWTON, 











e the pension of Matilda EK. Lawton 
bill was read, as follows 
ted, et That t Se of the I 
he i and d 1 to place { 
States ft I ‘ I | Livy ‘ 
Lawton, late eng I AS N 
I th. t} per ere 1 to 
vy. \ 
‘ mendments recom! d by 1 CO nittee \ e rend, 
ike out ( ly d State 
1 il ( I 
1) T 
i rate ¢ ) 
~ 1 I ~ 
f & . WW ‘ 
ere nereed 
lend y S ml to be « sseu] e 7 i 
i ‘ s j \ . | ‘ } 1 ] 
und passed. 
e title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an 
of pension to Matilda EB. Lawto1 
EMMA (¢ AN SON 
next pens 1 business wis tl bill (I. R. 1977) 21 ting 
n to Emma C. Anderse 
bill was ead, a lloy 
‘ : i e Se t 1 
horized and dit m the 4 
ns and limi ns ¢ t nein t i 
wide ( \ 4 ( (; 
1? nt \ \ \ y l ; 
$24 I 
mendments recommended by the committe were l 
vs 
S. af It t t War with §S; 1 nd i 
strike out \ nd ir t ‘ 
amendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed foi l ] i 
i; and being en “i, it was accordingly read the third 
nd passed. 
HENRY W. PERKINS. 
next pension business was the bill (i. R. 2705) granting 


sion to Hl. W. Perkins. 
id, as follows: 


rense of pe 


bill was re 





enacted, ete.. That the Secretary o In nd 1 S 

authorized and directed to pls on the pens 1 ( to 

visions and limitations of the pension laws H. W 

late of Captain Robert Builock’s company, nt 3 
him a pension at t S20 | 


nd pay 


] of that he is now 


le Indian w 
in lieu 


receiving. 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 





HIOWS: 
se the init Il where it appears In the tit d dy 
1 to * Henry 
6, after * Bullock's,” insert “ independent 
e 7. after “ Florida.’ insert ‘* Mounted,” and in the same line, 


‘Florida and 
insert 


Volunteers,” insert 7 
line S strike out “twenty ” and * sixteen. 
\ rhe amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


*, and passed. 


n 
The amendments 1 
s ftolloy 
In 
1) ; 
i = ik 
It ‘ 
ry 
rhe a {iS were 
The b > nmend 
ding; and be y engl 
na passed 
rl — } 
( x } 
| — ‘ 
( 
! oy 
| 
i 
‘ j 
i © 
‘ 
| 
1) 
] } 
1 
‘ 
I { 1 i I 
i ‘ 
“ 
| 
| 
] 
i Leal 
| 
’ being 
naececd 
I 
1 vi ' 
' At ,? 
] to If i 
’ hill. 1 
i 
y 1 
| 
I eee ( 
S li 
The nena sr 
iS follows 
In 1 ip I 
In ‘es \ 
nenden I we i 
In ~ ( 
Th ahha na Lit Hts \ 
The bill as amended 
reading: and being engi 


Des l S 
pensio u 
fy 
oO eChslo 
a. ! 
S rend S 
i 
j } 
Ss i 
f 4« 


time, and passed 


The next pension In 
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low receiving, 
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end its re ed by he ¢ tte were read ] 
, 7 T = 
i the R t 1 ' 
‘ I l ( l } ti i 
\ A } i ‘ 
i ( W Eu ! | ] I 
rie leu] ed to be en ed for third | i i 
ind | ‘ ed. it 3 ord ead the third | ! 
1} l | ‘ | 
é ( YN R I ( 
I ] rth. R y§ 5 
| ) rik ! 
I 
( i i N ( 1 \ 
A onal 1 , 
' { ‘ T T } 
( ( ] Ss ‘ | 
i I \ I 
we { { 
la led y ore ed to |] ‘ ] { 
T 
nel bye ( 1, it ial ! 
‘ } ! 
HER \ LIA 
ft] ] the ] 1 «Tf ( } 
‘ » | Wil 
bill y 
— ft 1 
' d ‘ 
visi { | i 1 
te Pf | ( 
war W 5 | { ) 
| 
nendni "¢ led by the com e were | 
low 
( tri} f f ¢ | | 
uns 
‘ li \ In { 
’ 
1dnh were M 
bill 1ded Ww i to een | l j ‘ 
>; and eng ed, it was r ly 1 Ll the t 
it ph ihe : 
next pension busine was the bill (TT. Re. 1083 ; 
rease of pension to Mi ui B. Bork 
bill was read, as foll 
t cnacte | if ‘ 1 of the JT j 
{ Za md 1 to 
and | ’ \ { | } 
l Dorlas s 4 oy Be 3 rR f N ( 
Infa \ \ 1 pay | 1 
| i i 
end { 16 led by the committee w ! | : 
T {} 1 1 t \ 
Ba 
( | lL to 
l 1 \ 1 to he « 1 ra tl i : 
> snd | 1 | \ rdingly 1 the thir 
ib pa ( 
A, LOW \ 
ext pen 1h DUSITE \W the bill (Ul. Re 1 os) £ I 
~ ot py onto ld ln Loy 
bill was read, as foll 
{ | {hye ) } Tr 1 1 . | \ i 
«| : | . * wn ‘ I 
' ] 1 ' 
’ \\ 1 4 \ f 4 ipnr I> ( . i | t \\ 1 
| ( 1 l try ir with Mex ’ id t 
| ! tj l h in f that e | ! 
| ne! nent reeomr: ded by the eo1 iittee was read, as 
0” : } t { ind | ert { | 
© AmMendn twa lL to f ‘ 
e bill a lhe ed w I ' to be en ed for a third 1 ‘ 
and | engl | Wil rd read the third " ; 
na pur ed " : 
Cu RC. ITARLAN 
read rs sane by 1 
he next pension business was the bill (CH. R. 13151) granting | 4;, 11 ost 
‘ { ion to Chri tonpher ¢ Hlarlhan ar A 4 
} [ \ 
' Phe bill was read, as follo 
. rl vt? } 1Y I? 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the tl! 
time, and passed. 
THOMAS S. MENEFEE. 


next pension business was the bill (H.R. 14426) grai 
ase of pension to Thomas S. Menefee. 
bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subje 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ‘J 


S. Menefee, late of Company C, Colonel Hayes’s Texas Volunteer « 
alry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 
The amendments recommended by the committee were r 
for a third | a8 follows: 
1 the third line 6 strike out ‘ Colonel Hayes’s.” 
out “thirty”? and insert “ twenty.” 
amendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 


MARTIIA G. ARCITIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4029) grant 
increase of pension to Martha G. Archer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Inte r be, 
i ized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
vidow of Fletcher TL. Archer, late captain Company 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, war with Mey 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of tha 


bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
read the third time, and passed. 
ANTIIONY W. PRESLEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 
rease of pension to Anthony W. Presley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


y of the 


on th 


he Is now rece 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
nely read the third time, and passed. 
MATTITEW D. RARER, JR. 


ine was the bill ¢S. 
increase of M;: ID. Raker, jr. 
The bill 
of the 
t} 
ton iw 


India 
ft 


il was ordered 
il the third time, 
CLAR ° ATILTERS. 
business was the bill 
Leathers 


as follows: 


business was the | 
Joseph B. Papy. 


as follows 


miitat t of t 
n Mickler’s « 
inn war, at 
was ordered to oa 
read the third time, and passed 
WILLIAM O, COLSON, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1751) grant 
increase of pension to William: O. Colson, 
Che bill was read, as follows 


1 Be it cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
ordered ° POs ra third | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 














e) 


we 


>= 


Pe ded 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


FEBRUARY 24. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
t! visi and limitations of the pension laws, the name of \ 
, late of Company C, One hundred and eighth Regin 
lunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
in lieu of that he is now re i 


eirving 


The amendments recommended by 


the committee wer: 
follows: 


6 and 7 strike out the words “ of Company C, One | 
h Resiment New York Volunteer Infantry ” and in 

» words “first lieutenant, Company LD, Twenty 
d States Colored Volunteer Infantry.” 


trike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lik 
word * thirts 


i 
In line S l 


The amendments were agreed to. 
d for a third ‘| hie bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
read the third re ading; and be hie engrossed, It was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 
THOMAS G. COVELL. 
10°71) granting The next pension business was the bill (HH. Qf. 
an increase of pension to Thomas G. Covell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
cled, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
ms and limitations of the pension laws, the name o 
late of Company I, Forty-sixth Regiment Illinois 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont 


i 
it 1 now receiving 


» bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
ed, it was accordingly read the third tin 


il} 


GEORGE W. ALLISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (I. R. 7547) gr 
for a third |: nerease Of pension to George W. Allison. 
id the third The bill was read, as follows: 


te., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar 
ced and directed to place on the pension roll, 
and litaitatios of the pension laws, the name 
of Company 1D, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Ve 
may hima pension at the rate of $30 per month 
Ww recelyvil 


ith 


mmendment recommended by the committee was re 


ine G, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “ of” 
t lye ) the word * « tptain 


dnendment was agreed to. 
bill as nmended was ordered to be engrossed for 


there } 


‘ing engrossed, it was accordingly read t 
ud passed. 


JAMI 


pension business was bit (5. Kt. 
-of pension to James Tine 
read, as follows: 
, Secretary of the Interior 


fed to plaice on the p on 


of the pension lay the 
Tnited States steamer Norwi 
4y per month in lieu of that 


nded by the committe 


etter 
thie Worl 
ted States Navy 
nmendments were agreed to. 
is dmended was ordered to be engross 


heing engrossed, it was accordingly re 


EPH GIRDLER,. 


iS the bill (HL. R. 75 
ph Giirdler. 


irv of the 
on the 1) 


ton law 


recommended by { 


nendment was agreed to. 
loa mmended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and pl sed. 
WILLIAM II. GILBERT, 


The next pension business was the bill (IT. R. 6490) gran 
an increase of pension to William H. Gilbert. 
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‘he bill was read, as follows: s ( | 1 
t ¢ eted, et I t the S t I < j ! ( | ‘ « ( \ 3 ad | 
‘ ! 1 directed ) ‘ ! e | \ I 
ad 1 nN 4 
it. Gilbert te « ( } H. J t KR ‘ { is 
| it ad i pension t the 1 ~ ’ ‘ I I) ‘ t 
of that he is 1 re vin sn el I 
| mmendment recommended by the committee vy read, rhe bill vy 
slows : 
ine 7 fore the d Iengineers insert t W l \ 
fhe amendment was agreed to. M - ‘ ; m , 
’ , ‘ ‘ ’ 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | of svt; 
ling; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third The : d | ' CO 1 ' 
hd passed, as follows 
IENRY RITTENHOUSE, I ‘ 4 } 1 
he next pension business was the bill (H.R. G158) granting | werd “I 
rense of pension to Ilenry Rittenhouse. eae , 
Phe bi Wits ren as Tolloy ‘ 
Phe bill w rend, 1 lows: r] ondmente wor ood 
t « eted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i I! bill le! dl ] 
{ rized d directed to plac n the] I s t t , " ees , 
ision { ns « he pen 1 I ‘ Her PCua ng nd being « ) i t t 
INé lat ‘ oO Cy tbwenty-« h # ent 1 i Ve Cilite and q | 
I nt pay his ri ion at the rate ot 0 per mont he title w oe a ee . . “wy 
of that he i now ceivin Citi Ve { ( | \ 
sion to Eva ] M 
i amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
rs: 
line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in Lic here Phe next ] mm bu ‘ \ t] i (H. R. 6988 
d “ twenty-for in reuse of | Sey Cole 
rhe mmendment was agreed to. The bill was read, ; f 
he bill as amended was o1 lered to be engrossed for a third R of I e & 6 f ! 
ling; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third |! y; 3 ed dd ed 1 
e, and passed, dai ee ae ca ; , , ; 
‘ ‘« t* t ‘ ( { | 
WILLIAM V. VAN OSTERN. teer Infantry, and \ i 
' . ' : lieu of that he ow re 
e next pension business was the bill (IL. IR. G401) grantin Aimee rae 
usion to William V. Van Ostern. Phe amendment recot ended py the com ( 
he bill was read, as follows: follows 
vane e . . : ] inne 
if enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i mn ne o 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t W ! t 
: provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Che amendment w rreed to 
Ostern, late second lieutenant of Company K, One hundred and rhe bil s amended 1 Ss ordered to he e1 ossed fot 
ixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension ‘ a oi on . aoe ; ; ; 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin resi wha hs ¢ rossed, 1 Was aecoraimsty read ‘ i 
° ! 
he mmendments recommended by the committee were read, Ul ah pra t 
lows DANIFI \ \ ) 
ine 6, after the word lieutenant,” strike out the v 1 The next pension busit \ t Gr KR. ) 
ne line { out the w es pan in insert in t in iner if } \\ 
f he words ** ¢ ompanie LB na r itl o ji | \ 
he S strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the Phe bill y I 1 | 
i “twentv-fout ; 7 
he ninendments were agreed to. \ ut { d 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third I ; ; 
. \ | ‘ \ \ 
ingen Doe s engrossed, it was accordingly read the third { 
lp | { I 
® tithe was amended so as to read ‘A bill granting an ir } ‘ ‘ ed 
eof pension to William V. Van Ostern.” s folloy 
) N W LiAd I ’ l I ‘ i 
' I> ‘ 
eC} t pension business was the bill (Tl R. 4800) ¢erant li 
rease of pension to Jolin W. Thattield 
bill w rend s foll | 
t enact el | ‘4 ‘ ef f the Ir d hie ! | 
| dl « { » | on tl pen il re | \ 
\ id the pen e ‘ ' 
I late of ¢ Kk, First Regiment M \ 
11 mm at rat ° ¢ yy. 
1 yw re } 
Lmienit 1% mended by the ¢ nittee y ! 
] ‘ \ | { 1 dl 1 ill i t 
1 
( Lt 
tie bill el \ ri Lio he e ed for rl 
- snd bet msed, it wa ‘ il Vv rend the t 
and | (| \ 
DOMINICK A i 
€ next | on | f s tl il ¢hi R r) t 
‘ ca >| Arnold 
bill was 1 | Vs 
' ot | \ of | } 
‘ I 1 
{ i mn I , | 
Cor ets A M vViand | ! } 
\ r | 1] nsion t t : 
i j ‘ i ( 
hie nena t Coll iif le | hy tha ‘ 1 \ ‘ 
’ Low rl ! 
‘ } ] | \f nel ‘ ( ‘ \ 
\ 
thre ve ‘ i . \ The | iW 
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The 1 
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Be it 
Moerid 

The ] 
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il] 
ext 
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a 
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Was 
} 
‘ 
DAY 
pa) 
fr 
{ 
0 
il 
4 
1) 
1 
nm 
i 
j 
( 
( 
was 
\\ 


TIs“\T~ Ty 7 
' bs I, } aoe 
iV t Pe EBRI Al 
| 4 . ‘ } - 
o as to read: “A bill gra 
1 to Lydia C. Wood 
REMIAI CALLAHA 
| was the bill (H. R. 3284) 
ont h Callahan 
1 
/ | + or Ir } 
: I 
1 lin ( ‘ ws, the 
( ‘ I i ie . % 
i Ly un t I t >i0 
4 } 
hi recommended by the ( ? tee yw 
+ ] t 


mt was agreed to 





ion business was the bill 
m Merideth. 
re: d, as follows: 








etc., That the Seeretary of the Int 

1 d directed to ] » on t ) mn 

ill tations of the pension laws, the n 

Cor I M, First R I it Indiana 
t 


sion at 
ordered to be engr I 
was accordingly read the t 


BENJAMIN IT. DECKER. 


ion business was the bill 
njamin H. Decker. 





read, as follows: 
} I it t Sa, ¢ he 
I d dire d to p 
1 limi f the ‘ 
te of ¢ M, | Vo 
! a |} } at the if 
m S é i her to 
1 1] nder the nl 
ot ent without re 
ry or ¢ ) nt 
t recommended by the committee y 
é ey eenth,” in line 6, the word ‘ 
nt \ is agzre Ea ) 
led was ordered to be engrossed f 
| vrossed, 1t was a LMLLV Ve | 
BED MIN I 
sion business s the bill (H. R. 107: 
B 1 Frenc! 
T { ’ 
y 
; 1 : 
f n 
I © 
| ‘ i i 
l V 
lered to a 4 sed for a third 
was ac siy read the t 
T GA { 2 
n | 33M the bill (11. R. 131 
to Wi lL Gwayi ; 
re ] fol] 
| + 4 + at 4 Int } 
l { to 1 
' ; ¢ : 
United j 1 
th in ot ' ’ 
ts re e} l by the committee 
‘ +} 
, 1 : A 
{ 1 l t 
mi d \ ord 1 to le d 
e eng bat % I y 1 
Al { r FRAI 
1 busine the 1 (HW. R. 13587 
mn to August Frahm 
ead, as Tollows 
‘ j t e of t » J ) 





mended was ord red to be engrossed f 
ig engrossed, it was accordingly read 
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he pension laws, the name 
Regiment 


the rate of 


of August 





e amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


line 8, strike out the w and insert 








D 


amendment recomn 


i amendment was agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. hendmenl wis 
SOLOMON UEBLOOD. 


fhe next pension business was t 


as amended wa 


time, and passed. 


in increase of pension to Solomon R. Trueblood. 
i@ bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and direct 


sion bus 


ol 
i I 


ase of pension to 


limitations » of Solo 
it Indinna 
of $50 per me 


fifth Regime 
auntry. and pay i pension at 


receiving. 


fhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


The bill was read, as follows 


late of Compan 


antry, and pay 


line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ 


» amendment was agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 





HOUSE. DO) 




























=< rdered 
and being e! rrosse 


JERI 


‘he next pension busine 


JOIN N. BUCIITANAN. 


‘ouse of pension to 


he next pension business was the bill 
an increase of pension to John N. 
bill was read. as follows: 


Buchanan. 





sions and limitations of t 


Regiment 


Regiment 


Arkansas 





was read, 


ted. ete | t 
j nad « 
S a i 
INin d, f 4 
fantry, i} 
that | i 
dn t ree 


trike out the w 


nmendment was 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


The bill 


reading ; 


iS ninended w 


and being engrossed 


time, and passed. 





ninendiments were agrees 
nsinended was ordered to be engrossed 
as accordingly read the third 


ng: and being engrosset 


and passed. 





next pension business was the bill (11. 
4 Isaac Deems,. 





he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


engrossed, was accordingly 


was the bill 


rense of pension to Barnes 


ion business 


as follows: 


enth Regiment Virginia Volunteer 


ed by the committee was read, 


the wi rd “ 
amendment 


mmended was 





to be engrossed 
; heing engrosse as accordingly read the third 
und passed. 
ion business was the bill 
on to Lydia A. 


pension busi 
to Robert M. 3 


was read, as f 


thy 
li { e 
: led W 
nd being engre 
) ed 
Wil ‘ lod 
\ mtolh 
I 
} iS n | l 
of pension te 
was read f 
fed, ett 
i ' 
namMents I 
fore the 











































as follows: 
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to Ii I’, Hlerriman, alias George F. In same line strike out the word “ Fifty-ninth ind insert 
thers the words * One hundred and forty-fourth.” 
: - Tt nendments were agreed to. 
* The bill as a nded was ordered to be engrossed for a 
c \ the bill (IT. BR. 18258) granting | reading; and being engrossed, it was acc rdingly read th 


WILLIAM F. DRAKE. 


, Su to The next pension business was the bill (IT. R. 14698) 
J of William | an inerease of pension to William I. Drake. 


e bill was read, as follows: 
f oe : 
i 
Be it ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
; - } 1 et : ad he nencion 3 
lL to be « l for a third reading; ; } directed to pl: nh the | Dn! 
: PP ‘ ; the }] aii il ort » pension iaws, the name 
! 1a third time, and | 7 1) late « ‘ I lifts th Regiment O \ 
I ind pay | i nsion at the rate of $72 per I 
1 ! I I 
» . i mmendments recon end d by the « mitt were 
1 (11. R. 11408) granting | -,, 
\ a’ Ws 
\\ Ih 
I e 7 ‘ the w Oo ntry insert the word 
pal LB, I h it Veteran Reserve Cori 
T } d he I In i ‘ t the word ey ty-two” and ii 
J i ject to th e word 
{ 1 of ts 1 ‘ Pye 
: ier a ; Phe amendments were agreed to 
} 1 ¢ I, Two hundred and The bill as amended was crdered to be engrossed f 
) eer Infantry, and pay him a pen-| reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
{ yy mot n u t t 3 now recely { ¢ dq ed 


MARTILA BIAOOKS. 

—— ; fe The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14287) ¢ 
, ' | oy ‘ i wo ‘ I pension to Martha Brooks. 

cain : Phe bill was read, as follows: 


ed \ ordered to be engrossed for a third Be it enacted, ete., That the 


! » Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereb ut ed d directed to place on the pension rol 
. , } } t 200 line!) ‘And « hhir = oe 4 ; : ' s 
J : - oo ™ u ’ read a third the | vi 1 and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Li 1 } ! I; widow of William Hl. Brooks, late of Second Regit 
WI. JOSLYN. Stites Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of SOU | 
lieu of that i¢ is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee wet 


In line 6, before the word ‘“ Second,” insert the words “ T 
In Jine 8, strike out the word “ fifty and insert in lieu t 


of the Interior be, and he | 





) 1 lito 4 n the pe 1 roll, subject to | word “ sixteen. F 

( and ta ns of ft | n | the name of William oe : 

i ti ‘ pia Hi. Twenty t Regiment New York Vol rhe amendments were agreed to. 

' ( 1 party 1 pension at the rate of $24 per month The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
i { ] now 1 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read th 


1 


amendment recommended by the committee was read, aS) tine. and passed 





ELI BRAINARD. 









G, bef the word ‘ Company,” Insert the words “ Company a : ‘ . — 

] enth R nt New York Volunteer Infantry. and first Dieu The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8208) 2 
t , an increase of pension to Eli Brainard. 

| lment v agreed to. The bill was read, as follows: 

| bill a mended was ordered to be engrossed for a third Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
! and being engrossed, it was accordingly read a third iereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro 

: ; e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nar 
‘ainard, late of Company G, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois \ 
vy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
















yf that he is now receivi! 
ft per n busi > Wi the bill (II. R. 12825) granting of ; o om } ‘ 
: Vhe amendment recommended by the committee was 1 








S strike out the word “fifty ’’ and insert in lieu 11 





‘law { I m0 ot ~ The amendment was agreed to. 
: rth ment Ne Yor Voluntes The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
nee on reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t 
time, and passed. 










GEORGE 8. SCOTT. 








G.I word “Company,” i t the words “ Company The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 14277) 
J th t und.” : hn - an rherea eof pension to G, S. Scott. 
t () 1 twentlet per ° nee The bill was read, as follows: 








ie word “ thirty and insert in lieu thereof the Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
V hereby, authorized and directed to pl » on the per on rol 
ere rreed to he provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nan 
: . . ee t, late of Company M, Third Regiment, and Company ¢ 
led lered to |} en ed for a third | ane Regiment, Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a ] 
I ned | r el ) d, it was aeccordi lv read the third | the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee were 


as follows: 








The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting 
crease of pension to George 8S. Scott.” 








~a sae 


lf by the committee were read, as 












an il nt,” insert the words “ helpless MARTIN HARTER. 


o 


se ole es The next pension business was the bill (IT. R. 14089) grat 
ki q ; —* ian increase of p nsion to Martin Llarter, 
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wei 
read fi LOWS \ 
‘ Si f tl Inte ] I é rl Xt ~ : - l 
! j nt pension s t f { \i 
i s of < sion laws, t I t Martin 
of Compal cd s nth Regiment Ohio V I | ; Wis ( 
} S t of S7 me I ot [ : 
| $72 } \ 
’ nedeod be the itt. ] s : 
amendment re ended ie committee was read, : MO 
S ! w d nl l 
Ph 
ment was ag lt y read the tl 1 1 l 
] | < men 1 \ sor ral to be « ossed for at rel ( 
1] I : a. S ies | g read the ! al . 
. j Ct Nes } \ ~ . 
1} | ve 2 of Te ‘ Rr. MM - 
WILLIAM SANDI 3 | } ! 
‘ Wis l 
NAY . on by 1 t! ill (FE. RR. 14076) ¢ ' 
o | \\ il s I t 
1] is read, as fol i 
a et l t] lt r ‘ ind I 
i and 4 t on the nsion ro t to 
s and ations of t ension law » of Willia 1} bill 3 0 t 
of ¢ iw FF. J \ i R na \ ! 1 ; . ; ; 
getty ibe rate of nth in lieu read the third time 
bill s ordered to be engrossed for a third 1 ling I 
' lhe xt pensior . 3 S ) 
engrossed, it was according read the third t e, and s , 
; ( ( Dens i to .J ti 
iii | \ 
[ MAS B Mi SER. ; Z 
next pe ion business was the bill (H. R. 18959) granting 
erease of pension to Thor ; Bb. Mouse1 ! 
: 7 | l ( l \ 
bill was read. as follows : 
t «¢ seted, ete That the S&S f the Int yr e ind he { t I I v 
rized i 1 « ed t nt > pen Ion 1 1 “tT ’ @ lb 1 oO 4 1 tr 
ad ! f ‘ on laws, the me ¢« | is Sy . : ; 
‘ of ¢ ipa I>, Nin th Regiment Illinois \V 1 y bead a ‘ 
\ l him pe on at the rate of $50 per month in \ MIN 
" . > . . ihe ? tf ne 1 | . ess \ $ } . 
vas ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and Re HEX’ pension ; 
ngrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and crease of | 
rhe bill > ial 
N [ONY SHERLOCK, 
t pension business was the 1 (FI. R. 2763) granting 
of pension to Anthony SI cl , ! : 
‘ ‘ { 
iwas r l, as follows 
; f ( rt the of the I r be nd he i } i ( ( ’ 1 
I 1 1 directed to on tl pens 11 — ‘ ) 1 ‘ ! 
ns and | tatior f the pension laws, the name of Ant y are eee tee , 
| of Company C, Third Regiment New Ilampshire Volunteer I 
1 pay La pel n at the rate of $530 per mont! ai 
? y re ’ The next pension business y S 
© amendment recomme: led by the committee was read, as l t ‘ pe mi ta G st I i 7 
ry bill y cl rk \\ 
1 1 1: 1 9 t 7 ~ ' 
: | t word J ind insert in lieu the ft ; 
e amendment was agreed to. P. Howe f « D7 
e bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third teer ! BLE} ae | ; : 
x; and being engrossed, it wus accordingly read the third ; 
1 Che bill was orders ti 
and passed. 5 
. : vi the tl t ‘ 
rHOMAS LOWRY. sly read 5 
next pension business was the bill (IL R. 1566) granting 
e of pension to Th is Lowry Phe \ S t 
ll was read, as follows ‘ mh 1 
t ( et l the S Int ' I \ ( | 
iorized and dit 1 to i ‘ t nsion 1 ‘ { t f 
’ nd li ns of ‘ ‘ 1 he 1 of 
t < ( I i Ss ad i I \Ve \ ) \ 1 
d pial } | on i e rate of S30 pt I th I ‘ 1 ! ; ! 
is } vy recelvy $ l i ) 
ea ndment recommended by the « nittee was read. a 1 
hill vy Or 
] } | ' 
< ‘ t the 1 t! | } + +) eof t viv re il 
i I \ 
amendment was agreed to } nert by sy 1 
bill t ml Was ordel 1 to be engrossed for a t rel of t \l | 
‘and being « rossed, it w nl dingly read tl lird 
nad pas a I 
1 ; ‘ \ DERMO 
t | 3 the bill (EL. R. 11804) ¢ ‘ 
of | ito l ck McDermott 
Ly re I +i \"\ 
' 
( ! | S oft 1 Interis i 
i i él { or 1 t ul I re i 7 7 i 
, ‘ f sia vs, the n e « | 
tt ‘ t « 1? | 1 R er Ni \ 4 ' 
r Int nd | | t : t S50 | I rhe next ‘ 1 In t i 
) nerease of pens to | i. A 
ly rdered to be « ssed fora third 1 and Che bill 1 
} 1 4 tl ’ \\ I 
engrossed, it was a lingly read the third time, and Re it ' 
. ‘ t ’ i A j 4 
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“mt 


FRANCIS W. USITER. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1298) granti: 
increase of pension to Francis W. Usher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Se« retary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
W. Usher, late firsc lieutenant Company B, Thirty-fourth Regiment 
York Volunteer Infantry, and landsman, U. S. steamships Ohi 
Connecticut, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 1 


| 


24 per month in lieu of that he is*now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ee hame 


Company ; SIDNEY G. SMITII. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1414) grant 
it was aecord- | increase of pension to Sidney G. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior he, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 1 
640) granting an | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
G. Smith, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Vo 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 

that he is now receiving 

e, and he Is The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was a 


m roll, subject to | ingly read the third time, and passed. 
nm law the name of Hugh ° 


fourth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer JOSEPH W. WILLARD. 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu 


] 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 
rd reading: and it was aecord- | increase of pension to Joseph W. Willard. 

ed The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a1 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the bill (S. 717) granting an | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ot 
Tel W. Willard, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty-second 

uel ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


rues 


PATRICK FALLIIDEE, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1465) grant 
increase of pension to Patrick Fallihee. 
Phe bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
! , authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
- aed he visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o 
granting ¢ | 
rantin = Inte of Company BB, First) Regiment Minnesota \ 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per mont! 
Is now recelving 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


INDIANA A. PAUL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1558) 
increase of pension to Indiana A. Paul. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor he, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
\. Paul, widow of Bdward A. Paul, late captain Company | 

giment Massachusetts Volunteers wir with Mexieo, and 
ind volunteer aid-de camp on staf of General Wilpatrick, and 
nm pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that ste 


arpornt 
grant 


receivil 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wus 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM M’NABR. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1670) grant 
increase of pension to William MeNabb. 
WILLIAM The bill was read, us follows: 

Re it enacted, ete Phat the Secretary of the Interior he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
list McNabb, late of Company IK, Seventeenth Regiment Indi 
unteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of Sou pe 
in lieu of that he is now receivin; 


busine Wi | i % OSh) granting 


be, and he 
mt roll, i ‘ tf.) <3 ‘ E 
name of William rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
Volunteer Cy ingly read the third time, and pissed. 
noth im lleu 
WALDO W. PAINE. 


it was accord The next pension business was the bill CS. 1753) grant 
increase of pension to Waldo W, Paine, 
The bill was read, as follows 


Rte it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
W. Paine, late captain Company Kk, ‘Twenuty-ninth Regiment 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of S350 pe 


and in lieu of that he is now recelyving 


ol iby jae . . ® 
name of All The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was a 


rnin Votuntes ingly read the third time, and passed. 


month in tie 
ROBERT K. SMITH, 


a third reading; and it was accord The next pension business was the bill (S. 1779S) granti 


ime, and pissed, | increase of pension to Robert Kk. Smith. 
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=,» «lth VW l 
i the third 1} C yx 
e of 1 sic to |] g | ‘ 
AMI I + hha : 
oJ : } the bill (S. 1855) granting 5 
yeu ‘ Dou a 4 
\ ] ( ; 
| 
, et t vy of the nte r } nad 1 \ 
} t ! 2 i ' 
( ‘ i ‘ 
\ ! era f $24 | 1 t i 1" t i 
”.% o ont rd read * and it wus accord 
a third , aha pa ed ! I 
i ‘ f f | 
HENRY LOGAN ; 
ih ty \ 
t pen 11 ss was the bill (S. 1799) granting an , . 
orp isk » tie 1 ¢ } } . 
| S read, LOLOW 
\\ ( 
et I t the Seere of t i f ] \ 
! ) 1 ! ect 1 \ 1 
. ; : e nat I ; ,, 
‘ t ( ( ty-t rth RK ent 1 \ I 
! | 1 at the rate f $36 | t in ( 
‘ ! ¢ { 
was ord l to a third 1 ling; and it w accord 
' { ‘ { \ { 
‘ ita | ( 
i t ‘) 4 } 
RAY M¢ ) of rw + ¢ \ ¢ 
ext pension business was the bill (S. 1883) granting : Vhe bill was 
} 1 Nellie Ravin | t « | 
\ Ss re | foilo 
, ’ ¢ } 1 { 
t et t the § v of the Int tr nt he a e 4 ; 
\ 1 1 ted ‘ the pel ! s ect to Inf \ 
i I } 3. thre ‘ r N¢ ‘ : 
ol i ec Cé I", a l . 
ne | t é t NI j n \ 1 AY, I i 
( { of $30 per 1 t eu of d the tl! { ‘ 
| ( ' 6 @& ti reading: and it w ‘ ord ’ 
i a t 1 } ( ext] } 3 y | 
Tr. « f } to e | 
\\ 
‘ ! s the bill (S. 2257) granting an : 
\1 ! ‘ f 
ra ,'* ‘ i . ‘ } 
} \\ I'¢ sl \ 
, f ef | t the S¢ of the ] - : i ; 
| é mm ft el I { ' f 
i ‘ t \i J 
( Ww <¢ Mi | ( Pe vy ¢ we tv ( i i \ ( ( ’ 
‘ ’ eent jt nd r t , 
} t 1 ' : 
\ i A in ee 
| ( a t it] 1? and it was ; | ‘ 
I ad the t 1 t ‘ nd J sed ‘ ‘ 1 I: 
Y F. M LIN ‘ 
' 1 (S. 9397) ‘ 
1) 0 { v i M 
W re \ \l 
, ‘ f eo { 
( ( ect ft 
( ‘ t Micl \ t 
I 4 I ‘ I 
I ‘ 
{ { 
‘ ’ A ’ ‘ i 
i ! ‘ nl ! 
. i i i ( ( 
I \ MIN 1 KLIN J \ i 
‘ ! ; ‘ the bill (S. 2 3) ot . = it ¢ 
} l , I n | ( \ 
! { 
' ! ! ws 
e ¢ ’ ' ; 
' no? 
I I f | 
i { i ri ik 
. t « l \ 
| | 
| ‘ to a third read and it was rd 
| ] 
i tl { 1 ‘ nid | an 7 ‘ ‘ 
1 \ 
N a TORGESON, i"} I I 
ext pr busine wis the bill (S. 2829) granting an it ¢ ‘ { 
¥ eof pet on to Knute ‘Torgeson. } eby, . 


ll was rend, as follows: 2 pr 


¢ ected, elt That the Secret nd he ts lt \ eer | ae | h ) 
i ‘ ed and d d to 4 4 ect to ! per 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IHOUSKH. FEBRUARY 24, 

ordered to a third rending : and it Wits 
third time, and pissed. 
ISAAC VAN VOLKENBURGH. 


ness w: ( 


nsion busine s the bill (3 
increase of pension to Isaae Van Voll enburg 
as follows: 
That the Secretary the Interior be, 

| ! » pension roll, 


and dir thre 
pension 


The bill was read, a 


Be it « ac ted, el 


y, horized 
provisions and limitatior laws, the nat 
» oO mpany I, Thirteenth Regiment 


rk Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
*r month in lieu of that he 


aut 


$330 p 


ay 
Che bill.was ordered to a third reading; and it was 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZA ORR, 


| 
| 

was accord: | ne next pension business was the bill (S. 8587) grant 

pension to Kliza Orr, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

; of the Interior be, 

‘nsion roll, 


the name of 


an Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary 
by thorized and directed to place on 
Vision and limitations of the pension law 
vidow of David Orr, late of Comy vy Il, Forty-eighth 
rk Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
month in lieu of tha ‘is now receiving: Provid 
of the death of Ida Orr, helpless and dependent 
vid Orr, the additional pension herein granted shall 
ind provided further, That in the event of the 
r, the name of the said Ida Orr shall be placed on the 
yjject to the ind limitations of the pension 
of death 


of $12 per th 


‘anting 
the pe 


t 
I 


event 
a 


provi ions 


month from and after the date 


EL S9ET 

«© bill was ordered to and. it 
read the third time, and passed. 

SMITH. 


a third reading; 


ALBERY 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 8605) grant 
pension to Albert Smith. 


The bill was read, as follow 
; led, ete., That the Secretary 


iInerenase of 
of the Interior be, and 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
i provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
lute of United Stat hip Lodona, United States Navy, 
month in lieu of that he 


Stith, 
a pension at the rate of $24 per m 


Be it enae 
hereby, muthe 


elving 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was 


read the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN L. BARBER. 
pension business was the bill CS. 8650) grant 
arber, 


ion to Martin L, DB: 


us follows 


xi 


pen 


it the Secretar of the Interior 
ted to place on the pension rel, 
of the pension ws, the name 
hifty second Regiment In 

t the rate of 


mh ail 


and direc 


limitation 
Company HH, 
pay hit a pen 
now receivin 


ordered to a 


withorizes 
la 


visions 
ri 


So0 


ll was third reading; and it 
id the third time, and 
bit RAYMOND. 


the bi 


pus ed. 


ion busine 
hon to 
foll mn 


‘burekle 


of pen 


read, as 
eltc., That the $ etary of th i 

rected to place on the pensto i, 
pension laws, the name of K 


tf ana ! 
Joseph Adler, late of 


ns and limitations of the 
Company 


Furckheim, also known as 
























bill as simended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third Me e, i of ( piny BL © 


| a New Yo \ 


as to rend: “A bill granting an in bo Lage aig se 


ABRAHTIAM M. KAUFMAN, 


next pension business was the bill (IE R. 1157) granting mrad 
rease of pension to Abraham M. Kauffiian. Phe amendment was dt 


bill was read, as follows the bill as amended was o ed to be ¢ lt | 
( fed. ef i t tlhe ¢ etarv of } I erior | dl ‘ i’ rd | yr ¢ rosseq t \ . 
do and dtreeted to place on the pensio ro et . trie, aed 7 Sse 
isio aod meitiatio of the pension Inws, the nate \ , 
M. Kau in e 4 Company ¢ a) ' dred and ¢ u CA XY Dp A \ 
reg \ r | f: dop iS] tt I I} : aa ; 3 ' , oy 
| onth im die of that he is now receivin ; hake 
' { : . I ( ( » WV 
tmendiments recomended by the committee were read, 
: } } ‘ ' 
i ‘ 
low 
G rike t the d IN finan ul insert in 1 thereof ‘ 
24 I 
s ih out the ] twee t fix | insert ir it f } 
‘4 ‘ ( I> \ ‘ ( 
7 \ ! 
mendmen \\ ausreed to I 


| Il os tt how] \ S OT ler | to be en rossed for a th ra Phe sve dment ecommie ded b e267 tte 
ny nd being ert l, it was necordin ly read the third follows 
ined issed f 
i 1 se " o es \ \ ‘ 
o til s amended so as to read: “A bill granting an it word { 
eof pel m to Abraham M. Wwaufman.” rhe amendment ost 
ith s ( 
WILLIAM Il. BANTOM, Che bill as amended rderved ta be « il | 
e next pension business was the bill (Il R. 485) granting ‘ouding : and | ele 
rease of pension to William Il. Bantom, time, and 
bill was read, as follows ( N P. WA 
‘ | t tl Secretary of the Int r be nd he is ITy¢ , ; } so ’ 
ed 1 dire ltorT ‘ » the pension rc ect t 
s ne thitati f the pensio iw the 1 i“ rw i 1 CILN¢ l }? “ rm te 1 
late | te, Company Bb, Kighty-se i Pennsylvania \ | bill \ : | ' 
Infantry, and pa nsion : the 1 of S50) pe ! , 
nd at the pass of this a He j Ww on pensio ( I 
{ invalid certiticate No. 120288 dditional act, June 7 t : 
’ Yl nil ‘ 
' I \ é f « ( 
iw amendments recommended by the committee were read \ ‘ | I ( 
i at : 
( out tl rd 1 te rnd ert in 1 theres Phi Line rit re erie \ ‘ ‘ 
\\ 
( re \ dl 1" vania insert the d Revi 
‘ 
“« {1 out the word ft and ji rt in eu the f the . 
ent fir I a \ ! 
' ( { QO ¢ i ¢} \ ad from and {te vd of \ i We 
il t 42 a im Lie thereof the word in f i} ’ nell , Ped 
vii vil fhe bill a ‘ 1 was « 
@ stenethien were agreed to . 
he Dill nmended was ordered to be engressed for a third 1 | 
1 t © | 
ng; and being engi ed, it was accordingly read the th , 
ind passed . 
Vl ( ‘ ) 1? 
NIN SNOUSI , 
1 ‘ | ’ 
’ ' ore ‘ . 
ext pension busine was the bill (IL. R. otis) intir Hill 
i 
rense of pension to Jolin Snouse 
> bill was rend $ tay i 
{ } ‘ il Sf - iy f the ] { 
{ ized and directed to y ! i ‘ 
nd i ’ ot \ 
‘ | ( I th R ) \ f ! \ 
{ \ phil 1 e rat U ‘ \ } 
‘ \V ‘ ‘ 7 
‘ 
} 1 w oredetl i to be « od fe I | ( 
ering, CUere ed it was ( rdingly read the th 1 ( ‘ 
ed. : ’ ‘ 
ROBERT M'ANALLY 
a xt po on busine was the bill (IL Ry. 2264) grant i enadment ‘ 
' ! } 
ense of p n to Robert McAnally | ' 
’ } ' 
ab enacted, a6, Tat thes §stthe th e and | 
i! ized ad 1 ed to p on the pe rn he t ew \ 
and limitations of t pension la { I t Rol e of 1 wit 
\ Inte of Company Ky, © hundred i ftift are 1 
\ k Voluntes It ( nd pay | Ll oye on t t l AM 
month in eu of that he is now reecivi ; 
3 ; - | , The next | t 
imendment recon ended ids the con itee Was i a, a wn ) \\ | 
‘ rhe bill w ead 
S strike t ti \ d fifty and insert in lieu t ‘ t 
\ thirty ] 
Che amendment was agreed to, t 
| i 
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1 was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
( I 1, it wa ordingly read the third 





} 
| ' 
| I , ‘ t 
\ i it I 1 
\ \ ( 1! ] { 
I l it 
! ( 1 } thre 1’ ] 
' 
| f 1 { the | 
| 
} 
1 
| 
| 
1 
ied ord ‘ ed for a third 
ed Wil ordingly read the third 
Vil ii i | 
. { 
! busine as the bill (CH. R. 5953) grantin 
{ \] \\ «' Pit oy | 
| f } 
| 
' 
l 1 J ! ] is |} 
1 » 1 ] ‘ 
{ of M 
\ i ! { Vv (y 
( \ I \ | on ual t 
{ { e were read 
\ 1 n lieu t 
{ l 1’) i ij rt in lieu | 
t W l I 
f thy d | } 
nd i lieu ther | 
| 
‘ ( 10 
I ed to be « ed for a third 
} ‘ j nee 4 It! {] rd 
| ) io l \ 1 l { ih) ih 
\ ( ] ( } 
i 
thy ] (11 It , > LI ! r | 
La i 
1 and he 
I { 1 ect to | 
thre ! of Levi | 
) it 1 \ , 
! | I thi if 
ed by the « was read, | 
liie ( at to 


ILS Dy TVA Y Kh 
LECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


rhe bill was read, as f 

] t fod ¢ "| ¢ 4 ) c { I ior 1 
} j } ) 

1 ‘ y 

j f Com] J ly t cth R t Indiana \ 
nf nd 4 ] , t the rate « Y per 

i i) il ll it i I 4 I y ‘ ( ‘ I 
follo 

In } t \ l { l it { 

I] ( | ‘ Ss 3 eed ) 

j Is ‘ ended w 3 ¢ fered to Ie c (lf 
( l being ep oO ( It was a ral | I'¢ l 


JAMES WHITE. 


The next pension business was the bill (II. R. S811) 21 
an increase of pension to James White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it cnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
] rv, authorized and directed to lace on the pension re ‘. 
the prov ms and limitations of the pension laws, the nat f 
White, late of Company II, Thir th Regiment | . Volun I 
nd ] i pension at the rate of $50 per th in 1 t 


Phe amendment recommended by the committee was r 


follow 

In 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and fr t in lieu t 
W i { 

Phi ‘ Wnent was a ed to 

I} bill ended wi ordered fo be ene ed for I 
1 { nd being ¢ ssed, it was a I ivly 1 1 1 


] it « ted t Phat the iry of t Interior be ! 
ciieg utl nd directed to 4 e on the pension 
he prov ) id Jimitat of the pension laws, the 1 ) 
ho. Gi n, fori j late ! in the United §S 
Lud her a pe a ‘ SLO 7 t 
Vhie nendment I y ended by the committee we 
) forlle 


Ii e lit { e out the words 1 tl * and insert in 1 
{ \ led DD) 1 { 
In line 7 ke out the wot Army ind it t in lieu t 
rd \ 1 
In line S strike out tl rd thirty ind ert in lieu t 
\ | twenty 
] e dir a | I if i the w in 
1 \ 


The next pension business was the bill (IL. R. T2290) 
an inerease of pension to Slater D. Lewi 





The bill was read, as follows: 
Be ito !, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior 1 
1: 1 ait ted to pl eon the pe i ‘ 

{ pl i ! 1] itations of the pension | om me ¢ 
I>. Levy i . | Cc, Fiftiet It I 11 Vol 
mtrs i y hima q on at the rate i $40 | i 
{ he I 1 

I} ele ( co ommended by The co cLee \ I 
follows: 

Tn ! . ! out the word “forty’’ and insert fn lieu t 


\ ! 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

fhe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a t 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 

HWENRY CONE. 

The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 5614) 21 
in increase of pension to Henry Coue. 

The bill was read, as follows 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior 





hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro f ‘ 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of LI 
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wei 
= | om “i 
te « Company TD), Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteer TAMES B.V INS 
nd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in u ve ‘ ahs 
is now receivin The next pension bu ess wis tl ul. a) I o 
‘ mendments recommended by the committee were read, | 1 tnerense of pens to Ti sb. W 
} 26 Phe bill w rend toll 
> strike out the word ‘ Coue”’ and insert in lieu thereof the f f ! 
( t : he ‘ ‘ ed 
S strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the the | - “ 
niet : bic eae BR. Wi ( Ix 
1 Pennsviva \ ‘ i i 
menaments were agreed to. s vr month in f 1 4 
ie bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third Che bill was « ‘red to a tl { ling 1 S ord 
ng; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | jpgly read the third tine dl pars 
nl passed. 
“ : , +} ; A\ hes . ‘ ‘ 
title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in ae 
se of pension to Henry Cone.” Fhe next pension business was the bill (HL. R. 3685) 
- , ‘s an increase of pension to Jat >. ‘I ‘ 
GIL GREEN. 
3 : : Ls ; The bill was read s tol Vs 
he next pension business was the bill CH. R. 5484) granting ] f { I S 
rense of pension to Hugh Green. hereby, authorized and d 
bill was read, as follows: { ovisions and 
join ‘ ; i - CR \ t e.34 oe. t M \ 
t cnacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | ntry s : 
i iorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjeet to | o¢ , the is now 
) ms and limitations of the pension law the name of Tlugh 7 s : ; 
late of Company C, Fourth Regiment United States Private The amendment recommended by the Clee 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of S24 per month in follows 
of that he is now receivin i ey Ee ee ee ie : 
e gimendments recommended by the committee were read, | the word * tw: 
lows: Phe amendment ms agreed to 
ne 6 strike out the word ** Company” and insert in lieu thereof The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for t] 1 
a EEOOP vi ze rending: and being eng «i it was accordingly read the 1 al 
7s ke out the words “ Tr te Troop ’ ’ 7 
time, and passed 
e amendments were agreed. to. ; ALICE M 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third my ] | bill IH. J ay) 
‘ ‘ » Te DenSiol USINEeSS Wis ’ . moda ) r 
and being engrossed, it was according) read the third he Next pel l ’ Urn shes 5 { . 
i ‘tmision to Alice Me Durne 
sal cca ' bill | Ie 
ALBERT G. CLUCK. ane On sips ae calc ices tat 
e . RP t aet et I w 
e next pension business was the bill (HI. R. 5564) granting | pjereny. ; Oo} 1 and ' | 
rease of pension to Albert G. Cluck. t pre ns and li { ft “ 
i. ad wan ‘ Polinw “ brurnes Widloy of | | E « vy JD 
e bill was read, as follow cheat \ . re ; : 
fed, et Tha the Se elary of the Int r be, and he ji at f » P 
zed and directed e ont pension roll AL { 1] ’ ' , nded 1} { 
le nad ith tion ol he pension | \ the name « bert es F ci eS ; : ; ; 
late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer US LOMOWS 
nd ps him a pension at the rate of S30 per month in eu I} ne S st t the | i 
he 1} now recelvin We a x 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and in Tine 9, after the word ™ mont ert the 
! s i 1 \\ ‘ I 
cherossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and a 
| The amendments were eed te 
| vil ! al ol 1 to he « | 
WILLIAM K. KEECH. Phe bill eee : 
! | uv ind } i orsed 1 ( \ ‘ | } 
hext pension business was the bill (IL. R. 1071) granting — time, and passed 
crease of pension to William Ik. Keech. fhe title was amended so { | \ r 
‘bill was read, as follows crease of px » Alice M. In 
ft enacted, et That t SPC] rv of tl Interior ‘ 1} . ‘ ; 
rized ad i ed to 4 ont i ni i t t 
d limitat of t pen laws, t n of \ The next pension business wv t! lL CH. RR. Sos 
Inte of Com yerDD l Cone hundred and twent foourrtlr Ee an il rense of pension to Jolou M wu" 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay hi nt pension at the he bil Sa i 
» per month in lieu of that he is now receivin Phe bill was read, as , , 
‘amendments recommended by the coumittee were read, as he Ww enacted, ct 
} \ t | l 
| l 
ine 7, after the word “ Infantry,” nsert the words “ Captain Mek \ t ) ae \ i \I 
independent company, Pennsylvanian emergency Militin Cay ‘ It 1 
nd unassigned, Eighteenth Regiment Vennsylvania Velunteer Infants id 
S ike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof Che samendinents 1 ! ended b ‘ f ‘ 
do ** twenty-four ary, 
fo ‘ 
mendments were agreed to. | ioM { 
; i 
© bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third It ne & ‘ i“ Co 
ne: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third I e ke t the v ace 
cine passed, In e | : nd 
there »\ ash \ 
SAMUEL P. BIGGER, I I ’ strike out \ 1 i 
e next pension business was the bill (IL. R. 1205) eranting : 
‘ Wii ons The amendments were agreed to 
on to Samuel PL Bigger ; , 
oa ae fhe bill as amended was ordered to be 
bill was read, as follow : 
3 : rending; and being engrossed, it was ;: l 
ed, ct hat the Secretary of the Interior nd ] s S } 
hon ‘ lire lace he nsi ; time, and passed 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension 1 ‘ ibiect tf 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samus TOUIN ( MA \ 
ste OE Opens I, oad first Regiment Oh o Volunte In The next pension bus ness \ 5s the } 1 «tl It IS 
nd pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month : 
: ; ; an inerense of pension to J 1G. Mel 
smendments recommended by the committee were read, as : : ; 
he bill was rea . i 
S strike out the word lifty and insert in lieu the f the \ 4 meee oe a ‘ \ 
thirt we ‘ ep ovi ol 1 1 tio 1 ( 
line, after the word “ month, insert the words “in lieu \ oO tea te , on : . , 
now receivin \ cenit it : ‘ 
e nmendments were agreed to. i lieu t! 


bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third Che amendment re mnended by the e \ re ] 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | follows: 
nnd passed. I 


title was amended so as to rend: “ A bill granting an in the words “Cc. M 
e of pension to Samuel P. Bigger.” i The amendment was eed to 
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¢: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third } 























and passed my next per on 1] less i 
GEORGE T. HILL. W \j 
| 
next pension business was the bill (1. R. Iz-92) granting ; 
‘ ‘ Lo Cie LY. bill t ¢ 
Pili \ rt i i | > i 
t { the Seeré of the Interfor } St 
4s pe 17 ) UV \ 
oad S2AQ , 
f I I ‘ id He it | - Ihe endment 1 
; l 1 Stat A 19 } 4 ; 
ows 
in | t i¢ now t At 
Ir < 
’ ents re mended by the comm ttee \ I ’ 
we ithe ! line \ « 
‘ } ( I B, H, and &K nd } 
i ii j 
i is sti it Wort d ord { > ee bems ' was 
\ \ Lj} ace] 
‘ were is reed to. | M 
’ ded was ordered to be engrossed for a third rhe next 1 | 1 (] 
engrossed, it was accordiu read the third | 4 ; ss 
rhe | Wils dl 
CLINTON A. CHAPMAN, | f S 
° . . wontee | } 
e next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11557) granting 
r »of pel ito Clinton A. Chapm i 1 ‘ \ 
Diil W read, as f ws ( 
t ¢ 1. et I it ft Fi ‘ vy of the Int ior 1 nd } ; ' 
i ized and dire t ‘ the 1 S ti ihe Ine - ( Pay ! 
! ind limitat of t pe the of ¢ follow 
i te of Comp Lb), bifteenth Regiment Ts : - thi I ; 
Vv, al pay } | hnatt Oo O | } i, 
f that he is 1 wt eiving. a : ; , 
: : word “ twent 
amendments recommended by the committee were read, | The amendments were agreed to 
lows the bill ; himended s | ( 
e 7, bef the word “ Massa tts,” insert the word d | read and being eng ed \ | 
iv | I entiet t nie 1 ( id Pp t 
S strike out the word “ thirty and 1 thereof tl : , 
twenty-four . 
amendments were agreed to. The next pet mt swis (i. He i 
bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third |] an increase of pension to John W. BG 
ig; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third The bill was read follows 
1 ewe] 4 
ind | ed. , S 
MARY E. BENNETT. 
1 
e next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15028) granting | Ww. B of | \ 
ease of pension to Sarah FE. Bennett. Volunteer infant 
bill was read, as follows: rixcoe cai ' 
The amend ent re ’ cu if 
t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1] 
thorized and directed to n the pension ro s t t ee 
visions and limitati of the pe n laws, the name of Sara! In line 8 st ‘ tt 
widow of Augustus G Lie tt, late lie int-<« ne v \ 
Recsiment United States Colored Infantry | er ¢ ; ’ 
; he a { ‘ 
t { of SvV per i 1 in lieu ot ft t l Ww I . 
| | I 
mendments re mended by the committee were read, | Teteuns, atta { t 
{ ‘ al ed 
mwwS 4 ‘ 
| 
> strike « the ] S ! ind insert in lieu the ft | 
M rhe next business was t I. 
S, before the w I t t v ey nte . ‘ t 4. ] 
ke o the y 1 f and insert in lic t f 
t | Lhe W 
‘ ( ent VV ( to j j ~ 
bill su ded W rdered to be « ssed for +} } 
ind | r ¢ ssed t was acco! I ] ren he t] 
] pissed] 
I pa 
tle wis led s d: “A bill grant i 
of 1M hn 1 Marv ] Le lit 
° N 41A EL W. I ATI 
. 4 . . | g . « t} hi | IT Y “-- 4 ' 
nh wa Lie { iy on 6 } 
‘ ry 1 to N. W. Ply 
} 1 #,,1 At rhe = 
] d t ir 
' » of ' e the 1 YW 
‘ ! K, Fo Re lowa \ r | s 
of $30 per mont pe 
I } 1 | the « ttee we ! wit Wis 
out t ‘ t In 1 t pis 
{ i { i t ir t f 
| an od | ™ lye sed f : 
i ly ‘ ( 1] . 
\ . ‘ 
! ‘ 
\ imended so as to read: “A bill g z an ji 
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( md to be e1 I seal for third t nd limitations of the pension law the name of 
‘ ed { , d 9 { thie third \V ( ‘ ite « c's y | | ‘venth Regiment W cor 
te In t nd 7 | 1 per n s t of $30 p ny 
r tl I ivin 
: Pil wv Thy tena t recommended by the committee yw re 
the | (H.R. 14719) gi ting | foll 
\ 
ti LDA. I I 1 word ‘t y and i t in lieu tl 
| I 
f l ‘ d Phe a bidiment w agreed to 
| { Lhe ll as amended was ordered to be wros-ed for a 
a i . : lit ind being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
j \ Inf t { it al pus ed. 
Pr tha FRANCIS A. BARKIS 
ra%y ’ ; sate . ) 717 > ron ’ 
led b he com were read ti) hext pension busine SS WW US thr Hill (II. R. 15904) I 
nh increase of pension to Francis A. Barki 
| | ) reid, is follows: 
| t¢ ted, ete Phat the etary of ft Interior be, 
ie | , 4 t edo and di ted 1 pla 1 tl pension roll, 
t rV ms and limitat of the pension law the name of | 
d fty ud is t ir eu thereof the \. Barkis, late of Company C, Third Regiment Indiana Voluntec 
) id | him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
ere eed to Utieat is now receivin 
dered to be « ed for a third i amendment recommended by the committee w r 
vil d y read the third — 
In line S strike out the word “ thirty’? and insert in lieu the 
\\ 1“ twenty-t eS: 
LL..A Hi Ml , | ] 
Phe amendment was agreed to. 
uu ( WV the bill CHL. Re. W458) granting Phe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 
no to Willisam TE. Morr reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
| follo time, and passed. 
f It nd he! PRANK §. PEYTTINGILL. 
on = ‘nam f The next pension business was the bill (HE. R. 13826) gr 
‘ . de : nt enn 1 wrense of pension to Frank S. Pettingill. 
' inion at the te of $30 The bill was read, as follows : 
' : IL it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an 
| led by the committee was read, as | je authorized and directed to place on the pension rol I 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
‘ . ‘ . ; : er S. 1% 1, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-six R 
n no Hed there thie Ne ) volunteer Infantry nd pay himoa pension at the rat 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ead to Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin 
‘ | relere ie ror ‘or § ir . ‘ —_" . 
, lered to be en I fora third) jeing engrossed, it was aecordingly read the third tin 
‘ ed, it was accordingly read the third 
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next pension business was the bill (if. i. 
eof pension to Joseph Tl. Uirst. 


econd Whe 
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engrossed 


wis accordingly read 
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! { I Ix 
i 
rdered to be « ( 1 for a third 
) | ‘A ccordin read the third 


lOT24) granting 


{ Inte and he 
p | ) t to 
! | | ' t I of i? | 
| nt New York Volun 
i e I of S30 | luent i eu 
led | the committee was read, as 
1 ft d t in lieu thereof 


engrossed for a third 
accordingly read the third 


‘ wis the bill Ibn R. 5553) pranting 
od er od. Kendall 
t Ir r and | | 
! j nt 1 mr " { to 
{ pens Lv name of Oliver 
] ‘ ta 3 if { lilinois Volunteer 
it t ! eof $50 per month it ieu of 


committee were read, 


( trike out tl vord ol mid ji { 
{ nant 
4 | { md in eu thereof the 
reed to 
ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ed, it was accordingly read the third 
} LNDER KINNI \ 
mn was the bill (UL RR. 1775) granting 
Kinnise 
follo 
‘ of the Inte ln nd is 
Ll to | m the pen roll, s i to 
of 1) | on Ja 1 name o \lew 
( pan M, 1 t 2 United tarts 
pou 1 | on { { or dl per 


wis ordered to be engrossed for a third 
“necordin rly read the third 


( LORG 


‘ was the bill (IE R. tO) granting 
ior 
rf] yyy 
{ retary of the I ‘ ( na he ! 
ected \ on tl | nm | ibjieet to 
of the pension law the name of Craeor 
\I enth ment United States Vol 
tin, and ty him a penslon at the rate of 
to be engr ed for a third reading: and 


dingly read the third time, and 


JOUIN J. TIPU GIEE 


rhe was the bill CULL. 
to Jolin J. Pbureedac 


I LOW 


ow 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were rv 


as follow 

In line 7 strike ont “ Volunteer Cavalry;” in the same line, 
. a Mounted Voluniees 
In line & strike out “ thirty " and insert “ twenty.” 





The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a t q 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 


MARTHA J. ENGLAND, 
The next pension business was the bill CH. R. 5426) for 
relief of Martha J. longland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A it acted, ete., That the 
reby, authorized and directed to place on the 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
1. England, widow of Robert A. England, late private in Capt 
I. Tuea comps Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Indian 
S36, at the rate of $12 per month, commencing from the date 
oldier’s death 
The amendments recommended by 
as follows: 


Secretary of the Interior be, and 


pension roll, 


name of Nf 


(‘reek 


the committee were 1 


In line 7 change “ John T. Lucas’s” to “ John P. Lucas’s;” in 
line strike out ** Mounted 

In lines S and % strike out “eighteen hundred and thirty-six 
insert “and pay her a pension” 

In line 9 strike ont “ twelve” and insert “ eight 

In Jines 9 and 10 strike out “ commencing from the date of t 
dier’s death.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a t 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 1 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as 
sion to Martha J. England.” 


to read: “A bill granting a 


HENRY P. WILD. 


The next pension business was the bill (1. R. 6148) gras 
a pension to Henry P. Will. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
I. Will, late of Company E, HKighteenth Regiment United Sta 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by 
follows : 


the committee was re 


In line & strike out “thirty ’’ and Insert ‘ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for i 
reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. KNOWLTON, 


The next pension business was the bill CHL. R. 6965) gra 
a pension to William DP. Knowlton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 ily 
the provistons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W 
I” Knowlton, Inte of Company bk, Fifteenth Regiment United 
Infantry, and United State Navy, and pay him a pension at t! 

ol dollars per month 

The amendment recommended by the committee was re 


follows: 


! 


Strike out all after the word “ Infantry ” in line 7, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for at 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read thy 
time, and passed. 

ARTILTUR TIAIRE. 


The next pension business was the bill (IL. R. S607) grant 


an inerease of pension to Arthur Tlaire, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subj 
the provision ind limitations of the pension laws, the name of At 
iIfaire, late of Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate 
per month in lieu of that he now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were | 
as follows: 


In Jine 6 strike out “ Indlan war.” 

In the ime line, after “late of,’ Insert 
pany, Georgia Volunteers, Creek Indian war.” 
In line 7 strike out “thirty and Insert 
The amendments were 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a th 
rending; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the th 


‘Captain Morgatr 


ixteen,” 


ngreed to 


| time, and passed. 











JOSEPILINI 


business was the bill 


to Mrs. Re C 


ROGERS. 


kt. 


Rovers. 


R. SSOL) granting 


/ enacted, cle Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
thori 1 and dire ltop e on the pension ro t to 
' ior nal init ‘ t ision law the nat t Mrs 
‘ \\ Ww R ert ¢ Rovers, late passed mid } 
{ d States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 


{! amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
| it S 
I i ir k out \I | 1 insert JTosephin 
i ! the Tine I | ed rik rut 
] ‘ k t ‘ 
i S strike t t t ‘ 1 iz t twely 
{ the end t! bill rr a in lieu that is 1 


Che amendments were agreed to. 

nded wa for a th rd 
und being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
rel passed, , 


The title 
re e ol pension to 


The bill as ame ~ ordered to he engrossed 


qhinig } 


bill gr 





read: “A 


ad 
Rogers. 


was amended so as to inting an 


Josephine 
IAMES T. BUTLER. 

‘nsion business was the bill (LL R. 
James T. Butler. 

Phe] il] Wiis rend, is f low 


OP4S) granting 





IB enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
tithorized and di ected to place n the pension roll, subjeet to 
roy ) nd limitations of the pension laws, the name Jame 
Dhiitte t of Company H, First Regiment ‘le est \ 
th Mexico, and pay him a pe ion at the rate of 350 per 
f it now receivir 
Phe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
It ne S strike out “thirty "’ and insert “ twenty 


The amendment was agreed te 
‘I hie bill rendded ordered to he e1 
iding: and being engrossed, it 





as al 


for a third 
read the third 


erossed 


wis accordingly 





« id PDisset 
+ | 
CROMER, 


bill (UL. KR. 


pension business was the 





e of pel nto] Ss. Cromer. 
I bill w I a follow 
R enacte et Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ve a ed and directed to place on tl pension roll, subjeet to 
\ ns and itatior of the pe jen laws niume of R.oS 
late of ©¢ iny CG, Se wd Mi issippi Regiment, war wilt 
lexi d pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 


ts recommended by the committee were read, as 


lovy 

( nye the initial R.* in « inant name, where it appea im the 
do body of the bill, to “ Richard 

In lines G and 7 strike out “ Regiment.” 

In line G, after “* Se id insert Regiment 


lu the same line, afte ‘Mi 
In line S trike out 


issippi.,’ insert “ \ 


sluntes 
thirty " and insert “ twenty.’ 


i rend medi yereed to 
Phe bill as 
ding; and 


i, and passed 


third 
the third 


for a 
read 


to be engrossed 


it was accordingly 


nimended wis ore red 


being engrossed, 


WILLIAM COOK, 


The next pension business was the bill (IL R. O67) 
riherense of pPenston to Willi 
Phe bill wa read, as foll 


nim Cook, 





ene 1. ef That the Se elary of the Interior , and 1 
uthorized and dikected to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisiot ind limitation of the pension law the name of Wi im 
n soldic f the 1 ed States Army in tl war with Mexico id 

i pension at the rate of S30 per month in lieu of that | 


Phe amendments recommended by the committee were re: 

lows 

ike out i dier of the United States Army 
f Troop K, United States 

In w 7 strike out third und insert twenty 

Phe ogmendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to 

ling; and being eng 


e, nd passed 


be engrossed for na third 


rossed, it was accordingly read the 


ELIZA BYRON, 


The next pension business was the bill (IL R. 9287) grantin 
jue moto Bliza Byror 
The bill was rere, follows 
\ if enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
v, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s ect to 
’ provisions and limitations of the y mm Inws, the name of I \ 


mn, Widow of Jobn 
Infantry, 


Company FF, First Regiment United 
pension at the rate of $1l2 per m 
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he bill was ordered to be ¢ < | 
In r erosseqd \ ~ | } 
passed 
4 
The next pension business w { (H. R. 99 
ad pension to Jimes W. B 
The bill was read. as follows 
Be it e ‘ | S 1 
here aut i 
1 OVISlé | 
W. Bake f « it, } 
\ Tee | we. 9 ~ 
S207 1 
ihe mendment reeo! ( i bv \ | 
follows 
In | S st ‘ 
Phe amendment was d to 
The b is ended was ordered to b { | 
reading: and being e rossed { | i j 
tI ‘ ini } ‘ ] 
ELIZABETIL MO \ 


Phe bill read s follow 
’ es ; - : 
d ' 
the | 1 it i 
M nh, widow N ID. M ‘ ' 
i | j 6 \ 
! 
The amendment rec ended by tli ‘ 
Toliows 
It w S strik t ! ‘ 1 
"Tl nmendment Wits el 
V hie bill Is frre le | \ is orce dl te ‘ SN 1 thire 
rerding : and ‘ engl sou I \ 4 1 tl } i 
time. and [HLSS¢ | 
| s\ N 
Che next pension bu Wil (11. RR. 11078 
WTAE ch pe ou to Rosa Zu ! 
The bill was read 
Be ite s 
e the da Ato 1 
the | \ nnd t 
ZA Widow ra ‘ i 
United St I 1 
Ih ! 
rhe bill was ordered to be ¢ ed f ! aaa 
being engrossed { won | } i 
pissed 
N 
Phe next pension business \ bill (UL RR. 12351 
ing an increase of pension to John bolt 
The bill Wis Te 2 fol \ 
te at enacted. et 1 e S . { ‘ ' 
eit ed a i 
the p \ } | 
l i r ¢ 1 i ! ) \ 
\ vith Me { 
! ft! ‘ \ 
‘he amendment recom ded 1 tlie ‘A , 
follow 
A ‘ Ke i \ 
Vhe ttl dimen \ it j 
Phe bill iy ed Ww I" i to ( for | 
readin * syne doe ‘ ed \ 4 } 
time, and p ed 
l LMAN 7 i} 
Phe next pe mm busin \ (UI. WR. 1 
In inecrense Of penston to bil 
Phe bill w ! | 
f ¢ ( | 
} \ ed | ‘ 
, a wel 
ii . ‘ } 
WwW \ Alex 
The t \\ ore | ‘ | 
being engrossed, iti w i | 1 
paussed., 
} 
The next pension I ‘ \ } 1] I 
2 pension to George LB. 1K 
he bill w rend to . 
/ oa / , 1 
lie iu " 1 | 
tite pt Vis 1 mad lit l f 
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yy the committee was read, as | J saker, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment ¢ 
fant war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at 
month in lieu of that he is now receivi: 
« | neers.” | 


follow 


n li ; 
— : } ment Illinois Volunteer Infant 
as accordingly read the third | 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be eng 


rending; and being engrossed, it was according 


Shino . 298). Soembiee le 
bill (HI. R. 18161) granting | time, and passed. 


| JO PIIINE M. CAGE, 
| 
nit tha Tatestae he wel he te) Phe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
t ect to | an increase of pension to J. M. Cage. 
f nt! The bill was read, as follow 
| tk t ‘Tex : 
1] } L m att Be it enacted, et That the S { I 

} } ( d nd ad ted to e on tl 1 

hy tl ; : the proy ) ind limit ns of e pension lav 

by the ¢ Ce e read, | Cage, widow of William L. ¢ la ff Company 
M i Volunteer Infant id pay her a pen 

$12 per month in lieu of t t she is now receivi 
The amendment recommended by Lhe Gon 

} Louk 





AMBROSE R. FISHER, 


the In r be, and he The next pension business was the bill (IT. 1 


: i tC to} an inerease of pension to A. R. Fisher. 
! ! of John 5 ; : ; 
the rat $20 per mont rhe bill was read, as follow 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I 
bv the « littee were read | \ ithorized and d ted to place on the y 
e prov or and limitations of t ion law 
Fisher, late of Company H, Third Regiment Kent 
lh Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
t f ¢ 1 Irvir company, lieu of that he is now receiving 
7 The amendments recommended by the com: 
is follow 
1 4 ha « rossed for a third ( it init al ne f ne, W 
. : ; title a 1 lv of the bill. to \ 
read the third Ir strike out “twenty-four and insert 
Phe amendments were agreed to 
The bill as amended w ordered to be eng! 
1 (H.R. 14112) grantin | and being engi ed, it was accord 
i { ‘ hd passed 
SOPTLRONTA LOPTON, 
| be, and he | rae > : 4] rth} 
, ce at i The next pension business was the bill (UL. 1 


laws, the name of Andrew | an increase of pension to Sophronia Lofton, 


The amendment recommended by the committee was rend 


ine 7. after “ Mexico,” Insert “and Company G, 





IRUARY 24, 


iio Volunteer fr 


tie rate ol 





Seventeenth R 


ossed for a 


y read the th 


14140) g1 


- : Ir ie 7, afte Infant ir i war with M a 
: i amendments were agreed to. 
1 | Phe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
Tf » } + r } . s 
AU At srantil reading; and being engrossed, it was accordin read tl 
} time, and passed. 
| il A I OO 
‘ h< | 
to | Phi ct pension busine W the bill (H. R. 14588) ¢ 
: n} an i se of pension to I i! vo 
| j lwa 1" l s follow 
} } / } | fe ¢ he 
| thie <« : ( rs d | ( ele tt ‘ of ¢t be 
l i dd 1 ) { mii 
| ! ' I na ( or the 
{ nd } 7 N wood, Ww of Will \\ N i i of ¢ 
Phird Regi t United es D with M , a 
\ ] t * United 1 pension i % l e of ) I { l ‘ ‘ t 
l n 
‘ } 1 
t } Whi amen ent re mn ended 1) thi ( I ee Wi i 
| fol] VV S 
ed to be « rossed for a third Fin ~~ ike out “twenty” and insert “twels 
rat ty read the wean! The mmendment wa agreed t 
|} ‘Phe bill as amended was ordered to be en ssed for 
1} | } . * * 
reading: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
bill (EL. R. 13527) granting time, ond pa sed. 
| JAMES P. HIMES. 
’ 1 a, oe se | The next pension business was the bill (II. R. 14642) ¢ 
| n roll, subject to | €@ pension to James P. Himes. 
; t the nat of Willard The bill was read, as follows: 
‘ { ted Stat Arti . 
a t til | ] , or ted. et That the Se of tl I rior be l 
, a2 7 | ithorized and directed to 4 e on t ! nl 
DY the tice were read, | to the provisions and limitation { the | mn ws, the 
Jame I’. Himes, late of Company M, Third Regin Kent 
{ 'Rabtary? Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him q@ per mat tl I 
Sean ra Caine nh } $30 per month 
, ‘he amendment recommended by the committee was rr 
F : | follows: 
L to be ¢ ( ed for a third } - , 
"3 a & trike out ‘thirty ’ ane Se oh 60 dies 
‘ d ‘ead the third In ] strik { thirty and in { ty 
The amendment was agreed to. 
‘he bi as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a 
J bill led | | 1 
he bill (H. R. 18761) granting | Tees: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
he bil Lee 4h rranting § 


t. 14646) gr 


nittee were r 
ce ad 
I | 

‘ ed foi 

ly rend thie 











ihe bill was 
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ad. as follows: rhe ar Iment re aaa 
Phat the Se tary f the It alo nd he ts folle S 
1 directed to place on t ensio! - ect to In ca . ; 
thhiitationr f the pension iws, the nam of So 

f Phe Lofton, i of Company A, First he lhe ent wis I 
{ war with Mexico, and pay her a pension Che bill as amended v 
nth in lieu of that she is now eiving 3 

} l I tha 1 is ww il ivinu rendi ws nnd being engrossed, 


ordered to be 


engrossed, 


next pensi 
nerease Of pension 
he bill was read, a 
cnacted. et "| 
i ! i i 
nad tat 
Wide f A 
ind pay her I 


is ne 


lows: 


ne until 


s was the bill (II. R. 14669) granting | Ns an Increase of pens ) 
; } l was i s 
na If. Wagner. Phe bill was re 
e ¢ t | t S 
Vy ' ! | 1 « 
s of the Interior be, and he is ns and 
to place on the pension roll, s ect to) ge ; te ( | 
f the pension laws, the name of Anna Scie eters : : \ 
» Wagner, la colonel, Uni iS $ : 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of |’) . 
i i} nena e Fret Cl 
rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | follows 
In lin S strike out t \ 
lor insert the words “and military The amendment was agreed 
1 The bill as ar wed w Ol 
Lifty ind insert the Ph j 
win rds nd 1 rending : and being « d, 
the nor children of s I tim ind passed. 
f 16 years.” 
. JAM I 


Ww 


engrossed for a third reading; and . nd 


it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ANNA 


sine 


An 


If. 


follows: 


hat 1 


ifter the word 
‘ral Staff 
> out the w 
insert the 
eount f each 
they reach the 


The amendments were : 
the bill as amended w: 


e, and passed. 


The next pension business was the bill (HL. R. 14694) granting 


The bill was re: 


Be it enacted, 


ithorized 
| ions and 


Lt er, | 
th 


how re 


ate 
i pay him 


ty r 


el 


SAM 


at 1 





is 


he 
ed 





and directed 


limitations of t 


of Company I 


eClViIngs 





ma 


t the rat 


ivreed 
ordered to be engrossed for a third 
ding; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | in 


IL R. 


So 
te 


id, as follows: 


WAGNER. rhe 








Lo. 


S 1 inerenuse ol pension to 
Phe bill w read, as follo 


DUM MER. Re it cnacted. et rhat the & 





the provi ms and tio 
. . ‘ I 
increase of pension to Samuel R. Dummer. RB Cox. late of Col ' . 
tt I POU | I nt it 
retar Poa} “io 7 ‘ he i The samen en} I ml } 
retary of the Interior be, and he is phe smenaments re TED TL1¢ 
place on the pension roll, subjec to as follows 
lw pension laws, the name of Samuel 
» Tenth Re United States Inf In line 6, afte ( 1 
e of §: month in lieu ha In in ft 
Mout 1 Ve rte 
in I 7 { ‘ { t] 


Phe amendment re 


OWS: 


In line S strike 


out 


The amendment wa 


1 


Wling: and being engrossec 


rie and pissed. 


WILLIAM W. 


‘ thirt 


\ 


‘ommended 


and 


Ss agreed 


} 


by the committee was read, as 
The amendments were 
rl 


insert “ twenty 


rending : and being engrossed, 


LO. 


Phe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
1, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 


The next pension business w: 


HOWELE. 


ih inerease of pension to Chor 


Phe next pension business was the bill (If. R. 14793) granting The bill was read, as follows 


increase of pension to William W. 


The bill was 1 
f enacted 
thorized 
ons and 
il l, late ¢ 
and 
it he ji 


‘end, as follows : 


liowell. 


t Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is) sparrow. late of Ik 
d directed to place on the pension roll, subjec to Infantry, and ry = : 
imitations of the pension laws, the name of William rt) } 
: : . f th he is now 
f ¢ pany Lb, | t Regiment Ohio Volunteers, wi: ms 
pay him pension at the rate of $20 per month in The amend iit It iit 
vy receivin 


Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and In line 7 st ~*~ ant the w 


lng engrossed, it was 


Phe next pension busines 


nerease of Penuste 


) 
| tome 
eo 

} 1 xy 

\\ 

' / 

' } 
ieu 


accordingly read the third time, and \ in line 7, rt 
with Sy 
SAMANTILA FE. HERALD. The amendments were ‘ 
| | l ate ] ~ 
s was the bill (IL. RB. 14848) eranting Vl | : ; lel 
r+ to Samantha EB. Terald. fe ENCE SRRS- Shanes aa ' 
rend, as follows CETTE, ENCED? eu. 
et That the See ry of the Interior be, and ‘ 
ed and directed to ce on the pension 1 , ibject t Se oe aaa 
mal vfion ol he pension law the name of S ( Vu ph on 
le idow of Willian Herald, late of Company A, 1 in ! St) a ‘ to Jol 
! wit \l » and pay | | non on ‘ : , id ‘ 
it t e is no 
i ‘ mended by the conmn » WHS vl 
‘ { word KR nt ind j rt tl \ | ‘ | \ ‘ ‘ ‘ 
ent \ S neres | ) 
Lhe t | VV ered to ly en rossed {fo} 1 third 1 the bill w i ¢ ed 1 
" i S rossed Wiis it dingly il t | j ‘ ( \ 
JAN Gi 711 ST LILOWAY \I \ 
1, } ‘ 
1 » 1 IOS W the bill CLT. Rt. 1 ro) e : 
{ n } 
ye to James G le { Ul 
| \ | 
. ee i fol - 
t | { f tl Int \I SULLOWAY \ Ss 
1 ds dire d n tl ' : \ diouv 
| ! I ] \ 8 {| ony 
f or y Db S ] it I ) \ I j > 
Mexis nd pay | islon ut the 1 fs | \ M =" 5 = ‘ 
f that he is now receivin rurned until M het I 


w bill as amended was ord 


Wilts 
Si \l 
t ly 
mt 
| 
L | 
red 
‘\ 
rAC 
{| 
I 


ec W 


3} 


=< 


;* 


ded 































































































































































| { \ ‘ IUNICAT Ne 
1 le l il 
‘ of \ rea ng, with 
( | ! rt of 7 ! ex 
| ( to thie 
| | 
i 
{ ‘ ‘ f the 1) 
( tion for l 
{ f ¢ Gu i I 
( ed to be rinted. 
‘ ‘ . ‘ { { ! { 
t f \ r il > 
( it é lov dis 
1) i t Committee 
( it be } ed 
( COMMITTEES O PUBLIC BILLS AND 
Iii Mut PIONS 
{ of Rule X11] lis a of the fol 
j 1" ! fy ( * de] ered 
l t Cal lars 1 reil 
; \1 | i"4 | o ( eon M { A ({ té 
‘ | ‘ (Tl R “S1t) 1 u 
{ { } lve be ‘ Fort S ne 
| NI reported tl wit! 1 
} wrt (No, 1714 hs { bill and 
} i ! ) e ti e ¢ ‘ 
REPO Or COMM | S PRIVATE BILLS ND 
RESOLUTIONS 
f J I resolu s of 
( ‘ ly me ! | m cor ittee 
‘ ( 1 xe ‘ » t C« I tee of the 
| f ( 1) 4 ( l to which wa 
of 1 ll. RR. ¢ or the 1 eto 
j j ‘ ‘ VV h amendment, ( pret 
i \ Il d | and rep t were 
| e ( 
\\ | | he ¢ on Ch: iS to 
‘ | of ‘ louse I t. 4736) for the 
( ( ! Ss ol Vic reported thi 
‘ ed report (No. 1GS87): 
were ref lL to e Private Calen 
( ee Oo ( to which w ze 
| It ’ ) | e the See 
é bieu 
‘ I I Lik. report 
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Mr. GARRETT, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
referred the bill of the House (il. R. 3649) for the r 
Z7enas Parker, reported the same without amendment, ac 

L by a report (No. 1694); which said bill and report 
relerred 1 the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WELBORN, from the Committee on Claims, to 

referred’ the bill of the Hlouse (H. R. S717) for the re 
Jacob Pick reported the same without amendment, nc 
! l by a report (No. 1695) 3 which said bill and report 
referred to the Private ¢ endar 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whi 
fer { bill i R. 10605) for the re 
kid rd FY. Stahl, reported the same with amendment, 
panied by a report (No. 1696); which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McGAVIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whic! 
the bill of the House (11. R. 9528S) to reimburss 
yickson for loss of his tools through the fire which des 

engine house at Fort Duchesne, Utah, on Septem 


M2, reported the sa Without amendment, accompanied 


report (No. 1697): which said bill and report were refe! 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whic! 

ferred the bill of the House (HL. R. 14467) for the r 
Capt. George I. VPickett, paymaster, United States Ar 
ported the me Without amendment, accompanied by a1 
(No. 1698S); which said bill and report were referred 
Private ¢ endar. 

Mr. TIRREL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
ferred the bill of the House (Il. R, 2996) to reimbut 
Sydney Layland for sums paid by him while master « 
U. S. transport Mobile in July and August, ISOS, reports 

ie Without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
Mr. WELBORN, from the Committee on Claims, to wh 
referred the bill of the House (Hl. R. 13247) for the re 
John If. Tharp, of Eversonville, Mo., reported the same 


} 


midimnent ceompanied by a report (No. 1700) 5 which 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. IIOWELEL of Utah, from the Committee on Clai 

he bill of the tlouse (If. R. T7709) 1 
relief of Joseph Crow, reported the same without amen 
accompanied by a report (No. 1701); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ir. RIVES, from the Committee on Claims, to whi 
referred the bill of the House (EL. R. 14544) for the r 
Col. Medad C. Martin, reported the same without ame 
ccompanied by a report (No. 1702) 3; which said bill and 
ere referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GARRETT, from the Committee on Claims, to wh 
referred the bill of the louse (HL. R. 12252) for the re 
the legal representatives of Massalon Whitten, deceas 
ted the same with amendment, accompanied by a re} 
O3); which said bill and report were referred to the 


(i 


















from the Committee on Cla 


which \ referred the bill of the Ifouse (LL. R. 18154) 
relief of John TT. Trion, reported the same without ame 
lied by a report (No. 1704) 3 which said bill 

port were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr CLAUDE KITCHIIIN, from the Committee on Cl 
wl 1 Wi " rred the bill of the Tlouse (Hl. R. 5167) 
relief of W m if. Stiner & Sons, reported the same 


Winen uccompanied by a report (No. 1705): wh 
nd r ' ’ Private C 





Lhe Oo, from the sar tee, to Ww 
| louse (HL. RR. T771) for the relief of Judd O 


ell, reported t > sume without amend ent, ( Lidpoar 


K. FEBRUARY 24, 








h™ “e 


yoda 
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(No. 1709) ; which 1 bill and report were referred to By Mr. BYRD: A 1 H.R ) 
Private Cal | Snowd to t ( 
\ riIRRELI from the C« tl tee on Claims, to which was 1 M CHANEY \ 
1 the bill of the Hous ’ R. 7961) for the of f l | os a 
I irbell rep ed tl Sill Wit { endmie { lid Pe 
ry i re (N », 1710) whi l a u L xe \ . i NI L>] TS TL] \ ] th ‘ 
| i ! e ( ere e ¢ + \ | ( 
Ir. GARRETT, from the Committee Cl to w h is; lid I 
1 the bill of the H CH. RK. £ ) ! i] by M EDWARDS \ R 
» pay the estate of Samuel Lee, deceased, in full f \ Andy |] e ¢ \ 
r pay and al ane de by reason ¢ © electio Also H. R. 15599) 
Lee to the Fort eve ( rress and his sery s there ) ( ‘ 
1 the biite with ‘ i ol j | \ i ti be 
’ 1711) W s ( | | id re TeT Were reterl i to tl er ) ( \] \ 


e Calendar. (Iso bill (1 I  ( 
Mr. MOUSER, f 1 the Co ttee on Ch to wl 1 was | ¢ \ S 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1256) to authorize pay t Also, ill (IL RR 
the Henry Philipps Seed and Implement Company for seed | to the ¢ iM ‘ 
i to, and aceepted by, the Dt { \gr tu \ : | (H. R. 15608) 
the fiscal year 1902, reported the s e without to the ¢ t¢ Milit ; 
ent, rnceompanied by a report (No. 1712); which said bill and Also. 1 (HL. R. 
wore were referred to the Private Calendar. to the Committee on M v A 
M HOWKLLE of Utah, from the Committee on Cl to \] hill ' 
h was referred the bill of the Hou (Hh. HR. 12 L) te ra eon \ ( 
| Se ba ees ae ' = RANE oe a ae ity \ , a bill (H.R ) for i 
I, oss resulting fre rob v of the United sr tes 1 ] 1 J ec | a 
ad the same wit ut : endment ( i ] i} oO : S 
NO (15) 3 which tid bill 1 re rt were rele ito the VP , 1 (Uh. t sa } 
E son oO (‘o 
te Calendar. Als | i ~) 
Cente i he i j 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS Ne » bill CHL YI CN) ory 
Under elause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | to the Committee on Invalid P 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as Also, a bill (H. BR. 15610) N 
WS: Pott to the ¢ rar 1 | | 
By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 15336) to ar l 1 act ¢ 4 lth. RY ) ov] , 1 
‘ “An act to ¢ wie I mal ba Y > ous to ex l ) e Co i 
r corporate existence, . other purpost ipproved Also ] | ae ) 1 \\ 
y 12, 18S2—to the Committee on Banking and ¢ reney. Lewis—t iO ¢ ‘ ] 
by Mr. MACON: A bill (1. R. 15585) to authorize the Mad Also, a bill (IL RR. 15613) ] 
I) 1] 


ridge Companys 





ver in St. Francis County, At at or near the town of M Also. al (ER O14 it 
1, in said county and State—to the Committee on Inte te | ¢ ‘ sal ‘ Con oa I 
1 foreign Commerce. \] (11. R. 15615) ¢g 
By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (1H. R. 15584) to 1 late the sal Jol MOS ( Ay 
of assistant postmasters 7 lices of tl st elas \] r bil (aR ALE) ot 
the Committee on the Post-Office and VP Rond 1] it Calo \ the Com1 te ] | 
By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 15585) grat iz pen ns \ bill (11. R G17) 
ers, sailor ind 1 confined in ¢ ederate ] CG . Evar a hes | 
he Committee on I lid J . \ WR IS) ¢ , 
I} r. STAFFORD: A b H.R mS) to \ f ! R M 4 ( 
e of a site and th 1 of a public bu ¢ tl Al | (H. 1 519) 
Waukesha, in the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on |) Samuel W. A s Co i 
Buildings and Grou \] 1 «UR. 
By Mr. LLOYD: A 3 t1 n (If. J. R Of) | 1) a 1) I ra ; ‘ 
ndment to the C« tu 1 to ] fortun to the Cor Als \ iH (h. H 2 ) 
ton ithe Judiciary. Caleb M. Tarte alas 4 ; 1, 
Mr. BARTLETT: A resolution (IT. Re ets) of inquiry | \I ELETCHE! \ I 
the Postmaster-General d indi information relative to ‘ » of ‘ » A eZ. Bu ( 
mm ot the Union News, a \ | ] ! | t \ i’ 
( fy the ‘a 1 io t Miv \ LOY \ HW. h 
on the Post-Ot 1d Post-l rf N \ ; 
\\ ‘ 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLI ONS iv Mr. GARR { A ) rH. } 
| clause 1 of Rule NATLI, private bills 1 resolutions « ‘| lL. Si » the ¢ 
\\ { were intre iced and ‘ y referred a iv M HINS \\W A 
f to VW Il. <¢ ( 
| LNDRI A bill (HI. R. 15587) zg cr 1 { i 
1 Wl Co ee on ny d be nS ] Mr, THOAT \ ! 
l (il ! Le) Ss) an ip m to H \\ % 
{ ( ( 1 il id be | a>\\ | 
bill qh. J loos) grant i pens 1 to Mat ] 
the ¢ ee on | lid Pens . 
bill (HL. R. 15590) granting ‘) Case ¢ ( it My I ( 
oO Co on Inv d Ven 
1 ¢] ‘ | ? the r \ OL the ¢cl ( l 
\ i Re to the ¢ eon M i Mir. FET 
ir. BISHOP: A bill (H.R. 15592) granting an in 
1 to I a: end—to the ¢ ttee on J d | Mire | heheh H.R 


| Vir. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H.R. 1 ) ’ \ | i. R , 
' 1 to i y LW o the ils ( \ ‘ 
' { i ns | IN dul { 5 
Ir. BURLI \ Ab .. BR. I , ft ( { ( 
»B. Bri to the ¢ e ou Jud a 








I MM MceMORRAN: A bill (HL. R. 15633) granting an in 
( on to Alice If, McMulle to the Committee on 
1 
I} In. MOUSER: A bill CIE RR. 15684) granting an increase | 
1 to Samuel M. Reese—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Ir. PARSONS: A bill (HL. R. 15635) granting an increase 
of yp on to Ridgley M. Laird—to the Conimittee on Invalid 
| ns 

| Mr RIPODES: A bill (IL. R. 15636) for the relief of 1len 
NI field sud Mattie Mansfield to the Committee on War 
( 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (IL. R. 15637) for the 

fof Jolin Nutt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAMUERE: A bill (IL R. 15638) granting a pension to 
Joseph BL ticks —to the Conunittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (I. R. 15639) to provide 
for the | mt of certain railroad bonds of the county of 
Cee »>Which have been funded into Territorial bonds of the 
Per my of Arizona, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
‘ 1 ¢ lil ~ 

by Mr. SMUTILT of Illinois: A bill (IT. R. 15640) granting an 

erense of pension to Corydon MckElvain—to the Committee on 
[: lid Pensions 

by Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (2H. R. 15641) granting an in 
cl eof pension to Eli Woodbury—to the Committee on In 
\ di ous 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Toned clause 2 of Rule NXIT, the Committee on Pensions 
\ s discharged from the consideration of the bill (TE R. 14530) 
! way i to Louisa bk. Satterfield, and it was referred 
» the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows : 

[3 Mr. ACHTIESON Petition of citizens of Washington, Da... 
‘ nst bill IL R. S3ove to the Committee on the District of 
( With 

by Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Bolivar Coun 
cil, No. O70, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Com 
} - of) Tinmigration and Naturalization, 

\Iso, petition of the Fifth Regiment Camp, No. 29, Sons of | 
Veteral vainst bill TL R. Sil3i—to the Committee on Mili 
Liul \fl 

LIso. J L of Laneaster Council, No. 912, favoring restric 

i ration to the Committee on Immigration and 
Nat i 

Also 1of the Citv Front Federation, against bill I. k 
12 to 1 Conunittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, pe on of the Independent Refiners’ Association, rela 
t to e legislition—to the Comimittee on Interstate 

1 | ny Ce ie 

\ etition of Hilldale Council, No. 235; Strickersville Coun- | 
( ) hy 1 Fodelsville Council, No. 403, Junior Order | 
| te \l in) Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra 
1 to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

\ petition of the United States Brewers’ Association, for 

wlicial urt in the Orient—to the Committee on Foreign 
\f 

By Mr ALENANDER: Petition of the Jewelers’ Board of 
| de oof Ne York, against repeal of the bankruptes 1iuw to 
the Comittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BANNON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar 
tin Lunsford ——-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

by Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for re 
lief of Min A. M. Pettyjohn—to the Committee on Pensions, 

AISO. posupe to ine npatny bill CIE RR. 14530) for relief of 


Louisn Satterfield —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ity M | NNET of New York: Petition of C. W. Scheveter | 
etal and Local Union No, 490, Painters, Decorators, and Paper 
lange for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 


Lhics Ce unittee on Wa and Means 
By Mr. BOWERSOCK : Pet 
Arkansas ¢ Vy, against a 
the Post-Otlice and Post-I 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: 1 


the Com 


parcels-] st bill lo the 


ercial Club of 


Conmittee on 


tion of 


» | 
coud 
, 


etition of citizens of Maine, for repeal 


1 


of revenue tax on denaturized aleohol—to the Committee on 
Wik nd Means. 

iv M BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of A. IL. Potts, 
against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on 
Wavs and Means. 


Mr. BYRD: Petition of J. J. Thomas, for 


Ib 


praying refer 
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ence of his claim to Court of Claims 


FEBRUARY 2}, 


to the Cominittee on \ 
Claims, 

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
Abby J. Bryant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the Water Color Club of Providence, for ) 
moval of the duty on works of art—to the Committee on \\ 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Medieal Society of Newport, R. T.. f 
reorganization of the Medical Corps of the Army—to the ( 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rey. Albert Donnell, of Slatersville, R. | 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Co 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Esther Browning, for bill TH. R. ove 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island Division, No. 390, Brotherh 
of Railway Trainmen, for passage of the employers’ liab 
bill and the anti-injunction bill—to the Coinmnittee 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 


On 


Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
Rhode Island, and KE. F. Henry, of East Greenwich, R. I. 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Un 
of Pascoag, R. T.; the Cranston Street Baptist Church, 
Roger Williams Baptist Church, and the Second United Pres 
terian Church, of Providence; the Shawmut Baptist Chu 
of Warwick, and the Coventry Central Six Principles Day 
Church, of Anthony, against repeal of the anticanteen law 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Baptist Church of Warwick, 
Christian Temperance Union, and the Young : 
Christian Mndeavor of Rhode Island, in favor of the Ilepb 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign ¢ 
Mmeree, 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: 
in favor of bill Hf. R. S973 
Currency. 

Also, petition of 
immigration—to the 
“zation. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Vetitions of the First Methodist Clu 
the Presbyterian Church, the First Methodist Episcopal Ch 
and the Presbyterian Body, all of Sheridanville, Pa., for 
MceCumber-Sperry bill—to the Committee on Alcoholic | 
Trathie. 

Also, petition of Trinity Lutheran Church, of Sheridany 
Pa., for the MceCumber-Sperry bill—-to the Committee on 
holic Liquor Trattie. 

Also, petition of HT. P. Benvold, for extending the power o! 


the Wen 


cople’s Soc ey 


Letter of 
to the Comuittee on 


WW. Ne 
Banking 


qreorge 


restriction 
and Nit 


Olander Richter, favoring 
Committee on Linmigration 


Jnierstate Commerce Comission io the Committee on 
staute and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: VDetition of the Courant, against 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Cominittee on Ways 
Means. 

by Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Eau Claire, W 
against bill Il R. sovzz—to the Committee on the Disti 


Columbis. 

Also, petition of John Weibel et al., against 
to the tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J 
li. Wolf——to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of owners of moter | 
Lawrence River, for repeal of revenue tax on ce 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Minneapolis Teleg 
ugainst the tariff on linotype machines—to the 
Wavs and Means. 

by Mr. FLOYD: 
relief of John M, 


bill TW. Re Tee 


Comin 


nsion 
oats on the > 
Taturized 


Comunitte 


Papers to accompany bill (H.R. 54+) 
Ilarris—to the Committee on Invalid 1" 


SIOTIS, 


Also, papers to accompany bill (H.R. 15545) for the 
of William R. Flud—to the Committee on Tnvaiid Pension 

Also, papers to accompany bill (IL R. 15541) for the re 
of Joshua Pruitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. FRENCH: Petition for the removal of the tax 
denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means 
Also, petition of the Blackfoot Republican and the Mav 
Mirror, against the tariff on Jinotype machines—to the Co 

inittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Independent 
tion, relative to railway-rate legislation—to 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of W. HI. Chandler, relative to 
legislition—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Refiners’ Asso 
the Committee 


railway-rat 
Foreign Com 


Merce, 
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petition of ie Postum Cereal Company, for the Gard Als ‘ 1 ¢ he Cl { S 
1 bill ) ee I Lt Foreign | f ‘ s ‘ 
| \ . 
" t of Mic! in: Pet 1 of th Y L. H. \ ) ( ‘ ( . 
& C the Ne inst the tariff on Lt e mi l ) ( 
to the ¢ 1ittee on Ways and Means Arid J i 
ing GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of l ir, OLS I 
\ i e Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; | TV] ] o the ¢ \\ 
r. HAMILTON: Petition of Royal Grange, No. 986, of By Mr. PARSONS: P 
1, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to ; repeal of rey } ( 
i © ¢ \\ and Means on Ways and M 
i ITASKINS: Petition of G. D. Litchfield et al., against By Mr. RUCKE! L on eg J \ 
] tion In 1 lis t of Columbia to the Com . rE ! n 
the J ict of Columbia 1 Ways M 
ir. TAYES: ] n of S. J. Cool l.. of San F s By Mr. RYAN: Petition « O ( 
c li H. KR. 229% to tl Comm on } ! ) 
] ition of thy Inil, a hnst th tart on lin | \ », | ‘ l ( \ 
tl ( init n Ways and Mea , : ( 
petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San F1 s ( 
S. 14 » tl Con { on Foreign Affail I} \i LOGGY j | 
», petition of the Cha of ¢ »of San F1 t:) | \ } { \\ 
‘an appro] on ! i nd—to ( M 
1 the Public Lands } | Sth] ] ) , { 
je the Chamber of ¢ ‘ ) n Fra I > , Cy > 
H. RK. 7079 r repeal of revenue tax on denaturized al 1} \I SHERMAN Peti tof *] ( 
Mr. Ilo of New Jersey: Petition of the Board of | mittee on Wavs 1 Me 
Missio the Refor 1 Church of America, for a By Mr. SMITII « larvl 1 | ] 
tion of Chinese-exclusion lay to the Committ on | Roard Vrade, rel oO \ te | 1 ‘ 
1 Affail nitter luterstat l Fore 1 ¢ 
, petition of George T. Cranmer, of Trenton, N. J., for a \ C] ( 
ie el 1 ~ to tl ( © on Wavs | Men Cow 1 ( ( ‘\ ! ) 
lr. HUGHES: Pet s of the Junior Order Un 1 | Govern l » 1] ( ! 
nm OMe of ]) e, W. VY 1 Bright H il 
1 No. 85, of He V. Va. for further restriction of By Mr. STEENERSON: 1 
n » the ¢ ee on Immigration and Natu Minne i. D ( 1M ‘ 1] ie) 
Horen, for re] lL of reve 1 | ) 
\Ty Ix I . DY ( 1 p ] i I 1 ’ I ) ; Ln } lI ( ‘ \\V > i dl NI 
f of J NH. D to the Committee on Invalid B rIRREI ] M.C.D | | 
; relig y ] ( ( ‘ el I ! ('o- 
Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Hyde Park (N. Y.) G we | lumbia 
Mmerson S. Rymph et al, for repeal of revenue tax on | By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petit Micl \ 
rized aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Meat | tinst the tariff « ! ! { Co 
Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: Petitions of Andrew J. Co r | Ways and Me 
Ledger, against the tariff on linotvpe machines—to the I i VAN WINKLE - | (It. J 
eon Ways and Menuns. — LHDTO) fe he re t Ma 1) » I ( 1 | 
| Ir, KNAPP: Petition of J. M. Williams, against tl valid J 
n linotype machines—to the Committee on Way | by Mr. WEBI Pay ya f ! 
ae & 1 i | 1] 
Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of 70 citizens of New Yorl : 
bills Il RR. 8022 and 10510—to the Committee on the 
ry. SENATE. 
Mir. LIVINGSTON: Petition of Local Union No. 195, of NI ] 
1, Ga., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol MONDAY, J ‘ 
Committee on Ways and Means. Pr r by the ¢ I Ie ip EK. I . 
Mr. LLOYD: Petition of the Missouri Corn Growers’ As- | phe Seer proceeded to read 
1, in favor of reciprocity with Gern to tl 
on Ways and Means. U 
Mr. LORIMER: Petition of citizens of Illinois, relative to | rhe VICE-PRESID | | 
the Kongo Free Stat to the Committee on Foreign ; 
Mr. McGAVIN: Petition of many citizens of New Yor The VICE-PRESII } 
nity, for relief for ] ‘s of victims of G i Sl tion fre the Seer y of War 
to tl » ( {tee « Claim { 1 Kt > 
Mir. MoMeé RAN |’ on of M. Il. M l et ] ( sat of (i ! ] 
lf. Rt. 18O—to the Committee on Agriculture. uperil lent of va.g 
tition of Il. M. Merritt, f bill If. R. 10009—to the vhich h tl | 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. | mittee on M y A 
petition of M. Hl. Merritt, for a parcels-post law—to the Col LD AND 
ttee on the Post-Office and VPost-Road ov) 1s ’ 
petition of M. H. Merritt et al, for repeal of 1 a Se Osa 
iturized alecohol—to the Committee on Way nad ” eo. 
ns of Wal 1 Ray granges, { lof reve Pn ; 
on. cde | ileoho! o the Co , , on \ ‘ p or f{ 
1 ony | | 
| Mr. MANN: Petition of ¢ ns of Ch » for the on Aj Ind zs 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weigl and M ives, 
Mr. MINOR: Petition of the Kewaunee Banner and the The VICE-PRESIDENT | | 
n Wisconsin Advertiser, rainst the tariff on lit © | tion from the : tant ( ( ( 
\ nes—to the Committee on Ways and Means fe ting a certified copy of 1 f ! 
Mr. NEEDITAM: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of | the cause of 'T] rust f ( Dray le, Va., 
irancisco, for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized al . The United Stat W hii ht 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, |} referred to the Co e on ¢ | | | l. 
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tion from the as 
ou { ¢ - tl ting a certified 
l urt in the cnuse of The 
1 | in Chureh, of Stafford County, 
‘ | l th the Ipanyvying paper, 
i on €] ml ordered to be 
I ( | ( ( rhe fi > the is 
{ 4 { ( i ea certified 
‘ i ol ( 1 1 1 ir 1 the Gause of 
| Pru j Church. of Summersville 
VW. \ The | | h, with th MNPMUNV ay 
‘ i to ( ‘ ohn 4 ims md ordered 
a 
i \ \¢ i if) r OMPANY 
| CE-P ~T] ‘ e Senpte thre nhiunl re 
} ( } ‘ i i’ ’ rel Horie ‘ } ppt for 
1% I i ft tt Committ on 
1 ) i «¢ ‘ t | ’ t j j ad 
‘ Lk Lari 
\ ‘ ! LLouse at Ike cs 1 ‘ | \ \W a 
1} ‘ nouneed th the ITTouse had 
od { j t reso I each with an 
! 1 l juest | he col i @ « the Sen 
{ ! th here e ¢ 1 to Pairick 
] 
SR ‘ i ll | r the Intel te €% were? 
( i ‘ 1 CX itlon into subject of rail 
| om a. rt on tl sme 
Iso requested eturn he House the bill 
It ) ! ( f pens yR.G..4 a ; 
rectiy reported and engrossed as IL BR. 
t or t nounced that the Llouse had passed a 
{ 1 ‘ to oe 1 the net rf hie Speci ( of 
1 I ( ( Ite ‘ ( id tl \ rie cent of the 
{ . ‘ i , lent f the Sen im Si t! en 
| i ii. R. 20% t to itherize the construction of 
‘ 1 oO} is on the Tenne River t fuscle 
I \! i in whien it requested the concurrence of 
iin Wdments in the enrollment thereot 
‘ ) ounced that the Hlouse had passed the 
SJ S. An t granting an increase of pension to William M. 
] 
\ I , i CTECASE ol }* sion to Urial J. 
« 
~ ‘ t 1 inerense of pe 1 to Granville P. 
M 
\ t fan Increase of yx 1 to Mary R. 
1 
is? \ { in in se of ne : 4 James I 
An A oil re ( of Jo } to Jol (ook 
Ana roan in of pension to C1 is J. 
\n t ¢ nh increase f pension to John In 
1} 
\1 e of pension to Anthony I. 
( 
\! E 1 cre ‘ { per n to Sal tian 
' , aI of pension to Frederi 
I 
» An t t ran rease of pension to Benjamin F, 
\ 0 e of yx to Francis Ih 
\1 ! e of }) on to George LP. 
J 
; \ of ] to'J in FE. 
I 
an \l nh} OL yy m to Marion F. 
I] 
8. An act 1 increase of pension to John M 
Div 
s 6. An act granting an Increase of p on to Emily Pe 
t 
S OG. An act iting an increase of pension to James 
Wil 
S533. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 


FEBRUARY 2353. 


S. 566, 


An 


act granting an increase of pension to Geo) 
Wiley ; 
S. 573. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry ‘4 
Braman: 
S.oS7T. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Chenoweth : 
S. GIO An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Prater: 
S. 620, An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Ss. Law; 
S. O24. An act granting an increase of pension to Abbir 


S. 650 An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 
Bradley ; 

Ss. 640. An act granting an increase of pension to Hue 
Bulfon ; 

S. 676. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshu 


‘ord 3 


S. 702. An act granting an increase of pension to 


R 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edmum 
alias John Marks; 





Ss. An act granting an increase of pension to Char 
Puck ; 

S. 724. An act granting an increase of pension to Ge 
Parker; 

S. 788. An act granting an increase of pension to Edw: 
Metcalf; 

S. 7S An act granting an increase of pension to M 
Wolf; 

S. So3. An act granting an increase of pension to Cl 


act granting an increase of pension to Flor 


or 


act granting an increase of px Harry 


‘nsion to 


. An act 
Michaelis, alias Ed 


Ss. 970. An act 


S. DGS, granting an increase of to ke 


ward Michel: 


granting an 


pension 


increase of pension 


Crome: 


S. 983. An act to validate certain certificates of sok 





>. Llé 
litional homestead rights ; 

S. US4. An act granting an increase of pension to Willi 
Ber ct 

S. 902. An act granting an increase of pension to Alle 
Lyon; 

S. 1010. An act granting an increase of pension to Ji 


sawyer | 
S. 1017. An act granting : 
S. 1037. 

lL. Oxton: 


S. 126S 


increas 


eof pension to Mary it: 
Aa 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


An act granting an increase of pension to W 


Lounsberry 
». 1298. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Frat 
Usher; 


S. 1414. An act granting an increase of pension to Sid: 
Smith; 
M417. An act granting an increase of pension to If 


sranting an increase of pension to J¢ 





Will : 

S. 1465. An act granting an increase of pension to A 
Potter ; 

S. 1518. An act granting an increase of pension to P 
F. Lull; 

S. 1956. An act granting an increase of pension to W 
If. J 

S. 15 An act granting an increase of pension to [1 
A. Paul 

S. 1670. An act granting an increase of pension to W 
MeNabb; 

S. 1751. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil! 


S. 1756. An act granting a pension to Lena S. Fenn; 
S. 1744. An act granting an increase of pension to J 


Papy ; 

S. 1758. An act granting an increase of pension to Waldo 
Paine: 

S. 1798. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


Sinith: 


Ss. 1799. An act granting an increase of pension to He 
Logan ; 
S. 1821. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel | , 


Andrews ; ’ 
S. 1835. An act granting an increase of 
Doane; 


pension to James G. 
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S. 1840. An act granting an increase of pension to Jain S. 5607. Am a rranting am incrense of s \ J 
Vien Drisceo: and 
“ ISSD. An act granting an increase of pension to Nellie Ray- | Ss. 4029. An act granting an ! e of 7] mm to M (; 
} Al r. 
5. voso. An act granting an increase of pension to John VP. The message further nnnou ad t! the Tlouse lhnad 1 
pheil, No. 2 thi Hlowing bills and je ! ‘ 
vish. An act granting an increase of pension to George VP. | concurrence ef the Senat 
vbridge ; H. R. 38i1. A t to ds SN f e | ‘ 
2257. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. | utes of the I ted States I" ‘ ) 
hell; } vessels of ¥V : 
Ss. eaeT. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney F. | Ht. R. 595. An t concerning f ede 
IH. R. AS4. An t x1 uy \\ Mave 
eserves. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Hk. R. 485. An t inh ‘ to W 
lin Bigelow ; ll. Bante 
2320, An act granting an increase of pension to Knute Tor Hl. RR. 550, An act granting an ‘ ‘ Pets 
I cott 
ePaaz. An act granting an increase of pension to Elien 8. ll. R. 675. An act cr 1 increase of pe mito D el 
cl Morrissey : 
2377. An act granting a pension to Clara T. Leathers ; fi. R. 15S. An act granting an increase of | on to Atph ) 
5. 2405. An act granting an increase of pension to John BP. TL Harvey 
et: Hi. R. 1071. An act granting an inerenase « ‘ onto W ' 
P41. An act granting an inerease of pension to Carrie B. | K. Keech: 
lley ; Il. R. 1157. An act granting ease of persiol \! 
Ss. 2421. An act granting an increase of pension to Herrick | M. Kauffman: 
FOS | H.R. 205. An act granting an increase of pension to &S el 
S. 2449. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander |}. Bigger 
tt HT 948. An t grantir 1 crease of pension to Jo \\ 
Y4s’. An act granting an increase of pension to Cutler A. | Burton: 
nberlin: HE. R. 1831. An aet granting an inerease of pension to Roswell 
e526. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | J. Nelse 
ly It. R. 1440. An aet granting an increase of yp. to M 
Pang. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. | EE. Lawton 
An aif { {rT rit ne ! st ‘ { li to 4 
“7. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
tlow Ler An act granting \ ease of pons to Hl 
“Jez. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. | J. Fulmer: ‘ 
ben HP. RR. 1565. An act r the relief of Theodore TL. Bis] 
~ 2752. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert S If. R. tee. An act granting an increase of to 
L, VV ; 
(78. An act granting an increase of pension to John W, Hi. R. WS5. An act granting 1 inerense of | < ey 6 
ord: W. Bedient ; 
7. An act granting an increase of pension to Janie: If. R. W742. An act granting an increase of pension t | 
CO: than Daughenbaugh : 
-sH9o An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel A, Hl. R. 1775. An act granting hnerease of | to A 
E der Kintison ; 
SUST1. An anet granting an increase of pension to Joseph Hl. R. AUST. An aet granting an I eof pen to J i 
nell, sr. ; M. West ; 
S.2075. An act granting a pension to Mary L. Miller: HI. R. 1808. An act ¢ ey o George S. I 
wng. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Hf. R. US57. At t sranting a yp to Ene M 
th: H. R. 1911 An act ¢ ! hz ( ‘ | ) to t 
120. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Dris- | kb. Grogan, formerly Preston; 
H.R. 1962. An tz iting f ] nto ¢ 


$5126. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen | Baker; 


SiS4. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred ‘Th | Monroe 








k : H. R. 1976... An t <1 L pe ‘ 
S3240. An act granting an increase of pension to John TP. H. Ki. 199%. An t grant eo S 
( i 1 ¢ ] ~ th 
S.p285. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary M. li. R. 2006. An ea] nto bl I. Nt 
ll; I. 1. 2060. An ting an increase of pens 
S.32901, An net granting an increase of pension to Matthew Farrell: 
Raker, jr: : 1. R. 2080. An act g ting a ( 
S3309. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. | A. Asson;: 
er: li. RR. OSS. An y ! e ¢ 
s An act granting a pension to Bernhard Schaffner ; \. Kdwards ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Olney PL. B. H.R. 2150. An tz g \ 
id. Simith 

s . An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse W. H.R. 2151. An act grantit an increase of | 
ott; Cc. We i 
S.3507. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Van AR. 2244. An § tins to | 
kenburgh 3 Dils: 
S.B508. An aet granting a pension to Mary J. Visscher ; H. R. 2245. An act 

S.3537. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony | Moore 

Presley : H. R. 2264. An act 

POST. An act granting an inmerease of pension to Eliza | MeAnally: 

H.R. 244. A ct \ y i 

S.3605. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert | C. Clobridce 

(hh H.R. 2443. An act gran ( ( \ 


3630. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin L. | Mower 


\ 8.3643. An act granting an increase of pension to Seth Ray- | W. Verkins; ; 


AL ISG 








‘ to T , \ ‘ nt in jl ( of ] ) \\ 
( 1 
) Hi. i. Ge An t g I if an l e of | s to A 
i. le 
1 to Hot ee in a cranting a per nm to Henry P. Will 
Pi; in. 8. An : granting an crease of pension to H 
) \ el ik. I house; 


Hf. 0.6216. An act granting an ine e of pr yn to S 
» Wil nm I) ! 
4. i ». An act rantiy nh increase of 1 to D 
» Isaac N. | Ward 
Ht. R. 61401. An act granting an increase of pension to W 
i to Jere V. Van O n 
H.R. 6153. An act granting an increase of pension to Wi 


H.R. 6400. An act granting an increase of pension to W 


H.R. 6508. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


re { n to John [oo 
H.R. 6557. An act granting an increase of pension to Cl 
Ln { 1 increa f pension to Thomas | IT. Jasper: 
\\ H.R. GOS. An act granting an increase of pension to I 
» Ay f t) n il nse of ne i to J ob ‘tick Kri dick : 


R. 6021. An act granting a pension to Eliza B. Wilson; 
mn iner f | ion to Levi H.R. 6965, An act granting a pension to William P. Ka 


] ton: 
11. At fA { r an ine! e of pen n to James H.R. GOSS. An act granting an increase of pension to Se) 
I. \ Cole 
i increase of m to Jan H.R. 7208. An act granting an rease of pension to Tl 
© aM © 
( An e of 1 to J rt H.R. 7225. An act granting an inerease of pension to G 
Plait 
1 to Eva L. Mar H.R. 7229. An act tnting increase of p on to S 
\ ! to Ja ( I>, La 
\ H.R 6. An t granting an increase of ] m to J 
I. An i ease of | n to John Ball 
H.R. 7412. An act granting an increase of pension to ] 
A fan ( of n to John ¢ Collins 
H.R. T7498. An act granting an increase of pension to 3 
\ ito Otto B ewette Hinson 
i. A D to Alice M li 47. An act granting an ine e of pension to Gi 
J W. Allison 
\ ‘ @ ¢ ) nto John J i] t. To8d. An tC granting an ners e of pel ion to J 
Girdle 
\ ‘ f | to Will ) It. R. 7615. An act granting an increase of pe nm to J 
ya ‘ 
» \ ense Ta I If. Rt. 7631. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
| \\ | 
| ) of m to John W I Rt. 7765. An act gi ting an ine e of pension to ¢ 
| q ‘ 
to Je ( Il. R. 7815. An act granting an ine »of pension to T! 
q, dy. ¢ 
bed H. R. 7827. Ag t ting an ease of } 1 to W 
I. | 
1 to J 1] 9. An t { | onto R NM. Is 
( I] (S44. At L } ito Pl IX 
\ ! rea f to Hen 1] it \n { in imere e of pe mtoN 
) f 1 to Do | (S83. An act inting an inert » of pension to | 
J 
ting an of 1 to A lL. RR. TOS4. An act granting a pension to Henry R. Fill 
Pt. ) An act ut in increase of pension ’ 
e i to Jennie 0 n 
] i S144. An act granting a pe on to Ada J. Li: vel 
nto John W RR IG1., An act granting an increase of pension to A 
° 1 
n M | J. England | 6. Al { iting an iner of pr ion to T] 
l ] e OL pen n to bhi lh ] | 
If. kk i h act ranting an mere e of pen mto D 
\ | n to Oliver \ 
a. 3 ( An act granting an increase of p n to 
\ Crise on to Albert | J 
‘ ei. J is. An t grantil h increase of ] mm to M 
1 to Hen 
( rn. ie 2io> AN act nting an inere e of pen mm tO be 
! \ yf n to John \ 
( Hl. J * ) An { ! mn inere eo on to | 
' mn } re of 1 to Ndgar II 
che. tec An act 1 fp ion to J 
} r ito William I ‘ \ 
©. | ( H.R. So39. An act granting a pension to Vienna Ward; ) 


Hl] i ! ! 1 ineré f pension to William Ht. R. SGOT. An act granting an increase of pension to Art 








LOO, 





lf. R. $642. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ndell ; 

Hk. R. S739. 

Hf. R. S826. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Mason ; 
I. R. SS86. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
C. Llowell; 

ll. R. SSOL An aet granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 


Rogers 5 
I. R. SOUT. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Il. R. SOS4. An act to amend the laws governing labor or im 
ements upon mining claims in Alaska ; 
I. R. OOST. An act granting an increase of pension to Willian 
1. 9127. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaae L. 
Rk. 9190. An act granting a pension to Ida Carty 
i act granting an increase of pension to Cath 


H.R. 9285, An act granting an increase of pension to Kate IL. 


oR. 9248. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


Pulser 
LR. o24o. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
‘ Tle 


[. k. 9267. An act granting an increase of pension to Willi: 


IR. 9287. An act granting a pension to Eliza Byron ; 


. R. 9288S. An act granti 





most increase of pe 


Lo. MAT. An act granting an incr 
mndston ; 
oR. 9561. An act granting a pension to Clara T. Ashbury 


LR. 9617. An act granting an increase of peusion to David A. 


LR. 9705, An act granting a pension to George W. Robinson ; 
R. O72. An act to amend section 5481 of the Revisadl St 
of the United States ; 
1 oR. OS6OQ., An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Hlirst;: 
1 RR. OSST. An act granting a pension to George Saxe: 
LR. OSO6. An act granting an inerease of pension to William 
LOnzie } 
Hl. R. OSOS. An act granting en increase of pension to Abix 
If. Miller; 
I. R. 9904. An act 
Marqui 
IL. RR. 995m. An act granting © pension to James W. Raker 


cranting mn incrense of pen nto Neet 


! R 9OO05 An set wrybitine iit re eoof nen to | 
| rth 

1. R. WO47, An aet granting an inerense of pension to Cleorge 
Mllicott : 

Il. R. 10166. An aet granting an inerease of pension to] 


Morgan: 
LR. torte. An aet granting an inerease of pension to Wil 
\ STNOES : 
1. W271. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Sinith: 
H.R. 10822. An aet 
Calhoun; 
IER. dosoo, An act granting an inerense of pension to 
Il. Sends 
H.R. 1047S. An aet granting an increase of pension to Wiltitun 


Clow: 


sranting an inerease of pension to Edgar 


‘ 


HbR. deo. An net granting an increase of pension to Jnames 


H.R. 10723. An act 
French: 
H.R. WOT. An aet granting an inerease of pension to David 


granting an inerea 


HR. Wo725. An aet granting an increase of pension to Etta D. 


LR. 1OSt7T. An act granting an inerease of pension to Willisim 

H.R. dose7. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
nden; 

HER. tOSO4. An act granting an increase of 
J. Riley 

H.R. WOSO7. An act granting an increase of pension to 


pension to Wil 


l¢ 


LER. 10920, An aet granting a pension to Mary Edna Cam 


\ ron 3 
' HR. ede. An aet granting an increase of pension to John 
Vance: 
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Ll. R. 110605. An act gr 
Pollard: 

Ht. R. 11071. An 
ki. Williams ; 

H.R. W1OTS. An act int 

Hl. RL11107. An act 
linn E. Fritts: 

H.R. 11120. An act grant 
a Lindse \ 

TH. R111. An act grantil 
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H. R.. 113209. 
Grittith: 

H. R. I 

33 


BB. Smith: 


wert, OF) Cl SPs 


H.R. 1385. An act grat 
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H.R. Pi4CS. An act granting 
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wor 
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S. Willard 
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Vr. Pill 


I. R. 12540. An act grant 
J. Psimes : 

Hi. R. 12565. An act grant 
minh Wineni 





H.R. WwoSt An act grantin 
R. Guion;: 

Ll. R. 12643. An act granting 
Hl. Franklin; 


An act granting : 


214. An act gr: ng 
j , ener 
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nto Daniel 
( ul 1 
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l » Rober 


nto William 
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granting an increase 
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of pension to J 


ion to I 
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to extend the provisions of the } { 
is in the Yellowstone Forest Reserve 
Let “anting an increase of pension to 
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ct granting an i ( 
ict intin in inners 
ict rial i an increas 
rantis nh inere 
granting an increase 
iif il ny Hh LCT ( 
ict ZI ting an incre 
ict granting an increase 
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14128. An act granting an increase of pension to G 
alias Gottfried Bruner ; 

14140. An act granting an increase | ion to J 
Cage; 

M277. An act granting an increase of pension to ¢ 
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14589. An 


14425. An 
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homa City, Okla., praying for the a 
to the capital section of the so-called “ statehood bil La i of Ne bork ¢ | 
h were ordered to lie on the table ( of Is ( L ¢ ) \ 
Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Marine Cooks and t oN Yo Cit s 
rds’ Association of the Paciti of Seattle, Wasl rt I the J sage ol iit oct as 
iw against the enactment of le hati ! » the dered to Lie 
( it of cre f vessel which was referred t Co 1] Iso preses ! 
‘ We nimerese I \ ‘ ! ( i 
| ‘ 1 1M 1 of the I eo Se ens | oO mh ¢ ) ! 
1 Tonuwanda, N.Y red } ) f the Un i'l t 1 to ¢ ( 
Latl ( | { Cle © | I Tlie ¢ 
‘ lion relat to the ee lement { 1 \ t ‘ l Iso © ‘ 
\ ere referred to the ¢ 1 ‘ Conimne Churety « \ \ I 
Iso pene ited = sui ' | itionsS ol cil «lis al | { Ot the pre 
nt, W. Va., and a petition of the Wk Hive Ir O \l v Affairs 
ent Association, of Point Pleasant, W. Vi, pray for Ile also | ‘ d ! ‘ ( 
tment of legislation providing for the « hinent of froy, N. 3 i { | ( 
boat-inspec 1 oll t that cits wh et ed ‘ Wits ‘ vy. Y 
on th tab i ! { | 
GALLINGER ]} sented a petiti of the | ‘ Vy Wate ‘ \ ‘ 
Labor Council of ¢ eland, Ohl na | not the I ( ‘ \l \ 
ns Union of North Vonawian , | \ { 1 lle alse i 1 | ( 
ent of | tion relat to the « | ent ere fi < ‘ I Pp i 
\\ 1h Were ‘ red to the ¢ CPO ¢ ( ) ‘ | ‘ 8) \ \ 1 
pore ' 1 ile “ } = 6 il. ¢ j Ix j 
1 4 | i ¢ \ | \ t cl { ( ! ' 
ol to yp ol t dl t oft | » DI , j \ 


i¢ » presse ' } | { } L. ( ~ I | Lie | 4 t l ( 
Vonawanda, N.Y remonstrating against the enactment ferred to the ¢ I 
lation ¢ bolish the 1 ted States Marine Tlospital lle also press 


nh cities In the U1 d States vhich was referred » If ] ior Order of | \1 
nl inittee on Publie Tlealth and National Quarantine ! ng for the « 
le also presented a petition of Franklin Lodge, No. 697, ) which was refer 1 to the ¢ then 
erintiional Association of Machinists, of Portsmouth, N. EL, Ile alse pre rot] ( 
for the enactment of cislition providing that all | of Husbandry, of B Ree J 
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denaturized 


remmonstrating 


mm to recul ite 


Womans Chris 


referred 


Junction ; 
Brotherhoe 


Hnployers’ liability 


referred 


no omemorial of 


“empl vers’ 


Conmnitteec 


‘cmployel 





bility bill” and also the “ anti-injunetion bill: which was 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Ife also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne 


praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sal 
intoxicating liquors in Army canteens; which was referred 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


IIe also presented a petition of sundry citizens of M 
Sota, praying for the removal of the internal-revenue tay 
denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Conmiunittes 
Finance, 

He also presented a petition of sundity associations and on 
izations of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the ratification of 
commercial treaty between the United States and the Ge 
Manpire; which was referred to the Committee on Finsnues 

Mr. TLOPININS presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
cago, Springheld, Dixon, and Ottawa, all in the State of I] 
praying for an investigation of existing conditions in the | 
ree State; which were referred to the Committee on by 
Relutions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Orders of Railway ¢ 
ductors, Engineers, and Firemen, of Chicago, Galesburg 
toon, Mount Carmel, Clinton, and Rock Istand, all in the 
of Illinois, praying for the passage of the so-called “6 
ers’ liability bill’ and also the “anti-injunetion bill: ” 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
perance Union, of Upper Alton, TL, praying for an inve 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reep S 
Sermitor from the State of Utah: whieh was referred to the ¢ 


Ons 


\ 


HWE MENWAY presented a memorial of Labore 
tive Uni No. T2025, American Federation of Lab 


Crawfordsville, Ind., and a immemorial of Local Union S 





( r Makers’ International Union, of Richmond, Ind... re 
ri I soossage of the so-entled * Phvilipy 
t | ho were referred to the Committee on t! 





os 

He also pore ied a petition of Linton Council No. 9, 7 
Order LA 1 Moehusinie of Linton, Tnd., pravi ® 
1 ert tof |e tition to restrict tigration vhi 
ig (tot ( ittee on DPmaigration 

bie also pn mted ao memorial of the Central Labor 1 
J isVill im, remonstrating against the passage ot 
eal I Phidippine tariff bill: ° whieh was referred to the ¢ 
1 toe oud Philip ; 

fle also presented a memorial of Dr J. Re Adams (¢ 
1, Tdi Doivision, Sons of Veteraims, United State 
r mistrating nst the wearing of uniforms of the 
N he Marine Corps, and the Revenue Service; wh 

rred to the Conunittee on Military Aifair 

lle also presented a petition of Jefferson Pomona Gra 
) Patrons of Tlusbandry, of Madison, Ind., praying 
renoveal of the internalbrevenue tax on alcohol: which vy 
ferred to ft Committee on Fingnece 

tle aiso presented) a memorial of sundry veterans, 1 

Hers, anid is of veterans of Valparaiso, Tnd., remon 

Inst the enactment of legislation to place the office: 
evil war above the rank of major on the retired list a 
quorters full pay, ete: which was referred to the Comunit 
Military Affair 

Mr WARREN Mr. President, To present the petiti 
Thomas Nean and 13 other citizens of Oklahoma and | 
Pervitoris asking that sections 16 and 26, desiguated a 

etion in the proposed State of Oklahoma, shall be 
io the same laws and rules regarding mineral claines as « 
In the other new States of the Union, and the same as pro} 
for the new State of Arizona. 

I believe that the statehood bill has been reported fre 
Commnittee on Territories 1 therefore call the attention « 
members of that committee to this subjeet, and ask that the 
tition may go to the Comiittee on Territories, and To wilt 
in the day offer an amendment covering the substance o 
petition 

Eomove that the petition be referred to the Comiunitter 
Verritoris 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of | 
Orange and Newark, N. J, praying for the enactment of | 
lntion granting separate statehood to the Indian Terr 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Ile also presented a petition of the Somerset County Med 
Society, of Somerville, No, praying for the passage of the " 

lealled “ pure-food bill; which was ordered to lie on the ta ’ 


IIe also presented petitions of Unity Division, No. 2 
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’ f | bi ] r of 1 m Hl f Cam- He Iso |] ] 
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Lode N S, Br did of R road = tor A 
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ft 1d \ IX I> iWwlt Vey 7 . 
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\ li ; ‘ l ( 
I ] of 1 y D oO ‘ Zou M M NERY |] 1 
=, i ‘ ee » Ei J l . | { 
‘ inet i bill; Cit K. | ‘ i \ \ 
I to e.4 ! ( on ud ry I @ ¢ 
I , ( Ni Terses Ph } o \f SIMMO ] ‘ ( 
Asse i ‘ N. J., praying for the passa of | Ji ( 1 _ \ 
od \ ent bil ( { to medici L cou Y 1 ( 
Ie rm co ee on Patents W I} ! t ( 
’ ( itedk thr 1 of bk. B. Vande t & Co., of M GAMBLED | . 
} { T\ N \ it ' t thr ‘ t 1¢ { ot if } nm mi i 
1 i y ym n to th suet busine \ ferred to ( 
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ravin I © ent of tion to ] ve the hy f { ( 
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live i ot ft ! minut fi y pul CS 5 \ n M of | 7 
I to ( ee 0 It ns ment of I it \ 
Protect Vor G to the Cor tee on I 
0 esented yo nm of tl W ns Chi 1 ‘Tem Ile also p euted ! } 
ce ul noof La verton, N. J prey ,r fo mn investiga | t) to appoint Ho ck. Oo \ 
f the chat i { filed against Hon. Reep SmMoor, a Navy with the rank of - 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com a fer Naval A 
on Privileges and Ele TIS. HWeYBURN 1 
) presented emorial of Local Branch No. 7, Glass (s 1) ( 
® Blower \ ! 1 of Millville N. J. remonstrating | wl hw 1 te ( | 
we en tment I tion to abolish the present eigh Mr. CLAY 1 pore ‘ 
w in conne \\ ilien Jabor on the Pan ti Canal: tl ‘ S 
\ referred t ( ! ‘ on | eroce ( Is 1’) é 
KULTON ese t | noof st i Citize t a) ] s I t | 
| for ead ( er ! ! ( © to the pre f to t ( 
tail | \ ! ‘ ed to the Comn et Post | ! 
red D% iN is I ( the ] 
coin ented or ] of 7 1 | n No. 50, United ( 
od of ¢ a ers na J ers, ¢ Portland: of Bric I 
Local | No. 1, of Poril c. 4 ( r \ rs’ Le 
Ni Za, OL F I id, and f the Fede ed Th 1 Cooun } 
f Portland il 1 the Stat Mregon, re sf i 1 \ 
f the en { of ‘ ] m rel to the Co »| j 
CWS OL VE ‘ WW i were referred to t Col e on : 
Cre| 
STONE presented memorials of the board of dire rs of ¢ 
blie library of Sedalia of the avi ( ittee of 1 
1 llistorieal S Pa St. Lou of the b l of d 
t the p lil of Wa City, all in the te « 
! remonstrat y t the enactinent of leg RS 
t] 11 port teak Lane i | biieat Lis by | I ; 
‘ ‘ rred » tl \ \ { on Finan 
presented a peti 1 of the ¢ ‘ I 
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ition bill: ’ which was referred to the Committee 
‘ j 

1 0 AILROAD RAT 

N | 1 instructed by the Committee on Inter 

( repo back favorably House bill 12987 

li of Representatives, it being understood 

f th Oluiaitte reserve the right to offer 

» the |} nd vote for thi une while it is under 

the bill, Mr. President, IT present the hearings 

| had before the commit at its several sessions 

emily vy ( limes on my desi several 

I] © thin that the mass of testi 

t be inconvenient for the Sen 


thi it least desirable, to em 
MI \ comb and Adams, who have been 
oul \ : nv opinions of their own, to epito 
e evidence presented in the hearings, 
era considerable mass of very valuable infor 
ng onl rates both in this country and in 
it along h the report of the bill, and ask that it 
{ cle ( to accompany the bill. The mass of 
iV embraced in these volumes will be subject to the 
@ Seite If the Senate wants to have it printed 
derable amount of money, although the plate 
! Pris Olfice, and nothing but the cost of 
ll be involved in the printing Ii il] be left for 
to determi Whether it will 4 it the full hearin 
‘ { iS T ean t] the data Wd digest it 
it writte report | rit on tl portant ib 
‘ ! t] VIE of those fy ho are in f I 
lof leyisl 1 At p I shall tent myself 
‘) thi o 
| Mere Pre ent 
PRESTDIENT Pbces the Senator from South Caro 
» tl r fre Mating 
WAN ( ] 
J it only mi the volun of testimony I 
they Ta ft been printed for t ise of the Senate 
oii 4 } ie 
LALAN Phat i ] Ca 
| It is not no t hany form a publie docu 
MEAN It is not pul ! it 
And the Senaton 1 abstivace or epi 
luable parts of the te Which will be th 
en hi ‘ tol Ih oe ult 
MA? | tor int the whole testimony 
not be willing to take the condensation or epitom 
| { te ) » the o lL test ! Phat is 
he Se to dete! ( 
| | heth we hall have, in either one torm 
L docu for the use of the Senate and Conere 
itt ‘ pon ! tion 
fA} focou will de lupon the ordei 
‘ hie ent T lave sent to the desk embruc 
l to | and what it certainly was our desire 
nd densation of the valuable parts of 
he re ‘ to th prig in the original testi 
| 1 1 1] t quite likely that we hould want to 
‘ but for the present it rate, if 
t lo Vit | enn not get it, because it has 
el mt ‘ ‘ 
LA s4 { ret this document, because 
1 « ( | I will fate that the printed 
\« yped and the plates are at the Printing 
Kl 1 T’re 
tESTDIENT iy the Senator from South Car 
from OF} 
\I 4 \\ } le 4 
ORAKER | vy to call ention to the fac 
r | dvyerted to, that the plate ue 
ind tl { ! i urther copie f the hearin 
hot i] n the « t of the ] wer Phere 
» be i ul Il, it seems to there ougl 
au ! mt printing the hearing Lb Sererte 
{| Ise of I} Senate Phe. Wa t large binti 
by the order of the committee than is usual for 
iittee ul but not enough to answer the purposes of 


is one which is likely to be 
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ubject 
and in which the country is 


very 
greatly in- 
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terested, I suggest to the Senator it would be entirely pro; 
for him, in connection with the report he is now making. to 
that the hearings be printed as a Senate document. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South © 
line yield to the Senator from Lowa? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Ohio substantially s 
what I intended to say. As I understand it, in this excerpt 
pared by the two experts they have, of course, taken what 1 
considered to be the important parts of the testimony, ac 
ing to their judgment. But I am quite sure that when Sen 
undertake to examine the digest they will also want to exia: 
the whole testimony. IL hope the Senator will now, in co 
tion with his report, ask that not only the excerpt, but that 
testimony shall be printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 
rest 10,0004 

Mr. ALLISON. The usual 
extra copies be considered later. 

Mr. TILUMAN. I will say to the Senator I am 
ny own experience in responding to requests for the testil 
that a very large number will be asked for, and while | 
course, aim wilting to be guided by the great experience and 
dom of my friend from Towa, T would think that the ord 
number of only a few hundred would be exhausted almo 
fore it was off the press. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well: then IT would suggest to the S 
tor that he ask that five or ten thousand copies be printe 
connection with the digest of the testimony prepared by 
experts. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that as a part of the printing le 
is a rule providing that any printing which 
"S500 shall be first submitted to the Committee on Pri 
and a report be ! think it has ruled by 


} 


How many copies would the Senator 


number. Let the question 


sure, { 


but | been 


made ; 


Chair ii previous Congress that while that applies get 
to documents if does not apply to reports of committer 
papers secompanying the report. To ask the Chair to stat 
construction of that rule. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The rule does not apply, 
Chair is advised, to reports and documents accompany! 


ports, 


Mr. IDALER. That has been my understanding. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Then I ask that 10,000 copies of tl 
gest 
Mr ELKINS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 


before he puts the motion? 

VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South ¢ 
lina yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

MILEMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ELIINS. IT will state for the information of the S« 
from South Carolina and the Senate that after the conelu 
of the hearings, by order of the committee, 3,000 
printed for the Touse and the Senate for distribution ss 
night see fit and by the committee itself. LT thought. it 
Senate to be informed of this fact before mi: 
ap order as to the number that shall be printed. 

Mr LODGEH. Mr. President 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from South ¢ 
lina vield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 


Che 


Nr: ‘J 


Sets 


proper for the 


Ir, LODGE. Twas only going to say as to the set refer 
by the Senator from West Virginia, I do not think it w ‘ 
plete Moreover, the number has not been sullicient. The 
demand already for it, and IT am sure the Senator from 


us all that we need. 

going to ask that 10,000 capies « 
0 of the abstract or epitome be printed, b 
entirely new material in the ab 
the evidence. I that 10,000 copies of the 
be printed for the use of the Senate 


Cnrolins will desire to give 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was 
evidence nnd 1 
there is : ood 
] 


mt is hotin 


deal of 


‘ 1 
cS 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Car 
reports from the Committee on Intersiate Commerce a 
hich will be stated, 


R. 12987) to amend an act ent 
sulate commerce,” approved February 4, SST 
mmendatory thereof, and to enlarge the 
tate Commerce Commission. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill 
endar. The Senator from South Carolina 
of the testimony taken by the Conimittee on 
merece in support of the bill just reported and 
the digest of the hearings upon the same subject be printed 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
Mr. TILLMAN. Now, Mr. President, only a 


The SECRETARY. A bill CU. 

An net tor 
all nets 
Inter 


{ 


powers ol 


will be placed on the ¢ 


that 10,000 ce 
Inter 
LOGO Cope 


1 
sas 


tate t 


is so ordere | 


word more. 
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| 2 moment ago that as soon as I shall be able to gather 
terinl and digest it for making a written report, L will 

{ uch a report rtainiy within the next two weeks. 
| menntime L desire to serve notice that in view of the 


dent importance legislation the wide and 


\ il interest Congress doing something, T shall take o¢ 
\ OOTL GS tile itehood bill is disposed of, and probably 

" f it should hang on the hook too long, to ask the Senate 

keoup this bill and consider it and press it to a vote just 
we can pet one, 


Mr. ALDRICH Mr. President, a majority of the Republican 


ers of the committee did not join in the favorable report 
eh has just been made by the Senator from South Carolina 
e reason that, in their judgment, an attempt should have 


noaade by the committee to remedy, by proper sunendment 


if the obvious defects and omissions of tl 


4 and admitted MK 
e bill, and that clear and adequate provision should have 
mate for subjecting the crders of the Commission affecting 
to judicial review. They believed that these amendmen 


to 
were @ 


hece 
that 


ar 


all 
itality { 


the rights of 
ntial to 


iot only 
iterest, but 


\ 
thes 


protect 


the ] 


murties 


the | 


Id ¢ 





cy of the measure. With these amendments the minority 
embers, With the possible exception of the Senator from 
Mr. FORAKER. With the actunl exception. 
Mir ALDRICH. With the actual exception of the Senator 
Ohio, who is opposed, as LT understand, to all Government 
making, were ready to give their support to the Llouse bill 


1D 


Ll beg to assure the Senator in charge of the bill that the 


ints of the measure in its present form will ask for no unne 


sary delays in its consideration. The legislation proposed is 
such a character that the most careful examination of its 
ovisions and the fullest discussion of its terms will be nece 
But beyond this no attempt will be made to prolong the 
ute. 
Ming ELIKINS. Mr. President, some of the members of the 
ferstate Commerce Committee could not give their consent 
vote to report the bill just as it was reported by the Sen 
from South Carolina, without amendment, and they will 
ynit a report giving their reasons therefor, and their views 


i 
bill which h now hee 
CULBERSON subsequently said: The Senator from South 
in making a favorable 


Vii 


nh reporte al. 


lt) 
qniitbal, 


report of what is) Known 

the “rate bill,” suggested, I understood him, that that 
sort was made with a reservation that the majority of the 
nittee joining in it will offer such amendments in the Sen 


eas hereafter they maity 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Phe VICK-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yiel 
the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CULBERSON, Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is not entirely 

tire committee i that rule. All the members 
Iniffee, net only those who reported the bill but the oth 
erved 


see proper. 


The 
thy 


accurate. 


PRISSEE of 


the right to offer amendments. 
ir. CULBERSON, Very well. Mr. President, the entire com 
ee reserved the right to offer seh amendments to the bill 
they may think fit hereafter. L take it, therefore, that in 
lnree degree this is no more nor less than a transfer of thi 
ntroversy from the committee to the Senate Chamber. 
i therefore offer a substitute for the bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator withhold it until 


der of the intreduction of bills and joint resolutio: 
? We are now on the order of reports of studing and 
t eornpitte 
Vir, SPOONER Let the Senator as for unanimous consen 
Mr. CULBERSO? Very well. LT will simply complete the 
» which is that L offer «a substitute for the entire bill 
‘ to strike out all after the enacting clause rl ub 
{ » | offer is in eff and ibstance the bill which bo liave 
fore introduced in the Senate upon this general subject 
fiat Tmav offer the substitute now out of order 
The VICK-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will ber 
how. The Senator from ‘Texas submits a proposed sul 
te for Tfouse bill 129S7. It will be printed and lie on 
\ PiLELAMAN subsequent! d: Tam advised by the Chair 
the extra cost of printing the hearings before the Int 
Commerce Committee, and the printing of the prepared 
t, will each exceed the cost of $500, he is of the opinion 
if will be neces y to introduce concurrent resolution 
1 that thes hall be referred to the Committee on Dri 
| e had prepared for the purpose and now introduce two 


olutions, 
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I t Con 
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Il e of | esel i\ 
tht I ( COM) . 
Mi PALIAFERRO, fro t] ( ‘ ! ) 
Whol \ refer | rt] I t ! 1 \ 
thou endme and submitt 
A bill (S. 4507) gran g t to Joseph 
Chandler, jr.; 
A bill (S. 1645) granting an inere © ¢ | 1 to J b«& 
Orth: 
A bill (HL. R. 130387) granting an inerease « sion to ] 
beth Jane Kearney 
A bill (HL. R. 11051) granting ‘ Lhe | \l 
Dowell: 
A bill (HIT. R. S317) grant ease of pe O ok \ 
‘Thompson ; 
A bill GIL. R. 7OS2) granting an ease oO to ] 
M. WNellogg: 
A bill CIE RR. 9146) grant in of pe to | 
A Jones : 
A bill CIE. RR. 9651) granting an crease of pe mito] ‘ 
S Word: and 
\ bill (HE. R. 10054) granting an in ise of py hn to Le 
titin 1d Watkins. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Conimmittee on tl District of ¢ 
luinbia, to whom was referred tl bill H. KR. 322) to 
the erection of fire escapes in cel by { e Di 
of Columbia, and for other purpose report vith 
ments, and submitted a report thereot 
lle also, from the same commit to whom \ referredl the 
bill (SS. 65) to require the erection of fire escapes in « 
buildings in the Distriet of Columbia, and for other pu ; 
submitted an adverse report thereon: wl how: reed 1 id 
the bill was postponed indefinitely 
lie al from the same committee, to wl were referred 
the following bills, reported them ¢ with ‘ ‘ | 
ubimitted reports thereon 
\ bill (S. 4168) to correct ai tyy Bg t 
proved July 1, TSOS, entitled \ » Ve ( 
sioners of the Distriet of Colum | Cod I 
siidl District; and 
A bill (NS. 4170) to iu itt ‘ mi Mareh lent 
iitled “An ae proprint ) cle ‘ 
nb the appropri the ft il r | | S 
ind for prior ve rother | ( 
Mr. GALLINGI frour the © intit on ti I> 
hnnbia, to whom was referred t! Ss 
ot N cola Nosy Hit) ‘ it List l ‘ 
out simend t, | rm 
Mr: FLINT. fri ( tee | 
\\ refer 1 the bill (Ss. 4 ) : 
‘ } \ ll 1" { ( 
County, Nt of Califo iL if 
\Ir Ss fener] 1! UU cs 
reter 1 the (SS. Zéered \ \] 
( t, Fép | Wit iit | 
t| 
Ve ) l ‘ ’ 
the folloy ] e] 
ined sub { | ! t ‘ 
\ bill G11. Re. S2 ‘ t 
A. Power ; - 
\ 1 i. RR. oes 
line 
A | (11. ) 
\\ ‘ 
A bill ¢Ih. J th 
riek oA Anu it* 
A bill CTE Re. 2209) 
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‘thee is ie 
with | Territo reported it with an a nudment nd sul 
’ tT . 
from the Committee on Pet to wl co 
f i 4 foll ¢ bills, re rted them ¢ h with ar 
vr ( and su tted re ‘ts thereo 
\ bill (S =) gi i an increase of pension to 
Jann » Brown 
4 bill (S. 1666) grat i an increase of peusion to ¢ 
WW B ra 
il i s. 15555 ) y hnhting an 1 é e ol pension to 


} ‘ Hoo iiai aati 4 
Dill (SS, PRAY) franting an 


ise of pen 


hn G Be 
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
nnerus | was referred the bill (S. 1421) granting an increase of yx 
to Harvey C. Brown, reported it without amendment, a1 
w hor ed are thereon. 
with Ile also, from the same committee, to whom was refer 
bill (S. 1557) granting an increase of pension to Orl 
‘ted it with amendments, and submitted 








1} bh amendanu il, and SU 
‘ittee, to whom were refer 
severally wit tT amend 


) (ti RR: 
Burns. 
Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on 








whom was referred the bill (S. 395) to e for the 
Colum- | ment of district judge for the weste judicial d 
ing the South Carolina, and for other purposes, reported it \ 
Uations amendmen 
reported [ie also, from the same committee. to whom was ref 
bill (HL. R. 10129) to amend section 5501 of the Revised St 
of the United States, r rted it with amendments 
Mr. CLARK of Montana, from the Committee on the 
to h vas referred the bill (S. 2266) utho1 
Con ttee on the Lib rv to pureha ea bust of P 
tely ary ‘7 lor, reported it without amendment, and subm 
rred the report thereon 
District Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
lic referred the bill (S. 599) granting an increase of 1 


to 





Megrue, repor amendments, ¢ 


whom 
ch with ai 


were re 


»umename 





the same 
nting an 


‘ a1 namaer P ! sahm} lo 
in amendment, and submitted 


m was refer 
Charles ¢ 
report t! 


isions, to 


Li mae 


pension t 


‘, from the Committee on Ix 
the following bills, reported them severally 
mitted thereon: 


2) granting an im nsion to ] 


and sul reports 


rease of p 


Lou- | der 


7222) granting an increase of pension t 


to Jacob J. Walton: 


pension 


ndment, and sub- 


oe 


ories, to whom | D 


A Dill CE. ak 

than Wood: 

A bill (H. R. 

Gibson; 

A bill (H. 
| De Witt; an 
A bill (H. R. 
Diehl. 


9052) granting an pension to J 


8714) granting an increase of pension to Ge 


R. 9929) granting an increase of pension to Orl 
l 


10256) granting an increase of pension to Dai 


i 


in the | Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
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‘red 2168) granting an increase of pension 
cB. Hewitt, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
thereon, 

A da 


lowing bills, 


the bill ¢S. 


| ‘om. the committee, to whom 
reported them each with an 
ted reports thereon : 
(S. 4595) granting 
us; and 
ll (HL. R. 8493) 
ilield. 
OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
ferred the following bills, reported them severaliv 
endment, and submitted reports thereon : 
of pension to Eli 


same referred 


amendment, and 


were 


an increase of pension to Ane 


an increase of pension to Sallie 

whom 
with 

granting an increase zabeth 
ford: 

ll (H.R. 
Partin ; 

H (H.R. 

1 

1 


1507S) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 


OS15) granting an inerease of pension to Emsley 


Lis 4 


R. 180S4) granting an increase of pension to Wil 


12837) granting an increase of pension to Mar 
R. S404) granting an increase of pension to David 


S049) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


10483) 


93551) 


a pension to James Gallt; and 


to 





eral nm increase of peision Marie 


ham 
il iti. 





GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to wh were 
red the following bills, reported them each with an am | 
t. and submitted reports thereon : 
ill (S. 251) granting an increase of pension to Martin I 
s; and 
il] (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Jesse M. 
Nn. 
r G@EARIN, from the Conmittee on Pensions, to whom 
the bill (S. 3539) granting an increa of pension to 
) Kk Cavanaugh, reported it with amendments, and sub 
1 report thereon. 
Iso, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
bills, reported tl! severally without amendmeirt, 
uhinitted reports thereon 
. bill CH. R. 6494) grani an increase of pension to Wil 
lfughes 
\ bill (ID. R. 7948) granting an increase of pension to James 
Rteynolds, alias William Revnolds ; 
\ bill (IL R. S169) granting an increase of pension to I i 
\ bill (HW. R. 9906) granting an increase of pension to Hin 
hill (IT. R. 12156) granting an increase of pension to kdwin 
. DILL (IT. RR. 12290) granting an increase of pension to David 
Sine] 8 ] 
\ 1 dE R. 1297) granting a pension to Estelle Kuhn. 
MM NELSON, fi the Comn ttee on the Judiciar to whom 
‘rred the bill ¢S. 4115) to provide for sittings of the cir 
t 1 district courts of the southern district of Florida in the 
of Miami, in 1 district, reported it without amendment. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4650) granting an in 
e of pension to Thomas McDonald; which was read t: 
ts title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to th 
ittee on Pensions. 
also introduced a bill (S. 4651) granting an inerease of 
on to Rufus M. Ashley; which was read twice by its title, 
l, with the acconipanying papers, referred to the Committee 


Pen 


Hea 


Rho 
the 
Vir 


bv 


dr LA FOLLETTE introduced a bill (S. 4 


+ 


tees with the 





~ions. 

Iso introduced a bill 
le Island: which was r« 
Committee on Claims. 
RAYNER introduced a bill (S. 4653) 
if cert veterans of the civil 
title, and referred to the 


(S. 4652) for the relief of the State 


ad twice by its title, and referred 


to regulate the re 
war: which was read 
Committee on Military 


ol it} 


its 


4+) to require an 

expended in elections, provide for the filing 
receipts and disbursements of political com 
Secretary of the Department of Commerce and 
und to prohibit corporations from directly or indirectly 
or utributing any money, property, or thing of 


political co 


ting of mon 
of 


ments 


ttee or to any candidate for any political 


value 


‘ 


oo 


which 
Co lttee Privileges and Elections 


Mr. MceENERY introduced 


Wiis 


Oll 


severally read twice by their 1 es. and ed 1 { 
Inittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4655) tor the relief of the estate of G ve M 
tree, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4656) for the relief of J. B. ¢ 

A bill (S. 4657) for the relief of the « e of Tit \ 


son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 4658S) for the relief of Odk I) tt 1 

A bill (S. 4659) for the relief of the heirs of John Seliv 
burg, sr., deceased (with an accompanying per) 

Mr. MARTIN introduced the following bills: \ ver 
erally read twice by their titles Wi referred to the ¢ 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4660) for the relief 


A bill (S. 
Church. 
Mir. MALLORY introduced the 1 lls; 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4662) for the relief of the 
Episcopal Church, of Marianna, Fla; and 
A bill (SS. 4665) for the relief of rah 
Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 46 
G. Des Portes, 


massed: which was re 


fOt51) the 


Ulysses 
Wolf, 


administrator 


dec ad 


accomipanving paper, referred to the Cor tiee on ¢ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4605) ¢ 
increase of pension to Louis Du Bois; w hv 
lis tit . and, with the acecomy Sy i it 1 
Committee on Pensions. 

\i BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4 ) 
LPporrtyyy of Churles DD. Clay. eny » Wy , SS \ 

t if } j ‘ he red sr 
i title d referred to the Com i on M \ 

ar Iso rod | bill (SN. 4667) g¢ til ! 
pension to J sd which was read 
with th \ puNViNg pape ref 1 ee] ( ‘ 
Pe iis 

Mr. McCREARY troduce 1 bill (S. 4 ) ! 
ere © ¢ 1) 1 to Geor Pure w! 

s til imal, with the cco wan ( | 
Con. t on Vet IS. 

Ll Iso introduced a bill (S. 4660) f t \ 
Dennv: which wa end twice by its 1 | 1 
Committee on Claims , 

Mr. PLATT introduced tl fol] rf 
erally 1 twice | thre tit | ( 
on the Dist t of Columbia 

A bil (S $570) to proy de | t| ( 


Hicers, tene rs, and other employee | 
i 1 for the publ hoo f tl ) ( 

Mr. PLATT troduced a } (S$ 4672) 
tion of tl liborers in the 1 ( ‘ : 
Yor! which was read tw b tit | ] 
Commit on |} i e. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 467 to 1 
ane hd payment to the employees « he Governny 1") 
Office of the same leave of absence : ) 
and emplovees of the Executive Dk ! | ‘ 
ment; which was read twice by its tit] ned 2 
Connnittee on Printing 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 4674) for l ‘ \! 
and Abe Schneider; which was read twic 

| with the accompanying papers, re l t e 4 
Claims 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4675) gq ting 
pension to Fannie Parker Nort \ wis dt 
title, and, with the ompanying p r, refe L to 1 
mittee on Pensions 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced 1 (S. 4676 to 

i} Code of Law for the District of Columbia rel 
and usury; which was read twice by its titl | 


the Committee on the 


! District of Columbia. 
Ile also 


introduced a bill (S. 4677) to ‘ 
| visitors of the Government Ifospital for ( 
}and examine witnesses under oath, and “ 
meanor for any such witne to refuse to tend or 1 
produce books and papers, when su ed \ hy 
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5 ‘ a 
i to the Committee on the Ju- | A bill (S. 4703) for the relief of Edmund W. William 
tor of the estate of Joseph I. Williams, deceased : 








1 (S. 4678S) to. t the emergency AL bill (S. 4704) for the relief of Charles O. Spencer: 
( t} 1) moth; which was | A bill (S. 4705) for the relief of J. R. Jeter: 
1 referred t ( mittee on Agri A bill (S. 4706) for the relief of the trustees of the Clin 
Chi t, in Bled oe County, Tenn 
: haat) ) ve the A bill (S. 4707) for the relief of G. R. West: and 
( ‘ Wve \"\ ‘ \ en e by A bill (S. 4708) for the relief of the estate of T. E. Rol 
( ‘ \’ 3 d | deceased. 
( MM RRAZATER introduced the following bills: whieh 
(S. 4680) in in severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the ¢ 
Lie i i i s is ‘ by ] 1 eon Claim 
red to ( 1 ) A bill (S. 4700) for the relief of the estate of Margaret RB 
L\ ek lL (SS. 4681) niing an in lings, deceased : 
\ (il | \ ! lL twice by \ bill (S. 4710) for the relief of John W. Fowler: 
i to the A bill (S. 4711) for the relief of the estate of John W \ 
( j ‘ dent sed: 
( t Ss. 4682) 1 eal an act en A bill (S. 4712) for the relief of Joseph B. Johnson; 
| ey of t hip 19) north, A bill (S. 4713) for the relief of the estate of John W. 1! 
\ ! ( le ¢ y { of M al @ ed 
\ Litle, 1 referred to the \ bill (S. 4714) for the relief of Mary C. Jackson; a 
| l A bill (S. 4715) for the relief of the estate of W. A. BR 
( | Iii Vive if S. 4685) it des 1 
Will i Me lich was read Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (S. 4716) 
red to the ¢ itee on Pension printing $15,000 for acquiring additional ground and ne 
uri RILAND troduced bill (S. 46S4) authorizing nuprovemments for the same for the Federal building at I? 
,’ i rt ( GO acres of land occupied | Mont.; which was read twice by its title, and, with th 
i m County, Utah, to the Utah | panying papers, referred to the Committee on Publie B 
Copper ¢ hich was read twice by its) and Ground 


oO C4 nit n Indian Affair Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 4717) 21 
) ed { 1) vinich were sey of pension to Ellen A. Gibbon; which was read twice by 


‘ | vt Lith eferred to Comittee | and referred to the Committee on Pensions 


) 1 |’ hh Mr. STONED introduced the following bills; which w 
uirse Willa M. ¢ late postmaster erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accom) 
1 oN for Cy CX] ed for clerical : stam pers, referred to the Committee on Pension 
A bill CS. 4718S) granting an increase of pension to Geor: 
(s ) i ( Tt hk. J ‘ Litt peo (ii! n id 
| \ 1 OX | ‘ | assist \ bill GS. 4719) granting an increase of pension to J 
J 
HWEMIENWAY i duced the follo i ’ ; Which were Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced the followin; 
! ! ‘ dl ref md to the Commit Which were severally read twice by their titles, and re 
! the Committee on Claims: 
\ (S. 4687 e( to Is Ib. A bill (S. 4720) for the relief of W. M. Justice: 
A bill (S. 4721) for the relief of George W. Guver ; and 
( to Noel J A bill (S. 4722) for the relief of the estate of A. Under 


bith 


~ GSO ni ense of on to John Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 4723) granting an in 

| of pension to C. EB. Du Bois; which was read twice by its 
I ‘ pen 1 to G \\ nd referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

lle also introduced a bill (S. 4724) granting an incre 


of m to A,.-J pension to Alexander Ts. Mott; which was read twice 
j title, nnd referred to the Committee on Pensions 
{ ) «ry i eso mm to Ad M. Thornton Ile also introduced a bill (S. 4725) to provide for the d 


i MI . ( ( it of penalty recovered under the alien contract labor law: \ 
or , VI. Il | read tw by it is read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
{ | { |? rele d to tl Com referred to the Committee on Clain 
1 Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 4726) permitting the 
Vir, GAMBLI i | La bill (S. 4694) granting an increase ing of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near Pike R 
( Lda S. Sinvtl which wi: read twice by its l in Morrison County. Minn.: whieh was rend twice 
ete ( ‘ ’ title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce 
CEAPE ‘ | bill (S. 4695) nit r 1 inerens Mr. LLOPISENS introduced a bill (S. 4727) granting a 1 
‘ m to Jol it. M 1: Which w rend ty by it { Maud I. Jol n; which was read twice by its 
p | { tr) » COT tie 1 Per ) \\ | hye cco IWihge purpers, 1 rred to the Conn i 
} S$ 4696) for t f « the estate I" 
‘ | - \ , iv rend tw by s title, and Ile also introduced a bill (S. 4728) granting a pen 
‘ ( Greenbury Overstreet; which was rend twice by its tith 
» od bill (S. 4607) for the relief of with the accompanying paper, referred to the Con 
j i tW by nd referred Pension 
( Mr. BACON introduced’a bill (S. 4729) for the reliet 
| 1 (S. 4698) f the preservation of Jerusalem Evangelieal Lutheran Church, Ebenezer, Ga. 
\ “ re 1 ft by ts title, and was read twice by its title, and referred to the Comm 
( 1 iy I nad (‘laims 
\ h were rally Ile a wWrodueced a bill CS. 47 ) for the relic 
) ‘ 1] d to Cc eC on ( hen Which wa read twice by l Lith ul referi 


‘ f Anton Borchert which wa resid tw ] { title 
ati por to J I 1; and ferred to the Committee on ¢ hi 
’ of p 1 to John Ile also introduced a bill (S. 47232) for the relief of th 
of Sarah S. Maner; which was rend twice by its title, 
1 the fo \ bill which were , ferred to the Committee on Cha 

es, aud, with the accompanying Mr. TIDAL introduced a bill (S. 4753) for the relief of ¢ 

Col ee on Chall W. Randall for damages sustained by him as the ownet 
\ (S. 4 l relief of the heirs of Christopher | sloop Lottie W; which was read twice by its title, | 
\\ | the accompanying papers, referred to the Comunittee on ¢ 
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' sail a 
Mr. SEMMONS intreduced a bill (S. 4754) for the relief of | po sed in 
1 Key Which was read twice by title ii referred 
‘ itt 1 ¢ ol : 
! sO I | bill (S. 4755) granting a ] isk to tiet 
\ Lies 1 yas l d twice by its tit! and refe } p38 ) 
. i 
{ CLAY inti ced 1 (S. 4736) for t I f c y 
re : ‘ of 1 te of Jame Baggs, dece | ' eo 
\ "é i ty bv 3 le, rh with 1 1 nr) S - 
. referre 1 c'¢ ‘ on C] « 
DANIE!I itrodu | 1 «(8 1737) to 3 ia f . 
’ ’ zt & 
ent « j Price } . 
e ¢ hy ead 1 } i ' cee . . 
io I to ‘ iy , inv s v 
' TATA ; ’ . ] ww) { ’ F 
i LAGN ‘ { ‘ A 1 
é j . \ » ow { } ill a 
; ¢ 
I ( post £ rel i 1 t Col 
\ 
‘ 
IE YBURN | | { ') iting al { leve 
pens 13 ] Burg \ 1 Ww 1 il : . 
| it tith l refe ed to a t ( Pens ‘ 
! ANIE] { ] . ae » to vide for ¢ i f I iz a 
rel n oO r 4 | “1 States 1 LV w! y 
) \ co 1 fed Stat ms. e] a : 7 s 
Haost-of ‘A ud 1 ! tithe i hay f 
ed to t Co {¢ ( ul 13 rors i <jrounds it 
‘ , ' > ! tw . 
VIALLOR ‘ i ' > 3 : 
I ol it s | | ‘ «“ ihe l = lag rT . W SI 1 i y 
iy ia BR S f Florida, and Perdido 1 Fette 
Vie ) eoust! tin i eanal which wv rend tv | VICK-P} STDION | 
Litie, ANd rete ea { (omp ee on 4 I Cre ee 
5 ‘ . a 
AMEN {1 5 TO TLS . 
> lend 1 \ i | ’ Q | \ 
BURKE! bu ed an amen ent relatiy to t] ( 1CSS {ro I { | 
} ? } ' , 
1 ol il} rit OL | it Indi | \ 0 h ‘ died I> I I An 
lotments were made, ete., intended to be proposed by‘ had \ l sis he f 
| to the Indian appropriation bill; w how referred to yuh a 
( itt 1 Indian Affairs, and orde to printed sD. 1. oS. ( { ] 
\ yo? 5 T? } 1 
WARREN submittes nh amet ent il led to be p it ‘ 
| by him to the bill CH. R. 12707) to enable the people ot On Febri 
Me] vrr ner eh he Indian Territory to form a constitutio nil S. = Lt \ \ l ’ 
“ LOVE and be admitted into the U1 1on an equal | a t AI It \ I} AI 
4} . ‘ } } ~ "TR ' ‘7 . 
ng with the original States; and to enable the people o ) \ \ e y i ( ) 


“ 


\ Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and St San Li Obis] POPU PaArrord Lere ‘ 
rinment and be admitted into the Union on an equal f 


ites; which was referred to the Com 





On motion of Mr. Heypurn, it was 








( ed, | +} 1 ’ e Senate SOO ( > it ration ¢ \ } } i , , 4 A 
SS rr preventil 8s transp disposition of tl , 2 0 { ] p 1’ 
ted rt mits il i rio ro 7 
ime nd lique traffic ther 1 | rerritory, and for ot] 
pur] | VICE-PRESIDEN' | : MM 
SEPARATE STATEHOOD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. unanimous consent for ft ] 


On motion of Mr. Foraker, it was Hamed VS 





Mr. PORAKEI Mr. FP i no 
o Phat OO pies « Senate Tk iment No. 143, Fifty-ni l . 
{ 1 . 7 { eonsiderat rT ol tT] t } 1 
! hour at 2 o’elock, but I shall ob { 
REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. cent the unfinished busi by . 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I offer a resolution, which I Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I s! 

d to the desk, embodying my own views of what will be proper tor from Ohio [Mr. Fora l to 

wndments to the present interstate-commerce law and so) disposed to ol to the ¢ d tio t 
the limitations of the authority which, in my mind, should 1} isting tribal relations of the Five ¢ 

laced upon the Interstate Commerce Commission I ask that 1 Sunday next. and unt me | ( 
the resolution may be printed and lie on the table. I desire to | fairs will be left Ll very unes Mf 

e notice at this time that I shall ask the lulgenee of the | there a very I | 
: te to address myself to this particular subject in the near many mem! of the com 

iture between now 


\ GALLINGER. Let the resolution be read, Mr. President \ not go under the t 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dako Fhe VICE-PRESIDENT | ‘ 
submits a resolution, whieh will be read. consideration of ie | 


Phe Secretary rend as follows: Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, pending that 














y .* . yy 1} Kenati f ft] T ae r ati 4 or { t t 3 ¢ t 
mmet approved le y 4, 188 1 MM esota NI CLAI 
‘mentary there s! 1 be so amended i ; f 
t the prov ym ot Said shall sO ext led ry : c : 
} 1 ; | 
| rate Lehar 1 transter or sw ind ' ; 
1 r ot wilitie , eivin hand ! com? t« l { ti 2 3 
ind 1 chandise { shall prohibit a1 a l st ‘ e 4 
i it i ‘ ‘ , 
minnati ex m thereto ; 
‘ ] ' } ‘ 
\ t if ft ‘ is} that any raf 1d con hae } ‘ \ SS \ 
} 1, directly « 1 ‘ 1 mr tt h anv mes devi v t iw the 1 lire 
y I te or preference vy st that railt ! } Sey ] ' 
t shipper e adjudged to pay a fine of three times t ee aie 
of su ite or the 4 ( ich p en i vi e the de 
' 1, in addi to any <« r fine or pe | now provided i ! Assis it A Cit : 4 ! \ 
a. feel it my duty to r 
l il Ali Tel r8rT ‘ r rld-s rice ‘ rs or other ‘ rs I = she 


ier owned bj 


27 4 


wes é Zz 


the Indian VTerrito and IT shall 

{ ) ch endments 1 render it Im 
rt raversing that Territory to acquire 

| i eis a pre min the bill for the exe: 
Corporatio: of ) t fra 

heer yp i that they take th rights sub 
1" eal Inendment, or alteration I think that an 
ent of that 1 x to the future State the power 

{ i t ortanee While I th throw 
11 ‘ ‘ leak consicde tion of the Sen 
I ‘ Ny ject » the consideration of the bill; 
f tl = tor deen { l importance to continue the 
1} bevond ! ‘ ow se for their termination 
I ‘ ould the best V. 

| LLALI Let ‘ there that the Senator in charge of 
| lied finned | elf in great trouble upon the other side 
si ) | ‘ [ y objections to thi bill becouse 
(loes continue the tribal relations. LT should not consent that 
bee 4 en up Upon at proposition that that feature of 
1 bn wre) to by the Seante. So the Senator from 
| Lf in that regard have entirely distinet and opposing 


Mr. BAILEY I uggest to the Senator from Maine that 
¢ a consequence involved in the tribal dissolution that 
ould ppoenl to hin: sgainst Opposition on threat port. IT te 
eve tl f tl tribal relation is dissolved and the title to the 
lnnds revert oO the Government of the United States there 
| 1 ¢ crant of lands to the ilroads PMISSINL 
through that Perr Which will deplete the assets of the 
Thi motile I lions of dollar nd surely the Senator 
f ia Minin ld mot it t upon the present dissolution of 
the tribal relatio hen he understands that the effect would 
he that the In | which ould otherwise provide a school fund 
{ t he hikdren of that present Territory, soon to become a 
t¢ I] ge \ ft to the railroads. , 


dent 
E-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest that 


Operant ny | 


the 


ile ‘ . 


! 
Mr. HALE I 





il ious eonsent. 


ndoubted ls 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall unanimous 
( ent be given for the present consideration of the bill? 
M MALI. That, Mr. President, I shall not agree to at 
esent 
| VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection 


Mr FORAKER ident, IT want to sav, in answer to 





{ ‘ ne itor from Minnesota [Mr. CLare], that 
Ompecbonh tw onsideration of the bill hevond the 
uroof 2 o'clock was not predicated on anything that is in the 
bill IT have never read the bill, and [T do not know what the 
l« la ot or nv of the committees that have had 

! el ler « lerat My objection WilS Sliiply Loe 
eth ll Pied TUS hie Will core uj \ o'clocl and I 

didk net nit displaces n the contrary, LT want it proceeded 


i e of 
(| Is of th WH, not being a member of the « miitte 
ted it, and not having ven sucl ftention to the 
| \ I th Il do to other inatter that miv mind 
! | IIS up rowe | e to divide these duties 
I have objections to the feature of the bill that the Senator 
VS ¢ ler] md ina few minut vhich are sut 
nw t preve \ “wreemg proposttior here 
or to programme that will allow that to be passed 
| { | \ { If nit 1 1 Minnesota 
,¢ vith the entire bill until t! Ular unfinished 
‘ reached. I 1 ‘ » Objection to tl ind he cat 
hy e} ‘ 
\I BATLIGY Mr. P lent 
Mr. CLAPP Will the Senator pardon me an ent? 
BALES ('s iin 
\ ( AL}? If i ean reduce this d Ission to One pro 
| { | f the opin nal he Attorn freneral, so fal 
| i ‘ ‘ wd, Toy lL not p | bnemednienet 
| ‘ ert ly be no objection if that not in the bill; 
‘ the clave 1 the bill relat to rN e richts 
tlrere n | no object 1 to J) on refer { to futures 
{ Phere 4 1 be mo pm ular ol { ono om porur't 
‘ lie ese] tion of the n ral lands \ to the railroad 
inittee felt that is amatter which would more properly 
‘ ( thin the purview of th nlerstaute-col erce regulation 
I hye leds dv no objectton sO far thre Chairman of the 


inittee concerned, to either of those, 
MI i dent, the trouble 
tion J that th title would revert 


bout reserving 
the «di 


solu 


upon 
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tion of the tribal relation to the Government of the Un 
States. If the Government of the United States parts with 
title, it can net afterwards control it; but if the Goverm 

couples with its conveyance of title a stipulation that wy 
ever it passes into the ownership of any common. carries 
shall revert to the United States, then that condition runs 
the land. I want to say, Mr. President, that as much 


object to certain provisions of this bill IL would forego thos« 
rather than the tribal relations dissolved by 
that limits it to the 4th of March next, and allow 
enormous patrimony of the Indians pass to the railroads 

out a dollar of value received. LT would prefer to see the 
pass as it is amended, though those amendments, in my 
re, some of but the greater 
of depriving these their lands overcomes thiut 
jection. 

Mr. SPOONER and Mr. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
SPOONER] iS recognized. 

Mr. SPOONER. LT want to ask a question. 

Mr. LONG. IT was only going to ask the Senator from Ty 
[Mr. Battery] a question. 


Soe 


jections 


statute 


Op 
indefensible, CONSE 


Indians of 


them, 


LONG 
"The 


addressed the Chair. 


"The Senator from Wisconsin | M 


Mr. SPOONER. If I have the floor, I will yield to 
Senator from Kansas, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin [4 


SPOONER] is 
Mr. 
Mr. 


aniined 


entitled to the floor. 
SPOONER. Then T yiel 
LONG. Has the Senator from Texas [Mr. Batnry 
section 27 of the bill, providing for the disposit 
lands after the 4th of March next, and that they shall 
ecomme public lands or property of the United States, but 
be held in trust by the United States for the 
lndians of the different tribes? 

Mr. BAILEY. If the biil 


these 
} 
benefit of 


that will be sufficient, 


Passes 


for that reason T say 

Mr. LONG. Does not the Senator think it will be sutti 
Without section 2S, which extends the tribal governments 
the 4th of March next? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the Senator from Kansas tl 


the entire bill passes, either section may be sufficient. 
Mr. LONG. [Tam very much opposed to section 28, and d 
think it necessary. I think the matter is) fully 


COVETE 
section oe. 


Mr. BAILEY. Well, 


Mr. President, assuming that the S 
tor from Kansas [Mr. Lone] is correct in that, and w 

further examination [LT would not venture to assert an opin 
it still requires the passage of this bill containing that se 
will continuil 
relations. Either may be sutticient to prevent the 


or else it 
tribal 
to which IT object. 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator convinced, 
section 27, that section 28, which in 
relation, should be stricken out? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I have not examined 
Closely enough to be certain that T agree with the 
i|Mr. Lona], and | would want to be 
I forego an objection and permit what I 

feiture of the Indian lands to the 
would be a most undesirable result. 
Mr. LONG. Certainly. I fully agree that that would be ve 


require the passage of some law r 


if the bill 


terms extends 


passes \ 


th 


Senitor 
thet 
descrit 


thinl 


Kansas ure on 


TH AY 
railroads, = I 


undesirable. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Kansas desires to pr 
that result, since he is a member of this committee and 
ho doubt given deliberate and close attention to this mitt 


hould be disposed to receive his opinion on it. 

Mr. HIALE 1 will Mr. that I felt 
enforced in the objection T made to 25 DY 
IN {Mr. Lone], 


great] 
the ati 
who has examines 


Say, President, 
section 
of the Senator 


trom nsas 


ihject thoroughly, who is a member of the coumittee, and 
i noth ituation and location. in the neighborhood of 1 
trilse n this Territory, is competent to have a thoroughtls 


have not 
but To sun 
INatisiis 


acknowledge I 
Oe 


“Ol 


niuitter, which I 


SCTIOUS objec 


gent view of the 
thought there was 
prepared to discuss it fully, and the 


lion to section 


Senator f1 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, IT am not quite: certain tl 
section 2S protects the Indians. As IT understand it, the 
of the title is this: The United States conveyed these lu 
the Choctaw tribe of Indions so long as they exist as a ti 
and occupy them. Afterwards it was provided in a rail 
grant that whenever that tribal title was extinguished 1 


railroad would become entitled to certain lands, 

Mr. CLAPP. Not entirely The provision was. thiut 
should the railroad company when the Indian tithe w 
extinguished, provided the land should become public lands ot 


the United States. That was the condition in full. 


SO, 


vo wo 








» . ' — ‘. 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. JOG.) 
ING. Pro t t 4 
’ ' i ] } tT) 3 
L\ILEY M lr ( L was & r ti iwzwzest a 1’ r'e 
hj oO i I i \ \ LLE] 1 
eC « ‘ r e { ‘ ent of tl | \ ( ARK \ 
‘ N ‘ 1 Covel ent « | ] Vie RiCSITD \ 
t 1 l to ‘ { we will 1 to t Si 

tain ¢ t and tl i det t its ov it Mi Pho KX | 

us ql n tl Congress can, by tl nd of \ CLARK \ 

s land ( 1 of public land, in order t \ { 

1 hy it eranted »> the 1 ironds. ) { 
rtai ( itinue the t1 1 rela \ : 

col t! { that | 1 in the In s foreve! i should { < 
‘ ry ‘ ( > the India L anothet pol h of ) 
road, the railr 1 title becomes a vested remainder, Mr. SPOONER I 

there wis a purty 1 being in whom that remainder | terior that he was 1 { l ) 
vest upon he termination of the first title. That Diy Mareh 4, 1907,” it | i 

i verv se us ques i n the ninth |] I ) 

SPOONER I wish to ask the Senator from Tex i 

in his opinion this bill should fail to pass before | t Secretary I 

day of March next, the law devolves the grant, « h 

the grant, upon the railway companies? Mr. CLARK Wi 
BAILEY. 1 think undoubtedly it does. he Ne i 
SPOONER Mr. President, if there is any doubt what Was inserted 

uut that, this Senate ought to transaet no business du Mr. SPOONER 

week until this bili in some form is passed. It would | wit the Se 

tional crime if we allow any I slation or any proceed thought that the \\ 

his Chamber to intervene to prevent the passage of ad tee, of course 

egislation before the d lution of the tribal relations Mr. CLARK of W | . 
ive Cly ed Tribe IT had a talk yesterday with the Wis . { { { 

y of th Tit 1 ( scientious { thful ind de with ‘ ( a 
1 public servant as ever was in the service of this Goy that had been ( 
! he hh uch irt the conservation of all the Mi SPOONER 

erests \ nt Irisdis n of 1 tinent a y 
hive ever KhOW 1 the public service and he deems it of | ab ute 
onsequence that before the 4th day of March next Con 
hall bave so fur d j j if til t 

e that there shall | \ re ve 
rin the iv ¢ | LV \ MLLER ‘ 
1as to w | V ‘ | \ ic-] SiDIEN'I | 

iterest of the Indian for 
HALE. M | c the thint ‘ 

e he sits d I \l rieELLER | \ ] 
SPOONER. Certain! that [1 \ 
HALE. 1 was interested in what t Senator said about The Vit PRESITDI In 
lgment of the Secret of the Interioi 1 the ques 1 Sx tor \ | ed 

with hit it the Secret l ve careful, pai Mr. TRLLER M 1) ‘ ‘ 
honorable off r of the Gove } Did the S« r ‘ i \ 

nh Con ! tion th the Se tar he Inte ‘ 

r I 1 ss ‘ VY OF T luterio I ria 

poration in this bill of section 2S 
SPOONER. 1 did 1 » fi the Se« \ of ) 

that he w rn ' l ft extend x the tril rel i 1 ‘ 

ik sex n 2S of this bill does that, does it £ 
LAL] } MM i 
SPOON I did k 1 from the Secret of the 1 { | 
hat he ve eh posed to the pre mt \ 

line 9 e 19, a llows | 
1id f t to M { 

rv <« l { i { t i ‘ 

leory, tated to bei hat that enlai 

r sougl for.an u rp e ou e, to | : 
! in this bill. ‘ 
HALE Mr. President - 

VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin ! l 

the S« tor from Maine? I 
SPOONER I yield to the S« ior from Maine d I ed 
he floor ent l 

ELLER Mr. President ss the Te 
VICH-PRI DENT Lyoes the Ne itor f M ld I t 

3 ( 
[ALI] L ¢ y \ 1 to ay l I 1 yield 
VELLER If I have tl I 1} | e J | 
n. 
VICH-PR TDN rhe § tor f 1 M » IM 

5 el ( to the tf l L) he yield to > S 

lorado 
HALI In half a minute I will yield the fl \I ( I 
lent l only w h to snv that I have reason 1 ( \ 

t we } ld t e it 1 tule o mn. but { e . \! P ‘ ‘ 
to eonsider in invest ! h the Seer ! i » f the ¢ ( 
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ho is a lawver need be told that Mr. President, I do not like the suggestion which was 
IS~ Vest sol here; it Can not tlont: it ean not be |) here that there was a sinister purpose in limiting the 
one vear. We first proposed in committee that the coal | 
( ‘ 1 | some that it went to the Indians. That | should not be sold within the next five years. Why? 

{ lby any legal argument, by precedents, or cause we knew that at this particular time there was not a 

it ts in the Government. If there w: a | Chaser for that vast body of coal land except in one singh 

‘ te. LT have no question where the title | rection. It was as sure to fali into the hands of the rai 

‘ n the State. The Government of the | Companies of the Territory as it was to be sold. It would 

| ereign over that land It vests in the | been in the interest of the Indians if we had said it s! 
moral obligation, IT admit. to hold it for | not be sold for the next ten years, and if we would extend 
1 | but with no legal obligation whatever on the part | existence of the tribal relations to the next ten years it w 


of the Gover! I Phe question would immediately arise, Can | be in the interest of the Indians. 


CGlovernim ‘ e 0 i re of this 1 1 that belongs to I myself made the motion for five years. I made the m 
e railronds under the act passed many years ago? Must not | also for one year in committee when I could not satist 
the } a e this title? committee that it ought to be five years. I may not h: 
L ouiniele and the Senator from Maine has withdrawn his ob- | much interest in the Indians as the Secretary of the Int 
jection tot present consideration of the bill. but I think I have quite as much, and I think i have qu 
ir. Pre i i do not believe the tweity-seventh section | much knowledge of what is to the interest of the Ind 
‘ { ! I doubt very much whether we ean do | anyone not connected with the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
: 


m What we can not do directly. I am for what is Mr. President, I think it is very important that this 
tior “this lind. The tithe must remain where it | Should be passed and become a law before the 4th of M 
title has been put out of them. not by the operation and I think it is absolutely essential that the twenty eighth 





| ut | On e by the ti | tion shall be kept in, for I do not myself believe that the tw« 
\ ‘osident seventh section alone will do what will be done if the tw: 
i Does the Senator from Colorado | eighth section is kept in. 





Mhio? Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to make clea 
TELLER [ do legal status of the title of the land, so that Senators may u 
Mr. FORAKER. I desire to ask the Senator what lands are | stand it. I do not think we have made it as clear as we 1 
provided for in section 13. A hey railroad lands? This land in the Indian Territory, given to all the tribes, 
Ir. TELLER A part of them will be railroad lands. |} been granted by the Government of the United States to 
Mr. FORAKER As [ understand the bill from hastily glance tribes so long as the tribal relation exists; in other wor 

\ e th discussion Commeneed, it would seem that | long as the Indians exist as a tribe. The title of the Ind 
the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to protect the inter- | Simply a tribal title, to be divested upon the occurrenc 
ests of everybody by bringing the lands to sale in some form or | Contingency, that contingency being the dissolution of the 


) 


re 1 


ae itself. 

Mer TELLER. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that In the meantime the Government has made a grant of 
there are 450,000 acres of coal lands. One hundred and seven | land, giving to a certain railway corporation every odd s¢ 
thousand acres of the 450,000 have been leased and are making | for 10 miles on each side, making a grant 20 miles in 


return to the tribes of about $275,000 a year by way of royalty. | on the line of the road. The railway runs right along \ 
Mr. GIEYBURN. Mr. President the very best coal lands in the Territory are located, so 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado | the company would receive very many of the mineral | 
vield to the Senator from Idaho? which are estimated to be worth from $25,000,000 to S50 
Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. Any Senator can see that the moment the tribal relation 
Ir HEY BURN. IT understand the debate is proceeding by | nates the tribal interest in the property ceases, and 
inimous consent, but it is amounting to a consideration of | necessarily revert to the Government of the United States 
bill, If the bill is before the Senate so that it is open to The railway grant contains a provision that it should 
ndiment, TI will offer an amendment that will probably cir- ffect on condition that the land became public land 
cumscribe this question so that we may dispose of it at this |; United States. The title, therefore, can be acquired upon 
time, and [ then woukl not offer any objection. Otherwise I | happening of two contingencies: First, that the tribal 
ject t] rt} consideration of the bill. tious must cease; second, that the land must become publi: 


1 


r 
Mer. TRELER. IT will say to the Senator that if the bill | of the United States. 
. +] ~ . 


} 
i 
( 





¢ 


‘ bel ( enate of course it will be open to amend- Therefore, if we can avoid the second contingency we 
ment. prevent the attaching of the title of the railway comp 
Mir. TEE YBURN. Perhaps the Senator would aecept this | lands of an enormous value. Tow may this be done? It 
erp 7D he done so long as we continue the tribal relations? 1 
Mr. TELLER I have no authority to aecept anything. cease when we discontinue them. But it will discontin 
Mr. HEYBURN [ mean so far as yielding, that the present operation of present hiw on the 4th day of March, 1906. 1% 
1 of the bill may be agreed on. fore we have got to meet that condition. We have either 
Mr CLAPP. Mr. President continue the tribal relations beyond the 4th of March, 
| VICE-PRESIDENT Does the Senator from Colorado | in order to prevent the vesting of the title in the ™ 
\ >the Senator from Minnesota? company, or else we have got to dispose of the land in 
\ PRLLER [ vield to the Senator. wav before that time. 
Mr. CLAP! Kor the purpose of bringing the measure prop We can not dispose of the land, and dispose of it pr 
‘ efore the Se te, I move that the Senate proceed to the | within that period. It is my belief that there is no n 
ce deration of the bill by which we can hold the land, even by a title in trust. 
PRLELER. During the morning hour? will be so certain and absolute as the continuance of the 
Mir. CLAPP. During the morning hour. relutions for another year, or for whatever time may be 
VICKR-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves | sary. 
Se te proceed to the consideration of the bill (AL R Mr. President, that is the object, and the sole object, o! 
iG) t le for the final disposition of the affairs of the | continuance of the tribal relations. There are lands oth 
ive ( ed ‘Pr s in the Indian Territory, and for other | the coal lands, other than the grants, which must be disp 
of or must be protected in some way for the benetit of 
Phe nh was vgreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee | Indians themselves. 
( »W le, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been rhis continuation was not proposed for the purpose « 
1 d from the ¢ littee on Indian Affairs with amend- | lowing anybody to exploit that part of the Territory, but 
niet the sole purpose of protecting the Indians themselves. 
\! VEORGAN. Let the bill be read. The Senator from Texas [Mr. BatLtEy] objects to one 


Mr. TELLER. I merely wish to conclude, if the Senator will | vision of the bill. What is that provision? I want to be 
Wiit fectly fair. The provision was first voted in and then it 
Mir. President, these 450,000 acres of coal lands are very valu- | voted out. Then it was voted in again and voted out; 
ble property. In my judgment the 450.000 acres are worth | was voted in, I think, for about the third or fourth time. j 
away up into the millions of dollars. The committee labored | ply call attention to that fact to show to the Senate that 
with this question very earnestly for several days, and we | committee itself was very closely divided as to whether the | 

eliminated what it was thought would be a provision that would | vision should or should not be in the bill. 
protect the Indians. Now, what is the provision? Under the present laws 
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‘ an marrying into the Choctaw or Chickasaw Nation That would be the bill complete rhe ; t t . 
2 member of that tribe, and hence his children would be- | out all before and all after that provis { S 
members of the tribe. In the case of any man or woman | rights of the Indians to this land and | , “ 
ig into the tribe, contrary to the provisions of the or- | of the grant in remainder to the 1 d 1} 
law of nations where the status of the wife becomes the |) how and the 4th of M Ih, VST, thie 
of the husband, the status became the status of an | and determine the remaining provi: 3 of tl or even 
in. Many white men married into the tribe. The Indian | during the present session we 1 » it: it the t ) 
and in most cases the Indian wife might be nine-tenths | short that 1 do not believe the | nh rec that « 
would die and then the white man would marry out | tion to which it is ¢ led, involving as it d ( 
he tribe, or a white woman marrying a white man, and; ment of a new law of inheritai 11 1 to those 1 
lren would be born from the second marriage. and the determination of titles that ' 1 eontroversy in 
was the opinion, at least on the last vote, of a majority of | courts to-day, and in controversy to such 
connnittee that the issue of white parents entirely, who very provisions of the bill are involved 
married outside of the tribe, should not inherit the lands | was decided during the list week in the ci t cou e 
the tribe. Under the present law they can inherit. There , for the eighth circuit at St. Louis, and wi v u 
10 question about that. No one will deny that they have the | be brought to the Supreme Court of the United State vol 
t to inherit. No one will deny, also, that if we do change | a long delay. 
law we change the law of inheritance. The majority of Senators may say that questions in regard to 
committee felt that we were doing the Indians an injustice | entitled to be registered are not involved I tl - thev w 
ss we provided that the issue of the marriage of white per- | find upon the consideration of the di m itself tl 
one of whem should be outside of the tribal relitions, | questions are considered, and it is not possible for us to s 


kt not inherit the tribal property. We did that upon the ; what weight that court or the court to which the appeal may go 
nption that it was for the interest of the Indians, and we will give those questions ; 
ced the law of descent so that it would not apply to those 1 thi 
absolutely did not have one drop of Indian blood in their) rat 


Ir u ly 1 Wyatt "17° } 4 ; 
‘ Ik We had LLeP Proy 1 Lee { St 1 or 
t 


her the emergency, which faces us d allow t 


he majority of the committee so decided, but I think the when we may devo 





n of the committee has agreed that it will not do to) and a week hence 
ardize the vast interests that are coneerned in the bill, Mr. CLAPP. I ask that the formal reading of the bill 
t it may become a law before the 4th of March, 1906, by dispensed with and that the bill be read f endme 
ing the majerity still insist upon that provision, and that we The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to t iu f 
i better yield the amendment rather than have no law upon) the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, 1 t! 
subject. bill will be read for amendment. ‘The amendments of 1] 
Ir. CLAPP. Further, I will say to the Senator, the Attorney mittee will be considered as they are reached in the read 
ral has rendered a decision in which he holds, so far as Mr. LONG. Mr. President, 1 do not wish to delay 1 
has authority to do it, that the white children can not in- sideration of the bill to-day, knowing as I do the mm 
ts its early enactment into law. So IT shall not at this 
Mr. McCUMBER. If that is true, then there would be no oc- | Occasion to reply to the statements made by the Senator from 
n for that provision. So I hope we may go on and get the Colorado [| Mr. TEL Ler] and the Senator from North Dakot Mr 
hrough, so that we may protect the Indians and continue |) McCumper] in regard to the ne sity Tor re ecuion os 
tribal relations, because I want to make it clear, if I have | in the bill. Later on, when that section is reached, 1 shall p 
done so already, that the moment the tribe ceuses to ex sent my views why that section is not ne ry, but that Co 
as a tribe, that moment the relation of guardian and ward | gress has full and complete authority over the d 
es, and we have no further control over the property of f the lands and property of these tribes, even without se 
Indians. They will then be controlled by the new State. 27 or 28 of this bill. 
having let go of our authority by a dissolution of the The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to | 6 
. we never can regain it, no matter how the conditions may © page 1. 
1” how much we ought to regain that authority. Mr. TELLER. I desire to eall the ( cl 
Mr. HIEYBURN. I desire to send to the desk and have read | Of the committee to the fact that the word “ for » We 
umendment which I think will go far to settle the present | Word “ application,” in line 6, was stricken out by the cor 
ulty in regard to the pending bill. Mr. CLAPP. Yes; in line 6 strike out t word * 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho offers an | It is &@ mistake in the print. It should have been indicate 
ndment, which will be stated. amendment 
he Secrerary. Strike out all after the enacting clause The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will he stated 
n to section 28 and strike out all of section 29. ‘The SECRETAR In line 6 strike out the word “f a. 
Mr. HEYBURN. That will leave the bill to provide only fore the werd “ application; so as to re 
the contingency which faces us. On the 4th of March, by That after the app: f th 
operation of existing law, certain conditions will arise of | OUzen eS One aes if uae |S i : . : 
selves. The time between now and the 4th of Marchois | ¢rwise provid ee gi fon . 
short in which to consider and determine a bill of this) December 1, 1905 
iitude. Five ¢ ed Tribes 
ny amendments are made they must go back to the House ™ rh : ee al oe 
i be there considered, or go to a conference committee, ete. aga : = - aa ; x ee re a 
‘© are only six days remaining between now and the time  ,, opens awn ; eee a Sas pitts a 
n it is necessary either to continue this tribal relation in ee a Sian ital. al at : 
only manner in which it can be continued, and that is by on ee alma mare : z ‘ voor 
iority of Congress, or else to allow those Iands by operation days arte _ ; er si eit = oe " to be} 
iw to become public lands and be subject to the rights of ~""" on = 8 Se cctaggat 2 re F 
railroad company. eR kad ee ee 
think we ought to be willing to defer the consideration of “YS #t™ ae od rept eee 
other provisions of the bill, no matter how wise they may be am ae ere a Te = e 
, not intend at this time to suggest even that they are not |, P2e next a Pinging oe er 
but it is quite a sufficient inducement to defer the con- | 1 WOME WW! Se ae : 
ration of them at this time that it should be done in order /"? 7 ae ve eee ca y 
there may be no lapse of title which would result in the Ce read -: 
s becoming public lands and subject to the contingent grant | , rh ee Ss nadie a al i + 7 
he railroad company. “0° . 
‘refore my amendment proposes to strike out all after the rhe amendment was agreed to 
ng clause down to section 28, leaving section 28 to stand fhe next amendment was, in line 16 
the only provision of the act. Section 28 provides rolled,” to strike out “in” and ins 
at the tribal relations and government of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, | to read: 
okee, Creek, and Seminole tribes or nations are hereby continued in Whos mnarents have heen ent 1 9 ' ( ( a 
ree and effect for all purposes until the 4th day of Mar 8, A. Be | ohio ve. Charokes a : a 
7: 9 ‘ acts ¢ varts of acts, sk ar as key coniic rere I 
here Sepenied ee OE SENT COREE BerOwSS) | Mr. TELLER. 1 wish to nak the chairman of the. ee 
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what Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am in favor of the amendy 
and Mr. BAILEY. Then the Senator can not « 
un- | for delay, because, if the opinion the Attorney 
the effect which j thes 
ttorney-General is not whia 
that the Attorney Gener 
ant Attorney-General for 
three learned and upri 
they are entitled to enrollmer 
ild not want 
of Wyoming. 
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in any sense be considered as an abandonment by the tribe | make examinations into the subject of l 
1 held as communal property and mon wlies and renor he s — 
Indians have «¢ ie to consider the ad oO tion f thei t 1 ! } a a ! ve 
nt March 4, 1906, as inevitable and have been shaping their | Was to ena the J MULIOPL ats 
that end This Depart t has also acted upon that eory, s 
een conducting the k of « llmet : 1 ' 
final dis a e | ‘ 
t will res dat ized] 1 \ 
Ms 1} se of | 4 ' ‘ 
n ra / n t 
. the aff \\ 
rhith >; W te Thr 
yvernn { 1 means of s < 
may » me I ( il w ( 
t! tr Sa | 1 } \ 
ot eX] nse e 1 4 
t essary to mad : { } 
t{ to the vd thie 1 ) F 
. i 
thers 1 5 Si iW 
Court ete ad i f 
ieyv ac { | le a i 20, . n , p 
1 the lution of these tribal governments Mar 4. 1006 ; : 
ep e then, both legislative and executive, has been t kil arene 
it in \ll interests have accepted that as a final det in ed i 
of the matter, and hay yoverned the ives a rain ‘ : ‘ \ 
nee to this policy is necessary to avoid confusion in ¥ king out are ected « vow 
ticult problems arising in connection witl this work. Any back Chird. Whether the \ 
tep at this time or any hesitation would be a serious mistake { st. or otherw 
ng much delay and possibly great harm Believing, lo, t ; j ' ' 
idherence to the policy heretofore adopted and fe to t s t ; : i 
best protect the interests of the Indians and at ime t >| 
© undesirable delay a change would involye, I most earnestly 
nd that said section 28 be eliminated. } DO! 
Very respectfully, ie Sor ; 
EE. A. Iirvencocgn, Secret /. fore nat _ p x 
STATEHOOD BILL, rhe y ol 
' p { ’ ‘ io 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’elock having ar lourt If the In ! e 
i, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, ft! ; = Se ae ee 
6¢)>= - 1 el 1 it it ‘ iu ‘ r¢ ‘ ©. weer 
his House bill 12707. Sancta \cummentite (ae tn ‘ 
TALIAFERRO. Mr. President tra ‘ il prop i 
e VICK-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio |Mr. Dick] | °° neat in f¢ t 
5 . ° ’ V pt t 
iitled to the floor upon the unfinished business. Does he seek Nerson oF pers 
lio the Senater from Florida? other persons in minin 
DICK. I vield to the Senator. the product wi muav de 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena on birt | ate € ' ; i 
from Florida in a few moments. The Chair lays before the | report the syste pply and d 
te bills from the Ilouse of Representatives for reclerence, er I ; re ; i “a 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. © are carried oat fairk 1 prope “and wh tid 
IR. 381. An act to amend section 2982 of the Revised Stat o ; att 
of the United States, in reference toe the sale of supplies = t 
sels of war, was read twice by its title, and referred to | ‘ FECeIVINE, JOFWAEGINE, O Soe t 
Committee on Finance, eae saga . Sine ered 
he following bills were severally read twice by their titles, Seventh. That 1 
| referred to the Conimmittee on Commerce : reco ons W it! y think per 
ho. 895. An act concerning foreign-built dredges ; — th. That 1 Com 1 t 
HW. R. 18365. An act to amend an act entitled “An act author- | tion at ent tn He eonver to furt 
the Kensington and Eastern Railroad Company to con \ equired mf to th | 
t a bridge across the Calumet River, approved February 7, Ay " ae 1 
and loint re ne t Int ( ! ‘ 
IE. RR. issos8. An act to amend section 4400 of the Revised Stat I Nirmiit t iT I 
‘ nol in « na t 


relating to the inspection of steam: vessels. 
following bill and joint resolution were severally read 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Ter bate ; Onan 
; 1 ‘ 


R. SOS4. An act to amend the laws governing labor or in 





ents upon mining ¢laims in Alaska: and ut ny ie Fy 1 t bye | 
I. J. Res. OT. Joint resolution authorizing assignment of pan | tas broad 11 1" . 
hers and other employ es of the bureau of education ) | rILLMAN | 
\I KEAN | thie 
following bills were severally read twice by their titles, while the joint 1 1 1 7 ‘ 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : ! I, but all other product 
H.R. o721. An act te amend section 5481 of the Revised St M PLLILMAN I s | 
of the tates; and S] ind tl ‘ ‘ ( 
R. 12 wt to create a new division of th uithern ni it ‘ ( 
il district of Texas, and to provide terms of court at Vi Mr. KEAN I ! \\ S 
nd for other purposes The VICKE-PRESIDEN'I . ‘ 
following bills were severally read twice by their titles, that the S 
referred to the Committee on Publ Land 1! of kh netsative thy 
t. 138194. An act to author » the Secretary of the Interio ' | 
fy the public lands of Alabama: and Mir. PEALI ] 
hot. W678. An act to extend the provi ms of the homestend | VICE-PRI] ’ | - 
fo certain | is in the ¥ stone Porest Re ‘ { . I 
R. 13190. An act to protect birds and their eg ogame Mr. HALI I 
rd preserves, was read twice by its title, and referred t het a . 0 I 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pr n o | tb lowe »© 
! t 
i An et for t] lief of Theodo Hi Lisl \\ VICE-P Lt] \ 
e by its title, and re d to the Committee on Naval | ! t the Cf 
Llouse of Repres« 
ILROAD DISCRIMINATIONS AND MONOPOLIES \I LEAL ( 
\ Vie PRIESTDENT Inid fh the Senate th ! 
of the Ilouse of Representatives to the joint: resolution The VICE-PRESIDE? i 


KR. 25) instructing the Interstate Commerce Commission to) the Ilouse of R 
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» Rk. G.! place in rank. Oklahoma and the Indian Territory had 














j 2 ‘ ers 1 
{ eq . s ordered head, the State of Washington had jumped ft 1 75,000 
{ ‘ (sf | pic il vth wD ta ha been divi 
two S ‘ So y Dakota had leaped far ahead in tl 
. | ] the i he il census North Dakota } i tuken 
; ‘ : oO md on Ho pol i n New Mexico and Ariz a stoor 
i nN | the forty { pl . n order of ral Oklahoma, t 
( 1 1 thi ‘Ie { 1s l¢ had Hherease 1 from i it G2, 
‘og, to almost 400,000. These two Te ries along the M 
d State | | r have therefore in the 1 <ty 1 failed 
1 footing keeping pace with the other States and Territor 
come on comparison of agricultural resources and 
‘ i 1 on es the c parison is still more unfavorable. 
Wes I I \L STATUS NOT PROHIBITIVE OF ¢ wt 
( I Ohio will pro Phe el hat the Territorial status is prohibitive of 
( and that statehood means an immediate boom in popu 
a . . 4 hill (II. R. 12707) provides | not borne out by the experience ol all the Stites. 
{ of y Me » and At ma i one State Arkansas was admitted in 1856, and increased in po} 
Ariz i. 112.9) per cent the decade before admission, 221.1 per cen 
; PULA decade in hich she was admitted, and only 115.1 per ¢ 
. of 122.460 ware 1 ac Arizona decade after. 
7 oa ¥ Now Me , as one Colorado was admitted in 1876, and in that decade in 
oa eo ) square miles. Chis a 14 in | ation 3S7.5 per cent. How much was acquire 
f New Mexico 1 a popul admission and how much afterwards is a matter of spe 
; 100 ) tlic ‘one of , o venta ‘I rt 1 the next decade dropped to 112.1 per cent 
‘ pane ulation Che Dakotas were admitted in 18S). 1ISGO to 1 
Sl ‘ : 1 25.000 l miko i ed 1 |) ruliait 193.2 pr 
| f * t'4 roin 1870 to 1880, Se5.2 cent: from 1SS0 to 1800, 2% 
1 ‘ 4 ‘ ROO I ind in tl ecade & ling admission he comb 
x4 , 4 i 1 y , lation « f twelve or centage of increase of the two Stites fell to S7.7 per cel 
1] \ ; ia 180.000 as Florida w ndmitted in 1845. The decade before 
i ol 2 rer creased in population 56.9 per cent, in the decade in wh 
wis admitted, 60.5 per cent and in the succeeaing ck 
’ er cent 
‘ Ni Mexico combined will make a vet Idaho was ndmitted in 1890. In the decade from 1870 
{ rt the State « increnused 117.4 per cent; from 1850 to INS, 108.8 ] 
( ( let | ( Ii ¢ cr 1 be adc | md from WoO to 1900 d 1 ised oO SS.6 per Ce { 
e | } \ Lone Stal Illinois was admitted in 1818 In that decade she it 
f ( te | or t ( his unit 19.5 per cent; in the next decade, 150.2 ] cent, and 
t! ‘ { ( a e reduced very Wee’ ad a 4 cent 
rial D ; from Arizona Indiana was adi ted in 1816, in ‘ade she i 
ri? per cent, as col marred to cent the p! 
decade, and then fell back to 155.1 per cent the su 
1 i t t » I ale ade 
( I { t . a A flown was admitted in 1846, and increased in that dee 
; : a i per cent, : compared to YOLA per cent for the next der 
i fo n that i Lou 1 was admitted in 1812, and increased in th: 
100.4 per cent, and only 40.6 per cent for the next decad 
‘ { of O} 1 iy n Maine s admitted in 1820. Hier population incre 
| of if these ‘Ler! 1800 to 1810, 50.7 per cent, from 1810 to 1520, oU.4 per ¢ 
< ‘ 1 (>to Nit 1) Her t 
Micl »was admitted in 183% In that d le she 
Ny \ © not a TO0.9 per cent to Zoo. per cent the prece 1 ( ck 
lization $7.3 per cent the decade efter her a Si 
1 the ve Minnesota was admitted in 1858 lier increase in th 
‘ ' ed the marvelous mre of 2.720.7 per cent, which 
I" { ‘ liown the next decende to 1oo.G per cent 
Mis was admitted in 1821. From 1810 to 182 
{ Seta id ( vad { ere 219.4 per cent, from 1820 to 1830, 7110 Qs 
" \ | W ISO TO 1 the highest figure reached in her h 
0 did not then | > ; 173.2 per cent 
. 1, , i esata ania Montana was adi ted in 18S9 From 1880 to 1890 
, Cres At { ~ | opensed 237.5 per cent and from 1800 to 1900 only To.2 J 
" 1 Nebraska was admitted in T8604 In that decade she 
eae G5 per cent. the next decade 267.8 per cent, and fron 
: : \ | 1 per cent 
_ *s (> ) incre ed from 1890 to J ) per cent 
) ( s i oy ] ] }) i] ( 
‘ l 1 elie ‘ i o el 
Ore 11 tted in 1S5) in that decade she 
) cs ( { wi in t lit ait i@ ¢ pet cen 
“ peer cent ‘ 
. { te in Is Hier popu 1 inere 
| ‘ ‘ L¢ t » ISt é 
’ e to 4) to 1870 : er “) to 1 
( i ISSO) 7 , 4 - 2 } Sth 1 
1 i ‘ i const adecre i ratio 
Ni \\ , | d ] » {to I 
‘ ensed 6.6 per cent; from Sco t ISS 1 ‘ 
( 1 pS cen RX) 4 1s B4 Ll per ce t. and in the dec ter h 
‘ ii a mh OMY 4 per 
! \ U J l Wisconsin was admitted in S148 ro! 10 to 1850 
‘ had Lhirt, th | creased S86.9 per cent and in the next a e W541 J \ 
| which dropped in the succeeding decade, 1860 { ISTO, to ¢ 
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y the same, ranking in this order: Rhode Island, | mined nearly a million tons of coal in 1902, while none 


Arizona, Delaware, and New Mexico. credited to Arizona. The total product of the mines of Arizo) 

two mense Perritories, then, each of which is larger | the past fiscal year is put at $30,000,000—over half the ent 
{ of the States of the Union except three, and which, | wealth produced. In New Mexico mining ranks third in im. 
combined, would have an area larger than any State save Texas, | tance of her interests. ; 


l according to agricultural wealth are in the same class | 
th Rhode Island and Delaware, the two smallest Common- 
of the Union, and Nevada, which is almost as poor, 
ulturally, although in area the fourth State in size in the | 


BANKING AND RAILROADS, 

In 1903 Arizona had eleven national banks and New Mexi, 
nineteen; the capital stock, $605,000 to $1,162,000; individ 
deposits, $3,355,000 to $5,562,000. Total resources of all ban 
$11,000,000 to $10,600,000, 

DIN DECTION On June 50, 1903, Arizona had a railroad mileage of 1,6\\ 
New Mexico ranks thirteenth among the States and Territo- | miles. The last annual report ef the Interstate Commerce ( 
es in total number of farms reporting wheat raised and Ari- | mission placed the figure, on June 380, 1904, at 1,751.35 m 
nia thirty-fifth.¢ The estimate of the governor of the Territory, in his last am 
ranks forty-fourth in the production of cereals | report, is 1.836.904 miles. The railroad mileage of New Me, 
in number of pounds and Arizona forty-sixth.? in 1903 was 2,399.26 miles; in 1904, 2,404.66; in 1905, 2.55.4 

, Mexico ranks thirty-seventh in total production of wheat | The combined mileage in these two Territories is about « 
in bushels and Arizona thirty-ninth.¢ | to the mileage in the two Territories which it is propos 

In value of all crops raised in 1899, including vegetables, | admit as the State of Oklahoma. The commercial valuati 
Arizona, with S2.452.471 worth, ranks fiftieth in order of rank | the railroad property in the two Territories is given by 

Wl New Mexico forty-seventh, with $3,080,200.4 Interstate Commerce Commission for the year 1904 as folloy 
Neither Arizona nor New Mexico figures as a cotton-producing | Arizona, $68,356,000; New Mexico, $86,400,000, or an ave 


IN PRODECTION OF CEREALS AND OTHER CROPS, 


_ value per mile in Arizona of $89,000; in New Mexico, $34,501 
Nhe total acreage of irrigated crops in Arizona was BE 238 | DISSATISFACTION WITH CENSUS RETURNS COMMON, 
of all crops, 160,872. New Mexico, 182,804 acres irri- | pigsatisfaction with census returns is a very common 
NS Re eee pene ogee Fs scinmt b taee teal . satisfied with the official figures of population. By the ce 
PICIAL STATISTICS FoR 1903 |of 1900 Arizona was given 122,212 people and New Mi 
Phe official figures issued by the United States Bureau of | 193,777. Arizona now claims 175,000 and New Mexico 350 
Statistics for 1903 show the following: 


soth claims are undoubtedly exaggerated. The Direct: 
the Census estimates that on July 1, 1905, Arizona had 140 
people @ and 225,000 was probably about the number of 
living in New Mexico at that time, the combined claimed 
lation —865,000—of both Territories being less than one-f 
the average population of the States already in the Union 


I _ . the last census Arizona had 26,480 Indians, 1,419 Chinese 
Oat production: Arizona, 64468 bushels, worth $39,525; New | 94 90: 


Wheat production: Arizona, 483,964 bushels, worth $450,087 ; 
New Mexico, S22,70L bushels, worth $617,026; Oklahoma, 
YEAS. OST bushels, worth $15,424,061. 

Corn production: Arizona, 194,925 bushels, worth $175,482 ; 
vew Mexico, 956,6SS bushels, worth $717,516; Oklahoma, 
ot. 748,199 bushels, worth $13.204.316. 





233 foreign born—over 40 per cent of the total popul 
M » HOAAT bushels, worth $213,991; Oklahoma, 8,124,250 | New Mexico had 13.144 Indians, 341 Chinese, and only 1 
bushels, worth $2,762,238, foreign born—less than 15 per cent of the population, 
Barley crop: Arizona, 555,107 bushels, worth $399,677; New : ; sr 
Mexico, 20,282 bushels, worth $12,980; Oklahoma, 410,548 ee en nee. Pee eee : 
bushels. worth $180,641. The annual reports of the agents of the Bureau of It 
Inv crop Arizona, $2.855.182: New Mexico, $1.796.948: Affairs & show an Indian population in 1904 of 88,567 in At 
Oklahoma, SPSES. 758. and 17,064 in New Mexico, indicating a much more vil} 
Irish potatoes: Arizona, none: New Mexico, $94,785; Okla- | Crease In the Indian population in Arizona than in New M 
homa, $781.752. Arizona, by the last census, contained 14,172 people b 
Vool production: Arizona, 4,387,500 pounds; New Mexico, Mexico, while New Mexico had only 6,649, or less than on 
1 O00 pounds, us many, If the census estimate of 140,000 people living im At 
| value of production of wheat, corn, oats, barley, rye, in 1905 is correct, and you take therefrom the Indians rey 
hid | potautees: Arizona. $3.919.653: New Mexico, $3,453,246; , there in 1904 and the Chinese living there, barely LOO 
() bes SBP LOGOS ple are left who were or could be full-fledged American cit 
Value of ieoaee nal mules on farms: Arizona. $3.095.484: | and this number is only about one-half the Congressional 
New Mexico, S2.207.322; Oklahoma, $21,092,512. Arizona, by the last census, had 1.1 persons to the square 
\: t had 10,060,000 cattle in 1908. New Mexico 14,000,000, New Mexico 1.6 persons, Indian Territory 12.6 persons, © 
Oilahoma 2B.000.000, homa 10.5 persons. The question of present population is 
\rizona had over a million sheep, New Mexico nearly four ever, hot so Hniportant as the possibility ol SUSEUNINS 
ound Oklahoma very few. Oklahoma, on the other hand, ¢retsed population, The total possible amount of land in 
rly half a million hogs to only a few thousand in beth %0u8 which may be irrigated is about 1 per cent. There 
and New Mexico. an agricultural Congressional district in the entire cor 
tal value of animals in Arizona was $16,000,000, New Which does not contain more land which may be cultivated 
M y nearly twenty-four millions, and Oklahoma forty-seven ees not report much larger and more valuable crops, Such 
hon ; the official figures, 
Mr. PLINT. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask =. sa Se at eee ; 
! question ? Che logie of stern, inexorable facts opposes separate state! 
Mr. DICK. Certainly. for Arizona and New Mexico, Let us consider the topo 
,. seks einieres OF TeETOETION The Territory of Arizona is sharply divided by the main 


of the great Colorado plateau, which enters the Territory at 
northwestern corner and crosses it in a southeasterly direct 
and reaches a height of 13,000 feet. About 47,000 square 


Mr. FLINT Ilas the Senator the figures there to show the 
int of lands that will be irrigated under the present proj 


aes ae ee iene Calidovwta: f-<sitt Iving along this plateau and sloping gradually to the 
il 1 IX, ACDIVING eC Senalo rom HILO Vi 43 _ . ° Sos ‘ “1 
! before thy el eof my remarks T expect to discuss with exceed an elevation Of 9,000 fect. on mont ot this plat a 
, ; : , ; rainfall is insufficient to cultivate crops suecessfully, an 
‘ © CORR NETER 3 the very subject to which the Senator land is devoted to sheep and cattle raising. About | 
reret y, that of irrigation; and in that discussion To) care miles have an altitude of from 3,000 to 5,000 feet and 
expect to give the entire acreage which it is proposed to reclaim halnhinn att elcak SNe squire miles lies below the elevatior 
= WF SES SPREE Bow is Pe SS eae 2OGO feet. This portion of the Territory lies south of 
7 re tmoMIN T, OT mountain axis and its northeastern boundary line is marked 
In 102 Arizona produced $4,000,000 worth of gold; New ep Se 
Mexico only lialdlf a million AGRICULTURE DEPENDS SOLELY UPON IRRIGATION. 
Arizona also produced nearly $4,000,000 worth of silver, and It has been declared this high mountain axis made a natu 
New Mexico half a million. On the other hand, New Mexico division, that it could only be penetrated at points where | 
roads had alrendy crossed it, and that it furnished a st 
th Cer , Vol. VI, p. 28. a ah . 
| ( Vol. VI, p. 66, ‘Report of Governor of Arizona, 1905, p. 12. 
Mwelfth , Vol. VI, p. 92 o Statistical Abstract, 1904, p. 431 
+4 fth ¢ , Vol. VI, p. 324 | ¢ Water Supply and Irrigation Paper No. 2, p. 15. 
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t why the two Territories should not be united into | level is constar LO’ LI Aue 
Kt ! to this point will be made late It is | ferent t ; of the i | 
on of Arizona 1] yr in the southwestern part « tl lo the ] l in ells \ ' 
and about the size of the State of Ohio, which « have ie dry, and 
he large part of the ] nt popul ym of At i : 
low coun there i t rainfall suffic t even for 
Wf} 1 ~ 
lL onl n f 1 mou 1 slopes « ttle be 1 eres ie 
ly EI culture depends solely m ir ! , ‘ 
1} he wat v0 nd eve | 
| 
I I Al ‘ I I \ the ; 
dmitted that the limit of cultivation by present 1 ds | WIT aa » deen 1 ; 
tion has been reached ha that } ehse slorage Db 3 | hood. s ie sup t} , wh : ‘ 
iry to pr ve the water that f s in flood 1 minute, but the s » in wees . 
rv to in » the area of cultivation.e The rivers wl 1! which should fu i ' ' ; 
water for irrig 1 in A 1 are the Gil which which ive vers 
New Mexico, and its tribu s, the Verde River, the At the 1 +. asd 
River Salt Rive San Frat ok ver, San 1 lro River, wwered 22 feet in Saat ; 
, and the Color: lo Ri r, which fori tl bo y | was found 1 ft 
ween A and ¢ fornia, ind enters th Ferritory | 45 feet in the well when é' 
ihe center nol ‘nt boundary line. One of its prim- | gang was punetured 0 ' 
ributaries San Juan River, which rises in Colorado | ajately went down G4 { ore. , 
dips down into the northwestern county of New Mexico, | the sind. One well { wed 2? ’ 
1 goes north again into Utah, where it joins its waters to | vary fow equal or at t) 
(‘olorado. n | vy lowered < ‘ | 
Ii} COLORADO AND GILA RIVER STs eM rhe suppl i niin tan Yieahtl 
» are thus two river systems the Colorado and he 
ie former, with its tributaries, draining about one-half I wD AT 
erritory, but with river beds so deep that they can but New irrigation we her up 1 | d 
i be used for irrigation.¢ Of the total irrigated acreage in | the lower proprietors of water they | 
erritory 90.5 per cent lies in the valley of the G River | water brought down in flood times h { 
ts tributaries. There are already large and importan crops. Some water stru we ) { 
tion systems here and the population which can be sus- | almost clear brine. <All this under id ‘ 
| is limited solely by the supply of water available for irri erable salt, but where it n be ed in « tion 
purposes. river wa the d er of depo 1 eX 
MANY ONC! GATED PLAINS ARE NOW DI land is minimized. ‘The continual use of these ‘ 
le farming by ation has, under most favorable condi improves the water, bu l ul s of the PI ‘ 
lmost the certainty of an exact science, yet the obstacles | Shows a noticeable reread In Salt contents in the | V 
y, and nature is not always subdued. The desert plains | Years. Many wells are so strong in alkali and tl 
Persia and Assyria were once the homes of teeming cities | that they have been al loned, and 1 \ 1 
. country of immense wheat production, raised by irriga filled in. Some of these pear to ll p 
They are now dreary wastes of sand, showing that man | 1h some such cas { Meadus SO ! ( 
it always prevail in the attempt to conquer dry lands by | the water as an} Lit ‘ 
tion. to salt watel A stral might bave f 1 
PREMISTORIC IRRIGATION IN ARIZONA. 
n the Spaniards first discovered this country they found Whether the water coming from ; ; : 
ins of a civilization so ancient that all memory of it > 4 ' 
: : vegetation because of the salt it co { 


‘aces of ditches and works 
for 


was oa 


ruins of old irrigation 


tern 


ned. The water users themselves tl s it | 


now are only sand and desert wastes prove that m 
nature, 


in, 


prevailed here in the contest against but 


























destroyed and that ruin and desi re ae apres Ee 
1 once blossomed and bore fruit abi cs a ee I d re d ' ae 
M ( rue DIFFICt £S OF I ATION ull ul { 1 of ill ] 
may be profitable to consider some of these problems of rhe water wl 1 Sl t] 
n, espe lly since so much is ¢l ed for it and so) an he river-bed lev« 3 tl { ‘ 
depends upon it ‘ I rive ‘ ‘ 
hese great areas of valley land in the southwestern por nd sometimes under ¢ ind. J ( 
£ the ferritory, under a semitrop 1 sun, where the } i i ) ) ! 
t development of agriculture is taking pl water i the vallevs wit L < ( 
valuable than gold. Here ir tion was earried on by the | ditik > SO { { 
us long before the advent of ite men. In many of these | q matter of pure ( 
illeys for long distances the water of tly r flows ul It is L that 
vuuind, and can only be reached by sinking wells and ert can J he « 
unping stations. The experience of Ariz 1. with thi ' oy rl 1 
ter of irrigation shows that the supply is limited, and 1) md too great he 
mit of the number of acres which can be cultivated is | p; ne dist 
ached.e¢ In the fertile mesa region, lying near the jun 
ft the Verde and Salt rivers, where a great deal of land rhis S l \ 
‘ cultivation and where the crop returns are most maryel in tl rer S ; 
many wells have been sunk. Water here has 1 1 found | of the Tr ( I 
i average of from 20 to 40 feet below the inf *. and | ¢ tral px f A 
| ing through a thick vein of clay water has been | yjyey 1 tl 1 : ( 
| tin at f 1 six to eight hundred feet deep. That ©! the rivet 
of water f 1 these irface wells is f ' eos f] 10 f ’ 
ble i hown by the fact tha : nt | tha } fo 4X 
below the vernge surface of t ere ed f » ROP Ife » t) 
t from July, 1901, to July, 190-4. ‘ hed tl Ly 
put down around VI 1ix Since 18S even great ¥ ‘ ' 
m that the volume of water 
Water S dl n I ‘ 
i * before House Comm 100 > Water § 
‘ 1d Irrigati Water i 1 
Supply nd Irrigation \\ ! ¢ Water V ! | i 
d Irriga Vay N D e\ « i 
138. f | 1 
Bulletin \ S 11 } \ 
Wat Supply a r No. 136, p. 64 € ili l \ 1 
Water Supply a No. J 16,229. 37 \\ . I . 
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owe 
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Phere was another flood the year before, not so large, | floods.¢ 
on the ave e they are a great many years apart. The MUCH LAND ABANDONED FOR LACK OF WATER. 
ly is not enough to irrigate the improved lands, ex There has been a great waste of energy in the Salt R 
vet eve Valley in constructing parallel canals which could only 
AND I CTIVE FI ; insdequately supplied with water. Lack of familiarity w 
‘ di } hich pre led in Arizona for several vears | Uncertainty concerning the rights of water users has res 
bya no odast year by ex ive rainfall and tremendous | i! long-drawn-out and expensive litigation. Land has 
rhe tte iMlicted great dumpge. washing away rail | brought under cultivation which was afterwards abandoned 
1 « ts, destroying irrigating dams and | ! of water, and at a great waste of time and labor. | 
( ln Apache County the dams and reservoirs which were | Under a storage system the limit of irrigation will so 
cle we of large cultivated ar > were entirely reached, and in no part of the rerritory enn enough water 
ved Chis ey oo tution followed six venrs of | tutnished to supply the land which is adapted to cultivatio: 
( Nor \ he next s ears will bring forth ONLY 1 PER CENT CAN POSSIBLY BE IRRIGATED. 
TI ‘ t of \ ‘ ter than ever before.? The total area which can possibly be cultivated in the 
‘ River and Salt River valleys, under the most favorable 
} reached and new water sup- | Vers and after the expenditure of vast sums for storage 
‘ i s ‘ l ‘ ? ‘ I , al : Sul . sei F ° . ° 
ble by -the construction | /%_Pput at $76,000 acres, an estimate Which is very generou 
‘ ( ‘ 1 = ¢ Doss ny iit TIS. Llol : i ° “ . ° 
{ 1d Which the Geological Survey says can not be approacl 
‘ ( tal re vate S. phese require dams, and dam ‘ . " ate ae 
Ronltie nd problen not wet actual results for very maby years.¢ 
I s l ‘ ! S Ii ) Libis ha > ” : 
‘ vou | cost of Inasonry d + sometimes pro VICISSITUDES OF AGRICULTURE UNDER IRRIGATION, 
| i ok-t d din iv lose water excessively, by per Agriculture by irrigation has its vicissitudes and unc 
Over ! part of the Territory the menn annunl | ties, even under the most favorable conditions. The d 
sSor 9 hes, but at Phoenix it less than 8 | ment of new irrigation schemes in both New Mex 
‘ ‘ 1 is 1 rly 160 inches n vear, or a \rizona has often taken water from cultivators lower doy 
{ yan inch of rainfall Phe limit to the | Stream, and resulted in great loss and misery. In some ¢ 
t of letermined by Y pply of | agricultural sections of New Mexico the population 
for re, while by 1 intended for the | decreased in ten years, because much water had been d 
watel ' considerable e must be much. trom New Mexico by canals and irrigation schemes in Co 
| han th cetual 1 lof water be ce 4 the excessiy which were fed by the waters of the Rio Grande. 
evaporat One farmer living near the Rio Grande testified that hi 
‘ , 1 MA \ was not watered regularly and that he suffered a ere 
Thor e four recorded failures of high isonrv dams—one | from want of water. He stated that many farmers have 
in A two in Europe, and one in Tey In all of the four | their farms, and there has been destruction amounting to 
t foundation was defective It is, therefore, considered ne thousand dollars. Ile has 800 acres of land, but could not 
‘ rv to d ta 1 rey for foundation, and some good sites nvthing some years on account or lack of water. lle hi 
if 7% Llqd J Poul | and = of se a arly os hit >} aad 
( Tt Ly! iy List hicd 1 cis so fur below th surface. us OL hard and hearty everyti ing he had.d 
fANY FARMS RUINED FOR LACK OF WATER, 
I 4 CA Y TH . a ; . ’ > 
. : : . In 1902 it is said that out of two hundred and fifty t 
e Se ( carried In these southwestern rivers varles, DUC) hundred and seventy-five thousand acres available for 
. . . , } v4 yyrey be 7 "Ve ‘ a 
i¢ t | \ \ ty iva hood th ( rado River hh Ss { i by artiticial canals not ever 90.000 acres were ; 
‘ dl Liat of it n twenty hours. Ihre rigated. 
¢ f ' -e } : Fa 7 lerahle mar } rae . : > OA - 
int of it L by the G la is con 1erapie, Ma An instance is given of one ranch of 340 acres, of wh 
‘ ne equal to half the volume It actually d not had any water for three years, and only 40 acre 
« ' 14 1< > ( ‘ ~~ ed he | 1) 143 5 : 
es] »- t. | . , rat t smatler actually cultivated. 
{ t would mean that ervoir on ver would fill up 
: 1 EXCESSIVE CLAIMS AS TO AREA ACTUALLY IRRIGATED 
\ i el ] eSN S rei ‘ t ~ ‘ tO CA it Ty) «a 1 . l G { t] ehrRat lifti it 
' . eC Os Survey reports le extreme iMneculty 
( Corie ected 1 I r would fill with solid tter, it is ae Seer mes vey Repose ee : 
, taining relinble figures concerning the area irrigated 
est 1 eigl : r rl ther in twenty-eight ye . : 
. : at localitv, because of many inthuences tending toward ex: 
| Oule ( u | vy ji w I ‘ VOITS 1 time o ei ae . . 
tl 14 on. a { , wasert woll ¢ | tion of statements. Claims are made and proofs submitt 
‘ ‘ i ‘ t ry ‘ « | . . . 
\ ‘4 { lop \ tion | i { hun is of seres are irrigated, although as a matter 
it at tl lof inane’ : actual irrigation of them has amounted to almost n 
\ \We ‘ be = 0 ( t ‘ { ‘ er aitl } : - : : : 
WI +1 f t 1) ' } Chere is a very great discrepaney between the acrenge re 
the ¢ ¢ rie ‘ ) { ( Y : 2 i 14 ( : ‘ , ¢ } : 
t| } ; { | : ; s , by the Government as actually irrigated and the 
‘ ‘ S nye i Z 7 
' returned for taxation. 
’ e on 
IOUS CONDITIONS ri RNIN 
: Phe conditions at Phoenix for a num of years we 
XQ bu » divert water trony thre qiila liiver ’ ous og ' the available Ww: , supply had 1 
' ? t \ ' the ‘ ) tié ch I v of } T 5 ! : 
} ‘ ed { 1 lortlace f water ‘ ugh to supply more than one-half « r two thirds of tl 
1 x +} ner 1 , oT 1 +} nner 4 . ° 
( y UN ed use OF \ rie upper | under cult tion The volume of water in the river } 
{ ‘ ”) \ } } ] ° 
af é aus have bee \\ ‘ l ut by 1} Vs ty lily bye ‘king for thre past few venrs and no nam 
di ¢ { re 1,/ Most of ul which « 1 uintity of water uld be obtained otherwise. 
i y ve pi ects has alre vy b 4 cen. up i 
t *) I s ib. : a4 
i tidy } a iid 1 vl () ii ‘ 1 which ( il 4 > 
L 7 het stance thre Sel enused b he depriy 
| fensible project. of his kind It is true Sart _ a © oF t ; sete : Cee 
1 I hold the usual L lo ecus ned water supply exists in 1 
; ‘ sins enn be ¢ ed to hol ‘ : > ex: 
| } } 1] f th ih S on ( la River Indian Reservation it 
\ e re dous OO wi i \ ecasionally, but ~~ 46) ’ 1 } e 4} 
: tn) i ‘ t ng nlong hoth aes of the G ii 
11 ' limited to three o1 bec Fe re 4 : 
; . ; th of § River and a short distance south of V1 
( eVill] { n L th Hiking DOV sil iti Sta yo and } } 1} - 1 } 
; 4 nd hye reua I fall here is bet Ch 6 ul 9 wnes, bul 
‘ ery 5 ‘ CoO Iie CO sine ; ; 
ue . : : d living here have long been indust is and l 
eCSe oO onal tre s fioods hu ’ : 
I s, ra iz large crops yearly, ioving cont ec 
j fev ties ‘ ‘ d to carry f ; . 
j t { 1 Nc MOTLEY nd boasting that they had always i the f i 
t W hal l ) «in sais , é 
\ I { l ijt I » ¢ vhite n : WW thr Ay eave trouble nd were 
tit ‘ et bee but 1 ¢ 1 ».carry off ye , an a : . 
: ‘ yg amdshedding blood these Indians were loyal to t | 
Liic l \ ii Will @Ve Liuliv f \ e reservoirs and 1 \ 1 
: Stutes During past fifteen vears, however, the ce 
\ : 1 No. 7 © if gation higher up both these rivers cut short tl 
i? ( 1 : * 
| ‘No. 1 I 17 rrigation Paper No. 2, p. ; Water Sup} 
S I y | N i It y. Bh 
\ 1 | 1] N Water Supply and 
It \ 11 
\ S nd J Paper No. 33, p. 40; Water Supply and 
lh N x 
\ S ! I I -N | 12, 44, 9 nh & 


two days again to 15,000 second- 























which is brought down in enormous quantities by these 



































f water and reduced them to helplessness and destitution, and 
y renson of this diversion of water the land cultivated by these 


idians has been reduced from 14,000 to 7,.G0O acres or less, and 


even this is insutliciently irrigated, 
RETRIBUTION WHICH OVERTOOK THE FLORENCE CANAI 

The construction of the Florence Canal was the last blow. 
rear after year the Indians plowed and sowed and irrigated 
uly to have their crops destroyed before maturity by lack of 
iter when water was needed. The result was demoralization, 
pse into indolence, vice, dependence upon charity, or de 
reration into thieves and vagabonds. The Indian Bureau did 
hat it could, the Department of Justice came to the rescue, 
it, notwithstanding all these efforts, the Florence Canal con 
nued to divert the waters which belouged to the Indians, and 
he United States Government direc tly encouraged settlers to go 


there and make use of this water. Later retri 


‘ 





uition overtook 
e Florence Canal itself because of the diversion of water for 
rigation for hew projects far above that point.¢ 
NEW “ SALTON SEA’? MADE BY COLORADO RIVER. 

An address delivered in this city last month by one of the engi 

rs of the United States Reclamation Service describes some 
f the difficulties and dangers connected with irrigation work. 
well-known case, where an irrigation canal di 
rs of the stream by which it was fed and 
Chis is what happened with the Col 

iihern part of California, in what is now 
uperial Valley.’ but is more familiarly known as 
Irrigation wrought its usual miracle here, rail 
ids were built, towns grew up, and last summer some 8,000 
ple were living in this valley below the level of the sea \ 
at flood came, which could net be controlled, and the Colorado 
iver poured its normal flow, as well as its tlood stream, into 
e Salton Sen, now a great body of water GO miles in length 
Linapy miles wide. 
Phe railroad has been submerged and the company forced to 
works, Which had become a 
lestroved, and there is danger, ij 
proper channel, that the ris 


ile Vv which is below sea leve 











The last Federal census says that of the 72.268.000 acres of 
nd surface of Arizona only 13855527, or 2.7 per cent, were 


fled in farms in 1900 and only 254.521, or O55 per cent. were 


proved, while the irrigated land, outside the Indian reserva 

ns, was only IS5.206 seres.% 

ln the ten yeurs from 1890 to 1900 545 miles of canals and 
ditches were constructed, which added 26,297 acres to the irri 


ted aren. The total increase in irrigated land in ten vear 


I Ss 
HO 5TS acres, a percentage of increase in ten years of 181.7 
re @ 


r cent. Of the t | number of farms in the Territory, 7: 
er cent were ilrig: lL, or Sl. per cent of the mumber of im 


wed aeres, and &8.5 per cent of all crops raised were pro 





nt fact that in 1899 48463 acres of irrigated 


(d were in }' ture and er ps that did not mature, and were, 





erefore, pore yi total le 
Of the total iguted area of the Territory, all but 974 res 
re watered from strenms, the remainder from wells. rhe 


: twat ts 1, 3 ne GOO QO » i 
verage cost of irrigating this land was $23.90 per acre. 
MUCH PUBLIC LAND UNAPPROPRIATED BUT FEW TAK 


here are still 47.600,000 acres of land in Arizona unappr 


ted and unreserved, ¢ pen to any eligible hone steader v ho 
1\ apply. The total number of original homestead entries 
the Territory during the past year was only 2Oo2. The ] 
Ss is so small that for most excellent economic reasons the 
vo land districts have been consolidated into one 
CONDITIO IN NEW MEXICO LITTLE BI 


The area of New Mexico represents 122,460 square miles, or 


TNOT4E ACO acres, As observed heretofore, the cultivable land 
n this Territory hes along the Rio Grande and the Peeos yal 
ys and a broad expanse of grazing land in the north, which 

thre “4 thern extension of the Colorado Rocks NI mint s 


n Juan County, in the extreme northwest of the St 








e ins 1 considerable development through rigatior 
hie ystem in ene along e lower Rio Gr de is very | 

e and practi ly unchanged from the methods pursued long 

befo the white man « to the State The census repol 
" Water S ppl a i t I er No oo, DP 11 

Census | in No. 16, 3 ' 

‘Twelfth ¢ Vo VI " 
Vol. VI 





4 Twelfth Cens : 
®* Governor's report, 12805, I 
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New Mexico dep 
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the stream in C 
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tion season the 
part of the Tei 
and dust, whiel 


Cwo-thirds of 


of the land una 


and its tributaries New Mexico 
be almost like Egypt wi ut the N 

The Canadian River tlows throug! 
within the Territory be e it 
a general scarcity of wa d g 
out the entire basin ¢ o 
retarded agricultural developuu 
donment of many acres of valualle 

The Pecos River ru entire 
year, and the | y of ¥ er | 
ably. One ditch i ¢ ( 

es in an verag ‘ y 

rigate DS acres () \ 
> ONSTS ne Ss or 6.5 1 ( 

id of the imy d land only 
side of Tne 1 1 ‘ e in 

e the Tndian rese I \ =~! 
of the improved land 

ng I XEW I 

Of the pers tive { il ops Tr 
gated, and of the total ac ve inti 

tered from str lr} vel 

tion was SlO41, asthe 
lamd was SUO.ve ive hree t ‘ 
provided witl tches and only | 
vable The result of recent ew 
! tory hia een tT cit ve ta 

f the water which thev had bes 

Ki decad Phousanmds of ‘ 
no value because he el 
cated tf s in the "Te ory we 
Phil Her ¢ Litt s ! iA { 

id improvements, exclusive of I 
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t ng so ( ms that its continued | transformation west of Yuma, Ariz., in California. Possib] 

































































VI lity (t| the same future is in store for the land on the Arizona sid 
| l i j ext j of 1 
cy ‘ t 1\ l H tore 
( ( ; \\ T n | < 1.! (4H) § S in } 
) 1 ol 7 ( ( i] The volu e OL W ui i” 
( O.O00 © | d al 4) y will never ineré @ 
1") licult e to <« vate bv the 
| { ( tive ‘ nan rs and onl 
| I 1 con ucting ri 
| i 1 1 ‘ of p ) ri \ } d 
cor 4 ») CAN AI RIO ¢ I 
The great development of irri along the Rio Grande 
) > 91.000 es on the | Colorado has reduced the volume of the river in New Mexico, 
(" » River A high dive 1 dam is that the supply can cover only a part of the land formerly 
li ! n o the M 1 line in| gated. Water storage is absolutel essential. The press 
they id. | treaty between Mexico and the United States is a greater ol 
! i r a bal: f 73.100 acres | cle to development of irrigation than any engineering probk 
n | I ted. rhe water supply of the This treaty prohibits the impounding of the waters of the 
( 1 Che disposition of the silt of the river is | Grande and prevents the reclamation of an extensive area 
liflicult features. Cost (est ted), $1,000,000. land now desert and the irrigation of thousands of acres { 
merly cultivated. Less than 1 per cent of the stream’s 
1 { n Ifondo River, a tr tarv of the P in Mexico comes from sources north of the Mexican line. 1 
| ( t, on ondo River, a tributary of the ecos, : 
\ ed. 7 > | the treaty is abrogated or amended large storage worl 
‘ from Roswell. Area to be irrigated, 10,000 acres ; . : : ee : : 
“ 4 bs ioe - eae this stream can not be constructed. The Rio Grande 
‘ i 4) ru mis raplaly aavanhcing, , sas a . . ii ae - 
1 4 1>s. . 1 4+] ¢ > 1] vates 204,945 acres, or 9,28) farms, at a cost of $16.87 
\ j pre », on Le Shriver, 60 miles north of hoswell, a rm > >: . re = 
: ’ ’ rated acre. The Pecos River irr tes 56,497 acres, or J 
( ( ‘ lL enanal about 0» Inilies long, to recialin ; . er 7 ae 
( farms, at a cost of $48.41 per irrigated acre. The lar: 
| { f J Vera u r con irrigation works in the United States are in New Mexico, 
, ( 1) ¢ Ss Y@xzas, 3 tic il Oll- a . - . 
ed some of the largest projects under contemplation are there. 
TANUARY, 1906, BULLETIN OF THE RECLAMATION SERVICE, 
lood ] 1 A bulletin issued by the Reclamation Service of the U 
{ | et on Wail I } (oOo Grande i ‘ ‘ . ‘ : » . — 
he ' ' ’ ’ o' t ane NN re States Geological Survey, January, 1906, contains a brief 
1 ) lt ‘ » OM V Lif 5 yy l¢ Ours | { ° . ae .. o = . 
pee of tl —— nae , iment concerning irrigation projects under consideration 
I (" ! on, however, is required « he international . eee rs . : 
1} + % ’ ; Stat iM ae " “% construction by the Government. Without objection, I 
ved betwee! » nited States and Mexico. ae . , : . : : : . 
— yen eee sErsewghst "© insert it here as bearing forcibly on this subject. 
{ f the Rio Grande is so fluctuating that suffici aia se ge _ ae i : 
; . rhe report is as follows: 
ition can not be furnished without regulatio 
IRRIGATION PROJEE 
: ; : ‘ ; : The fol brief statement regarding irrigation projects undet 
\ ee ae tr, in San Juan A ap My, northwestern | sideration : onstruction by the United States Reclamation Se 
N Ve I] reel 1 50,000 acres. No location for storage | and concerning irrigal s in public and private ownership \ 
} fou 1 will event i } r neans of propo “| ystems i pul 
in circular form foi in answering inquiries and for t 
BULLETIN NO. 16 ON IRRIGATION. formation of the pul generally. 
( y; \ 6, of irrigation in the United States in ARIZONA SALT RIVER PROJECT. 
! { 1 ed October 18, 1904, adds some details of interest This project contemplates the construction of a large storage da 
: : ag ae gy ed eae , ,.. | Roosevelt, Ariz., 270 feet in height, which will regulate tl uy 
It Valley in Arizona was Irriga ed before The water from gravity ystems for about 160,000 aeres of land in 
S iP | pported a large population in the eighth | vi f Phoenix When the dam is constructed, there will 
‘ th century The cliff dwellers in New Mexico also irri V large amount of power, which will be utilized to incre 
1 nn \ ply in the Salt River Valley by means of pumping from 
‘ lan extensive population once flourished there. The oo ar oe ae 
| conducted and some of them cut through Karly in 1904 contracts were awarded for construction of conside 
i] ek. Over S.QOO.0COO aere of once worthless desert in | auxiliary work—power canals, sluicing tunnels, ete. A cement mill 
‘rected by the Government and is now in operation, furnishing a 
\ { ’ } y y ’ , re} . i . U i OW In OF} ion, Turnl 7 
*f : _ 5 each year quality of cement to » used in the works. ‘The construction 
( ort] OO OOO OOM the dam will require 220,000 barrels of cement. The excavation y 
| rive ite ive agriculture and a de- | for the power canals is completed, the lining of canals is nearly « 
pleted, and the work on the sluicing tunnel was finished on Octo 
{ ) rms in tl age number me oe 
: ' eo ' and st umber 1905 fhe contra for the construction of tl large dam was awa 
‘ I I Phe follow i re we’ Of 3 » J. M. O'Rourke & Co., of Galveston, Tex. It is understood that 
t re no public lands vailable under this project for homestead e1 
the entire area having been filed upon by settlers, many of whom 
» ned title t 1 lear lor information as to the possibil 
Arizona x : Nevada i ng lands by purchase from present owners and other data 
il character concerning the soil and climate of the valle 
. Mr. B. A. Fowler, president of the Salt River Valley Water Users’ A 
N W)2 3, 867 9,285 2, 260 ition, Pl x, Ariz fhe irrigable lands under this project are tt 
per ce 29.7 18.6 ry to branch lines of the Southern Vacitic and Santa Fe rai 
l 24 , od 570.001 tems. 
| r it 33. 4 on 13.1 CALIFORNIA: YUMA PI 
“a 629 o7 5, _ 252.2 This project cont : ; 
( $4 , US 24 ) $1 f 12 y ean YY)? 
> ae ‘ 37.99 | nort! fy 
» I Ar 1a eal 
1 Gila rive bet 1 
‘ ‘ } S4.000 
| ft of il il oOVvel , O fee ! 1d Is pur ! ds ut 
( 1) { ut y tot 














| r without » main | tead rhe 
( it but a ll p } ms { itt Und t! 
1 « ( j ( { os t exceed 160 ac 
; ; ‘ —— . far! it area, but 
] ’ 
‘ i I : rhe hod 1 v h the I { } LR \ m will | 
d of to ttle } { { i munced It ‘ 
ro res irrigated and total number of farm r, that the reservation will be thrown open upon the com 
ir | Califor 1 in the lead, with Colorado, Montana { irt nv k 
' 4 ! ‘ . ’ ; ! e ¢ of the works will be assessed proportionately upon each a 
‘ , ving New Mexico and Arizona make a con Vl t Works Will be as proj ately up 
: ; s , ind. fa ar os f Jand 1 Limed, to paid by ttlers in ten annual install: , 
I Irrigation has wrought a wonderful | irate rhe « ndd nal charge will for mainter 
l dist 1 of water, coll 1 of pay its, n e chat ’ 
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the landowners of the district to be affected. Printed matter and a proclamation giving 
formation of a local character regarding the section may be had upon | open to gene lL « \ ‘ 
ication to association headquarters at Yuma, Ariz Dourit LVO4 surve W 
On July 6, 1905, a contract wi awarded to J. G. White & Co... New rrigation for a portior 
Y <, for the construction of the Laguna dam and sluiceways Exenva struction of a main 
tion is being carried on, and r preliminary plans are under way Contracts have been 
a view to the construction of the dam. On September 13, 1905, | and of main 
ontract was awarded for the construction of Yuma dikes, on which | shortly Contract for 
tl work is how under ~ for onstructir di 
COLORADO > UNCOMPAT iRE VALLEY PROJECT. —— blew sber 1 
rhis project contemplates the diversion of waters of the Gunnison | }, a eee eee . n oa 
River by means of a tunnel 30,000 feet in length, cross-section 103 by | gormation will be viven t 
feet, cement lined, capacity 1,300 second. feet. fhe tunnel passes 
der a high divide and carries the water to the Uncompahgre Vatliey, NEBRASKA—W 
e it will be utilized for the reclamation of 120,000 acres of land in his f ect ‘ 
Miontrose and Delta counties Construction of tunnel was begun in waters of North Platt 
November, 1904, and thereon has since been progressing rapidly. | which will be mad 
More than a mile of nnel is completed. canyon of the stream 
About SO per cent irrigable lands under this project are in pri uring the irrigatiy 
ite ownership The remaining 20 per cent are subject to homestead thre hannel of t 
entry by bona tide settlers in accordance with the rules and reculations will turn it into canals 
erning that class of entry. The farm unit for first-class fruit land 1 rated The land 
| probably be 40 acres, while on other lands suitable for growing | Northwestern, Burlir 
in, sugar beets, and alfalfa SQ-acre tracts may be filed upen At | roads It is fert nd 
proper time filings pon these lands should be made through the variety of product It 
al land office at Montrose, Colo No water can be delivered for irri pM of irrigation for t 
tion prior to the crop season of 1900. All inquiries for I n nstruction of Xx \ 
a local re conce the character of the soil, cro li Ik OWS On J \ ' 
te of the section, etc., should be addressed to the pre ie | PP 5 roe 4 nst 
I mpahere Valley ter Users Association, Montr he work was co le 1 
nds are tributary to the Denver and Rio Grande Railway. ce Se e Stone ¢ 
IDAHO: MINIDOKA PROJECT. ie 7 ee 
This project provides for the reclamation of about 130,000 acres of In n, t Ss 
nd lying on both sides of Snake River in southern Idaho The area state Canal and. fe 
| venetited is all Government land which has been withdrawn from have been ay ded \ 
eral entry under the provisions of the act of June 17, 1902, bu steadily 
nains subject to entry under the provisions of the homestead law When const ou 
ilomestead entries within a radius of 1 miles from the center of each lon ady ‘ ‘ ‘ 
wh site established are to be limited to 40-acre tracts, and those on 1 t is in bli ywne 
other lands under ject to SO aeres The soil is excellent, SO ac! Applic 
ing a deep s: | from alkali, now pr - oa thrift land office, for inds in 
rowth of sage brush water right under this pro t will the local land tices, for 
s-6 an acre. Settlers are permitted to pay their water { OSs I downei n ed 
ent in ten annual installments, without interest It is believed that | Vlat Valley W I 
of the land is now tiled upon by bona tide settlers Contracts have the y obtain fi 
n awarded as follows: In September, 1904, Bates & Rovers Con Andrew Craw d. st 
ition Company, for construction of large dam, which is about re \ A 
if completed; in’ July, 1905, for construction of telephone system; When « “dit 
( ring June and July, W905, for mstruction of distribution s fem, ; es ae : : 
vork being subdivided and cor ict awarded in sections to veral Deny Oe rs 4 
mitractors. Fair progress ha een made in work on the distr tion Ne ae I ; work 
tem, and strenuous effort is being made to complete the construction : ae c ot 
hin the time specified by the contract bre it conditions ind te ee ; : 
t water wiil probably be turned on the lands under the gravity ee . = oe ae 
ls late in the irrigating season of 1906. The lands to be ineluded Pes ; 
jer this proposed stem are tributary to the Oregon Short Line a +} ; ‘ : 
Roilwav, which has recently extended a branch line through the Mini 1 . 10s P - 
ka tract, upon which are located thre town site ha in 1908 e ; Bee ae oe be 1 
Government will sell at publie auction a restricted number of ae os v 1 
each town sit , : 
= IDAHO: PAYETTE-BOISE PROJI entry, and may ! 
i Parette Boise project ul ely will 1 lim about O00 S | \ 
nd in the valleys of the e, Bo and Sna!l \ ( \ 
‘ ern Tdal Of this five xths is wit! { res t f it 
‘ for irri tion The i ire tributary to the Oregon > rt ¢ t ere \I 
Boise, Nanipa, and Owyhee, and the Idaho Nortl » raili | the ¢ 
Phe complete plans propose the utilization of 1 the | ‘ ! 1 li 
riv nd inelude the coustruction o cicnsin to 1 of 
| | ad s ich strean Phe lands are i Ada, ¢ von, | I et | \ 
‘ cou i mre smoot! with ‘ntl pe t bn. i Will le idertauken 
f tion will be taken 1 nits and seve ! S 
{ © the ( mrojeet is oa) 
t nl On ¢ rnin na t« n | ‘ { | \ | | I t ! 
! n ae: ae president of tl Vater Users’ As i Cald ! I 
ldale ‘ 
( Y PROT : na 
This project, by 1 is of an ¢ e pumping m l vide \ 
ppl ‘ wiite t } loute jlout 0 ere ted e «¢ t of \ . on \ 
| eld in southwestern Kat e land ques ul i aa ‘ 
{ nership and nae ‘ ej i d ' ‘ n | 
binney County Farmers’ Ir ition Association Phe ‘ t to | id 
i water for the irrfeation ot e land ‘ ravity s ‘ 
] dive n fror the r t 1 t \ t She mw { thie p , 
1 |e of water from | I ‘ to t an t l n ut 1 W | i 
\ e of ow in iB treal it i N.M 
proposed pumping plant is ¢ ened for the 1 oO d 
nd waters d it 1\ the co ruction o sey) te | iti 
tion each driven electric v 1 i mtr ' ' n kk phe | ii 
thre in line of the Atehison, Topeka and Santa Fe Ra 7“ nm the I : 
1 lie nh tion now In Viste ( j s 1 t f\ its : ‘ = s 
1 to tl int County Water I \ \ n. of ¢ n ¢ 1. Oo ‘ | ! 
recently formed, Pledges of cription to of 1 it mn 
r Users’ Association have n ven for pract ‘ nN = 
oooa : d to water f 1 | . Cory Chet Tiity 
ud { tions i \ ler wat nd 1 rt ANN ‘ 
nat an early date 
! ‘ 1 
MONTANA! HUNTEDY ) { 
his project) contem) ‘ the elamatio ‘ t wo S ! Cr 
nd lo ed along ¥ owsté River it ' t 1 Me ) ‘ 
the ceded portion of the Crow Indian Re \ il I, t the « 
d Bull Mountain station. The lands to ia All the land 
wthern Pacitie and Chicago, Bu fom and y | I t t 
a portion of the area which the Crow Ind \ eaty ratified te, ¢ I 
t of Congress approved Ay ~7, 1904, ceded to the United States 1 N. M 
ne of the conditions named was the allotment to the Indians of ’ 
tead entries upon the reclaimed land { KR ( 
Upon the completion of said allotments, the area remaining is t be | het N \I 


to disposition 


in accordance with the provisions of 
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, part ol the d i nd the owners were eto go on with I 
\ | The Governme! VAS mppe dt ‘ 1 in order that Not y how ( 
“ Vv valued not lt than S$2.000 ) mil be 1 from; That h ‘ eX \ 
loss the United States i ow carrying on the work experi ‘ < 
tha nd to | ed by this pr ct is, howeve indel res out ol ‘ 
( | of contalt ] 
\ I dim is yy sed f the Rio Gr le River ¢ ss : f t ’ 
On ( reservoir 175 feet deep at lower end, 40 rj ( { ( 
r with Of 2 OOO OF e-Leet, \ ) 
lic | eri te SO.OGO acres of land lying in 3 \ © | { 
)» LOXA nad MM ) r hiet In SS ‘ 
\ it 18.008 ‘ ( I fed land near Carlsbad. N. Mex ! tart ; ae | 
e been With wa : € ‘ F ed Wits ( it dw ale ‘ 1 
d 1 and other w I | 1 ny \ e the { } 
le and fruit ti nad re al lo ' ed the { Chen { 
l t} ‘ t i of hree mil n in nount tl lal 
vorth of propert of 1882 
\ yA TIAN ] k | 
There were 3,S67 irrigated f s in Al ha im Wr It is | In the testimo taken | 
ble there are 4,000 now, as is Claimed The were i tories in wi ! lf 
2 247,220 acres irrigated. The number in New Mexico was I mm were ft 
t the same nd Nevada had more than both put together ‘ yy | t « S ] 
ne out the irrigated land in Arizo Which b Tieedisar e, whiel i 
vations, it is not likely that the balance is much greater | not worked the 
vy thea When the « u \ | Li Wihie! tood at eniie heer i ‘ 
G0 eres 1 ! o's ( I 
seats tanieies ee ee < t 1 tip, | the « ble 
the only storage dam now contemplated in Arizona will not , ; ; 
dd to the number of acres under irrigation, for all the water ’ 
ein store and supply will be needed to adequate! \ © 4 ‘ , 
acres already under cultivation, or which have been pre Ol TS LOE V 
red for cultivation There will be little inducement to much | 1 
ligration into Arizona, because all the land which « nm be " 
rrigated has already been taken up, and the only farms to be | ; 
tained are by subdivision of farms already under cult tion ' 
here are no broad everes in Arizona adequately supplied t ; 
ter which are to-day open to homesteaders, The roseate o7 , 
misin Which sees a million acres under cultivation j \ ‘ 
1a few years and population of a million souls has it : 
peracid place OULV in the literature of land boo I nad Cul - 
estate speculators, but will t bear close scrutiny or fair 1 
itical application Se 
th I re OF ANTE! \N 4 wW I iH ‘ ' ; ‘ 
Phe present trend of the Ame nh pioneer ) t asi 
( i“ nh ine 1) >t ®» tert ( ] We ecupied tic d ‘ o : 
n northwe Che fre i ind inh ble clit ‘ f thy 
reme north even now | id will co ile to ( ra 
lucements for the American mer 1 1 the a ly ; s 
ul ev th SeCMUItropre | ( of At yrast here { 1 F 
ier frequently Is for hour Lait i wl 
the tl Mis swallow up e largest fl | ha \ ! \ 
( Ac] { pO lit of OOO.0O00 it ted I" \ | " 
rel ¢ ide that io 40 e ti 4 do nllo { 
tor « h 1 el f md the resu ‘ LOW AM * $ 
le rl result ol the the that | ! { 
{ Bea { » Surve 1 In ) ’ t lk 
e tarn ¢ na 1 dail { ‘ 
evitd ‘ {! thy for the t 
' | { t ( \ 
en 1 re 1 tw Lat at ] ‘ : 
4 4 
Stirte hieh t re ‘ \ t 
re pred uv i ‘ i N 
1 Nevada 11h i { ’ os iid eve ‘ ( 
‘ tl Chamber by d od 
\ ) L pup 
eri f gold there ‘ . o1 el 
! 
‘ ‘ ho ‘ ‘ 
| 11 | il ( itty ‘e 
1 ounce ! 7) ‘ 
\ ’ ‘ | ‘ 
‘ ‘ t 1 
\ ‘ f | } dd 
t i ( ‘ 
i i re iti cal | 
{ Col Lele ly rn ye «4 ( thi 
ol (; "¢ \ I 
‘ prod { Tl al I on ‘ | a ‘ 
\ d fourth in the w e world 
' 
Water $ \ I t p p. 04 
rar ! { G. p. 1 | 
*Governor of At Ke} a I sa i 
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Inineral production of that State, the annual pre 
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luction of its 


nes does not equal the annual product of its farms. The gold 
oduction in Colorado last year represented S29,000,000, but 
cori, lay, potatoes, and other products were worth more 
1 forty millio Silver reached a high value last year, and 
put of that precious metal from the mines of Colorado 
revuted STLC0o.G00, 
Lf \ A GRI I IA MING THAN MINING rATE 
The « hards andthe sugar-beet patches of Colorado did better 
! | by one and one-half million dollar The S5.000,000 
{| lead marketed did not exceed the value of the Iambs 
ed from that State, so that while the whole value of the 
heral output of the State was $43,000,000, the farms were 
hanore, for they produced an output which was worth 
tree peur 
\ itu the only durable basis of a great State, and 
lepends on water, which in Arizona is so scarce that 
fr lize a vel mall proportionate amount of the 
MPARATIVELY IN ARIz 
\\ from Arizona admit that the manufacturing inter 
the Ts tory are yet to be developed, and it is plain 
hie tigates the subject that the future of manu 
Voowres Viti The Federal statistics of bith 
r 4 \ r 100 show capital invested in Arizona at 
{()s New Me » SL.GOS TSG, while the value of the 
\1 ¥2 1 1108S and in New Mexico $5,605,795. 
| { ful output of Arizona se is a splendid 
et it ut a trifle, for even the District of Columbia, 
1" 1 { liv no manufacturing, returned an output 
S47,667, 622 
port of Brac ! { Commercial Ag rives the 
( busine houses in Arizona 1765, j Ne Mexico 
is) t 1 number HO: Im ind ) Territory 6,912, in Okla 
wid total for the new State of Oklahoma of 
{ { i} ‘ ‘ eve 1 ! er of busines houses 
| { Arka hrerg wf 1" 14,4558 
iy US « ‘ ! nst Jo { ‘ l with New 
lise f salle al rin 1 difference The thitrnts of 
\ oure referred to entirely different poople. hes 
do foreigg Spaniards, Mexicans, and even by the 
‘ t of * Gre ers,”’ It is ch rod that me ily 
if Comn ee on the ‘I (ories, 1906, p. 110. 


| 


‘ - q 17 te 
H)4) CONGRESSIONAL R 
i \ BE CIHLA MI ‘ 
‘ \ i his last report, s (page 7) 
I ! in 
y pt 1 y in pul 
pr lmits all that can be said of th 
( I el in t! Ie Lory 
: PRI ‘ 
1’ | | of this bo hh had more experience 
nd 4 e thin he Senator from Montana, and he 
fore Ilo Committee on Territori 
‘ ne o deter e actually the real value of a 
1 you the ore out and realize on its value, for, he 
‘ Lo bre ible ihe to-day may To-morrow 
entire 1 | eens to be a most promising vein, 
ch eCeCTL W ed with great profit, may pinch out 
\ f font l become worthless.¢ The fluctuation of | 
ri] elen ch operates against the value of 
‘ Cop] brings 1S cents now, but within a few years 
e! low S cen As the Senator from Montana 
| ao mine might promise to continue most valuable 
perty and yet might be dug out entirely in three weeks. The 
perience of the past should caution us against granting state 
to a Territory whose p ipal industry is mining. While 
Mexico is hot as great a mining camp as Arizona, and the an 
lon | production there does not now exceed $3,000,000, 
‘ every reason to believe that, as the governor of New 
\ in his last r ori, sooner or later New Mexico 
ist become as great a producer of mineral wealth as the Com 
miwealth Inilar in geological, mineralogical, and topographie 
uit Colorado, Arizor ind Mexico—on its immediate bor 
AGRI¢ LTURE Tilt i FOUNDATION I RG 
In New Mexico agriculture still leads in the value of if 
i 1 product Statistic how that 41 per cent of the people 
rod; in’ gainful occupiat are following agricultural pur 
( rade, which has dazzled the world with the richness 
gold and silver mines, was long regarded of little value 
tas aoimining eamp, but notwithstanding the magnificent 





one-half the people of New 
overwhelming extent not understand or speak the Enel 
language. The aspirations, ambitions, and interests of thes 
people are said to differ from those of Arizona. One witness, 
professor, said that 


Mexico are Mexicans, who to an 


do 


To force Arizona into a union with New Mexico is to do a ¢ t 
wrong to the people of the former Territory, who in racial anteced 
religious preferences, and industrial interests are wholly unlike 
inhabitants of New Mexico.¢ 

One witness patronizingly declares that the people of N 


Mexico are good people, but “they are not like our people.” 
is charged that in New Mexico an interpreter 
tically 


rool 


is pre-ent pr 
all the time in the courts and frequently in the schoo 
for the purp 
procedure. 

Another witness says that more than a majority of the 
of New Mexico is Mexican without question, and d 
from being present at a half dozen sessions of the legislatur 
Santa Fe that a majority of the members were Mexican, and 
every case, whenever there is a legislature held, it is neces 
to have a interpreter to interpret the remarks 
Spanish into English and from English into Spanish.e 

It declared that the union of these two Territories y 
make an unfit and even an unholy alliance, and will cause 
Americans of Arizona to be subject to Greaser or Mexican do 
ination, 


se Of carrying on conversation and tak 


pop 


tion 


Spanish fr 


Is 


ANGLO-SAXON VERSUS L 


reverend 


ATIN, 


that t 


declares 
the Anglo-Sax 


gentleman, 
Mexico and 


is compelled 


Another witness, a 
Latin race predominates in New 
in Arizona. Kven he, however, to bear wit: 
that the New Mexicans of Spanish descent are an exceedil 
conservative people, if they do prefer to live according to « 
time traditions. He admits that they are quiet, orderly, 
clined to obey the laws; that they follow instead of tryi 
lead, and have been used by both political parties instead 
attempting to dominate in conventions. Most of them, he 
Roman Catholics, a quiet, orderly, law-abiding people, 
difficult to govern and not diflicult to handle.d 
FIFTHS 


are 


FOUR OF NEW MEXICANS SPEAK ENGLISH, 


the native-born citizens of 
1 descent are based partly upon p 


These aspersions against 
Mexico who are of Spanis! 


udice and partly upon ignorance. These unfriendly esti 
given by zealous advocates of single statehood for At 


greatly overstate the proportion of New Mexicans of Spat 
descent. Mr. Rodey, late Territorial Delegate, and who 


familiar with the situation as any living man, declares that 
more than two-fifths of the inhabitants of New Mexico are 
Spanish descent, and of that number at least half speak I 
lish. 


NEW MEXICANS OF SPANI¢gIC DESCENT MAKE GOOD CITI 


Mexico, in his last annual report to ¢ 
Secretary of the Interior, dated September 15, 1905, 
the population of the Territory on July dt, lasi, sat 

which number he says 158,000 come from other States 
ritories or are descendants of such, 


The governor of New 
estima 
Se 
nnd ‘I 


125,000 are of Spanish 


Mexican descent, and 13,000 are Indians. While his) estiim 
of the total population is undoubtedly high, he prac 


agree 


with Mr. Rodey as to the proportion of the different ¢ 


ments of the population of that Territory. This two-fifth 
ment of Spanish descent has lived under the American flag | 
ixty yenrs, a period covering practically two generations, 2 
all of them, except a comparatively small per cent, were } 
within the Territory after it was incorporated into the ‘Te 
tory of the United States. These Americans of Spanish a 
ire very su ‘ior in character to the average of the peopl 
ing south ef t} Rio Grande, except probably not to exc 
twenty to thirty thousand people who are almost entirely 
voted to sheep herding, and these are a good, honest, past: 


vastly superior to much of the immigration that is d 

v our shores through the gates of Ellis 
the Territory ed from Mexico to the United St: 
their numbers have been added to very little by immigrat 
from the south./ 


‘ople, 
pourin 


since 


g onto 


yer 
pret 


NEW MEXICO TAKING ON NEW LI 

New Mexico has taken on new life and is beeoming : 
iveressive and up-to-date as the rest of the United States ‘I 
larger towns have electric-light plant ther re two cle 
treet railroad systems; all the larger towns have water woi ; 
two cities have free mail delivery; there are three rural 
routes: good roads are being built: beautiful lromes are being 

4 Wlearing before House Committee on the Territories, 1906, p. 7S 

> Hlearin efore Tlouse Committee on the Territories, 1906, p 

¢ Hearin ‘fore Tlouse Committee on the Territories, 1906, p. 2. 

aii ing before Llouse Committee on the Ts ories, 106, p. 71 

¢llearing before House Committee on the Territories, 106, p. 133. 

f ilearing before House Committee on the Territories, 1900, p. 162. 
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silent icant = neous : a 
On every hand is evidence of prosperity, of civic | servatism of the older 1 Ves d f 
iblic and private progress tion and the sparselv se d 
{ 
WIGU CHARAC \ ' EW MEXI ‘ to learn Er r] h , 
to } 
person who | ‘ red bet wer « of quite probable { | 
: } 1 ; ‘y laerat thea 1 
ress Investigating this ect, and who has test 1 « th Me an descent y 
i" : j } \ \ “ ( 
ular point, bears testimony to the high character and ONGITN vever, ¢ Low 
7 _ + — ost . 4) rant 
rling worth of this element in the 1) prurlertic 1 of New Mexico every oth t of tl y 
} . a4 . “ ¢ St. 
Wha are, be yond quest on. as Z zens ns can be found else cle it « : ‘ } yt 
} 
e in the United St : cenel on of the I sh t 
(‘ol | \I Bb l l est s follows VY MEX s 
t ‘ \ y har ¢ y ‘ \\ <7 eT \ ‘ } 
i ‘ 1 1 Ww ¢ ( of 1 ‘ l V } i be re 1 to 
t e | We ! S es out the of t i i 
| ‘ j 7 ( ‘ 1 is ofte 
{ ty i ‘ ( t ry floss | ‘ } 
1 ‘ ’ } t y 
t y ive pI it 7 sof Mey . ck ent re ) 
Lnited st { ‘ tc 
| re quiet al } 
AL WAY ) t PLAC 
to t hie \ ad ‘ tl ( 
Major I ly in office 1 the President’s reg nut during | y;.) a f 
hieh sense 
} } ’ ' { } t 
»wur with Spain, pa his 1 te to them: 8 of ‘ 1 \ 
I \ | le of t I nile y ‘ 1 > Y} f 4 
{ 3 that t e hearts « A in | ‘ . 
! i t ( L in é tic, t ‘ , 
t ‘ l | le the ! I Vie ‘ \ , 
1: fex whicl rT 
i Sid t ! to f eS a3 
i t to f Ss t ‘ t a ‘ \ 
I { I J t Lek rs ‘ | 
. \ g } ‘ ] l +e ‘ 
fede W { \ 
iy | 1 A I i 
‘ t ‘+ I 1 
\ { | 
+ 7 ) { f ] ‘ 
{ , ' 1 { 
% ‘ 1) ? t \ I f t 
; ’ ¢ y f 
I t L« t \ \ler ( 
: t 1 
\ ‘ ‘ f t | I : 
defeats . { tio | 
tod or ( The A \ ‘ 
lon 3 VV ’ ited \ t the ft ent 1 ee 
| | ) XN i thie ‘ ? ; 
( Mex M of t » their s in « ; ’ 
( nt t { ‘ , 
, ‘ aT 
| our war f the liber on of Cul { 4 wid ‘ ‘ 6 ‘ ] 
} 1 . | 
descent ( : 3 to ¢ t under 1 S ad 3s \ | 
as the cit of any othe > part of the country or of ) ] ( | ‘ i 
train of ent | \ peaceahl ‘ lerlv. law hid 
{ Cll thie t err ¥ llin | tthe 
1 \ e cert nl VW ¢ ’ oO ‘ this l ‘ it s : 
Amer in Citizenship ; 
‘ i . Ls 
it 1 ed that ev Sp ho 1) hed in \ 
bel orv ¢ rl ti ! (i it Pe 
vy of ¢ vy fatiy t » } 
t dt 
Mianv of hie ending « fm Ne \f ‘ f ( Ana 
} nd American blood. ilu eds « } oy the ] b 1 fi ; 
taken place 1 nobody wid +4 3 : : ed - aye 
! re than thousands o on hich y take p S oo) « t oA 
| country between other Americans of diffe t nati | Ave 
Ara’ i a I I ] > a ra { 
Mr. Rodey further declared that no county in the 7T Aye d \ 
qe 
Spanish-speaking, in the ial sense, because. while manv 1 
' } ' ' . | ] { \ 
i! pri hh, thre i » > CK IN i Ly hil the l I l ; 
’ ’ ’ } ' j ‘ \ p Veo 
a i | ets W : | Spanish, they are familiar t} 
: > 4 ' 
Inglish tongue. Recent railroad construction has bre ht I \ \ 
1 * 4 + . ‘ \iges 
ring the | few ye t large influx of English-spx 1M tN 
( Ot the populat of the Territory, he le es thi M vant 
{ \\ 4 < y 
th 1 nor) ’ Fen iv e, Wn neoak ] ne ly \ \1 } 1 
Another \ ness ce red that 75 per cent of the M n 1 ? l d t } 
lo talk English, but they will not talk it unless they have ment h higher ew J 
lCrringg ws] hi i their own family cirel nal } I 
eos. wl h results in eonfinir 7 ; } ht 7 saa / 
evou ‘ el ent Phes¢ ‘ a 1] { ‘ every ec] t} Ne NI ‘ 
i\ i l | | \ 1] ‘ Ltiey ié rn { i if hy lang ig ( 1 { ‘ 4 ‘ } by} 
y rapid 1 f l att dane 1 the Mexi a the hin four-fift] s {1 , 
? 4 , ‘ ? < 
ot uid { than in th Ameri Pre { ted S ‘ 1 ea i 
| witt a fic itly that the n veo Me ‘ s had | & | ‘ o ‘ \ { 
nh] ct ll 1 f | \ until dominated b \\ t! tive ‘ I’ | ‘ | 
\ y CO ho rail d nstruction.d to-c with . ‘ | 
j \ I I ty 1 St te It ‘ ; 
1 } } T 
\ | withes \ ( of § nish ce dt 1 of b i 
About SO pet to i l Fy reneration spe | \ t l \i ’ 
i 1 They have not however, had until Coe ly ( é 
} . } 
heol facilities they how posse a id « il Wt ot the « , tag 
| th \ » 1 tV fT l it} 
te TD ment No ’ ms 
‘ te Doeur t No | 0 SS te] \ ! 
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of lent ganda university enrolling 1,250 pupils. 
! \ cit th seven to eight thousand 
I rwo ele ric-ligh md eas plants ; 
en and fire departinent, railroad shops, 
1 vrs rid vod stores, and tl city is the center 
( \ | 1 r d rict, 
( Md as sehools throughout the 
‘ or \ f Many Me ns living in the surrounding 


re at ous to send their children there, and the knowl 


edy f J wing rapidly Mexicans, as a rule, wish 
their childi learn the English language, even if they 
‘ ) ‘ themsely 
‘ il 1 ¢ 11's 1 y I 

J ue that the Ne Me i have been somewhat back 
\ | publie edu ! Che public school system there dates 
‘ ‘ «and hile the older class of New Mexicans of 
‘ ‘ ] illiterate because of lack of school 
i thy } here no eas good as anywhere and 

t hie ul ! neration is learning English. 


vi N 
Mr. I 1 | n his test hiony before the House committee : 
i ‘ ] 1 dea in t inne I about a 
{ nd J tt iy that Arizona ne ‘ t superior 
v Al 1 ect We have Ls ) m econd to 
ind a s ! I ties equal te ' n > We have a 
{ f NI 0 wo eat no a sche ‘ ec} | of 
I ‘ { te a lf a dozen « of ji titu 
it ple { public cor nm every cit 
¢ in Per | de } 4 mnd denomi 
’ We i splendid 0” | ind ow pend mor 
{ ( WOO a ‘ _ Wa ind another f their rt We 
f ‘ y listri ‘ t} lucationa 
net it a0] to be, wl e the hav not t as od 
4 thre i t In my te ! you \ fired ‘ 
t t M ‘ j { {1 wel bye tT il 1 ind t ’ to 
| I fr \ ) of t I \\ hea ist 
i j 1 a 1 i” Ariz 1 and bet I ! ‘ 
f I We have O.000 worth of s mol Vuritdl 
‘ “ ,OOO WD ‘ ra ‘ rivy Ss 1,000,000 it year for til I 
\\ , i { vf : 
MI i ME OF TIE VERY SAME J MS 
| vernor of Arizona, in his last annual report, speaks of 
t! e tional tut in the Territor nd the problems 
v ‘ rout the The compulsory-education law is obeyed, 
hi iy almost without exception by American parents ; but, 
otwithstanding the Inw, it appears the Mexican children are 
rup in ignorance. They cling persistently to the Span 
1 tongue, though the children have a smattering of English 
ndoiean speak it when it is absolutely necessary He declares 
that the race has grent possibilities, that educated citizens of 
M h deseent a prominent in business and the professions 
fa reredit to the Territory. 
ARIZONA ADMI NO NEED TO FEAR THE NEW MEXICANS 
declares that the uneducated citizens of Mexican birth or 
‘ ok Upon Americans sas numerically predominate race, 
e, push md superior, and many of them feel a 
tiz the presence of Anglo-Saxons and prefer to live by 
{ mdf their own customs. In view of this tes 


‘nor, how insincere is the alleged fear 


New Mexico. 


iAl roM I N DOMINAT 


ve nneoof the bitterest opposition on the part of Arizona to 
ad th New Mexieo is the alleged fear of being 
they call it, by the more numerous population 
Perritory What they complain of especially is 
oO! | of Mexicans who can not speak English 
inferpreter, One witness even goes further and 
the population of Ne Mexico, being controlling, 
{ Spanish Janguage the court language of the 
here State Such an extreme view, of course, is 
ridiculous, for these same witnesses holding these 
1not explain why if the foreign element pre 
‘ e nh Ney Mexico they speak the Icnglish tongue and 
‘ ] h to be taught in their schools. Another witness 
t they desire im Arizona to carry on their procedure 
oul in the Knelish language, and do not wish to be 
1 to have upon their juries people who do not speak 
‘ t ( il J 4 \ Ile says, “ We derive our procedure 
sayy while New Mexico conducts her legal 
mider the cis law, whieh is in existence there to-day.” 
his tiniel ‘ echo of the objection raised thirty years 
Colo o would be a Mexican State, while, as a mat 
‘ { t! hot a State the Union to-day which is 


which go 


We are 


the elements to make up 


proud of her 


is Colorado. 


doy of her magnificent mountain ranges, and her 
hie clint Hier mineral production has been the 

of | world, and her representatives in this body, 
from the time of her admission to the present hour, would re 
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we 


flect luster upon any State. 
an utterly 
Anglo-Saxon 
gether. 


The fear of Mexican domination is 
The Americans in New Mexico of 


panish descent get along splendidly to 


groundless one, 


and 


of S 


}URIES IN ARIZONA WILL REMAIN ENGLISH SPEAKING AS BEF 
There has been absolutely no race legislation, and no repres 
sive or unjust laws have been passed directed against any elk 
ment of its population. One would think from reading some . 
the testimony of these unduly agitated people from = <Arizo: 
that the immediate and direct result of joint statehood will 
a tremendous influx into the western part of the new State 
Americans from New Mexico who can not speak English 
who will insist upon the right to sit upon their juries. Th 
is in New Mexico which confers the right to sit o1 
juries to people who can hot speak Fnglish, but in 
ties where a majority of the people have been Spanish spe 


ing they have furnished jurors mainly, it appears, because tl 


no statute 
SOME CoOL 


| 


enjoy the occupation and because the English-speaking Ame 
cans are too busily engaged in private matters to have 


desire to act in such capacity. Not over 5 per cent, it is said 
the population of Arizona are unable to speak or rend Eneglis! 
and not over 6 per cent, it is said, of the native whites of 
races are illiterate. If this bill law, the courts 
the western end of the State will continue as now to have « 
English-speaking jurors, and those in New Mex 
Where the people of Spanish descent predominate can conti 
as how, to employ them upon juries and make use of interpret 
where it for the administration of justice. Tl 
secms to be no complaint from New Mexico about the charac 
of their juries. Witness after witness testified to the 
character these jurors of Spanish descent. A lawyer 
experience testified that he never knew a fairer jury than 
made up of these people, and he dees not believe a better cl 
of jurors could be found. 


becomes fl 


‘Ss 


counties 


is 


Hnecessi ry 


plem 


e 
ot 


Jt ADMINISTERED SATISFACTORILY IN NEW MEXICO, 


STICE 


the administration of just 


Mexico compares favorably with the adminstration 


There is ample testimony that 


in New 


justice in other States and Territories. These native jr. 
stand for law and order, for good government and good citiz 
ship 

One of the judges of the Territory declares that no cou 


ever held by him had administered justice more satisfactor 
than some held by him where the services of an interpreter | 
Statistics show that there are many Stat 
in Which the proportion of foreign-born, non-lnglish-speal 
is much larger than in New Mexico. ‘There are me! 
of this who address their constituents in Fret 
German, Norwegian, and other languages. There are citis 
this Union containing districts where more people speak a | 
eign language than the number of inhabitants of New Mexi 
Who can speak no other tongue but Spanish. 


to be freely used. 
people 
Congress 


aS \ 


INTERPRETERS USI VERY LITTLE 
The of interpreters in the New Mexican legislature vy 
once hecessary, but that condition has long since passed aw 
The present Territorial Delegate from New Mexico, Mr. 
pREWS, Suys there are twelve counties in New Mexico that 
American by majority; five so-called native 
where Spanish-speaking people predominate, and five that 
divided. He agree with Mr. Ropry that 50 per cent of t! 
poulation are of Spanish descent and 50 per cent pure Ame 
kour-tifths of the natives, he speak Knglish Ie} 
traveled all through the Territory and very seldom met a nat 
who could not talk English. Te was in the council three yea 
ago, the last but and there were five natives to 
Americans. The house had eleven or twelve natives to twe: 
Americans. ‘The legislature, he deelared, would average th 
or four Americans more than natives, a rule. He himse 
has been in the Territory for twelve years and all the legisla 
tures that have met in that period have had a majority in the 


Db NOW IN NEW MEXICO. 


use 
\ 
il coud cout { 


Ss 


SAYS, 
one, 


SeyVi 


us 


lower house of so-called Americans. Ile does net know ot 
member who sat in a legislature that he had anything to do 
with who could not speak English. dle adds his testimony t 
sustrin the fact that they are competent legislators and mo 
excellent citizens. The counties bodering on Texas are inh 
ited almost entirely by whites who have moved over from that 
State.¢ 

PHeIR LI LATIVE ASSEMBLIES MADE UP OF ENGLISH-SPEAKiNG 


CITIZENS. 
Mr. Roprey says that three years ago he wrote a Senator here 
that there had been Jitthe or no need of an interpreter in the 


legislative assemblies in New Mexico for ten years past, 4s 
every member of both houses understood and spoke English 
reasonably well. There will be no need of an interpreter, he 


Ub, 


2 IIearing before House Committee on the Territories, 1906, p. 
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|, in the coming legislative assembly, which is the one which | that county, simply because t] 








1h} iM use Lilet } ve At ae | { l 
last Ile gave the political complexion of that body, stating |) to polities and is a born political ors er and lead | \ 
t the upper branch was unanimously Republican and all! have no trouble in electing English-speaking Ame . tlre 
lars of a high order, and that the house was composed of | offices and controlling the administration of \ i 1 
tv-one Republicans and three Democrats, every one of whom | nicipal affairs 
Ienglish. He stated further that the use of interpreters MOST STA HAVE CONT 
enerally decreasing, and that while the oflice exists in many An analysis ef the origin of or} . » these 1] 
unties and is filled in some political conventions, yet there is | tories shows how foolish are the ft s ned by the people 
tthe or no absolute use for it, but the nominations are fre-| of Arizona. The native white populat of nat 
ently made as a compliment to some prominent citizen to| age in Arizona by the last Fed l cens Was 44.8280. « 
isin it is desired to give some recognition.¢ whom 12.427 were born in the Territory Phe eS \ 
- ALL COURT RECORDS KEPT IN ENGLISH. numbers for New Mexico are 149.029 nd Lio S 
\ir. Rodey has been in the Territory since 1881, and is a law- comparatively the same number in both Territ s 
hy profession. Ilesays he has never heard of but one instance | lite them from other States. The following St S cont { 
ere a jury called for an interpreter, although they are still | Persons to Arizona and New Mexico, respectively, as 1 
use to some extent in eight or nine counties All the court Number of pe s contributed to A 
cords are kept in english, although it appears that there are Oeae 
mie justices of the peace who keep their records in Spanish. ; ‘ 
hey attend to the litigation between the Spanish-speaking na ae , a Mie 
ves, and it is only natural that the records should be kept in ae 
ime tongue that is used by the parties to such petty litiga Ala \ 
nus comes before a justice's court. i ; 
PHE LEGAL CODES IN THE TWO TERRITORIES MUCH ALIKE Cc i 
The charge that in New Mexico the civil liw controls instead ' me aaa P , 
the common law, which prevails in Arizona, is entirely unwat D f \ 
ed. The Code of New Mexico is much like the Code of | Fi 
ilifornia, New York, and Texas.2 The code of practice is mod ii : 
d upon the same codes as is the Code of Arizona. The, Ul ] ] 
iiutes of New Mexico make a body of as good legislation as = er 
« legislation enacted for Arizona. There is some little differ lows... ; ’ 
ce between the laws of the two Territories, owing to some Ka 
fferent local conditions, but this difference amounts to very — 
tle This is no place to make a comparison between the com M a ‘ oe 
molaw and the civil law, but it is only necessary to say that | Maryland 
ie Civil law was a polished and finished product, while th = ae 
wnmon law was still in a rude and barbarous condition, and 34 ‘ 
it a very large number of the best features of the common law | M 1 
re derived from the system of law which was the greatest gift M 
tome gave to the world. The law of irrigation is found laid | xX ; 
wh in one of the pandects of Justinian, and was a well-settled 
ractice before common law had its birth. If a larger element : 
the civil law has crept into the statutes of New Mexico than 
to the statutes of Arizona, it is no proof of an inferior legal . ‘ 
dyancement. 4 , 
EACH TERRITORY CAN RETAIN ITS LOCAL STATUTES. ( t 
As far as the local statutes of the two ‘Territories are con P, ace 
red, it has been well said that there is no reason why they R { 
ould not be continued in existence until the legislature of the | > : } 
Ww State shall have ample time to consider the needs of the T n oe 
Ww Commonwealth and decide upon the best code of laws to Tex 
© adopted. 
UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT SUSTAINS THIS VIEW. \ nia ; 
If it were true, as is not the case, that these two Territories = int tor : 
ve different codes of law, the one legal system based upon the 9 yw : 
non law and the other based upon the civil law, it does not | Wy 
w that either Territory must be required to give up its owl ra 
uliar system. Both ean be maintained and can exist side b a 
le in the new State. There is no question about this pro 
for it has the inferential support of the Supreme Cou ae 
f. In Missouri rv. Lewis (101 U. S., 22) the court, spenking sh-Canadians tn Arizona, 1116s N M 
rough Mr. Justice Bradley, said: lish eee \l 1 aoe bey . 
hi ' As ~ ‘tee te = : sy ¢ Ar) 1 ) ; Viex ' ( \ 
patos lilt eee - on » prevent $ ‘ rf z \ 1 | : \ 
if t State of N York, for ey ( Go Its bh \ »: N ! 
1 vil lay 1 its method of 4 d ) w \ ( \ 0 ; Nii ( 
ref é 2 a aie ter ae " ( 9: New M ‘ 
the United St io pl t i foing ’ ! i otal 1 } 
f lav mad dicial proceed niay exist in the Ss 1.62 
t violati i pualit n the raw 
I no lid re I iv tl ! } ] ret 4 7 
! of Stat . ! 1M s 
red by treaty Wd ad 1 n i ) s | 
ly 1 { toa . Al l 
! ' i { ' { t \ nd a 
nd i to Hee t t { 
; 
1 4 ' 1 \ N . 
S) \\ ‘ 
to the mat New Me . ‘ lish or ce ( 
disposed to pose the civil or the & lish , ; <i 
nv other Lat ut 1 mat \ Saxon u Ta os 
wer l 1! tes ol that wl ( the Arie . \) 
" ille ] i ’ one-third i eC Vo pO} tio i) 1 \ \\ ‘ 
counties 1 have been He to con lL the | lies ‘ . 
i HI ( ti 1 the Ts i ». 179 New M »« 
I before Ilo Cr itee on the Territ s, 1006, pp. 47, | 
161, 165 e]I g | ell ( | 








-f af 
SPUN 


rw e 


4 
iT 
i 
‘ 
l 
( \\ 


‘ 
eu 
nh 
} 
lu 
toa 
le 
are 
+} 
tiv 
hese 
tiiy 
ii 
it 
alil, 
"Ud 
, 
Live 
! 
l 
) 
\ ¢ 
burt 
tiie 
that 
1 
ised 
fey 
{hal 
1 
ho 
‘ 
oO 
\¢ 
l 








RUARY 2° 
; 
time ther \ portion of each of the ‘ ries 
‘i + © | ] 1 (7 UlLe al Lt ( i Vi ] t 
| ! will be tl enter of | lo 
J i to the « er of population in New Mex 
O' ( I ie E TO CITI 
The d 1@y Staite of Al 
] than the Union k’rom 1 
or Phoen » maile Lb} 1h Sate 
the canpit ern St citv in tha 
S CONS é ile from Au mh, the 
ery west of thut State, 1 
terre i to the north liné@ 
e St of the southwest co 


adistant lh bours of 1 


travel from Denver than is Phoenix from Santa ke. Tl 
ern portion of Nebraska is quite as distant from Lin 
Cu] 1 of that State, as is Phoenix from Santa Fre. 7 
can be said of portions of Montana with reference to I 
the capital of that Stute, and that portion of the State of 
bordering upon Canada at the north is neuch more it 


lently situated as to matter of distance from Boise, tly 
of that State, than is Phoenix from Santa Ie. In fact, 


comunittee in the House that the I 





A ona have ceased to urge this distance question as 
objection to the jointure because these Comparisons sl 
t | itio Ss not well t I With modern facil 
tl vel : tl rail a that D ¥ a Ist ez \ Mie 
Arizona and the postal facilities that are extended « 
1 » Perritorie { S ¢ te a < to con i ente I 
1) n of either ‘Ter orv to the her a { f Vi 
to con unicate from on port n to the other of the 
ew | ind State 
An obj n urged inst the je wire that the 
are ¢ ded by the Continental Divide, which wa 
t 1 1 barrier f such character as to render 
t! ( i" ritories uhder as nele overtiiment very incom 
fhe fact is that the Continental Divide is entirely 
Mi co, east of the boundary line between New Me: 
\ mn and vari¢ in distance from the boundary | 


re than 100 miles down to about 30 mil 


Phe general elevation of New Mexico, except small 





the extreme southern part is 4.000 feet or more above t 
Within the Territory the mountains lose the characte 
( I ential Divide and become a series of detached 
i ! Oo roiling fo bald ind pore 1 out to 
1 1 eland Phe Continental Divide here a | 
\ | pre i lou on wide on each cle the aj 
| or | Poel Ir ull ti \ ire if a, 
‘ ‘ ‘ It Cr ed the prese time Ww 
d | t ‘ ‘ ' 1 COT e ol const i ih Ih 
ew N Oo é thout 1 e | hh » that 1 
| | ‘ ‘ { I { | i if rt | I ‘ ] ched 
it ininpne t ‘ extent | 
l 7 ae les « { f tl ( 1 |) I ( 
+ ] ( | ‘ t} ( enter | le 
| i | { ( ental DD cle ( 
Santa de { | ij © Amor hom 
! ) ( \ is | wh as thie Lhe (‘ul 
( of d 250 le long, running from I 
Nie L Pirae l 3 wo of t] t 
the ¢ M d the R n Mout i hie 
‘| ] \\ a { 1 tine ( 
I) h ‘ hh ‘ ‘ ae ut | th 
‘ t TT | I) ‘ ! ‘he i] I ] 
| the I Dodge line ! 
‘ rie 1 ] of N Mi »> from | oO west 
ie I ( L copper ¢ Nex 
: hers ] Wh 1 CTOSS¢ me @ or TOO 
I \ ( 1’ \ t is the Lodsby | 
! ( { Lel { | t nn elevation of 
) ! 1 St I s Next is th | 
] { ( f thes 1 res { a | 
{ Cor 1 yD ( tan el LOL. 7 (> feet 
ls t | \ f | \\ t a se haat 
t () r 7 ire J ted but none n tC | 
‘ ) { vy dine 
\ 
It | ted that ] rty in these two Ter 
‘ 1 1% t 1ata \ v low rate A prominent uA 


\ ‘ ‘ i i 
f ( } we he es pl rty i C uN ; , 
ed at le than 15 per cent of its value.o If this L 
I i \ 
Cl 2, ! \ ia nh ho po on to find fault with | ‘ 
" } e TT Cor i ‘ the Ter { 1906, p 1 
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lerritory. Much of the railroad mileage of Arizona is exempt | tion projects intended for Arizona might be t | 


from taxation; the object of that exemption is declared to be the | storage of the water of that river w n tl 3 Ne 
encouragement of the development of the country. The mines |) Mexico What stronger argut or t | | 
are not assessed at fair valuation for fear it will prevent capital | be presented for the unio f these two ‘Te 1 v4 
coming in to develop other mines. | State? 
LOW TAXES LEVIED IN ORDER TO ATTRACT CAPITAL. Make these two Territo1 a — = : nd oer 12 ns 

Taxes in the Territory are admittedly low, but witnesses de plication will arise be nase Lhe CTter a _ ne Hiv 
clare that if they add any more to the assessed value of their | STO™ HS source In the mountains of New Mexico to w 
property, it is going to drive away capital from the Territory | J?'"S the waters of the Colorado River, will be with ae 


fines of one State 


The Great Des ener of the Wt Se, jnstend yf ! . ' 


into some other Territory where it is better treated.¢ The as 
sessed valuation of property in Arizona has been raised the past 


few years so that it now exceeds the assessors” valuation of re — as eae | te Se “ Se ca : 1} 
property in New Mexico. The total valuation for taxation is oe ap ae a ef nana ye i cae ees 
actually lower to-day in New Mexico than it has been in the iver ro ae pers pressky ‘ ~ Los ear br a tees 

past, although the wealth has steadily increased. There is | Gl! River is the very lifeblood of Arizona, and the two 


tories should be united so no conflict of jurisdictio 


every reason to believe that elective officers, directly responsible : 
; sg eas » es > over 1. 
to the people, will change this condition of affairs for the better. ea ; - ; 
RAILROAD INTERESTS OPPOSR JOINT STATEILOOD, Mountains have never been used as the divid line of Ani 
If there are any interests in Arizona and New Mexico which! ean States. The Green Mountnins divide Vermont. the All 
are enjoying special privileges by reason of their low taxation, | ehenies biseet Pennsvivania. the Rockies lie like a shadow 


it is natural to look for these interests in the ranks of those | geress Colorndo, Wvoming, and Montana, and the Sierras form 
who oppose a statehood bill. One of the transeontinental line the backbone of California. 

extending across the State a distance of nearly 400 miles pays Whoever urged that these Siates should be divided by the 
to the Territory $175 per mile in lieu of all other taxes. This mountains which raise their heads within tl r boundaries ? It 








annual payment per mile represents a 2 per cent tax rate upon | js urged as an objection to uniting these two Territori th 
a valuation of $5,835.53 per mile. This same railroad, when it | the waters of one drain into the Pacitie and of the other ) 
crosses the boundary line into California, is taxed at the rate | the Atlantie. Such an objection is purely sentimenta Wats 
of $14,000 per mile, and another railroad, which is assessed | sheds are not natural boundary lines any more than mount 1 
for taxation in New Mexico at about $7,000 per mile, when it | panges. The strenms of Ohio flow in opposite direction 
crosses the line from New Mexico into Texas is taxed by that | of them to the n down the S Luawre I 
State at S17,C0O per mile. More than that, a census bulletin | ¢o the Atlantic. a south to the Gulf « | 
says that these railroads have a commercial value of $39,000 per | , 
tile We have heard in the hearings re { 3 
RAILROADS AND MINES GROSSLY UNDERVAI D FOR TAXATION, lon this question that all At a wens att ee 
A similar undervaluation exists in the case of mining prop- | They do not ask, they say, to | ud to ) Ne; | 
erties. The governor of Arizona, in his annual report, says it | they ask to be ] tted to work out OV ( 
is conceded by estimates made by the most conserviitive experts PTreESS enn not Ww h justice to the % on nil ihe 
that the mines of that Territory have not been assessed in the | themselves, leave the que m of ) 
iggregate at 5 per cent of their value. The actual value of the lies to these Territories. 
railroads in Arizona, as going concerns, is estimated to be : TERI [AL COXD ‘ :y 
about $68,000,000, They are assessed for taxation at about | \y i had er fe VeEIPS ¢ ed "I 
Six iillions, or abo YY per cent. | the Territory of New : ; gpa: . 7 ‘34 
icicc vax dpaiee avd clan ote Wititesn ane oe seaiiioes ee ee Heprendton Boas 
: Sity-stx 1 1s) + | statehood. It has failed completely to qualify itselt ad 
showing the Value for taxation is, in both Territories, about 9} ion to the family of States as a Siate. The " 
per cent of the actual value. This proportion between th estimates of the popul tion of Arize bn aay 
actual value and the tax value in the case of Arizona mining | ,, pulation ef American « , ! ore 4 1 1e 
properties is even more disproportionate. One mine whose an tio required for represe llou fy 
nual output is said to be S3.000,G00 is assessed for taxation at ves. The excuse ; \ 
less than $1,000,000, The great lumber interests in these Terri re has been retarded by h | | \ | 
tories are opposed to joint statehood, and it is charged that | cojq that that eondition of stability af 
their properties are grossly undervalued for purposes of taxa beeruse of. t] Con has ov | 
tion. The stock raisers, whose cattle graze unchecked over the Territorial 1 ; } \ 
Wide public domain of these two Territories, are naturally op and the indisposition of | 
posed to the bill, because it would put a stop to their free use | _ rhev 1 t} 
of the public domain. ey and keeps 
HE CONTINENTAL DIVIDE LITTLE HIGHER THAN ITS APPROACHES Oklahoma since it is ( \ 
The so-called “ Continental Divide” is an elevated table-land | venrs ago is the best and 1 e 
Which is approached from the east by sueh gradual and eas lai. ‘The Territorial condit ' he bar to x 
ascent that it is hardly noticeable. At all points it is mam development of Oklahoma I doubtful t] 
miles east of the boundary line between the two Territorie would have grown 1 ein p | th t 
The river systems, whieh have made parts of Arizona blossom | things that go tor eupag tf State had it Cu 
and produce amd grow rich, and but for which life in that rights of statehood \ t It I 
Territory would be* impossible, take their rise 1 New Mexico or Wil h has marked the 1 \ 
are fed by tributaries from that Territory. The Gila River, | days, has been affected 1] yf 
Which furnishes the largest quantity of water for Arizona, | Where the natural « | ted 
drains 14,000 square miles in the Territory of New Mexico, an | whether the new country \ I ( 
wren much larger than the States of Maryland and Rhode | States of the Union 
Island combined. The two ‘Territories, therefore, are bound 
together with the strongest of all bonds, the streams of life It is snid t t s mid 
giving water? \ ment \ het ! 
MAY ONI TATE IMPOUND THE WATERS OF AN IN ATE RIVER? st * goverhninent Oklahoma, | 
The question is now pending in the Supreme Court, but The re most favorable comdit | Tt « ! y do 
hot yet been settled, as to the right of one State to impound | ! at d to stateh | \ 
the waters of a river flowing through its boundaries into another | ritorial condit does prevent t 
State. New Mexico, because of its Territorial condition, ha tit that cond mm should : 
been at the merey of the State of Colorado, which has con should be suceeeded by: tel d it 
structed dams impounding the waters of the Rio Grande yet qualified itself for statehood, 1 At 
We GILA RIV \ hoy \ MENT FOR IN'1 i ’ it has, the time | 5 
The Geological Survey has noted that one of the obstacles striving, tom ‘ . 
\ to the storage of water on the Gila River is that that river | bie Pi 
' rises and 125 miles of its course are in New Mexico, and irrign These two ‘Territories are 
loneitude th WN" ’ 
Hlearing before House Committee on the Te itories, 1006, p. 100. 
Water Supply and Irrigation Vaper No. 2, p. 16. eWat Supply 1 ir i | N 
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e both acquired from Mexico, } tly as a! vided that they should not, without their consent, be included 
1] { r( It of the Gad Within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any § te oO 
! Lie r ale Lerritorys 
} ( | Ih , 4 1 ) ( MI ) PAT ' . 
bt ‘ Ol All gu lit | , made by the e i ties hay en 
ein tl : 1 l time ; 1 by Federal legislation a1 ( 
Ol here ' Lie es Phi 1" it nade with the varion Indian ‘ 
I { : Ol 1) the D ( i Il se d to conte uplate t! t] 
Vv . { LeVi ry < | - t} i re ized Th ‘ hould 
peri OI COU of t e, be dmitted to the Union as a State Tha 
' but ! its Imade by repre itis from Arizona against 
The  ¢ s l in statehood with New Me are set forth with nen 
Ui t ¢ tel ree by th petitionel represent , 
> 5 thie ed St of Se val 
| ' ' “8 ae 7 se Now s to the blessin whi h 1 1 this bill j 
0. deepens th, colnittee is of the opinion that this enabling act is ave 
eae - ae al agp beneficial one for the new State. It grants four se ‘ 
anal : t of | Ll per te » to the common hools and make 
he. tal ven at. | donations to public buildings and educational institution TI 
na ages voy a. | entire land grant to the new State, including that ah 
e ranted to New Mexico, is somewhere between twenty and 
ie poor’ | twenty-four millions of acres. The bill also grants to the nm 
, : : ~ | State 1 inviolate coimon school fund, the interest only to 
be used for the 1 tenance of the schools, of $5,000,000.  \W1 
, he quantity of Jand thus given is large, its quality is mn 
\ u be compared with that give to the new St of greater O} 
:, el aie nd is not of great value in that it is doubtful if 1 
| te | — ‘ ( \ th mor than half as much the 1 
ler quantity of land given to Oklahoma. It has bee 
! culated however, that the rentals from these lands ane 
terest on this money, together with such portion of lik 
, nad ‘ssSsand other revenues as the new State may find it 
| left to al ‘ vy vote | venient to turn into the school fund will bring in at least 
th if the voting pom Inillion and a half dollars per annum to the new State, a 
‘ f the ject rain t fre i Will have but about 105,000 children at the start to atten 
of ? \N yond the 14 ay f hool the ceonimittee feels fe in saving that it will not 
,\ lieve op le strat Laced try to levy any school tax at all in the new juri 
f { eeoding wi withou It is considered that this will be a blessing which the inhal 
[ , Will fully appreciate. It flso considered that the exp © ¢ 
! ntaining one State government instead of two State gove 
a - aie nt which would huve to be maintained had separate tite 
ene ne ; ae 7 ' : MM a hood been conceded to these Territories, will be much = I 
7 : . A", Ac, wu . , t] at nit proportionately and that the new State government can be 
; mitintained at about one and one-third time the cost whieh 
‘ | i { j Cro Thi Mi i} - es Bn ies rnin ‘ ld ha it ‘ ( l . 1) 
Ala own ig : " ae one Ob the overnment eould be Intaimed Loy | 
in p this bil}, | T@&e? ie oe 
| i Dery bole 1 there | . : 44. 
tin wr ber. Stent It has been ted that perhaps the ent , State 
. : ment could be tained by the levy of a moderate fr 
tax upon all the corporations in the new State, and thin t 
‘ tinkly could be I { ned if to th s| uld be ace 
} ! a A portion of the lice fine ud revenues from other sou 
1 » that the sue n which is made by the people ft 
th Mi 1 Ari that taxes could be limited in tl 
- doy - ‘ tu » one] of 1 p cent on tl 
4 ‘ \ ed valuat ye ps n \ ild ] | It i 
: A ‘ : d 1 th hat in the ce d Verrito there j : 4 present 
to ke the |, | { iby ye lo ta 1 ounting to at | t STOO, ( 
( ( \ f One-half of 1 per « levied upon this would 2 e ample 4 
‘ prat Leo bol I yep i Ol tlie mes teil Ve i { It | 
i ! ert bled thi ‘ 1 of the i rritol I qoiie ] i ! l 
i ' l | ! Other live ‘ ! ( istomed to return bu | ut one-t i te 
‘ mans A ne-eighth of 1 ti proj ty tl po for pury ‘ 
lo the | 4 tion, 1 Ihe that the tax rate in each Ter 
I nN ey ( i ely | l | 1 ‘ DS GUL Capp il ad ret l | l 
OF I ( the whole { { he een that the ble 1 
| to ( ) if the tw Peri ‘ from tl joint { 
Tn Mog { O { that have been urged to it 
¢ } I ‘ , I 
tet ’ f the o i! . on ure 1 r to 
, 5s tiif iil j il I 4 yo of 1) e Vs 
: \ P m ' ‘ ’ that tl Perritorte Will inene 
‘ j i olale l re pry nous SS ‘ 
\ thin \ ‘ mible 7 iod, have a op Vhs 
i ele justi hen} ! $3 tl Se rit st ‘ thi 
( ; ( 1 of these Territories has 1 1 up 
‘ 0 Ilo r 4 1 dt nad f 
tv i hel alist 1 «@ 
1 be | 1 li j | Ol thi ‘ 
| ( \ 
‘ thie Ly Li 
| yor three year wo the union of Oklahoma and the In ' 
the differ t 1 ‘ I) dian ‘Perritol 1 e bitterly opposed than is now the union 
‘ ‘ ere rel mi to the Indian Ler y pro- | ol Arizona and New Mexico. Lhe opposition was even more 
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eral, for very considerable influences in both opposed the | treaty with Mexico of 1IS48, and the extens 
m of these two Territories. More careful consideration of | visions to the Gadsden pure! hese tru ts ] de 3 
question has greatly modified, if not completely removed, | that the people whose alleg e S —_ 1 to 
opposition, and public opinion very generally approves the | the United States shal 
wsed new State of Oklahoma. It is almost universally judged of by the ¢ ) St 
nized that the best interests of Oklahoma and the Indian | 1 t of all the rights otf the | 
torv require their merger and their admission as one State. | to the ] ciples of t] ( ‘ ‘ ! 
We believe that equally strong reasons urge the union of New | of that que mois t | ( 
j ) id Arizona, and that the opposition to their merger | shall be placed 1 ft ( 
1 brief tin nel away as ¢ i] letely is has tl Opp pa > OF 4 Vy ot ( ] 
» consolidating the two other Territories. | question has full ] to « 
) > } «lil Xt] Lor 1 | } 
Tf Qs ] mol jy ( ‘ W fy AY on 1 
L woul prefer t retain the Territ 1 tf In that 
y, indefinite} foreve ! rt 1 to be ned with New l h ) 
q oO It is 1 that natu bhors a va A Ter ry wlboy, th | \\ 
1 the interior 1 of the United Stat like a vacuum 1 i NI | 
ition which is at I th our whole theory of | | by ru ( ( 
ment i one w h ould | bro to an end as | { | | 
possibl It was never tl itention of the fou l Lin ( | ( ‘ 
Government that Vy pol m of the IT ed SS s ! ss tL A UY I 
1 forever iin a Territory. If, tl there i 1 Ol mil hi 
| er wl 1} ( I r opportulllts ] li i i © ( N \ 
i f fo itehood, Congre Ss 1, in wisdol ! | ‘ \ 
! F pr i 1} ! Phe We ,c 1 i { ! i ‘ a 
ll « rned demand the passage of this } | balls As th 1 of tl i 
4 A MIDN » CA LIV You t ‘ , , ’ 
{ lard of “ ) { 1 ke ! 
e 4 hot ior one inst net cl t the assertion 1, Mw « ; sa r od 
vo Territ have so little in common, di DT shee wenn sas , ; 
government, ideas, and political ambition, that th ia iid os ; : +e ; ' ; 
ot unite barmoniously under cme government and become ibattinin \ .oe P i ; : Pi ; 
ciled each to the other. We deny that they are separated | , a Em 7 ; 
; » the liberty of 
iv political, natural, racial, or religious barriers, , 
DIFFERENCE OF RACIAL ORIGIN NO BAR TO HARMON ee an z es ; i cect a 
Arizona has more citizens of foreign birth than has New | t 
Mexico. Arizonn at the last census contained twice as 1 ! Ur ’ od 
Mexicans as did New Mexico. We resent the idea that the : : re a : 
L\meriean citizens of Spanish deseent, who have lived undet i is ay { 
our flag in New Mexico Cie less patriotic, - : ee. t oe 5 . 
y less devoted to our fl nil ns, or are less | pay , ele 
worthy of citizenship than milli ‘rs who have | tiv 1 Congre \ 
ne to us within the past <ty years and have freely amal- | 4! Es +t 
7 titted with our citizenship and to-day constitute some of the | gyono { * } ; 
most substantial, prosperou nd patriotic of our citizer If, | effort 3 IM . 
however, as charged, there is a pred nit 1 element | rt 
in New Mexico, that is all the more reason wil the so-called : i. Pac _ \ 
purer American strain” of Arizona should be united to if, | Senate rep ; ( 
in order that there may be an element in the new State whicl Th vy vint } been : d 
ll Americanize the whole mass. the f vy departut } 
‘ RESS DECI ») IT MIGHT CHA) A INA’S 1 that ru id the 1 ty of 
The facet that so many acts of Congress organizing ‘Ter principle was lal ; re Dy Sh - 
torial forms of vernment express the right of Congress to | “" . is body in the d 
ter the boundaries thereof and divide the Territory or attacl — 
portion of suid Territory to any other State or ‘Territory : 
does not add one jota to the absolute power of Congress to «ck it 
what seemed best when such Territorics were admitted 
: tes. Teven if such an expression did not appear in so many | } 
Wi in the providin i Verrite il form of govern I 
for A ona, that was not an lication by Congress of Vv ¢ ( 
rein the utter, w 1 Miran of future tion, \ \ 
ho pledge, eith lt l or mo 1 the least binding upon 
c ress: however, express! declared it) mig! 
the boundaries. We propose to t the boundasies « ‘ to 
a to 1 n the entire Territory of New Mexico 
{ Vv exer the power expressly forth in the Terrif 1 ' ‘ 
hich divided these Territories in 1865. leven though f ex 
reservation had been set forth in that act, Congre ‘ ‘ In | 
} indi ! for breach of faith or moral t itude « G 1} 
i t ehan is policy. Congress has changed its policy ea { 
1 hundred tters and hundred times, If cho | rr | fou 
pol as to slivery, it h changed its policy on the tariff 1 t { 
1d e aga t has « eed its policy on the question of n, to | 
1 and «qi iol { ng—on hundreds of important 1 wn he 1 ! 
( is it h hiv a t po or different generat i \ } ‘ 
der differing cond | question for this ¢ i" } 
i ! le j what disp 1 be made of th qu 
\ I i} for tl best interests of the entire I lon \ ’ \ 
( NGRI i 4 WV I} I ‘ New NI ) ( 
The provisions of the ordina: of 17ST were never ex le M 
to t) Perritory. Che obligatic entered Into by th) eounts ation ! 
With France under the Louisiana Purchase did not extend 1 re y two d 
thi Perritory. The only obligation, contract or othe se, | more acres ol \ 
Which does apply, is that already referred to, contained in the | then, and the D) eh 
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the probable limit of cultivated area in these two Territories | 
j 1 per cent of their area. 
MI¢ reo rit! LAND WORTHLESS FOR NATION BUILDING. 

It not area that fits for statehood. Alaska has more square 
nijles than the entire Mexican acquisition, it has belonged to us 
nearly forty years and has not yet received even a Territorial 
fori ¢ ernment. So these two Territories along the Mexi 
( boundary line possess a vast area, but they include much 
land, even a gi@at preponderance of land, that is worthless for 
pul es of nation building. 

iLife in Arizona is practically dependent on the water courses, 

1 they are few. Vegetation exists only where there is irri- 

d cattle can not graze more than 5 miles away from 

Wirte The cultivated and inhabited areas must continue to be 

rrow ribbons of life scattered here and there over broad and 

rid deserts, where no life exists and can not be maintained be- 

eause of lack of water. The cultivated portions of Arizona must 

‘ inue to be so small in comparison to the entire area of the 
erritol to be almost inappreciable. 

ATEHOOD DOES FULL JUSTICE TO TIHESI rERRITORIES, 

In view of all these facts, in view of the known and limited 

water supply, which rigorously limits cultivation and marks 


solute boundaries to future development, the committee feels 


that it has done full justice to the people of these Territories by 
providing for joint statehood. 
Vi Ik POPULATION SMALLER, RELATIVELY, THAN THAT OF MOST NEW 


raTES 
An estimate mad 


in this Chamber 


three years ago on the omnibus statehood bill 
shows conclusively that the population of Arizona and New 
Mexico to-day bears a much smaller proportion to the total 


population of the United States than did the population of most 
Territoric aut the of their admission. It not 
enough to say that Arizona has to-day more people than Nevada 
Wve at the date their admission. The 
population of the whole country has grown remarkably all these 


othe date is 


Or ming or JTdaho of 








by the Senator from Vermont in his speech | 
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neither so small as the smallest west of the Mississippi nor 
large as the largest, and with a population of a million and 
half of souls, or about the average of the forty-five Stat 
When Oklahoma takes its place in the Union and is placed 
the column according to population, wealth, and resources, thy 
will be more States below it than above it, and, by reason of 
magnificent agricultural resources, its mineral wealth, dey 
oped and undeveloped, its stone, oil, and gas, and other we 
producers, the new State is bound to pass even other Stat: 
which now outrank it. 

HER 


ADMISSION A STRONG ARGUMENT AGAINST 


ARIZONA, 

IIad the policy been followed in this case which has former 
been followed by Congress, these Territories would have |) 
admitted as separate States. ach Territory is larger than 
ten of the present States. Each has a much larger populat 
than was required of any State on its admission to the Un 
All the precedents favor admitting them as two States. ay ore 
son, however, of the tribal state still existing among some of 4 
Indians, and which will not terminate until next month, 
Indian Territory was not prepared for admission as a State. | 
the meantime public sentiment has been crystallizing and ta! 
definite shape in the conclusion that these two Territories sh 
be admitted as one State. 

TIME THE PASSAGE THIS BILL, 

There is a general feeling that Congress has, at some time 
the past, been hasty in conferring statehood where the recipi: 
was not then and has not since equalled to or approached 
where near the other States in population. While, by all sta 
ards heretofore applied, Oklahoma has for many years past be 
qualified for admission to the Union, there has been a groy 
feeling that it should not be taken in until the Indian Territ 


SEPARATE STATEMOOD 


WILL JUSTIFY 


OF 


was ready also to be admitted, and that they should 
taken in as one State instead of two. Oklahoma was ca) 
out of the original Indian Territory. It is proposed by this 
simply to reunite what was once undivided. When the 


| gestion was first made it met with little favor in either Ts 


decades, and while the growth of these two Territories in the 
last decade was greater than the total growth of the nation at 
large, they have failed utterly to keep up with the growth of | 
the nation, they have fallen behind in the race, and it has not 
been on account of contested and overlapping Spanish land 
grants, it has not been caused by bloodthirsty and marauding 

it has been because these two Territories are under a 


‘al sky and because nature has denied them the bless- 


eountr: 
riis NOT A SECTIONAL OR PARTISAN QUESTION 

This is not a sectional question, and it should not be a parti- 

none. There is no desire on the part of any member of this 
committee to humiliate or degrade the people of Arizona; there 
i 1 desire to deprive that section of our great country of its | 
just influence in both Tlouses of Congress, but we do insist that 
Lane Siate admitted into equal fellowship in the Union of 

t hould bear some proper proportion to the ) ypulation and 

( \ Wi resources of the other States; that the center of 
political power of this country should remain somewhere within 
! onnble distance of the center of population and the probable 
eonter of population for all future time If mistakes have been 

n the past, we should see to it that no mistake is made 
Ho THE AVERA OF THE OLD STATES. 

( ler t the present conditions alone, but looking to 
the future nd its prospective development, the country has a 
right to demand that new States should not be hopelessly below 
the average of the other States in the Union. 

Wo 1 ITORIES WOULD NI t DIVIDI 

We believe further that if the new State of Arizona is ad 
! | Tes ith permission to divide, that privilege 
\ 1 be exercised or availed of. 

Hol NION DEMAND JOINT ATEILOOD 

() bovtnis ea grand State. It on par with the 

\ Poth ready in ¢he Union. Why take in two 
( ‘ i« hich, separate would be mere striplings com 
pared t hey \\ I not lave two States strong as we enn 
1 e thei fn both cases we only propose to reunite liat 

ol oO Lhe best hnterests f the whole Union, justice 
{ SOLGOOG00 people living « t of the west line of Kansas 
} ‘ to the jn | of these Territon CS, require that one 
State be made out of the remainder of our Mexican ae 
(| ‘ 
1A I [ THE } HALF © i! Pav 

| 1. the proposes to mdimit a ne State the Territory of 
) | and the Indian ‘Perritory, with an area approximating 
tlic tf the States around it, es ept Texas to the south, 


tory. Probably the overwhelming preponderance of sentiment 
both was strongly opposed to such union. It was but nat) 
that this feeling should exist. Both Territories are popu! 
by active, nervous, ambitious, enterprising Americans, with 
large a proportion as exists in any State of men anxious 
qualified for political honors. In both Territories are bust! 
thriving, booming towns qualified and anxious to be the sit 
State capitals and of the numerous State institutions wh 
American States To unite these two Territories 
one State meant to reduce by one-half the possibility of 
citizen for the gratification of his political ambitions and to 
duce by one-half the possibilities of these towns to secure 
publie buildings or institutions they longed for. It was natur 
therefore, that the proposition of joint statehood for these 1 
Territories should at first be looked at unfavorably. As t 
has gone on, however, and the force of public sentiment thro 
out the country has made itself felt, this opposition has a 
down, the advantage of haying one strong, big, powerful St 
has impressed itself upon the people of these two Territories, 
it is ndmitted on all hands that the people of both Territo 
support this measure and desire the creation of the great St 
of Oklahoma. 


y ISSESS, 


JOINT STATEHOOD IS BEST FOR TIE INDIANS, 
The passage of the provisions in this bill relating to Ok! 


TA 


homa and the Indian Territory will bring disappointment 
nue persons. Congress at one time passed legislation wi 
contemplated maintaining the Indians as a separate ent 
within the nation, having in view organizing them into 
arate and distinet State. Tt is now apparent to all, howev: 
that the higher destiny of the Indian and his greatest pros 


in 
citizen 


lies a breaking up of the tribal relations and making his 
of the United States. The white man has been invit 
into the Indian Territory, or has gone in there without ins 
tion, until to-day the Indians of pure blood constitute but 
fraction of the total population. 

It is the duty of Congress to dispose of this question aecord 
ing to its best lights, in view of present conditions, and for t! 
best interests of the entire country. Tlaving regard for all ti 
considerations, and after eareful consideration of all the f 
and circumstances, it the practically unanimous sentiment 
that these two Territories should be admitted as one State. 


at Sri 


Is 


Mi 1 ARI Pil A 

The bill also props 
tories of Arizona and 
approve the consolidation 
State of Oklahoma approve also the consolidation of these two 
Territories, They have the same history. Both were acquired 
from Mexico, both were originally settled by Spanish people, 


Mt REASONS FOR JOUNT PATI IN 


HOOD ri eA 
State out of the two Ter 

Most of the reasons which 
into the new 


to make one 
Me Vico, 
of the two 


Sos 
‘ 
Aer 


Perritories 
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4 1 . y } ’ ’ 1 y 
or } es f mitroy} il sky < d are | ¢ l - i 
] ( Vv we » both « lly , { } 
i ‘ i 
j Vv « Ne \ ’ | this bil | s l } 
I } 1 rried ot ; 
10 \ i i \ 








i RE ¢ s I 
0 ; OW l f publie opis n tw Te t } } . | 
» | u to \ ew State of Okl t] ‘ 
la half of peo it would be the he ‘ t ‘ 
to these two ‘Te tories separately. While} fident that the pe 
rec these two TT tories will be very larg t t] just 
) ( s large as the imperial State of | mixed tl f | | ‘ 
ve t e into col leration the vast areas in both ther St 
Ss \ 1, by reason of their aridness, through lack of | « tled to ‘ 
possibility of ever securing the water necessary | to be given time t 
vate t , will not be inhabited, the remaining area | to pre e 
can be 1 ed for cultivation and to sustain hur L life 
‘ e a State which will be disproporti tely 7 
It is for Cor ) \ 
4 4 TRA ; yY Low A ‘ \ 1 l Lie L¢ dive 
ilturally considered At na to-day 1 the ite , of a L tl 
States of the Union. It is estim 1 meg) 
Cleolk 1! Survey tl! by m: lise ENS ind n \ l i 3 ‘ 
‘ ble, tl populat 
to be utilized in tl t rerrit ove | Is will S \ et 
of thei nense area cain 1 ed iral rae iidiits ta Gees } ao 
t l the | nte 
- NO J “ : se ; ( e t! l torial cor ‘ 
e the time the thirt riginal colonies ¢ lized the lefinite The framers ¢ ‘ 
into the United S ( f America 1 las been the rm 1 wh {irs { 1 the 1 
vy few exception (] Cho new state \ e | ! | 1 1 ite 7 t 
did not equal or give « }) nise that it would « ry 1 L | I 
next census the ratio ib e Llouse of Repre torv s ‘ 1 EXIM ‘ ‘ 
hich determined its ibership fhe Territory of New lived, 1 | 1. long me ‘ 
» at the last census had a popu ion which approx 4 state So l 
resent Congressional 1 » W Arizona contained « e le t] \ 
one-half that number ot counting Indians not taxed ive s ' | D — 
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here are | ele ions of land within both ‘I \ 
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. The percentage of foreign-born citize im Ay | 
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L much lara mixture of 1 es who ’ S ] 
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‘ l eo ‘ s { x 
ter diff nee | 1 ti f Al ) 1 ; 
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lue of our national emblem. In the best interests of 


+} 


the people of 


} he entire Union, in the best interests of the peo 
ple of these Territories, this bill is presented with the firm 
belief that it should puss and become a law. 


PROMISE OF ATEHOOD SHOULD NOW BE KEPT, 
» that the promise of statehood made to the people 
of these two Territories 


kept. The Territorial condition temporary 
terminated at the earliest practicable moment. 


We believe 


is 


and should be 
We believe that 


every acre of this broad country, stretching from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific, and extending from Mexico to Canada, should be 
on an equal footing and enjoy equal opportunities under the 


law. We believe no discrimination should be made against the 
citizens of any section or corner of this broad area. We believe 
the time has come when every square mile of this territory 
should enjoy the privileges of statehood and be represented 
in this body. The time has come to settle, and to settle forever, 
the status of these Territories and of their inhabitants.  <Ari- 


Zola has not qualified itself for statehood, and the only alterna- 
tive 


is to join it to New Mexico. Arizona has not now the pop 

ulation which entitles it to admission, and it is doubtful if it 

ever will. It would be at least unfair, if not injurious, to the 

interests of the Union and to the interests of the people of 

these United States to admit the present Territory of Arizona 
on an equal footing with the other States. 

A ZINA Db N V MEXICO ALIKE IN MOST THINGS, 
These four ‘Territories are all that remains of that immense 


section of land in 


not vet 
bounded 


the southwestern part of the United States 
admitted to statehood. The four Territories are 
the north by the same parallel of latitude and they 


stretch in unbroken line from Arkansas to California. 


Oli 


Arizona 


and New Mexico were formerly part of Spain’s domain in the 
New World, and both belonged to Mexico at the time she gained 


her independence. 
ING. 


They were part of the seme territory until 
when the present division was made. They have the same 
their grazing interests are similar, agriculture in both 
depends on irrigation, in both are the same natural difliculties, 





climate, 


nearly sixty years ago should now be | 


| sideration of the bill 
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the same problems to meet. Arizona has greater mineral 
wealth, but New Mexico is richer in coal deposits. They lie 
side by side for a distance of 890 niles, a greater distance than | 


the width of either Territory. 


IE PRESENT DIVIDING LINE WILL SOON BE FORGOTTEN, 


am a citizen of Ohio, and 
the future of that Territory as have 


itizen of 


If I were a « 
ad -T the 


Arizona, as I 


confidence in 


those who have come from Arizona to Washington to oppose 
this bill, L would support the bill most heartily, believing that 
by tl next census—or, at the latest, by the census taken 
atter that—Arizone will have a larger population than New 
Mexico, and 1 fear of domination by the so-called “ foreign 
element of that Territory will have passed utterly away. 
There is absolutely no danger of that to-day. The fear is 
roundless Before that time comes—and it may come as soon 

the most ardent well-wishers of Arizona predict the old 
boundary line will be only a memory. Every citizen of the new 
Stute of Arizona will be proud of its vastness, and in all that 


broad domain every citizen will be working shoulder to shoulder 
and to inn 


lo dvanece its 





JI—SENATE, 


FEBRUARY 2°, 


Water Supply and Irrigation 
Ariz., Arthur P. Davis. 

Report of the Governor of New Mexico to Secretary of the Inte 
1905 

Report of the 
terior, 1905. 

Report of the Governor of Arizona to the Secretary of the Int 
190. 

Nineteenth Annual Report 
ber 14, 1905. 

Bulletin of the United 
January, 1906. 


Papers No. 2—TIrrigation near Phoe: 


Governor of Oklahoma to the Secretary of the 


Interstate Commerce Commission, Dx 


States Geological Survey Reclamation 


s 


ice, 
The New State, published by New State Publishing Company, Gut 
Okla., compiled from official sources, January 1, 1906. 


Governor's Message to the Eighth Legislative Assembly of the 
ritory of Oklahoma, convening January 10, 1905. 

A Memorial to the Congress of the United States on 
State of Sequoyah. 


I 


Behalf of 


Senate Document No. 36, Fifty-seventh Congress, second gs 
Hearings before the Senate Committee on Territories, 1902. 
Ilearings before the [louse Committee on the Territories, Jan 


1906, on statehood for Arizona and New Mexico. 
Report No, 496, House of Representatives, Fifty-ninth Congress, 
session, Statehood for the Territories, submitted by Mr. Hamilton 
liearings before the Committee on the Territories, Fifty-eighth ¢ 


cress, first and second sessions, 1903-4. 
Compilation of Treaties in Force, 1904, pages 519, 529. 
JOUN GIBBON, 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
(S. 690) to authorize the President of 
United States to appoint John Gibbon captain and quartern 
ter in the Army. 

Mr. NELSON. Before that bill is taken up, T ask unani: 
consent that the statehood bill be temporarily laid 
that it may remain the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reque 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]? The Chair le 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] asks unani 
consent for the present consideration of a bill, the title of \ 
will be stated. 

The Secrerary. <A bill (S. 690) to authorize the Presicdk 
the United States to appoint John Gibbon captain and qu: 
niaster in the Army. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to auth 
the President, in his discretion and upon such examinati 
he may prescribe, to appoint John Gibbon, late captain 
assistant quartermaster, United States Volunteers, to the : 
of captain and quartermaster, United States Arimy, to fil 
first or any subsequent vacancy in that grade in the Qu: 
miuster’s Department occurring after the passage of this 

The bill was reported to the without amend 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
and passed. 


aside 


Senate 


STATUE OF GEN. JAMES MILLER AT PETERBORO, N. H. 


Mr. GALLINGRR. I ask unanimous consent for the pr 
consideration of the bill (S. 38) for the erection of a statu 


the memory of Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. I. It 
bill that passed the Senate during the last Congress, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Conmnittee ot 
Whole, proceeded to the bill. It pre; to ; 
priate $5,000 for the erection of a statue, in bronze or gr 
to the memory of Gen. James Miller, the hero of Lundys L: 
at Peterboro, N. HL. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
d to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third t 
and passed. 


DAM ACROSS 
Mr. NELSON. I ask 


consider OSES 


ders 


RED LAKE RIVER, MINNESOTA, 


unanimous consent for the present 
sideration of the bill (S. 4128S) permitting the building of a a 
eT the Red Lake River at or near the junction of 1! 
River with said Red Lake River, in Red Lake Couaty, Mim 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Comiunittee ot 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It grants 
William J. Murphy, his successors and assigns, to build a d 
across the Red Lake River at or near the junction of the 
River, called, with Red Lake River, in Red Lake ¢ 
Minn., for the development of water power, and such works : 
in connection therewith as may be necessary or ¢ 
venient in the development of and the utilization of the poy 


Wass 


consent 


So ‘oul 


structures 


| thereby developed, 


interests rease its wealth, its influence, 
1d its power, and all will bless the day which saw this bill 
de into law. 
APPENDIX. | 
AUTH I EFERRED TO | 
( Iie I , ve ‘ » Agriculture: Part I—Plate 5, | 
1 i improved land to 1 area; plate 7, total number of | 
ad dt til f acres in fi plate 15, total value of 
f | Dian 1 value of in land, with improvement 
| f ement I 703, value of farm products 
| Part I] e Of, production of cereals in 
i a { ( 1 Surve I t inl Report, 1904 | 
g I ! \ Ariz Ls 2 cos , page 280 
‘ Ib ] I i n United States, 1902, dated 
‘ \ | 
\ Uni 1 States, ID irtment of Commerce 
{ ' i 3 I 11. 1904: Summary of manufae- | 
t - 1 ) © O3L; apportionment of Congre 
s i 2 ISOo t 100, page 5673 rank in popula 
{ i . ao census, | e 23; density of 
} eS 1 mile e, pee 1) edu 
‘ t { ( ! of Education for 1903 
} 1 { ind ‘ itory June a, 
1 t bore i 1 ! t 1 by State id Ter- | 
e 494 pop \ ny State ind | 
j ‘ j \ ( f rt ‘ nO ol of i in 1 
f d é improved land, by St ind ‘Territories, page 511; | 
val f | States and ‘1 ries, page Ol | 
{ “ES ‘ Survey Pay 1. The Underground Water | 
of | Riv \ G Willis T. Lee, January 8, 1904. 2. Water | 
Ss and I { iP I No. 35— Storage of Water on Gila River, | 
4 . 3 1, I8%9, by Jo BR. Lippincott. Underground Waters | 
of Salt River Valley, Arizona, by Willis TT. Lee, June 1, 1904 Water | 
St m Salt 1 ‘ Arizona, by Arthur LD. Davis, June 12, 1902. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, © 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 1 
and passed. 
NEW CORDELL, OKLA. 
Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid 
eration of the bill (S. 1695) legalizing the removal of the 


county seat of Washita County, Okla. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in rhe next amendment was, in sectie I, page 2 | 


formation of the Senate. the words “ pub to strike o 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. Said d 
Mr. LONG. | ask for the substitution of the Tlouse bill se ' \ 
which, after passing the Tlouse, came tothe Senate and w : : 
ferred to the Cominittee ou Territories. ( 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks 
that the Committee on Territories be discharged fre ' | ed ; 
further consideration of the bill (HR Re. Tino) legal ye the | wice 1 by 
removal of the county se of Washita County, Okla. and that and te 
the bill be substituted for Senate bill 1605. Is there objection * 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The bill will be) , t b 1 | ‘ 
read for the infermetion of the Sennte iugineers and : y of W 
The Secretary read the bill (IL R. 7139) legalizing the re oe 1 , * 
moval of the county seat of Washita County, Okla... and there |) or yw ; | 
being no objec tion, the Senate aus iu Comiittee of the Whole > ry of Wat 
proceeded to its consideration. It ratifies and contirms ihe are a 
action of the majority of the electors of Washita County, Okla. etoile 
as determined by an election held on the Tih day of August, rea | 
co, for the purpose of removing the county seat of that county . a , oo . 
from the town of Cloud Chief to the town of New Cordell, cand ad 2} 1a f ; ' 
declares the county seat of the county to be at the town of t une, and Vr Is 
New Cordell. as ) 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or Sec Stade i aes me , 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and prrsser tnd } ‘ i 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, Senate bill No. y damage to } I 
1695 will be indefinitely postponed. ise aa i : 
MONUMENTAL COLUMN AT PRINCETON, N. J. e instituted eth e sta rede 
Mr. KEAN. Lo ask unanimous consent for the present con The amendment w agreed to 
sideration of the bill (S. 383) in regard to a monumental col The next amendment was, on page 5, to strike out section 
umn to commemorate the battle of Princeton, and appropriating | &S follows 
$50,000 therefor, A similar bill has passed the Senate many Sie. 2. That the United State 
times before kor constructions and es to f 
‘ I i ‘ i ‘ \ ‘ 


The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the | cueh construction 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider 
ation. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. bias athe 

Mr. KEAN. I shall move to strike out the preamble. \ n three years from t f 


Mr. GALUINGER. The Senator from New Jersey proposes The amendment wes agreed to. 
to move to strike out the preamble. That will necessitate a The next amendment was, in section 3, page 2, line 22. after 
change in line 5, by striking out the word “said” and inserting | the word “ reserved.” to strike ou “And the rights and 
“the Princeton Battle Monument Association. leges hereby granted to said Capital City 1 rovement. ¢ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ‘tmendment will be stated. pany shall expire at the end of fifty years fro d afte 

The SecreTary. On page 1, line 5, after the word “ by, approval of this act; so as to make the sect read 
strike out the words “snid association and insert the words w ‘ ’ 

° . we ‘ i if he | ya 

“the Princeton Battle Monument Association; so that the bill ‘ ! 
will read: rhe amendment was agreed te 

Be it enacted, ete.. That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is The bill was reported to the NS te as mena 
hereby, appropriated, o of any money in the Treasury not otherwis : ’ . ; cal 

: a a a . ainendments were concurred in 
uppropriauted, to be expended by the Princeton Battle Monui t AS . 1 : } 
on under the direction of the Secretary of War, to aid in erectin Che bill was ordered to be eng! lforat dre 

d completing, on the battlefield of Princeton, in the State of N the third time, and passed 
Jersey, 2 suitable monument: Provided, That no part of the sum here 
appropriated shall be available until the Princeton Battle Mo nen PUBLIC 1 LDIN AT EVANSTON 
\ wintion shall have raised an additional sum of S50.000, t e @) P 4 . . 

ied in the ere m of said monument and in the pure! ‘ nad im Mr. CLARKE of Wyo E I 1 
provement of the site: And provided further, That the design for said | present consideration of bill (S. 4294) 4 
monument shall be approved by the Secretary of War of cost of the ] \ Wyo 

fhe amendment was agreed to. The See v1 } 


the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rend | o,.) te. an ait saiakitng ot tha Sa ; 
the third time, arn | =] 

The VICKE-PRESITDE 
Will be stricken out. 


L PRISNE 





NI. Without objection, the preamble | yates post-office 


x O00 > SISL.000, 1 ! ‘ ! 
MISSOURL RIVER DAM. Miation of tha interior af the | 

Mr. CARTER. Ieask ungnimous consent for the present co eot for the wainscot how req rec 
sideration of the bill CS. 4180) to authorize the Capital City | ling 
lioprovement Company, of Helena, Mont., to construct dam Phe bill was reported to the S e with 
across the Missouri River. ered to be engrossed for a t iy 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be read for the in ind passed 
formation of the Senate. MANUPAC me Pe 1 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 


Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, proces ded to its considera 


‘ for the publ t in) he - { ) 

The 1) 
ae } , , ; hl hi Mr. 7-4 

rhe bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce wit] . 111 1 | 1 
gmendments. ve , ; 

rivt . Drop = ¢ ‘ r It 

Phe first amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 9, afte ! i ! 
the word “them,” to insert “and approved by the Secretary of : 

.* 66 . 99 . powder li ‘ if ( > 

War: and in line 10, after the word “ power,” to strike out | >. 0) ; 

: : 99 . | 1D ( 1" ( 
“irrigation ; so as to rend: \ | : 

pPowael \ l 1 i (1! 
| t the « ! t (; rnm t is he \ ive to t ( : } ] 
CT tliat (, 

( vy Improv nt ¢ pat f Hlelena. M t.. its success 1 ret t { 

, nstruc I the M ‘ i River it i point t\ mnufacture of 7 wile ‘ 

ine of township To 1 th, ra e 2 west, and the nort e of \ 1 re might be 

I ort] mee 3 wes Nlionton: meridian to » @ rr ed . : 

iy) 14 n a, t i ‘ ’ ulin ons ol le ‘ ‘ ey | 
them and approved by the Secretary of War, 2 dam il, and ay ; “3 of Ww ri ; : 
purtenances thereof, for water power and other purpose and in con think, will tend to ex e public ‘ n to con mn 
nection therewith a foot bridge, cr bridges, for public use. ought to be rein 


The amendment was agreed to, i The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator fre \ 
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; ‘ Y { It proposes to appropriate S1LO.000, to be expended und 


ul ] and Army can detail scores of men, graduates of | the direction of the Secretary of War, to aid in the erection and 
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colnpletion of a monument or memorial at Point Pleasant, | have been approved by the Secretary of t 

















W. Va., to commemorate the battle of the Revolution fought at | page 8, after the word “ building to insert which does re 
that point between the colonial troops and Indians October 10, furnish sufficient accommodation for the transaction 
1774, but no part of the appropriation shall be expended until business; ” and on page line 9, after the word “ Tr 
the site and plans for the monument or memorial shall be ap- | insert “or; so as to make the bill read 
proved by the Secretary of War and the grounds on which the Be it enacted, et Chat Se v | 
monument or memorial is to be located shall be dedicated to the | hereby, authorized 7 -* a 
. , : by gare aeees teat > mM: Poe prtheatt may ath or otherwise provide site and « t L th 
use of the public and provision be made for opening and main Santa? cae cometndinne willie wtik Gientat cauite tor 4 
taining an open highway thereto. and accommodation of the post-office and f her Government 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | Cart! Phe site and ‘ ! 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, DP : : = ; or oe e . 
and passed. ane in | n of idl ling w d 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MOSCOW, IDAHO. coche ou bcs hcg gy oe 
‘ s . ‘ . 5 ‘ \ f the ‘I vol 
Mr. HEYBURN. To ask for the present consideration of the | , of $100,000 for s i d 1 
bill (S. 580) to establish a Government building at the town of ! g un ed r f 
Moscow, Idaho. ‘I ee nate 
There being no objection: the Senate, as in Committee of tix a lments were reed to 
. . 1s) * } The | Wi er | ‘ li ‘4 ! | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported Phe bill was rey ca ere , ‘ soe 
from the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds with an | {Mrenaiments were cons SSEU:ABD 
: : : The b Ss ord i] t t e! l ‘ | | 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and Phe bill y Ordered | ; ;, eu i ; 
nsert - the third time 1 passed 
hat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized bt c : All 
nd directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnat or otherwise, a si Mf QA or “«] ! 
ir, SMODO ask 1 ( i 
nd cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof Bar M r. I ash 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and appro es of the bill CS. IScS) to pro ac LUI e pu ; : ' 
I and accommodation of the United States post-offi ind | the erection of a ] e building the ! tine iy 4 11 ’ 
rnment offices in the city of Moscow and State of Idaho, t Stete of Utah 
site and building, including said vaults, heating and ven aoe ; 8 ‘ , 
miratus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not to exceed Vhere being no objection, the $ ‘ ‘ mittee of ft 
‘ Whole, proceeded to consider the which had 
I'ro ( ils for the sale of land litable for said site s! ull t Invited from the Committee on Publ build ind (a \ i 
! public advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city 
‘ gest circulation for at least twenty days prior to the dat ¢ ents 
tid in said advertisements * the opening of said p sal il rst memiment was, on | I ( A. | I i 
The building shall be unexposed to danger from tire by an open wee housand.” to ul ‘ if eve { t | t 
at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys as 26 teed . 
Face oO ren 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
ad , 4 \ t the S ¢ tt ‘ 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the atone ‘ t i 
mendment was concurred in. ed t bst: 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read‘ oS. Oe. See em pr Vinay a 
‘ rite State post-off ar t ( ‘ ‘ 
the third time, and passed. nie as te of Utal | a ted ni i 
The tithe was amended so as to rend: “A bill to provide for on plans : i sy ities ‘ le al eS 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building ef the Treasury L not es 1 in t thie ; 
thereon at Moscow, in the State of Idaho.” Phe amendment was agreed t 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAKER CITY, OREG. Lnidinncie- Page ctagnmarspaggliogy tate, mye eee 
.Trr rR ’ ‘ : * thousand, to trike out “ seve ve | 
Mr. FULTON. To ask unanimous consent to have considered o as to read 
= : . . sa . s : SO? ‘ Le 
at this time the bill (CS. 1792) to provide for the erection of ¢ i 
public building at Baker City, in the State of Oregon = See ~ oa ear “Pre ; 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | ce ie the noof S60.000 
W hole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been ret ted phe amendment w een 
froin the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with The bill was rem me ‘ 
mmendments, mendments were coicurred 
The first amendment was, on page 1, line 11, before the word The biil was ordered to be engi I 
‘ thousand,” to strike out “one hundred” and insert “ seventy the third tins dl | ed 
five; so as to read: ‘ 
That the Secretary of the Treasury ‘ nd he is hereby, l saY 
nd directed to cause to be ¢ ted on the site now owned hy the ] } Mi BAILEY I l I \ 
States at t itable building, including fi cderation of I s ‘) ‘ 
ult ating d ventilating apparatus, and appr cle for 1 e and e erect i [ t | A 
ii accommodation of United States post-office and other cove ; ' ; 
nial offices IS City, Stat Oregon, the cost of id sit i u State of be 
x. including i ults, heatin nd ventilating apparat and Phere bemny no objectio the S 
hes net to ¢ ‘ed the sum of $75,000, a silts vil \ ‘ Whole Nl eu ‘ I 
eleete f ! iilding and groum ure ips \ t : > 
‘ t ‘ a ( ee ; . wail . _— : [ion thie ‘ 1 i | ‘ { 
The amendment was agreed to -ipseeemeieiaes 
The next amendment was to add, at the end of the bill, the fol ae 
] Widnes: ; ; : ; : 
s19 7” 4 ‘ } ve <. tO  ¢ | | { 
The iilding shall be unexposed to danger fre fine y an open ) F 1 . 
of at least 40 feet on each side, including street nad Ile -' ! : + 
The amendment was agreed to a 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th anni n of | ' 
endments were comeurred in. a | 
Vhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, re ) ‘ 
the third time, and passed. t : 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT CARTHAGE, M 


Mr. WARNER. unanimous consent for the present con 


I ask 
| 


sideration of the bill CS. 1694) for the erection of a pub! build 
eat Carthage, Me ar 
rhere being no ¢ bjection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, whieh had been reported | 
from the Committee on Vublie Buildings and Grounds. hi j 
nendment : n i 
The amendments were, on page 1, line 12, after the word “ dol 
' lars.” to strike out “nor shall any site be purchased until es 3 tol e the 
' hiites for the erection of a building which will furnish sutfticient l . 
ncecommodation for the transaction of the publie business, snd ed al ! 
which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum here | 


ited after the site shall have been purchased and 
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post-« a1 ) Government o 3s, in the 
t lexas, t t of ( nd building, 
and ventil ig pparatus, and ap 
t ed the sum of $70,000 
f | d e for | hall be invited 
or e of tl re paper f id city 
da ] 1 date cl 
{ r of d 
t dad addressed 
i Vt t ca the 
: to d 
f I y De 
e ils and all 
i I mn 
I { pace 
I 
1 Senate as amended, and tli 
| sssed for a tl 1 reading, read 
{ il 
' > } 
i ) iG { i uu 
I e Sel r fi N¢ Jers to 
' 
yTeycs »] Does the § tor from New Jersey 
: ! ew Hi ‘ 
( { 
| eR J ul ( . CO d 
e bill (En @ to of a po 
t to ¢ t reel 
veread { 1; and ther » objection, the 
( ! { eof the Wl le ] ( to S$ consid 
’ ‘ { nil { the pu ge of the 
extending from Columbia road west to 
( e ext ed, formerly ed “© California 
! cle ited ’ street,” shall be known and 
( Lor a { 
reported to t] Senate without amendment, or 
11 ( ceo third time and | issed. 
) I NA ADVANCEMENT OF TEACHING. 
INGITEAM ] the Se te to proceed to the 
of : Ci. § M58) to ineorporate the Car 
! the Advar nt of Te e 
| ONT The ©] tes the attention of 
Ve to a notice left with the Secretary 
ida [ Mr. Newnan uncing his 
S¢ te when the bill is under ideration. 
1? 1AM Ve ell; Io am = per tly willing to 
! Whi tor from Ne la in favor 
l’ I Bull i AT ALTON 1] 
- | for the ( t « on of th 
» provide i} of pill buildings { 
no obje », tI Si fe, as in ¢ ee of tt! 
{ Oo Col the bill, which had been repor 
oO « Publie Buil | ith an 
| il, bef the { isind,” t 
ir | msert “seve j ' ons to 
t 4 | | 
i ! i 
| i i a i Nn di 
i I I na 
| ) nm of d ot 
] ne f ind l 
i nM i | * ul 
Li ] r UO Teet a 
1 to 
1 » 1 , e ided ind thi 
od ‘ lf t| 1 readin rt 
l ( t t! a. te ( l The @¢ dd 
od t nd the Senate eeded to thy 
eb After se \ 1 ‘ spen 
‘ 1 the ado ere reopened, ni (at oO oe] 
) the Senate adjourned until to-1 
ry 27, 1906, at 12 o'clock mi in. 


| 
| 
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NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate February 26, 190: 
CONSUL. 

Harry L. Paddock, of California, to be consul of the U 

States at Amoy, China, vice George KE. Anderson, appointed 
consul-general at Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. 


SECOND SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 
Lewis Einstein, of New York, now third secretary of the ¢ 


bassv at London, to be second secretary of the leg ition of 
United States at Constantinople, Turkey, vice U. Grant 
appointed third secretary of the embassy at London. 


PHIkD SECRETARY OF EM 


BASSY. 


Joseph C, Grew, of Massachusetts, to be third secretary of 
embassy of the United States at Mexico, Mexico, vice Philip } 
licefele, resigned. 


MARSITAL. 
John Frank Mayes, of Arkansas, to be United States 1 
for the western district of Arkansas, in the place of S 





court of the Territory of Arizona. A reappointment, his te 


_ 


i . I rizona, to be as ite justice of 
supreme court of the ‘Territory of Arizona. A reappoint 
ring March 11, 1906 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFIC] 
Cc. M. Cade, of Shawnee, Okla., to be register of the land of! 


at Guthrie, Okla., vice Jolin J. Boles, whose term will ex; 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARM 
Cavalry Arm. 
Capt. Percy EF. Trippe, Twelfth Cavalry, to be major f 
February 21, 1906, vice Hammond, Third Cavalry, deceased. 
First Lieut. Robert C. Foy, First Cavalry, to be captain fi 


ebruary 21, 1906, vice Watson, Tenth Cavalry, retired f1 


Kirst Lieut. Llewellyn W. Oliver, Eighth Cavalry, to be 
tain from February 21, 1906, vice Trippe, Twelfth Cavalry, pi 
moted. 

Second Lieut. John Symington, Eleventh Cavalry, to be 
lieutenant from February 21, 1906, vice Foy, First Cavalry 


moted. 
Second Lieut. Walter IL. Smith, Thirteenth Cavalry, t 
first lieutenant from lebruary 21, 1906, vice Oliver, Kighth ¢ 


alry, promoted. 
triillery Corps. 

Maj. William PL. Duvall, Artillery Corps, to be lieutenant 
colonel from February 24, 1906, vice Lundeen, detailed as 
tor-general 

Capt. Stephen M. Foote, Artillery Corps, to be major f1 
February 24, 1906, vice Duvall, promoted. 


POSTMASTI 


David W. Morris to be postmaster at Modesto, in the 
f hislaw nd $ e of California, in place of D | 
M | nbhent’s commission expires March Y1, 1! 


Willinin Caruthers to be postmaster at Norwich, in the co 


hdwin bk. Blodgett to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the cor 


of Fulton and State of Georgian, in place of Kdwin EF. Blodget 
Incumbent’s Commission expires March 13, 1906, 


W. J. Lewis to be } inaster at Day n, in the eounty ot 
Ferrell and State of Georgia, in place of Jacob M. Alexand 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 27, 1906. 
] 
David P. Burton to be postiuaster at Gosport, in the county of 
Owen and State of Indiana. Office became Presidential Ja 
ry 1, 1906. 
John B. Iwennedy to he | master at Troy, in the ¢ 
Doniphan and State of Kansas, in place of John B. Wwennedy ' 
Lncumbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906 ’ 
Daniel Stough to be ] tn ter at Sedan, in the un 
Chautauqua and State of Kansas, in place of Adrian Reynold 


| Lnculmbent’s Colmmissiou expires February 2s, 1006, 


, 








naster at \ 





an to be post 
oft 
ent’s commission expired J 

ew W. Darling to be postmaster at ¢ 
ty of Carroll and State of IWentucky, 


iuission exp 


postmaster at 


of Sanilac and State of Michigan, in p 
lneu ent’s com ion expired J 
| r to l postmaster at Gladwin, 
nd State of Michigan, in place of 
COMMISSION CX] s March 5, 1906 
1. Wright to be postmaster at Vellst 


M PA. 
win Mattson to be postmaster at Bre 
tf Wil and State of Minnesota, in 
} ( Incumbent’s I Ih CXPATE - 


EI KA 

Rol n to be postmaster at Fairn 
re nd State of Nebraska, in p e of 
Incumbent’s commi nexpires March 1 


le er to be yx ter at Span 

Washoe ul State of Nevad Office be 
y 1, 190 

PP. Wellman to be pos ter at Keene, 


} 


sires 


Du Bois to be post er at Walll 

i nd S ( New \ Oflice le 

1, 1D 
istus T. | | 1 to be rat Al 
(hen ) 1S e N Yor} inh pla 
land. J 3 1 expires M 
felvin J. v to by ' it Schene 
( ) 1s N ol in place o 
ert Minission, es Mareh 14, 19 
M Hey ty io vl lo ( post 1 it 
ounty of O lag 5 e of New 
| G. Fray 11 mibents con 


v of Dutele i State of New Yor! 
lattocl Tneunilys comunission expir 
! or Van Auken to tris t 
y of Schohat ind St ‘ neg York 
dl, re iv! 
es Il It { ‘ | 
7 ti ‘ ‘ \ i lik 
mn expires TF 


Burke and State of North Carolina, mi pl 


Kentucky, in place ¢ 
l 


‘arrollt 
in place of A 
red January 1 


Isaac 
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anuary 
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faj. W IP. Evans, United States Infantry, unassigned, 
euftenant-colonel from February 17, 1906. 
( Richard Re. Steediman, Eleventh Infantry, to be major 
I | Pual 17, 106 
POSTMASTERS. 
IOWA 
Rove W. Ililleary to be postmaster at New London, in the 
COr of Hlenry and State of Iowa. 
, ‘ LA 
Griffith J. Thomas to be postmaster at Harvard, in the 
CO of Clay and State of Nebraska. 


z if 


Jenning » postmaster at Candor, in the county 


of Tioga and State of Ne York. 
TENNESSEI 
Blanton W. Burford to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the 
eouut of Wilson and State of Tennessee. 
John [T. Sinelair to be postmaster at Dversburg, in the county 
of Dyer and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, I Aruary 26, LIVE. 


he Tlouse met at 12 o'clock noon 
\ Chaplain, Be IleNry N. Coupen, ID. D., offered the fol 
li prayer 
\imighty God, our Heavenly Father, we thank Thee that 
Thou hast made us immortal souls, and “may we not forget that 
\\ vie and sojourners here, as all our fathers before us 
\‘\ 7 llelpou we beseech Thee, to set our affections on the 
i] ibove, >that when the ties of love and affection are 
bv iby death we may not despair, but put our trust in Thiee, 
the living God, who doeth all things well. 
| id tidings of the passing on of one who served faithfully 
fil my years upon the tloor of this Ilouse, wrought mightily 
the committee room, and was at last elevated to the Speaker 
hy here he served for four years with justice and equity to 
touches our hearts profoundly, for many of us knew him 
intimately and loved hi We thank Thee for his life and for 
\ t he did and aaa we strive to emulate all that was purest 
l best im his matur Be very near, O God, our Father, to the 
{ en wife and children, and comfort their mourning hearts 
| by] ml thought that he has only gone before them to 
ov! fairer clime to prepare place for them that they may 
n presence forever. Tlear ous in the name of Jesu 
("| our Lord Amen, 
{ Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and 
Mi SAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
\ ve from the Senate, by Mr. PArKINSON, its reading 
( mced that the Senate lind passed the following reso 
lt 
I t the S etary be dirt “if rt n to the TTouse of 
It ve in compliance with it request, 1 bill (HL. Re. 2SOT) 
‘ ‘of pension to Ruf (i. Childre 
ire iso announced that the Senate had agreed to 
1] dinents of the Touse of Representatives to the joint 
! ris RK ~) instructing the Interstate Commerce 
( mm to make Uninations into the subjeet of railroud 
(| td oa lies, and report on the same from 
1 ‘ Lidiie 
R. G. CHIILDRI 
Mro LOUDENSLAGER Mr. Speaker, To ask unanimous con 
ent for the present consideration of the resolution which I 
‘ lto the Clerk’s desk. 
fhe Clerk read as follows: 
I resolution 344 
/ That »s { requested to return to the Ho th 
lio ah. R 7) tintin n it ‘ eof pension to Ry G 
( 1 | en in I eported and engrossed a 
II 
mat lut mh Wal i reed ce) 
it MERICAN CROSS OF ITLONOR, 
Mr. MORRELL! Mir. Speaker, th being Distriet day, T de 
» call up t bill (SNS. 3045) to incorporate the American 
( ol lo hin the District of Columbia 
fhe Clerl ead the bill, as follows 
it act Phat I. A. George, of Charlottesville, Va.: Richard 
of ‘| Nea John oJ. Delaney, of New York Cit N. ¥ 
\ ne of Rondout, N. Yo: Eugene Le treet, of Brielle, 
N ! : % Ht. Pherndor of Washington, PD. C., thei rcclates 
: ely ate 1 body polit and corporate within 
1 Distri f 4 ut in, by the name of ‘I American Cross of Tlonor, 
I the pury if bringing into closer relations of fraternal fellowship 


| 


| 
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the said body, and to cause to be perpetuated the memory of the ¢ 
and heroic deeds of those persons upon whom the United States « 
ernment has bestowed the life-saving medal of honor. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, reserving the righ} 
object, I would like to inquire what this is. 

Mr. MORRELL. The object of the bill is to incorporate t} 
men upon whom medals of honor have been bestowed by 
Government as life savers and allow them to incorporate i) 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I believe I will object to it. 

The SPEAKER. It is not subject to objection. ‘This is |] 
trict day, and the bill is up for consideration. 

Mr. MORRELL. Let me say to the gentleman from Miss 
that this bill has been approved by the Commissioners ot 
District of Columbia and has been passed by the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
tleman a question. As IT understand it, these are people 
have had certain medals conferred upon them? 

Mr. MORRELL. That is the object of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And now they want to be incorporat: 
the Congress of the United States? 

Mr. MORRELIL = Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why ean not they be incorporated u 
the general laws of the District of Columbia? Why shoul 
stump this charter as of national importance? 

Mr. MORRELL. In answer to the gentleman from M 
sippi, I will say that Mr. Winery, the gentleman who made 
report of the bill, not present in the House. I am 
reading from the report that was made by the gentleman 
New Jersey. I have here the letter from the preside 
the Board of Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia 
approved of this bill. I would like to say also that the I] 
passed this same bill at the last Congress. 

Mr. GAINES Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, IT would 
know what the bill is for, and why they call upon the I‘ 
Government instead of incorporating under the local law % 

Mr. MORRELL. I would like have the bill 


is 


] 


ol 


to again 
Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will ag 
port the bill. 


The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gent! 
from Pennsylvania if it is not entirely competent for th 
ple to incorporate under the general laws of the Dist 
Columbia ? 

Mr. MORRELL. 1 think not. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why is it necessary for the Congress ot 
United States to authorize the incorporation of this or: 
tion and every society that along that hot 
hiational character? 

Mr. MORRELL. I do not think that this society or 
zation can be incorporated under the general incorporatio 
the Distriet. L do not think the law 
er this. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is a general incorporation law fo1 
District of Columbia that covers every organization, is there 


ol is 


COTES 


ol is brond em 


CO’ 


Mr. MORRILL. To may be mistaken—-I do not like to ¢ 
with the gentleman from Minnesota--but my impression 
is the reason why this bill was introduced—that they 


not incorporate under the general law of the District of C 
bia without having a Jarge number the incorporatol 

District. This bill has already passed the & 
and passed the Ilouse last year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentl 
that the Masons, the Odd Fellows, the Knights of Pythin 
fraternal organizations all incorporated under 
laws of the Distriet of Columbia—the general incorporation : 
and I desire to state further that it is hardly fair to the I 


of 
dents of the 


other are 


for the gentleman to come in here and say that it is | 
pression that such and such things can not be done, and 
there is necessity for this or for the doing of this in th NH 
ner. The House is entitled to know exactly what the x 


incorporation law of the District is. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ¢a 
is impossible to hear what is going on, 
The SPEAKER. The Tlouse will be 


for order 


in order. 


Mr. CLARIK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, L would like to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question. Now, it may 
possible that this question has been asked before. If so 
could not hear it. LT would like to inquire of the gentleman 1 
Pennsylvania what the reason is that these people do not 
down town and incorporate in the District of Columbian ut 
the general incorporation act? 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, in answer, first, to the 
tle man from Minnesota |Mr. TAwNey], | would like to 


lthat the Masonic fraternities are incorporated by special act oA 
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Levo. (). (; \ as id). / j LnCORK eas () s 3 a Tor 
biinaiinne a — 
ess, and in ver to the centlet —— aa 
( I \ 1? «< t! t ti ¢ 1! ! j , itie t is not 4 t ‘ ‘ 
- \ Covel li ll I} ni ¢ tl ! 1p osed = - : 
1 
LARK of M ry Xf S 1 f } } Q . I p j 
( i we do i 1 the g | ) ma Mr. MA y Is . 
Lof brit these things in here const [have been | Mr. SIMS. TI | 
= ( I k of this ll md Hn \I NIANN | i 
ore ne to j neo ‘ ‘ ore ‘ e] ee Cr / 
VIORRELI \T) to the t ma. 7 \i SLAVES Ye 
Vu i e pre Il will { lraw t x l. in ( Nir NIAN Soy + + ¢ j 
) ' endiment such s he suggests tft e] | N 
1 ine t to ¢ this and r cases, and I wer 
‘ é \ rl i if lhe will ay . 1 - end ent y c +, 
lhe SPEAKER. The genth hdrawa the } STM 
I thi SLAR rit 
‘ Mr. MANN rm 
) IORRI \t) Ss ker I eall 1 the bill (1 R. : : 
) te vie 1 an ct ent ed “An ct ico ‘ { \ “SIM I did 1 
ern Sti il ie ( the District of Ce | . ed 
\ ch 10. 1 ~ which L sen to the desi a . to have ‘ i Ate AT ANN | 3 
phe Clerk re i s follows sn re i 
ft ¢ t , ¢f l t f ir Y ( 1 } 
ad 1 Sis ae ! 
’ 5 ' } ’ ? ' 
i { t we in the 1 os . SIMS i 
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| I c n f d : t it will 1 =a ; 
t € 4 dire s con t ig t} tra ‘ ; 
Well I I l ( é 
\ir,. MORRELIL Mr. Speaker, I now yield such time as the | ! tc or 
tleoy nol wis! to the gent] in from ‘Te SSO4 M Nit VIANN And exp ‘ 
\i ] 1 ty - + 
, who! the report on this bill. Mr. SIMS I want \ { ‘ 
Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, this bill. as its reading showed, if | never served upon this cor { } 
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conformity with the consent of the order thus 


SI Mir. Spe r, I will have to ask that I go on with 
( 1 before so many interruptions are made. 
] | to V that it ThiypMo ble, almost, for the District 
( to dot duty it should do to the District government 
\\ i 1 do ny other duty. Now, think of how 
con here as the Representatives of their Congres 
1 «| cts, terested, first, in great national policies about 
1 | ( CX] themselves in 1 onal platforms; in 
1 1 next ih Jegislation as applies locally to their 
] WILLIAM Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to inter 
! | sontienmin from Vennessee [Mr Sims], but will he 
( 1 0 1! to th liowuse just whi and in how far the 
»> be accomplished by this incorporation could 
‘ hed under the general law of the District? Ile 
i Mmonien vo that he understood that they could not get | 
charter to accomplish this purpose. Now, if [ understand it, | 
ere i very broad general liuw here for the incorporation of 
( ! ibie ! ociition and benevolent associntions, and all 
| how far doe it tall hort of what these people wish | 
i hh 
| SIMS Mr. Speake in reply to the gentleman from 
\I yi LT wish to th that this bill was brought to our | 
littee a PUSS cde ked by the parties interested ; and 
it \ tated to me byw a f er Member of this Congress, the 
Hfon. San 1). Riehardson, that this was their only opportunity, 
md 1 to his word for it being worth more than mine, and 
Without investigating or looking into it any further. As the 
Marsters Star ow incorporated by special act of Cougress, 
leant oul t be amended under the provisions of the 
“ 1 daw, on t \ represented to me. 
But To want et back to the point IT was discussing. I de- 
»>suv that this city is growing, is increasing in importance 


all the time, and it is absolutely necessary in a Ccommission-run 


where there Is 





t\ not an officer in it from the highest to the 
ly st who is elected or responsible to anybody but the appoint- 
power, that the people come continually and ask Congress 
to do for them what they ought to do for themselves. 
Mr. GADTNES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, [ want to ask my 
a envue a que tion 
Mir. SIMS. Certainly. 
\I GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman says this is an 
' miblican form of government here, because the people have 
» right to { that the people are mere petitioners.  Ilas 
thie « mnittee considered a bill, and, if they h why do they 
! ta bill, to nove that trouble, and give these people a 
I i te 
\I IMS I was going to discuss that matter, but IT want to 
| »>take if upon e order, 
; (7 AINI of Te ‘ Did we not give the people here 
t! ht 1 me, and did they not come and ask Congress 
) t} ] vo aN f them’? IT am told that is a 
| iM Mr. S er, I want to proceed in order. J 
, this House that the pres form of gov 
epublican in fact nor form 1 liive ist 
I M ( are clected here Upon National poli 
nicl, inate | Which their districts are affected. 
ith 1 of th House and put bim on the District 
» | er been brought in n) t with 
! t—and he up inst what le 
| And in rider Inake ag | 
| ! ml wher | 1 I meun in 
| ly got to aband evervthing 
‘ ! ‘ ‘ ! I {tentio nal possibly 
rf it that | ved on that ce 
\ } iliciently familiar 4 1 the duf 
‘ | I el f id 4 lay 
( \ ho dhol t 
4 | 1 ts ( lou ‘ 
j j ust ¢ { ~ 1 
‘ th } I] ! of if IS \ 
' ! ’ I mk Wi 1 Should 
} o] ! I] Vsical ap 
1 \ ' i] titd \ s of sel 
wn in an f the State 
iof th to get worse yeur in and y 
i I> t i ¥ to incr until Will 
} l | \ | sible for at ‘ ritt 0 
i] ul I ( ry On ount of the unicue 
1 { ‘ ‘ mt of bei | to no other, 
M f 4 | who do not study it and know but little 
ibuut it ‘ butlly king questions upon the floor of the 
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| HIouse on account of their lack of knowledge which implies 
criticism of members of the cominittee. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. SIMS 
Mr. 

1 


Certainly. 
FITZGERALD. The gentleman has spoken of t 
amount of business pending before that comimittee. Can } 
} state upon what theory the committee devoted its time to t] 
| consideration and report of the bill incorporating the Americ 
Institute for Drug Proving, if under the District laws it can 
|} incorporated ? 
| Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I decline to answer that questio) 
simply for the reason I want to talk upon the line I hay 
mapped out and I do not propose to be diverted to a propositio 
that is not before the House. The bill may shortly come befor 
the Ilouse, and then the gentleman can properly ask his que 
tion. 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman has been speaking ab 
the troubles of this committee and their inability to do 
thing except to attend matters of the District governny 
yet they prepared and reported a bill, somewhat elaborate, 
| incorporate the American Institute for Drug Proving. Now, 
that is a proper thing to be done anywhere, why do not the ¢ 
| tleinen say that it should be done under the general incorpo! 
| 
| 
| 
} 
' 


to 


tion law of the District? 

Mr. SIMS. I acknowledge gratitude again 
teemed friend and party Who has again 
another lecture, which, no doubt, he thinks we deserve. 

Mr. ADAMSON. As I 
nessee, the practical result aimed at in 
the incorporation act of the Eastern Star. 
} Mr. SIMS. To amend the act. 

Mr. ADAMSON. amend it; that the result of if 
| may not have understood your answers to other gentlemen. — ‘ 
} not that be accomplished in the District of Columbia with 
| provisions already made by act of Congress for the charter 
| of that institution? 

| Mr. SIMS. Those interested in the bill say that it can 
be. I do not state it of my own knowledge. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to talk along the line that T | 
| 


ny 


associnte, 


to my 


given 


understand the gentleman from ‘Ty 


this bill is to cor! 


To is 


indicated. If any gentleman wants to ask me a question pe! 
nent to the discussion, I will be glad to answer if [ can. 

We have here a Board of Commissioners 

of them an Army officer. 

i} ¢cisin to make of these 

in office and I 


three mayors 
that I 
If 
should 


have no crit 
they wer 
be asked 


IT want to say 
three Commissioners. 
knew them as I do, and I 


I would recommend for appointment, I would state these thi 
gentlemen. But the difficulty inheres in the system of gov 
ment. Under the Constitution, of course, Congress has ji 


| diction of this District; but that is no reason why there sh 
be no form of self-government. Appoint a 

governor, or Whatever you want to call him, by the Preside: 
subject to confirmation by the Senate, but in so far as lo 
municipal matters are concerned why not leave it to a cor 
elected by the votes of the people in this District who are int 


commissione r oO] 


ested in all these matters? The District debt, as Loam 
formed, is about $12,000,000 or more, which has been larg 
created through street-extension improvements. Ret 


there is not 2 dollar of indebtedness in this city that has by 


mide by the votes of the people who live here. The taxpayers 
| have absolutely no representation. But in ISTS Congres 
| dertook to pay one-half of all the expenses of this Distt 
even of the principal and interest of this indebtedness. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow me to 
him a question on that point? 
Mr. SIMS. Certainty. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Tas the gentleman taken any pains to 
inform himself with respect to the sentiment of the people ot 


istrict on the subject of self-government? 
Mr. SIMS I have to some extent. 

Mr CRUMPACKER,. I quite agree with the criticism 
tleman mikes with respect to the lack of self-govert 
here It seems to me that the people of the District of Cul 
bin ought 1 be as able to take care of their own muni 
affairs as the people of any city in the country would | | 


ticularly when they have before them constantly the exalt 
! 


example of statesmanship of the House and Senate. [1 
ter 

Mr. SIMS. IT assure the gentleman that in my intercou! 
with the people here IT have not heard a single citizen ot 
District of Columbian express himself who does not feel that t! 
pore form of government is a denial of liberty. Tere is a 


“lL up on these Inake. "Pas 


debt pile 
‘ vied without 


people that they did not 
: their consent: but IT want to say that IT thin 
they are the lowest-taxed people of any city that LT know of, aud 
I propose at some time in the near future to dwell on that more 


} 
ro 
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| 
it length. But Congress, on account of this city being the seat | charge of all municipal matters and feel its responsibilit d 
f government of the United States, the capital city, has | pay the taxes Then vou will have fre« ‘ ‘ 
dertaken out of a spirit of generosity, because it occupied ; duties and functions of free men: and hot 
ree spaces with its parks and public buildings, to pay one-half { spects nperial and grandiloquent and be 
f the expenses of the District government. It might have been | under present autoeratic contr we will eon mod 
se at one time, and it might be wise now, provided this city | all the world of a republican city in the capital he 
ever expands; but IT ask you as practical men, how does it | public of the nation. Our institutions will be benetited and 
mduce to the interest of the Government of the United States | tified, whether our boulevards here look as grand din 
to pay taxes to build up Anacostia, Bennings race track, Chevy | or not. Why, no time will « e hardly be e vou 1 In 
Chase, or Tennallytown ? called upon to make an appropriation fer street out we 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the Government should reduce the | to a great educational institution that the United States ¢ ‘ 
reentage which it pays of the municipal exepenses it would | ment does not need and never ca nd yet vou are talking all 
‘obably promote a stronger sentiment in the District in favor | the time about making this a model di ¢ if the effects 
f local self-government, would it not? of the model is that we have a gove nent here that did not 
Mr. SLAIS. No doubt of it. tax personal property at all until re tly, but ‘ the resort 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not the gentleman believe that | of tax dodging millionaires that had grown wenlth thi 
e pay, perhaps, a little more than our pro rata equitable share | States in which they lived by reason of the privileges they had 
the expenses of the District government ? im their own States and then moved to Washington ds bre t 
Mir, SIMS. LT have no doubt of it. | their stocks and bonds, and thus escaping the burcde \ 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. And is not that a reason why there is | ment, the duties of citizenship at home, and we imp } 
io Stronger sentiment or demand for local self-government ? |} tically nothing upon them here. 
Mr. SIMS. I have no doubt of that, especially among the | Parties have actually come before the committee ope 
wenkhy classes of the District, and, as I stated, perhaps it was | Vecating that there should be no tax on personal | 
wise at the cime the arrangement was entered into for the | it might be an attraction to the millionaires wi 
inited States Government to pay one-half, but Tam now show- | consisted of bonds and mortgages to come here and i 
x to you that the city is growing and building up very much. | bificent homes, and who would rush around thre 
And, as Ll have said, what interest has the United States Gov Democrats and Republicans in all the glory that a rao 
ment as a capital; how does it assist you in performing | lturope possibly could. And yet, gentlemen, you t here ve 
ur duties here: how does it assist the President and his | in and year out and permit these things to continu | 
binet offeers and the Supreme Court for this Government to | § ise the District Committee. 1 tell you, gentlemen, the District 
out money for the improvement of Anacostia, Bennings, | Committee has almost an itapossible task before it Losin | Ft 
y Chase, and ‘Tennallytown, and I do net know how many | ing these thoughts to your mind that you may think " 
re just such places? But vet we are doing it. fand that we may adopt some other form ef government 
ut this payment by the Government of the United States | will be more republican and more democratic; that will repre 
ist keep increasing as the city increases and as expenses in- | sent the free institutions and the free spirit of our people 1d 
rease. The bonded debt of the city is only about $12,000,000, | that will relieve Congress of duties that it ought never to hay 
et the current expenses of the District government are ten or | been called upon to perform: that in the end will relieve the 


welve million dollars, and the Government of the United States | taxpayers of the United States of the burden they ought not to 

ys one-half of that. It will no doubt reach a point some time | bear, and which will not increase the burden of the poople of 

hen the expenses of the District of Columbia will be S20,000, this city fSevyond that of other cities, so far as taxation ve | " 
Oa year, and the Government will be paying one-half of that. | have studied this matter, and T call upon the Memb 

in it possibly, directly or indirectly, be of any benefit to this | Hlouse to do likewise. T would not have gone into thi 


Government's Capitol to have a great city surrounding it? Why | in this general way had it not been for the criticism 
ot have every city where there is a State capitol receive the | bill-—all of which inay be just. We can not stop to investis 
ine assistance? Why not have the State pay one-half the | and get to the botte f every prop tion to see whet! 
unicipal expenses of the city in which the State capitol is | supreme court of the District of Columbia or the cour 
located? Why not have the counties pay one-half the expenses | pels have decided this way or that 1 - us to whethe 
f the town in which the county court-house and government is | ter might be granted under local laws er not We took the 
ted? Yet that is what we are doing here. words of those who ought to know It furnishes you with 
Well, I know there is one bugaboo that has been held up in | example of what we are called upon to do, and wit it 
he past, that if we give the franchise to the citizens of the Dis change in our city government, what vou will be ealled pon 
t of Columbia «a large vote will be admitted that is unpre to do forever in an inereasin 
red by education and intelligence to vote properly on ite As far as this bill is concerties { see no harm in it 
stious as to what a grent capital wants and needs It i ganization already exists The «| ‘ $2 ted 
necessary for me to refer to that. It is a tender subject, but | situply to amend i give it the additional be of 
have to stand it in our cities down South as best we can. | with that of astern St 
Why not Jet the capital of the nation wrestle with that problem ? Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman alloy ‘ 
\Why not have local self-government here and let Congress pro- | interruption? 
de entirely for the expense of maintaining the public buildings Mr. SIMS. Certainly 
nd the publie parks, like the Mall, within the city limits? But Mr. GAINES of Tetinessee The gentleman | 
why should your constituents be taxed to build a great avenue | diagnosis of the very sick condition of the District of ¢ 
ke Sixteenth street out 6 miles to the boundary? Why do we | Has the gentleman got a bill, or is the committe ‘ ‘ 
ere, in the face of all the world, proclaim ourselves to be thy t bill, prescribing any cure for the disease? \ | 
del Government of the earth, a republican Government, where ommittee bring in some sort of a cure for it j cent 
ery man is a free nan and no man is governed against his | a good kiwyer and he is a member of the 
ill, maintain in this city a form of despotism than which there | years ago [T was talking with one of the leading banker 
s no worse anywhere that TL know anything about in any en itv, when the gentleman from Missou Mr. Cha 
htened country? Whether it has worked well or worked | duced a bill proposing to give the people [) 
div, it is not American, it is not republican, it is not demeo- | right to vote. This banker jumped on me and dl | ( 
tie Iam talking in rather a random way, but LT am study ike, don’t give us the richt to vote the nigee ran 
this subject with a view to bringing to this House a propo- > us when he had it. and we had to cons » vou and 
ion to establish local self-government in this District. It is | take it away from ous.” [ Laugiite I | ve 
it inconsistent with the jurisdiction of the United States Gov- | the name of the banker if 1 
ernment to retain the powers necessary to be exercised due to Mr. SIMS. Oh, LT don’t want it Ia ' rise ¢ t 
he faet that this is the national capital. kk ue from the Tlermitage should ever be 
In order to do this, I for one am perfectly willing that th: I wratic thought bv the reply f al ke 
United States Government should assume and pay the present Why does not my friend fro1 ‘ et 
District bonded indebtedness. There are ten or twelve milli the study of this thing, as I have 


veaur in and year out, will apprepriate a sum as its share of the | bill T will vote for it 
expense of running the government of the District of Columbia Mr. SIMS. I do not know that I could draw 
" equal to the entire funded or bonded indebtedness. When they | bill 
int a little street opened, let them go to their own local gov- | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will help you mak ne 


ernment, let them elect their own council, let them have full | Mr. SIMS. All right. Now I feel safe. [Lan ter. | 
X L—— 189 


dollars bonds, but it will not be long until this Governmeiit, Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. If tl 
I 
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\ erican kt volu nm, whi h I Sf 1d to the dk 3] and ] { ] 
! 
Clerk read as follows 
! t t I ran Ifenry ! fon f } 
J J I) i i it Wil > ird W » of Y 
Hi if N York; Joseph C. I enrid \\ 
1). 4 ] ! 1M ] of Ne J \ Ss. Lo 1, of 
led Wa ! f M d: Ed I of ¢ 
DD. Elan Venn Mort j I i ‘ 
John «. Le of Kentu Ii y Stockbridge, of M 1 
A. Met ‘ Li a. cee d Clark, « W ! Ir 4 i 
\ | f (on i Wi i As VEC ne ‘ 
At ! fc « i I. W. W t f Alabnar I irdo M 
Z ( M. Hill, of A i ot aes MN (i. dee ( 
( N ‘ ‘ i Jona an it ot 
| I 1, of Delawa WW iam He. Da on 3 
|» Wi i ] y OL bl ia: ar MC of | 
1 Wf. ] ler, of Indi 1; Eu - r, of Lowa J n M. M 
ha el * . VPese l, of J lana: io VPettengill, r M 
Jat D. Igl art, of Marvland Mie (;, Varker, of Ma 
Ruf W. Clark, of Michigan; ‘ ‘ Thayne of Minne i \ 
( of Mi iri; Ogden A. Sonuthinayd, of Montan Ar 
Ni 1; Daniel C. Roberts, of New Hampshire; J. 1 


New J ey; William A. Marble, of New York: 
ni “dw of Oklahoma; Thomas M 





\ i f Pennsylvania; John Ik. Studley, of Rhode 
i I r, of South Dakota I. A. Cartwright, of Ter 
[. Mi 8 f Texas; Fred A, Hale, of Utah; Henry D. H 
Vermont J ford L. Lewis, of Virginia; Cornelius Hl. Ha 


Washington: J. Franklin Pierce, of Wisconsin: Truman G 
New York: W iam W. J. Warren, of New York: I iry V. A. J 
Rhode Island; John Paul Earnest, of Washington, ID. C., and 








persons as may from time to time he associated with t 
their iccessors, are hereby constituted a body corporate and poli 
be located in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia 
name of The National Society of i Sons of the American Rey 

See, 2. Phat the purposes and objects of said corporation 
clared to be patriotic, historical, and educational, and shall 
those intended or designed to perpetuate the memory of th 
bv their ‘ryices or sacrifices durin the war of the Amer in 
tion ichieved the independence of the Am ‘an people to 
iD oO fellowship among their descendants; to inspire them 


inity at large with a more profound reverence for the 
of the Government f inded by our forefathers: to encourage hh 





research in relation to the American Revolut wquire and 
serve the records of the individual services of ots of the 
as well as documents, relics, and landmarks ; the seene 





the annive 





Revolution by appropriate memorials; to oe ‘ 
the prominent events of the war and of Revolutionary pe 

to foster true patriotisin; to maintain and « nd the institut 
erican freedom, and to carry out the purposes expressed it 

preamble to the Constitution of our country and the injuncti 




















Washington in his farewell address to the American people. 

Ss! 3. That said corporation shall have power to receive, pur 
hold, sell, and convey real and personal estate, so far only as m 
! ry or nvenient for it awful ‘Ss, fo an amoun 
ox ling at any one time in the aggreg 200,000; to sue : 
ued, complain and defend in any court; to adopt a common seal 
to alter the same at pleasure; to make and adopt a constitution 
laws, rules, and regulations for admission, government, suspensi 
expulsion of its members, and from time to alter and repeal M 
stitution, by-laws, rules, and regulations, and to adopt othe in 
pla to pr for the election of its officers and to de 
fut to pl for State ietic or chapters with rul 

inet, and t ilat nd provide for the management, saf 
and ] tectio erty and funds: Provided alway ri 
‘ titution, by-la und regulations be not incon t 
the laws of the Unit { or an ES} States thereof 

1. That the property and affaii of said corporation 

manaved by not more than sixty nor le than forty trusts . 
be elected annually at such time a hall be fixed in the by-l 
at t ne truster hall be « ted nnually from a Jist of nom 
to be made by ea of the State ieties and submitted to this 


at least thirty days before the annual meeting, in accordance 








general provisiol regulath nominations us may be adopted 
t} ) t 
Sh t meeting of this ¢ rporation hall be held 
ill en of the above-named incorporators by a wt 
no stating the time and place of meeting, add 
t irs personally named herein and deposited in 
p ) it lea five days before the day of meeting 
: 6. That this charter shall take effect upon its being ae 
a oma ty ote of the corporators named herein who shall 
al 1 meetin ‘at any other meetin; ecially called 
| and no of such acceptance shall be given y ld cory 
ry busing ertificate to that effect signed by its president and 
t tol lin the office of the Secretar of State 
Ss 7. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or 
{ 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, on that bill I rai 
question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri 
question of consideration upon the bill, and the question is, WW 
the House consider the bill? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
quiry. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The question is, Will the I 
consider the bill? 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by M1 
Morrerr, there were—ayes 85, noes 36. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missourt demands tell- 





ers. AS many as are in favor of ordering tellers will rise and \ 
remain standing until counted. [After counting.]| Twenty-six 

gentlemen have arisen, not a sufficient pumber, and tellers 

re refused. 
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So the House determined to consider the bill. if vou admit one you say you must admit the oti id whe 
Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the | these two are incorporated, why, you can cite that as a rense 
eentleman from New York, Mr. OLtcorr, who made the report | why the next twenty ought to be incorporated, and when they 

Ipon the bill. are incorporated that will be cited as to W ii! the next ten 

Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill for the incorpora- | lion ought to be incorporated ? And the States would be 
tion of the National Society of the Sons of the American Revo- | nored, and the general laws of this District will be ignored 

tion. The reason why it is necessary to get a special charter Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote 
from Congress is because the incorporation laws of the District The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment na 
of Columbia require one-half of the members of the board to be | third reading of the bill. 

sidents of the District. In view of the fact that societies of Mr. NALIN rose. 
kindred nature and similar name exist in nearly all of the The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
States of the Union, it is advisable to have a sufficiently large | California rise? 
hoard of directors and a sufliciently general representation so Mr. KAHN. A parliamentary inquiry. When will it be in 
that the society will be in fact what this bill makes it in name order to offer an amendinent ? 

national society. The SPEAKER. Now 

The bill has the entire approval of the Commissioners of the Mr. KATIN. I then offer an amendment which I send to the 


bistrict of Columbia, and | ask for its passage. I yield back | Clerk’s desk 

the balance of my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. } The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
Vr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the The Clerk read as follows : 
ntleman from Missouri [ Mr. SHaAcKLerorD]. 





On page 2, line 24, after the word * Colut a,’ insert the 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, here we are asked to) “A. S. Hubbard, of Californi: 
ve a hational charter without any consideration scarcely of Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, T accept the amend if 
s THfouse to a proposed cerporation. As T have just shown, The question is on agreeing to the wndment 
inay be incorporated under the general law prevailing in this The amendment was agreed to. 
bDistrict now, provided three of them are residents of the Dis The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of 1 hill 
et. That same company may be incorporated under the State | as amended 
ws of any of the States of this Union, and there is no hecessity The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
viv it should have a national charter. If such incorporation | noes seen to have it 
were asked for under the laws of my State, the judge of the Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
cuit court would appoint some person to investigate it, to see) nays. 
hether it complied with the law, and see whether its purposes The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. Su 
ere such as they claimed to be, to report back to the court) Lerorp| demands the veas and nays 
hefore it could get its charter; but here, in the twinklins of an Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, T withdraw my request 
e, you are passing these incorporations, one after another, as | for the veas and nays 
hey seek to have it done, without any consideration, without The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
vy knowledge as to whether they are properly limited as they) third reading of the bill as amended 
ould be. And for what purpese? Will the gentleman tell fhe question was taken; and the bill as amended was ordered 


why this particular corporation should have more dignity | to be engrossed and read a third 
n another? Why should this corporation come to Congress | third time, and pussed 
r its charter when it can go to any of the States of this Union’ On motion of Mr. Morrenr, a motion to 
Mr. OLCOTT. T will answer briefly; because they can not) by which the bill was passed 
a charter from any one of the States suiliciently broad to 


lie, Was accordingly read a 


was nid on the tabl 


ke the society national in its character, and because it is aeinieaatatadiataaale ella 
esired to have directors who are residents of the several States Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 
the Union. It is impossible to do that in the District of | TT. R. 148t3 
Columbia on account of the provisions of the incorporation laws, The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill 
his difficulty is also found in the laws of most of the States The Clerk read as follows 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes, Mr. Speaker: it is the beginning Re tt t Sriri aned nites 4) 
au flood of bills which are to come in here asking incorpora provision of t net approved Mareh 1, 10 ‘ ‘ \ 
n of companies that will make them bigger than all of the | ii aos “fe tr Tt) rade ge me nto i: ne ; cee 
tutes. It is the thin edge of a wedge that is to be driven into | ge ghe peli f. d ving widawhocd, of depe | 
ur corporation laws of the country. ‘There is in the Tnnd a) deceased members ot Metropolitan police rm \ 
disposition to have incorporations that shall not be subject to | el embers of the fire d ee e oO t District ; 
‘tate control, a system of corporations that shall not be subject | 3; aii ied "oh arta’ eatin 1 oa ANA 4 ne in . sail hath . ee 


State taxation, a system of corporations that shall be above | Mareh 1, 190 


nd bevond the sovereignty of the States of this Union. There The SPEAKER. Is there ebiection 


ho evil, perhaps, in this particular corporation, but here every Mr. WILLIAMS. Before this is done y rapidly. let 
hody is citing something as a precedent, and when any corpora- | {he gentleman from Pennsvivania if he would mind lav 
on comes and asks for a charter this will be cited as a prece- report read? ; 
nf why the other should be granted. One other proposition Mr. MORRELL. No. 
The corporation Liws should be uniform. Corporation charters The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report 
rht to be uniform. Tere we come in and incorporate com The report (by Mr. Bancock) was rend, as follows: 
prinies not according to a general standard established by the ik a aaeabind dest: Dinbslok at Teles a date mains cs ' 
Wisdom of this House, but according to the predilection of the ey | cH. R. 1481 t ‘nd an act approved M 4 i 
He who come and ask for the charter. They are not uni “An act to amend section 4 of 3 t entitled ‘An t 
orm in their provisions. They are not uniforin in their scape Met! «pense ip Page nigger a ae =o lhe eet eis ved 
As T said a moment ago, they are above and bevondethe power shack becaas ; ; 
of the State, beyond the powers and control of the State, beyond by the provisions of the act approved M 1, isn (I No 
the power of the State to tax them, and while this one is yx as ‘ a a saa ak saan “ae pe ao 
bly one that ought not to be taxed perhaps the very next cor { a rtment whose d ane 
poration might represent something that ought to be taxed and) } mit e paid only during widowhood of the 
we put them beyond the control of those who ought to control ¢ Ps a a : ere he eee Seay co 2 en ate 
them. Tam opposed tooth and nail to going into the imcorpora- | of the act of Mareh 1, 1905, and tot the. ; 
tion business by individual acts of Congress, and IT believe we egin from the date of the et t! ‘ 


ought to require these corporations, like all others, to go to some | Nel be 
existing liw and take out this incorporation according to some 


general standard that prevails in this countrys deceased firemen and in necessit li 
Mr. OLCOTT. Allow me to say one thing in reply to the , (Und out ef whieh these | , 
gentleman from Missouri, and that is that a sister society, the oe 4 the ae cit if a . ne derived fre receint ' 
Daughters of the American Revolution, has already been ineo police court and from reve eS Tel d ense { 
porated and was incorporated here, and mainly for the reason vo commit Se Mataan “Suse tha, mccain kestebanue 
this one is sought to be incorporated—that it would make it mply places fo depends 1 ! ‘ ‘ \l 
, more national in character. 1, 1905, on the t 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Does not the gentleman think that is  aiehaae te + Mg = = Ma ; 
the very foundation of the argument I made a while ago, because |“ phis measure was prepared ‘ 1) , 
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leman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ent to lay Senate bill No. 71 on Mr. FITZGERALD. 
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t! fol _ i no ot rs ad ( shall he 1 ad t } r ‘ 
I j , ind \ t { 
j i ‘ | ‘ EJ ' ! ( 
’ f child o1 Vi ft de 
‘ d te or ne s ch 
Sie eulid ‘ i t 
M | is prima fa ‘ 
} t e « {1 1] a t in 
" 1 I I , ‘ | v cn a Te 
. ( f aer 1 W » Pay to 1 
’ I lin ( v t his or her n r child or 
n ¢ io i vielt , ved yo ( t 3 f 
’ er | or the , ‘fs h wif ld. or chi 
f jual ) ) 1 é iad i j bor I 1 by | 
( eG 
rhe amendments reco! ided by the con ttee were 
hill red to be en Ss follows 
1 end a third 1, lit 4 e out the word t nd insert t 
l e 1 ne 7 rike t the word “lawful” and insert t 
I | the vote I ! 
laid on the | a Z rt a ma after the word “ pa and a 
the words “ out of any funds available.” 
. Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield five mi 
, oll TY , } . . . 4 
I desire to call up House con- | to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SuacKkui mD], who 1 
the report on this bill, to withdraw certain amendments t 
i port the were made with the consent of the committee. 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, in line 4, on pi: 
f the 1] of ¢ 1 withdraw the amendment and substitute “ reasonable” for 
a fp aif oe rd“ just.” There will be no amendment in that line then 
lit lations and The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
1 is on agreeing to the con lage 1, line 4, strike out “just” and insert “ reasonable.” 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the any 
\ h to a the ent Win In ment 
\ VORRET ru takes the The question was taken; and the amendment was dis: 
s recentl ( e the llouse? to 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Also, in line 7 there is 

nsert “reasonable” for the word “lawful.” I on 
amend the amendment by substituting the word “ just” fo 
word “ reas nable,”’ 
ubject that i on the Cal The SPEAKER 


an amend! 


The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

In lin 
Inserting 
I he 
ment. 


ss } 


7 amend the amendment by striking out reasonable ” 


“ just.” 


SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend 


I would like to ask the gentleman 
he is trying to do now? 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I am trying to substitute the  y 
LDREN. “Just” in place of the word “ reasonable.” 
r, IL desire to Ul up the bill Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to inquire whether the gol 
main does not think the word * tust,”’ or ~ Just excuse,” 


fr OF WIFI AND ¢ 


l report the me be eliminated entirely 4 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. JT think not. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. What excuse will any man give { 








. a : ¢ | deserting or willfully neglecting and refusing to provid 
{ 4 { upport and maintenance of his minor children und 
eof 16 vears in destitute circu tances that would be j 
nde (C16 ye What would be a just excuse? 
“ e a iit » \ir SHACKLEFORD. Suppose there should be. ¢i \ 
= | _ stances where he had not the custody of the children, and t 
than sian 3 ae W: a judgment awa “i against him for the support of 
i imposed it | ehildren. Suppose the wife should not use the money for 
or in part te the | purpose? Having been required to provide for them by a ju 
‘defendant, ¢ ment of the court, would not that be a reasonable excuse? 
nbefore pro- | Mr. FITZGERALD. They provide in the judgment of 
aon tty es aaa : ¢ } court to pay tl money to me other person. 
to ke an i whi e Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That would be a just excuse 
t | th 
* the} owe. FITZGERALD. It would not be any excuse for 
‘nis 1 | ing to provide for the minor children in destitute circumstance 
\ tod ] will ask the gentleman to yield to me a moment to move 
oon ; famendment to strike out all of this qualifying langu 
t if the d that the bill shall read: 
; Or any |] 1 who shall desert or willfully neglect or ref | 
vid for t ul t na ter ol | 
t 0} under the age of 16 y in destitute or nece . ' t 


th, Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 1 will say to the gentleman that it 
‘ was that way upon the bill as it was first written. 
= in as ee ee + Mr. FITZGERALD. As the bill was first written it re | 


I il ees 7 ‘ . : } 
In « . of | “ Without lawful excuse. As the committee rey ts it it ren " 
ent t eof by execution, the | “ Without reasonable excuse.” And now the committee ame 
the lin wh or : ; alrine tt “ 4nct ove .” 
n or « todian of the minor child | it by making ft UST EXCUSE. 


| Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 


That is right. 








1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECOl 


SE. SOS 


Mr. FITZGERALD. And in this very peculiar condition of entleman from Penns) lia? After a] | ‘ 
1d the committee is getting into I would like to eliminate all | li s none 

eXcuse. } Mr. MORRELL! There are no othe 3 that t I) 
Vir. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman would like to elin Committee desires to pt 


ee a : 5 a LAKE |} tlk AN » RIV} CANA ( t NY 

= ee KK ALD. It m chit be advisable in this condition. ‘The BPRARER. The vroenlar order of bosineen te the: or 
Ir, SUACKLEFORD. I quite understand from the gentl eimetihanes as Rn ; , 
u's standpoint it might be. But it seems to me that the of ae. : al > _ yer : ai tl R : ; 

word “ just” ought to be acceptable. sh a een vi = ee ee 
ir. FITZGERALD. I desire to ask the gentleman to state | ‘'STS Wht Feport 


} : “ as fhe Clerk rend as ) Ws: 
would be a just excuse for a man to willfully neglect to e 


that it would not be willful because the man was sick Tin Dawson 


1 “willful” is recognized and bas a well-defined meani: 


de for his minor children under 16 years of age in desti- | , ; ‘ = aoe dk the ] 
te ¢irculmstiinces 7 ; , =s . sv * PUW ¢ 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I have stated one before, and I do The SPEAKER Che veas and vs ed | 
cure to argue the matter. bill. AS manv as are in favor of « ' > the } ; ‘ 
Mr. FITZGERALD. You have already modified the provi- | their names are < swe] v4 those op i 
a Phe Cle will call the roll. 
Ir. SHACKLEFORD. Let it go that way. Suppose a man : rhe an on aoe ken: and there were—vreas 187. 1 R7 
ere confined in the hospital himself sick, and had no money? | answered “ present ” 12, not voting 117, as f et 
Mr. MORRELL. I call for a vote on the amendment to the 
iendment. YEAS—187 
; ‘WL $ID m . ie E : . Ac} n Ih \ ’ 
Phe SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- ] Quoc | : Dix a Hl . ui 
ent to the amendment. Alexandet 1h I ev. Wash. Ol 
he amendinent to the amendment was agreed to. Allen, Me | HH ) o> ed 
the SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- ees , . J 
t as amended. I 1 Ed ds Ik 1 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for | & it i h oO | 
the purpose of offering an amendment ae: - Pa 
Phe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? Bennet, N. ¥. i 1 l 
Mr. MORRELL, I will for the purpose of offering an amend- | |} , 
— I ‘ j . 
dial cn , Lt x0 Vt i 1 
Mr. FITZGERALD. In line 7 I move to strike out the words Pn | | I | 
ist excuse.” I wish the gentleman would give me two min ! " Kk 
fhe Clerk read as follows: trouss od G ! M I 
In line 7 strike out the words “ just excuse.” ‘a : ‘ 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to me two min turke, Pa. ‘ € Car: | S \\ A idiow 
ules? ( l 1 S \’ 
Mr. MORRELL. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman, | |, oa : . . 
Mr FUTZGERALD. Two minutes is all I asked. i 1 ( 1 R : 
Mr. Speaker, this bill provides, as it has been amended by the | ¢ f. ( \ s l 
mittee, “that any person who shall without just excuse |‘ 4 r Mat Minn. & 
desert and willfully neglect or refuse to provide for the support | , i X \ 
d maintenance of his or her minor children under the age of | ¢ I n 
i6 years in destitute or necessitous circumstances, shall be |) Pa i oa : : 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor.” If the amendment that has ‘ Wig iI \ 
ust been offered be adopted, it will make the penalty attach to 7 « it 1 
person who deserts or who willfully neglects to provide for | ' 3 : ; 
these infant children. It seems to me that when provision is | , iI . . \" 
under the words “ willfully refuse to provide for children | i HI \ 
r these circumstances,” it is very unwise to make any | i \ 
ilification as to the act. Anybody who willfully refuses to | | \ 
vide for his children under these circumstances, in my opin- | 1) La it \ \ 
should not be permitted to attempt to persuade anybody |! Ntinin + ' \ N. J 
that there was a just excuse. Now, the gentleman has said | 7 a 1 ; U4 
] 


w, and there is no necessity for offering any qualification of . 
t term | l Iy 
The SPEAKER. The question will be first taken on the | | ao 
nittes amendment as alile nal 1, and t] ll afterwards on the 


‘ 
wiment offered by the gentleman from New York. ‘ . I 


he question was t iken, and the committee amendment as jis Pex. 
mended was agreed, to. | 1 iI : \ 
The SPIAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend i , 
offered by the gentleman from New York, which the Clerk | ' Mo. ; 
report W. Va. lI | N. € 
he Clerk read as follows: Ind. i 
e 7 sti e out e words “ without just excuse.” J | \ 
The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend y J \ } 
twas rejected. ANSWERED “PI "—12 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the other amendments of ‘ " I> 
the committee will be considered as agreed to. | G i 
There was no objection. I e i 
the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third NOT Vi 7 
and being engrossed, it wus accordingly read the tl Li 4 Wis. r . 
1d passed. N. J. 1; 
in motion of Mr. Morreir, a motion to reconsider the vote by | ; ; l 
h the bill was p | was laid on the tabl ay ( ( 
‘ 
LEAVE TO I END 1 \ Ky ‘ 
‘ Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire un Is consent to ( 
f do mv ve irks in the Rrcorp on the subject of taxation in : 
the District of Columbia. ; 


Phe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of th lire 
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unanimous consent for two hours’ debate, one hour in favor of 
the bill, to be controlled by the gentleman from Wisconsin, and 
one half to be controlled by me in opposition to it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous 
sent that the suggestion of the gentleman from = Mississij,ji 
ugreed to—that debate be limited to two hours, one hour 
eich side, one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WittramMs] and the other hour by myself, 

Phe SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.| TT) 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, the provisions of this bill 
were read to the House a few days ago. Before discussing those 
provisions permit me to direct attention to the purpose of th 
measure and what will be accomplished if the project is carried 
through. Separating the Great Lakes and the Ohio River is a 
portage of about 100 miles width. The Great Lakes syste 
with its connecting waterways—the St. Lawrence and ki 
Canal—to the Atlantic, offers facilities to the commerce of ; 
the northern tier of States. The Ohio and Mississippi Rive 
system, with their tributaries, offer the same advantages to th 
great central and southern sections of our country. If thes: 
two great waterway systems can be brought together, it \ 
form one system of over 15,000 miles of navigable waterway) 
and mmake possible the interchange of commerce produced |) 
twenty-four States of the Union, at a cost for transportation o| 
less than one-sixth of what it now costs to move the sian 
products by rail. 


con- 


Across this portage ten lines of railroad now annually car 
a commerce of 50,600,000 tons. The great bulk of that comme 
eonsists of iron ore, coke, and coal. The iron ore comes fro. 
the imines of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan by water 
Lake Erie ports, and there transferred to the rail and broug! 
thence to the furnaces of that great manufacturing district 
Which Pittsburg is the center. 

The ore is there converted into the various merehantal 
products of iron, and these are again sent out through all si 
tions of the country wherever iron is used in the construct 
of buildings, bridges, or any other industry into which iron « 
ters, as well as the finished product of the thousand and o 
articles used on the farms and in the homes of our country. 

every saving made, therefore, on the cost of transporting | 
ore or the finished product is a benefit to the people. 

The great bulk of the coal and coke produced in that gr 
hiainufacturing district of Pittsburg crosses this portage 
voes to the Northwest. All the various industries using eit 
of these articles receive their supply from = this section, and 
any movement by which the cost of transporting coal and cok: 
is cheapened benetits the consumers of that article. The 
summers are not those alone who live at the ports on the Gi 
Latkes, but include those living far in the interior—Minnes! 
the Dakotas, Nebraska, and Kansas. 

Phis 50,000,060 tons of commerce is now carried by the r 
rouds at an average cest of 74 mills per ton per mile. The 1 

how operating across this portage are not sufficient to 
handle this tratlie at all seasons of the year. For months at 
time there is a congestion of freight in this district, the r 
roads not being able to handle it, which results in a loss on 
only to those operating the industries, but to the labor employed 
therein. Some of these railroads are owned by the same cou 
binations of capital that own not only the furnaces and inite 
of the Pennsyvivania district, but the ore mines of the Nort 


favest, and the ships which transport the ore from) the Liatk« 
| Superior ports to the Lake Erie ports. It is apparent, therefor 


on the face of it, that whenever there is a congestion of freight 
Whenever the output exceeds the capacity of the roads to tran 
port, the independent operator, whether in coal, coke, or it 
ore, is at a decided disadvantage. An open waterway to be used 
on equal terms alike by each and all would be of very gi 
benefit, especially in such emergencies, 

The transportation charged on iren ore from Duluth to Ash 
tabula by water, a distance of 1,000 miles, is eight-tenths ot 
fanill per ton per mile. The cost of carrying coal the same d 
tance by the Lakes is three-tenths of 1 mill per ton per mile 
The cost of carrying coal to New Orleans from the Pittsburg 
district by water is six-tenths of Lo mill per ton per mile 

Phe cost of transporting commerce through the rie Carnal 


will be, according to the estimate of Colonel Symonds, when 


the canal is completed ton depth of 12 feet, fifts two one-lhun 


The railroad rate on coal and ore across this portage, a dis 
tance by railof 135 miles, is 90 cents per ton, or about G4) mills " 
per ton per mile. 

Mr. HINSITAW. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman 
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he has at hand the comparative figures of carrying the I believe the improvement of the wat vs of the country 
eight on the Great Lakes and on the large canals like the Erie | is the best possible way to regulate the frei! 


( il? country. A waterway properly ved does 1 
Mr. DAVIDSON. I have not, except the reference I have | judgment, to regulate the cost of ft rtation of t 
mide. of the country than any legisla bY t Ce 4 ( 


Mir. TLINSITAW. Nevertheless, the charge on the canals is; can enact 





ich smaller than for a similar carriage by rail? Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. COOPER Wis 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes | The SPEAKER. Does the 
Now, is it not possihle to save to the consumers of this coun- Mr. DAVIDSON. I yield 
1 the difference in the cost on transporting this 50,000,000 | consin. 
of commerce over this portage? If it is, why should there Mr. COOPER of Wi 
tion to it? The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi that he believes the wi t 
the other day said that we ought to have this canal, | rates. Suppose t Hee 
it should be a governmental eanal. I admit that if it were | done, to the Pennsyvlh ia R L ¢ 
ble to have thi ‘ rnment undertake this work at once, it regulate freight 1 
ish it in a rea able time I would gladly favor that Mr. DAVIDSON Mr. S I’ 
position, Company invested $35, 0 ‘ 
Gentlemen on this floor who have come before the Rivers and | business in order to ¢ 
‘hors Committee year after year urging projects for develop- | vestment, and if e 1 : : ! 1 ¢ j 
t of rive nd hai 1 their sections know that it is | canal I suppose it would | ld it f ‘ 
n ea matter to secure favorable action on a project | commerce, and to do tl 
olving $35,000,000 I 3 su jont! ly { 
hey are now pre if for 1 nition many meritorious proj l ‘ 
On to the Ohio River to a depth of 9 feet from | vested. I do not 
burg to Cairo, ai t worthy project, one strongly urged, | road Compa \ 
me that will be of very great benefit to all the industries | as chairman { ! 
ig the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, and yet that has been | been pending dui , ( 
yed. The upper Mississippi River needs improvement, and | that has ever come 
has long been urged. In the State of Texas there are many | been rep ed to t louse 
which need improvement, and I might mention many | railroads. [Ap 
in different sections of the country. Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. §| 
River and Tarbor Committee has before it projects hay- | ferred to the won 
the favorable indorsement of the Corns of Engineers and of | transportation rate I ( 
1 secretary of War, which, if adopted, would require an ex- | ask the gent i how tl 
liture of $450,000,000. We have taken on the project of | tion 


Iding the Panama Canal, for which an expenditure of some Mr. DAVIDSON It wou 
r like $200,000,000 will have to be made. This will be all Mr. WILLIAMS | like t = 
Government can undertake in the way of waterway im- | canal compat L 





provements for many years. Ways unless it was to its in { 
Mr. SHUERLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? ‘ him how t [ l 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? terest to enter oa 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes. Railroad Companys 
Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman is a member of the Commit Mr. DAVIDSO> It is hey 
on Rivers and Harbors? the cheapest | ble mod {1 : 
DAVIDSON. Yes. i} when constructed, ean tr ; 
Mir. SHERLEY. Can he tell the House what prospect there ! a less rate than the railway ‘ 
having a river and harbor bill this session? no question rhe « il comp \ | 
r. DAVIDSON. He ean not way cost not ne sarily to t ( h, 1 
lr. SHERLEY. Can the gentleman tell the House what jus ner for the business incident 
tion there is for the present policy of his party? You have There are 50,000,000 f 
pended four lrandred millions, approximately, on the Navy in | aunually The great bul { erce t 
‘years, and only about that amount of money in the entire | a waterway when yp 
ory of the country has been expended on river and harbor | which is 1 
rovements. higher class of freicl 
Mr. DAVIDSON. He ean not without going into a lengthy All history 
ussion of the policy, and this he can not undertake at th have parallel iroads 1 
o e® thev hove 
Mr. SHERLEY. The reason T ask the gentleman these ques ther | 
is | li urging that we should nationally ineoer- | water Y; i i 
the building of canals, and he is ureit ‘ 
that ent is not doing any rapid work « ) at 1 | l 
thet rene ly to bring int ight I e have be { | t 
t bill? And I will guarantee, if it is | and at a higher 1 
ers on this side of the aisle will sup The waterways of ¢ 
rt the gentleman in that kind of legislation. rr irkable degree by that { t! 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes: I think that would be a wise thing to u of freight Phe 1 rm 
lo. In my judgment, no greater benefit can come to the coun factories, and both the 1 road 
than the development of its waterways, and I desire to see The Krie Canal I mind 
done as rapidly as possible f i industric i 
Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit another ques | leling the « 1, } Ih 
tion. We always have an expression that everybody is in favor Mr. WILLIAMS. Will 
it, but somehow or other you people who are charged with | 1 ’ li t the « lit 
lation every year refuse to do anything of that sort, al VS « e fr fi 
I would like to know when vou are really going to begin? Mr. DAVIDSON i 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, | would like to answer the Mr. WILLIAMS \ { 1 
leman, but he ought to remember that I am an “insurgent,” | T know every private « ; 
1 perhaps not in a position to give information on that qu bled up by the 1 { } 
tion. | Laughter. | i they have been 
Ir. SHERLEY. Teongratulate the gentleman on ] being o expen of its own ] 
Mr. DAVIDSON. I might say te the gentleman that one very | question: Which =v 
ul renson why it perhaps not advisable to report a river | o1 nally—to dig t ( 
nd harbor bill at this time is that of the money heretofore ap slongside where the 


propriated for such improvements something like $30,000,000 Mr. DAVEDSON to | 


emains still unexpended, a sum sutlicient to keep the Engineer | about the constr 


Corps of the Army busy for the next year at least. Mr. WILLIAMS. I su t 1 
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1 cost great deal more than to build a single-track 
Now, then, if a private corporation owns the canals, 
earn fairly remunerative rate to reimburse it for the | 


‘and for the 


F Which under this bill is permitted to charge any- 
pole , Subject to the review of the Interstate Com- 
Comm on just as railroads are, could, as far as the 
dend upon the original plant is concerned, build the canal | 
Leche equal amount that any railroad charged, on the 
l that it costs more to build a canal than it costs to build a 
‘) ! 
Mero DAVIDSON. The original cost of the canal would ex- 
‘ lt cost of a railroad, but the amount of business it would 
do would be fur in excess of that which a single-track railroad 
nigled lo 
Mr. TIINSTDPAW. The cost and expense of maintaming 
canal 4 Hd be much le would it not, than the eost of main 
tein uorailroad, so that the dividend question is not the same 
in the building of a railway? 
DAVIDSON. That is true. There is no equipment to a 
( ( locks and the machinery to operate them. The 
Hes ah opel waterway, and every man who owns a 
boat vermitted to operate thereon 
Let e come to the terms of the proposed bill. It gives to 
Col to persons mained authority to construct a canal from 
fake | » to the Ohio River. TL want to say to the Members 
the Tlouse that although this bill on the face of if presents no 
niendnmerid is coming from the committee, the bill is, in fact, 
Oni ee billa substitute for No, 6003. The bill 6003 was 
considered by the committee at length, various amendments 
were made by the committee and miuny of them in opposition to 
the wishes of the ineorporators. At the committee’s request, | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLL| reintroduced 
the bill, so that it comes before the House now in the form of 
HT, RR. 14396. 
Now, in this bill are many provisions which were not con 
tuined in the original, This bill gives to the ineorporators the 
me general power as is given to all corporations. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER Will the gentleman allow a question? 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER I 


am in thorough sympathy with the 


put es of this bill. T notice in the first section of the bill it 
‘ rs upon the company unlimited power to buy and own and 
hol tL estate. I do not believe it to be a wise policy to per 

rporations generally to acquire and hold real estate as a 


of investment I] think in most States the 


power to own 


) hold real estate limited to purposes that are reasonably 

iry to earry out the object of the corporation. LT believe 
{ ivht to be a limitation upon the power of this company 
tO juire and hold real estate. It is a corporation that is per 
}) l in its tenure, and it seems to me that the power to own 
revtl tate ought to be limited to the purposes that are reason 
ably necessary for the objects of its creation. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Tt will be noticed at the end of section 1 
ther 1, provision covering that. 

CRUMPACKER. That does not apply. I have read see 
tion | quite carefully, and Tam satistied they could acquire and 
owl practicully all of the good investment property in the city 

eland and in the city of Pittsburg, too, in so far as the 
| er conferred upon it by this bill goes, 

Mr. DAVIDSON I do not think it could do that, and I do 
not think there would be thay disposit on to do it. Their power 
to own real estate must be such as will enable them to carry 
‘ the purpose for which the company is cre:ated. 

I} wal itself ll extend for a distanee of about 100 miles. 
ort « miles of this distanee will be covered by canalizing 
t eave! hdd Mahoning rivers, the Beaver River running 

the Ohio River about 23 miles below or down the river from 

> bul Phe Ohio River will be made use of below Pitts 
bi » ihe wuth of the Beaver River, and the various other 
runt n there will be made use of in the same connec 

Phe distanee up those rivers is 46 miles, 

‘ i to the uimmit level and Lake Erie section, a 
a of 5 le oss the summit or table-lands and down 
to Lake Erie on the othe de. "The distance across the summit 

e] ijl } | le ned ithin that distance will be a lake or 
I" ryvoir S miles in length 

Mr. MeCLEARY of Minnesota. An artificial lake? 

Mir DAVIDSON An oartificial Jake. The highest point 
‘ Lake Erie is S27 feet, and the highest point above 
1} Ohio River is 321 feet. There will be thirty-three locks 
noall) each of a BO-feot Tift, the length of the locks being 
B40 feet, the width between walls 45 feet, and a 12-foot depth 
over the miter sills. This will be the canal when constructed. 


The capital stock of the company has been limited to $300,000 





charge of maintenance ;-and the | 





canal? 


of stock and $300,000 of bonds per mile. 
most severe. It is that the capital stock shall not exceed 
$200,000 for each mile of canal proposed to be constructed 
The bonded and other indebtedness is not to exceed $300,000 
per mile 


The restriction thereon 


is 


So that the sum total of stock issued and debt created shall not ex 
ceed $600,900 per nile of canal proposed to be constructed: and the 
amount of debt created by the issue of bonds shall in no case exceed 
the amount of stock subscribed for and fully paid in, in cash, and bor 
fide expended in the promotion, maintenance, and construction of thy 
said canals and works, and in no event shall the stock issued and det 
created be in larger amounts than may be necessary to construct, equip, 
maintain, and operate said canal and works. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The gentleman has said 
that the total capitalization in stocks and bonds is restricted in 
the bill to $600,000 per mile? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask 
the committee has received any estimate of the cost of constru: 
tion per mile or the average cost of construction on the who 
100 niles of the canal? 


Mr. DAVIDSON. It is estimated the cost of constructio 
will be between $35,000,000 and $40,000,000. Then there si: 


additional works—docks, ete., to be constructed, land to be pus 
chased for the watershed, to conserve the waters, to make 
reservoirs, and ail that sort of thing. The original bill pro 
vided that they should have $500,000 stock and $500,000 bond 
per mile, but we believed that $600,000 for the two were enougl) 
and we have limited it to that amount. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The estimated cost of co: 
struction will be about $400,000 per mile on the whole 100 
miles, or $40,000,000 for the whole? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Was it the opinion « 
the committee that the other $20,000,000 authorized would |) 
required for the additional equipment of the canal system? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Some of it, I would say to the gentlems:a 
would be necessary; just how much we do not know. W 
thought it would be absolutely impossible for us, as a Committ 
to figure out exactly what it would cost. We could not tel! 
and we felt that the additional $20,000,000 was suflicient to cove: 
all exigencies which might arise. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Tlow much leeway does 
the committee give to the company in the $20,000,C00—five o1 
ten millions or more, if necessary, or how much’? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. That was largely a question of individu! 
judgment. We could not tell; it was absolutely impossible fo 


the company to tell. This is the estimate as to about what th 
project will cost. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Was the estimate mad 
by engineers in the employ of those proposing to build th 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Did the committee 1 
ceive any estimates from any engineers of the Army or of t! 
Navy or from any independent source? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Oh, except 


no; those employed by the 


State of Pennsylvania. Originally the legislature of the State 
of Pennsvivania appropriated $10,000 and that was spent in 
this survey. The estimates were made by their own eii- 
gineers. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. IT will ask the gentleman 


one further question. Is there any power reserved to any office 
of the Government in this bill to prevent the capitalization up 
to the full extent of S60,000,000 7 

Mr. DAVIDSON. No: there none. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Does it not occur to the 
gentleman that it might be well to give some officer of the Goy 
ernment power to supervise the issue of stocks and bonds, so 
that the publie, later on, in paying the rates, would know thit 
they were reasonable rates upon the capital invested ? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. No; I do not think The Interstate 
Commerce Commission, through section 9 of this bill, 
absolute control over this canal company. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. So 
concerned 7 

Mr. DAVIDSON, Yes; and so far as their regulations, rules, 
or practices may affect interstate commerce. In passing upon 
the reasonableness of a rate or practice the Commission will 
have the power to inquire into the actual cost of the construe- 
tion of the canal. To determine whether the tolls charged are 


is 


Sv. 


is. given 


far as the rates 


are 


_reasonable or otherwise, the Commission must know how much 
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capital 1s actually invested in the enterprise, and their decision We provide an absolute ironclad restriction against rebates of 
would be based on those facts regardless of the amount of any kind, and we have included in the bill the s ‘ ) 1 
stocks and bonds that might be outstanding. Under the limita- | that was in the Hepburn railway rate bill which | ed this 
tions and restrictions imposed it will be noticed that the stock | House, that the rate shall not be cl rad except w d ) 
and bond issue can not exceed the amount actually paid in and | tice; that there shall be no “ midnight tariffs” put to ef 
necessarily used for the premoting, constructing, operating, and | that a change shall not be made « pot up thirty d 
aintaining of the property. tice, except that in an emergency, upon application to and ap 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The Commission would be | proval of the Interstate Commerce Commission, they may be 
obliged to make that investigation if complaint was made | made the same as provided in the Hepburn bill 
sgainst the tolls charged. We give them six years in wl h to commence this work and 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes. fifteen years in which to complete it. We do not believe that 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Can not we just as well | is an unreasonable time. It is a large undertaking It w 
allow the Secretary of War to supervise the issue of stocks and | take a large amount of capital. The proposition that we wi 
bonds invested, instead of compelling the Interstate Commerce | discussing the other day on the thoor and for which 
Conmunission later, in deciding what a reasonable rate was, to de- | gentlemen voted, to build a dam or two at Musele Shoa 
termine how much cash had actually been invested? water-power purposes, gave the company two years in wh 
Mr. DAVIDSON. We did not think so. We thought it was to commence and five years in’ which to comp 
much better to leave it in this way, not dividing that power | work. The Keokuk dam privilege, that was given in the hist 
between any two Departments, but putting that power entirely | Congress, provided five years in which to commence 1 ten 
in one Department of the Government. We do invest the Sec- | in which to complete, so that the time given le is 1 
retary of War with the power to supervise the plans, and we | reasonable. 
say that the work shall not be constructed until the plans have The corporation will be subject to the laws of the St : 
been approved. We put the company under the control of the in which it operates, the same as any other foreign corporation 
Light-House Board, so far as lights and signals are concerned. doing business in the State. Whatever the State lay ire Olio 
and so forth. or Pennsylvania with reference to taxing foreign corporations 
Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me) doing business in the State will apply to th rhe toll >| 
to suggest that this company has employed the ablest engineers | charged on commerce in the States is subject to the control 
that could be had anywhere in the country, and that the testi- | of the State laws. <All suits for damages are to be brou ' 
inony Shows they have already expended a hundred thousand | the State courts. We provide that at the expiration of tifty 
dollars in engineering work for getting estimates? years the Government may acquire this property and © it 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes. Now, the gentleman from Mississippi | a free canal. That, 1 will say to the House, is a new pr 
[Mr. Winitams], the other day, when this question was thrown | It was not in the bill when it was reported by this ¢ 
into the House, touched upon the power that was given to the | in the last Congress, ‘They represent to us that 
Commission under section 11 to alter highways, railroad | necessary to have a time fixed before which the G 
bridges, and other property and works. ean not take it, except as a military necessity —whiech th i 
1 submit, gentlemen, that that authority is absolutely neces- | always do—in order to give financial standing to the bonds i 
sury for this company in order that it may construct this great | and stock to be issued by the conipanys We believe that ll 
project. It is no greater authority than is given to a railroad | things considered, fifty years is not an unreasonable time. We be 
company when it builds through your State or through mine. | lieve they are entitled to this as long as it is open to commerce 
The right of eminent domain is given, and the right to alter | as long as the rates are regulated by the Government and 
highways goes withit. The right to absorb private property goes ject to the control of the Government. We do not be e 
with it, and all those things which are absolutely necessary and in view of the other great waterways of the country which 
which would be done if the Government built this canal. No |} need appropriations from the Treasury that our country will 
private interest can suffer more by the construction of this canal be in a position where it will be able to take over 1! \ 
by a corporation created under an act of Congress than if the | inside of fifty years. Therefore we have inserted t! 
improvement was made by the Government itself. Vision. 
It is true that it may interfere with some railroad running up Mr. LAWRENCE. Will the gentleman yield for an 
that valley. 1 have no doubt it will That was the argument | tion? 
inade before the committee during the last Congress at the Mr. DAVIDSON. Yes. 
hearing on this bill. Very strenuous objection was made to the Mr. LAWRENCE. When the Government take thi l 
bill because it would interfere with railroads that were now lo over is there any provision for compensation which the Go 
eated across and along the Beaver River. There is that objee- ; ment shall pay when it takes charge of it? 
tion, but we believe that this great undertaking should not be Mr. DAVIDSON. The price is to be fixed by rbit 
handicapped, should not be stopped simply because a railroad | one to be chosen by the company, one by the Govern ! 
has built its way across that river or up that valley. If the | those two to choose the third, and in considering the \ 
Government was to build it, it would remove that railroad to | property to be taken no valuation shall be ¢ 
one side wherever it was necessary. Then why should not this | chise or good will or the earning capacity We believe 4 \ 
corporation have the same right, a right absolutely essential, if | that restriction the Government is perfectly pr te 
the work is to be undertaken at all? Now, there is a provision to which | want to ask 
And remember that every provision in this bill which gives | tion of the House for a moment, because possibly t! 
authority to interfere with property carries with it the remedy, | some Members who feel that the committee had net 1 ‘ 
the right for damages, and that right is to be enforced in the | right position on this question. We provide 
State courts in the local district where the property is situated. | the canal and other works authorized shall be 
We do not take any man away from his home into a foreign dis ind post routes, which the United States 1 foreve 
trict or into a Federal court to litigate the question of his dam- | the transportation of mails, dispatele 


ages. The only place where the power of the Federal court is | war, supplies, and public stores at fair and 
invoked is in the case of the removal or the alteration of a rail- | compensation, not excecding that paid by: 
road or bridge where there is no State law applicable to the | same service. 


proposition. | Now, I will say to the House that the bill | el 1 
Mr. SHERLEY. Who is to determine whether there is any | our committee proposed that thi \ ip 
State law applicable thereto? }ete., should be earried for the Gov: ent at 
Mr. DAVIDSON. L suppose the court, just the same as the | rates charged private per 
jurisdiction of the court on any question would be determined. Now, I do not know what the views of ot] 
If they brought their action in the wrong court, it would be | be, but our position, un ous I 1 
thrown out upon the decision of the judge that the Government should not be a party to tl 
Now, we give them the power to control the flood waters of | Jappliuse]; that the Government ought to p 
these streams, but we reserve the right to maintain the naviga- | no more and no less, as an individual 1 «deo 
bility of all these streams, and we especially provide that in j coming here one day and passit tliat 
using this water they shall not impair the navigability of any | lutely untawful for anybody to aces 
river or stream, or diminish at any time the water supply of | and on the next incorporate a cony and 
any city, village, or municipality below the reasonable require. | rebates to the Gover if to the extent of 50 
ments of such city, village, or municipality, or in any manner | charge. Therefore we say that the Gove t sl yo fu 
, pollute the same. the same as an individual—no more, no le 
We have inserted in this bill a provision that the tolls shall Based on the charg made for tolls by the old TP e Zt 


be reasonable. We believed that that was a safe provision Lake Erie Canal Company, it has been assumed t 
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1 would not exceed 20 cents per ton. 
»,000,000 tons annually 
amount 
the cost of 
$4,000,000 as profit to the 


ld be subject to 
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under the laws of either Ohio or Pennsylvania. Another reas 
for asking Congress for this favor is that the laws of neitlhy 
of the States named makes provision for the merger or consol 
dation of canal companies. In the absence of such consolidation 
it would be necessary to have a tion in each 
the two States. The stocks and bonds issued by either of the 
1 


separate corpor 


je «6 
; 


corporations would only ired by a part of the canal—t 

is, the portion lying in the State of that corporation. Thi 
only would interfere materially with the control and manag 
ment of the property, but make it absolutely impossible to find 
a market for the stock or bond issue. These are the reins 

| why Congress is asked to pass this bill. That it has the pow: 
to create such a corporation has been well settled by deci 

of the Supreme Court, notably that of Luxton v. North Rivy« 


br 


om 


) 


Oued. 


United States, page 
of this corporation 
Treasury. It simply 
rivate capital may become 


idge Company, in 1: 


phe creation 


imposes no burden on 1} 
provides the machinery by 
invested in a work of gr 


at national 


importance and which in the end will be of great benefit to 
’ 
pt pie 
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re 
a step 
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ngress for its auth 
enactment of a private bill like this 
but under a general incorp i 
hould ] in sp 
and what it could not 

We have a nati 
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to do hu 


siness, not neces 


ticular case, 

rovide 

ado. 

nal act for the incorpor: 
| 

d 


oo : og 
a splendid svstem of banking. A § 


law for the creation of corporations doing an interstate-cor 
business, either as common earriers, exp conpanies 
UPanic Compal could be made t f ri ind pi 
the people’s interests to a much ter ext than is 
[) Sibpie 

In many of our States the main purpose seems to be 1 
courage the incorporation of companie mply for the fee 
may be turned in to assist in maintaining the State govern 


and without any regard to the interest of shareholders o} 


of 
heartily 


su] port 


rh however, 
described, I 
may have the 
I will vVield five 
[Mr. RANSDELL]. 
RANSDELL of Louisiana. 
k if it is not possible to 1 
this matter in the shi 
Mr. SHERLEY. 
the time for deba 
have an hour and 
Mr. DALZELL. 
The bill has been pretty well discusse 
The SPEAKER. The 
Mr. & 


a gene 
fa 
or 


Ininutes to 


yor 
this 
the gentleman 
—t2 1 


liad 3G ; ’ 


i¢ 


Mr. Sneaker, TI wor 


ive the time extended, for 
rt time T hay 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent t 
te be extended 
a half each instead of 
Mr. Speaker, I 


hour, so that each si 
one hour. 


we better not do that. 


one 


thins 
dl, 
fi Pennsylvania obj 


gentleman m 


ULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. IR 
DELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentieman j 
for just minute? 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Y« 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous « 
that the time be extended forty minutes, twenty mi 
each side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts as! 
unanimous consent to extend the time for forty minutes, 1 
minutes on each side. Is there objection? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there is a reason why the 
House ought to adjourn to-day at an earlier hour than cl 





tomary, and this bill ha tood in the way now of quite al 
ber of others, and it ought to be disposed of. I will the } 


have to object 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania o! 
Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I am d lod 


wh 


in favor of this bill, and ile I dislike ver uch to ad 
with the distinguished leader of the minority | Mr. Wu AMS 
[ believe he was right when he id Jast Me lay that 1 
purely a business question. These are his words: 
I hope that 1 ly will get it into } head t t there is anythil i 
t Ligel ( I of polit l or pi 1 ¢ ract in t bill 
1use IT who oppose it am tt minori le I \ t every Rep 
nin the Ife e to look at it as it is, as a purel isiness matte 


if 
business 


sir, 
a purely 


I presume, 
it as “ 


he wishes every “ Republi 
hot ol j ~ 


matter,” he does 
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au Democrat, looking at it as “a purely business matter,” and, 
sir, looking at it from that point of view, I am compelled to 
favor this measure. I live on the banks of the Mississippi 
Rtiver, in that great southern section of the country where we 
have waterway development already and where we wish 

more. I believe that there is no way to 


SOLLIEC 
to have a great deal 
regulate freight rates in this country half as well as by water 
competition. The rate question is to-day the most important 
question before the American people, and if we had our water 
fully developed as they should be developed, and as 
they can be developed, and as I hope some day they will be devel 
oped, we would not have very much need for railroad rate 
legislation. | Applause. ] 

It is for that reason that I strongly favor this bill. These 
people propose to give us a magnificent waterway 12 feet deep 
connecting Lake Erie with the Ohio River, with the Mississippi 
River, with New Orleans, with the Gulf of Mexico, and they pro 
pore to expend from thirty-five to forty millions of dollars to do 
it. While L would rather the Government do it, IL know, 
as a business proposition, it will be fifty or seventy-tive years 
before the Government will ever do it. Therefore, as a busi 
man, I say let us permit these people to expend these 
$25,060,000 for the purpose of constructing a waterway which 
all of us must admit will be very beneticial in regulating freight 
rates throughout this country. 

There has been no greater 


Wavs as 


see 


hess 


regulator of freight rates than 


the Erie Canal, that canal which was constructed by the State 
of New York so wisely many years ago, and on which that 


State has expended some $56,000,000 and is now expending an 
additional $101,000,000 to further enlarge and improve it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, wid the gentleman yield for 
2 question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANSDELE of Louisiana. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is not the Erie Canal a free canal? 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Yes; but it was not free 
until ISS2, and it was built in IS17 to 1824. It had tolls on it 
all of those years, and in spite of the tolls the rates there were 


infinitely cheaper than ever they were by rail. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One other question: Even during the 
time when the Erie Canal was not a free canal, did it ever 
undertake to charge tolls to compensate for anything more 


than the charge of maintenance and equipment? 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. I not know 
T can not answer that question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As a matter of fact, it did not. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Whether it did or not, it was 
i wonderful regulator of freight And if we allow this 
canal to be constructed it will be a great regulator of freight 
rates. There is no comparison between the cheapness of wacer 
and rail transportation. An traflic is now cnurried by 
several railroads over the proposed route of this canal, between 
Ashtabula and other points on Lake Erie and the Pittsburg dis 
triet—probably 50,600,000 tons a year—and the charge is 6 to 7 
mills per ton per mile. The water rate from Duluth to Ashta 
bula is three-tenths of 1 mill per ton per mile on coal and eight 
tenths of 1 mill on iron ore, so that while it 
every ton of ore conveyed by water from Duluth to 
1000 miles, it to carry 
by rail from Ashtabula to Pittsburg—135 miles—about 
per ton. In other words, it costs 10 per ton more to go 
35 miles by rail than 1.000 miles by water, These are 
figures, and plainly show that it costs fully seven times as much 
to move iron ore by land as by water in that locality. 


that it did. 


do 


rates, 


ChHOPrMmous 


eosts SO cents fer 
Ashtabula, 
that same ton of 


OW) 


a distance of costs ore 


Cents 


the disproportion is much greater, for the water rate is on 
> cents per ton to Puluth, or less by 55 cents per ton to go 
theusand miles on the water than Td mile by rail On this 
connnodity—coal—the rail rate per mile is just twer t 

as high as the water rate. Hence it would appear that if the 
canal is constructed there would be sueh a great r l 

freight rates on both conl and iron, these two items ot uel 


citizen of this 


would be ine: 


tremendous importance to every 


henetit resulting from this canal 


estimated that in a short while the freight carried threugh 
would amount to 25,.000,0C00 tons a year, and that after mal 
full allowance for tolls and all expenses of every character the 
saving per ton would be at least 65 cents, or some S16,250,006 
year, Which would go into the pockets of the American yx t 


iron In additi 
similar reduction in all freights by rail. 

vow, if these figure ‘oOrre 
tigation | convinced that 
doubt in that it is xood bu 
permit the constru sua. 
should be built by the Government and not by 


it) redu or prices eoul and 
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they are, there can be no] 


SUEY 


tion. I would indeed be pleased to see the Gover ent 
struct it, but again we are confronted by the bysiness } = 
tion alluded to by my friend Mr. Wiliams The @ 
has innumerable natural canals or rive every 
Union, all of which have more or less commerce 1 thre i 
most of which are clamoring vociferously for large goy 
mental expenditure. It will be many years before it is possil 
to improve the natural waterways already in existence na 
in my judgment they present the tirst and most important el \ 
upon our attention Che projects before the Rivers and Tlarbors 
Committee, which have received 1 ppraval of the I 
Department and a now aw r ¢ essional app 
aimnount to over SJO0,000,000 Many other important ] 
are being surveyed and investigated and talked about 

I wish to tell you just a little about the prospective things 
of the section of the country that IT come fro 1 live on tl 
Father of Waters, and being the representative of the fath I 


take in all his children when IT dis 
tle, then, about the Mississippi Valley ; 
Ohio River, which has a project for 9 feet of water between 
Pittsburg and Cairo And if I lived on that river 
to you that not one inch less than © feet would sa 


uss this problem 


the head of that river stands the imperial city of Pittsbu 
Did you ever think of the commerce of the Pittsburg dist 
I visited that city last year and was absolutely staggered by 
We know things im this life by comparison The eonu ce of 


the Pittsburg district is over 1O0Q 00000 tons per can It Ph 
water commerce of London is a little over T7500,0Q00) to 
The commerce of our metropolis, New York, is something 

IT SYS.000) tons. Phat of 


Antwerp is 16,721,000 tons Vhat of 


Hamburg is 15,853,000 tens. That of Hongkong is 14.724 


tons And that of the magnificent city of Liverpool 13,157,000 
And Pittsburg. mind vou, is only che of a number of fine ties 
ny the Ohio River That is why those people have there 
SGO.COOQ0CO project. 

Then there is the projeet which Mr. Loria ind Mr. Raines 


of Illineis, have been advocating so usly 14 feet of w: 





from Chicago to the Gulf. My friends, can you conceive 

un litude of that project? A mighty stream running north \ 
south through the very heart of our continent, wedding togeth 
the cool waters of the Lakes and the warm currents of 
sunny Gulf; that stream which would place the cities of th 
Inichty Mississippi on the shores of the 


Iluron, the Erie, the 


Superior, and the Michigan, and that would put Di lo, Cle 
land, Detroit, Duluth, Milwaukee, and Chicago on the Gulf « 
Mexico. That project will cost probably S1O0Q.00.000, 1 4 
tainly most worthy, and some day it is going to eon 


Then cur friends up in Nebraska and M : Is 
have been Keeping a little quiet of late, are going to be after the 


Rivers and Harbors Committee real on with a project for ) 
tecting the banks of the great Mi uri 1: . ‘ 
water from Omaha to St. Louis mother S40.000.000 or Shoe 
oeCo. And the people of the wm r M s iy S fee \ 
noiturally, to St. Paul mother t] Vv ol d 
And the Cumberland, the Ten the Ar () 
and the Red ll those great tribuiaries of the Miss 
calls for two or three or four o1 en mm dell And t} 
are all most worthy project which ai coming e oad 
Mic ver, we wish a few | 1 doll ) ‘ 
Mississippi River } twenty Now, 1 
things together, and vou will see tl the re yo 
orthy projects which are on the M ii | 
than S500 000000, lL spe of there tl ] f 
the but I know, fro being ‘ \ 
Rivers and Harbors for ail er oof venrs, that tl 
creat many most worthy proj ie \ 
the Gulf coast and the Lake regic ! 1’ | 
tt st interior river syst s l _ 
COMO OOO sture us } Ihe 
hopwou { they Wi 
+} 1 SOOM EIEN ¢ 
Let} ask Mr. Witnirams, tl | to 
for lL of tl wit \ Vs u { 
1) rm le lrt | 1] | 
red ] 1 hy ) 1 «i 
iri \ 1 | 
lout 
Levy le | en ‘ 
tthe rat of STL ay ‘ 
reaton v verrs to ¢ { ects 
wWitheut | v3 llovw ‘ If | | 
Ine sured of lh ‘ t} ] 
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ict | tual situation, I am convinced that tecognizing the importance of cheap transport and of an alternative 
‘ re fore anv start whatsoever could be made transport system which would bring with it wholesome competit on, 
4 ' 1 tl Pare | ~ 58 wee 1 } Germany has steadily extended, enlarged, and improved her natural 
7 eee In the ani antime, if we GO hot | end artificial waterways, and keeps on extending and improving therm 
t ye will be deprived of the great bene- year by year; and if a man would devote some years solely to ¢ 
( ennal. For manv rensons it would be bet- | Study .of the German waterways and make the necessary but very 
, ; ; 6: teh a ; 4 1 ¢ 4 . extensive and exceedingly laborious calculations, he would pro! Vv 
© UVVerii own 1 ut as it Is entireiy lmpractt be able to prove that Germany’s industrial success is due chiefly ty 
Cone x ike the hecessary appropriations within | cheap transport, and especially to the wise development of her wat 
t e, I 4 ntend that it is far better to grant this | Ws; . = a n ‘ ‘ 
I L let it be | y private persons Unde the terms Everywhere in Germany water transport is being developed with the 
e | the Gove nt can take ownership of the canal at j utmost vigor and energy. On all the rivers and all the canals « 
{ f f dif it be constructed now by a corpora- | ™er ial and industrial activity is marvelously developing, and the de- 
r 4 the hia f an a ih 1] I ’ ae. | : | veiopment of water transport is becoming almost a sport, if not a pas 
I feel sure le ClUzens OF the Country Wilk have an adval- | sion, with the German business community. 
{ of fifty years’ use of it, for it will certainly be that long | * + * * * ~ . 
| ‘ G ment would construct it of its own motion. | If it were not for the existence of the German waterways the Ger- 
ean not e 1 evils in this matter which manv complain | ™22 industries would certainly not be in the flourlshing condition in 
f | ' eal nrecedents for J) ery . | which they are now. When ice closes the German rivers and canals 
Ot i Lit e several precedents Tor such legislation in the | the export and import trades are at once very seriously affected, and 
svt ! roads and the North River Bridge over the Hudson | if the German waterways should be blocked for a whole year, , 
River rh canal proposition is sui generis; there is nothin vhole of Germany would probably be ruined, for Germany can not 
“4 : , Sac 1 | = ad I a : 4 4h, | live. without her waterways. Certain valuable products and 
é the hion that KhOW Of, { Proposes to inect The | products of the German mines and iron works, and the more b 
\ rs of Lake Erie with those of the Ohio River by a water- | products of the chemical industries of Germany can, according 
\ 12 feet deep, passing through the States of Ohio and Penn Major Kurs, who is a leading authority on inland navigation in Ger 
: it o aia ntrolled by the Intersta ' ; _.q | many, only be sold in Germany and abroad owing to the cheapness of 
, would be controled by the interstate Commerce | transport by water, and in many cases the profit is cut so fine that au 
( SSIOn, Just as ri onds are controlled, and would have no |} increase of the freight charges by about one-fiftieth of a penny per ton 
er rights and immunities than the great Pacific railroads, | per mile would inevitably kill important industries which, it seems 
red | ] Ro si coal Che ex ai apnea Ea alaaacae : are at present killing the industries of countries competing with G 
er 1¢ AOVETHMent, ane excuse fol Berar he charters many. rhus Germany's industrial success is no doubt due to a very 
{ Is was the great public need thereof. Not only were] large extent, to the immense assistance which she receives from her 
d to them, but immense bodies of land were do | waterways. 
{in order to help their construction. No donation or grant | In my opinion, sir, we could well emulate the French and 
t} canal, except the mere right to construct, and | Germans in this wise policy, and I sincerely hope we will do so. 
' ( r its power of eminent domain it can take such prop- | Mr. Speaker, the policy of Congress toward waterway 
( eeds for the canal bed, ete., full compensation must | provement has been miserly in the extreme. During recent 
be made therefor. | times river and harbor bills have been passed every three years 
‘ me governmental need which warranted charters to the | instead of annually, as other great appropriation bills, and f 
e rouds id the North River Bridge Company exists in| the past ten years have averaged only $19,251,000 a year, 
U his is in no sense of the term a local project, for it ; compared with $6,668,000 a year for fortifications ; $24,870,001 
the entire lake system with the Mississippi Valley and | & year for executive, legislative, and judicial expense; $66 
1 Ch of Mexico. It would prove a freight regulator as far- | 958.000 a year for the Navy; $69,704,000 a year for the Army 
reac] s effects as the Erie Canal. By means of it boats | $127,603,000 a year for the Post-Office; $148,242,000 a year for 
‘ { lond anywhere on the Mississippi River or its tributaries ; pensions. 
through this canal, Lake Erie, the Erie Canal, and the | In addition there is the further sum of $1,575,000 a year as 
Rtiver to the city of New York and points along the | permanent annual appropriation for operating and care ot! 
\ st. d vice versa. Coal and the innumerable prod certain canals and rivers. 
uct the Pittsburg district—100,000,000 tons a vear—which | The total appropriations for all purposes of government for 
y y to the Atlantic by a rail route across the | the past ten years have averaged $711,930,000 a year, and of 
ld be conveyed by an all-water route through this | this sum less than 8 per cent has been expended on river and 
( t ery great saving of cost to the consumer, The people | harbor improvements. Is this not a pitiful showing, consider 
() us now receive coal from Pittsburg. a distance of | ing the great importance of the subject? We receive practical] 
cost of tenths of one mill per ton per mile. | all our revenues from commercial transactions, and yet to « 
\\ not the people of the Atlantic coast receive it at | velop our remarkable commerce, which makes us the wonder ¢ 
shorter distance, via this canal? If | the world and which gives every year a balance of trade in our 
{ em would be inealculable. | favor of half a billion dollars, we receive only this small sum, a 
Louis i should feel the deepest interest in | fraction over $20,000,000—less than 3 per cent of the whole 
i eve dweller of the Mississippi and its | fer improving transportation throughout the length and bread 
( is the entrepot. the harbor, the ocean | of our great country. Is this fair, Mr. Speaker? Is it treat 
' ree of 15.000 miles of navigable | Our navigation interests right? You give to war and pensio 
( ‘ 3 4 ] 1 th: nileage will be nearly the reward of war—over $286,000,000 a year; over 10 per 
! more than doubled. I ean not { of our total appropriations; and for improving our watery s 
e vallev can oppose it | only a little over $20,000,000 a year—less than 3 per cent 
I i Lie S PI I l TPhint his oak alice i and let an wuhen4 hoard 
' lestion is to-day perhaps the most Think of this, my countryme n, and let your voice be hea din 
the Ame n people, and in my humble loud and strong tones demanding a change. Do not be basht 
1 ¢] le ee ani ir of fre ee is but ask what you need and must have. Insist that river and 
= cA & ele is ho KULLLOP O1 reighit COLL - . . . , ' 
t 1. Wherever we have z ; staat: I harbor bills be placed on a par with other great bills and adoj l 
‘ Te ¥\ 2 vy > on i? tl \ ‘ , . . 7 y 
ey ouds there the freights are cheap. The annually. Insist that instead of twenty they carry at I 
‘ ) and there is no demand for the railroad | itty millions a year i ° —_ 
that we can not have these coz bases tl Mr. Speaker, I do not believe your party is giving to ou 
part of the nation, but it lso tr hat | Waterways that “square deal” which is so dear to our Pres 
it ) © fla Oll, mut t S ais rue Lhiit . 2 * : 
try the e rit which ht } dent, Mr. Roosevelt; and if your policy is not changed 1 
ou vy there are ers which might be cw : ; . 7 : 
“and which. if so improved. x ld rially you will hear from the American people in tones you 
os ‘ 14 Vi cy ] l proved, vous = 
) cal se S er ; hever misunderstand. 
an yveious reguiat ( rites } - ‘ 
subject I am ce 1 tat I am happy to say, sir, that my party is committed to a ht 1 
OeECT ani ¢ Vinced, § bil . Cain e a .¢ x ° . 
, . and liberal policy in this respect. The national Democrat 
\" i does not exceed one-sixth of its 5 ada: ¢ 1004 save: 
e conditions. In other words, that | P!2ttorm Of Uns says; 
x time s great as that 1 water Mr. | We favor liberal appropriations for t impro t of the wat 
: om . 2 one vs of the nti eS We Or e the Rep ican yx 
bal 1 au ty, est Ss that rail ving home development in order to feed the greed for cony mid 
Ss at least three ind one-half | appetite for national prestige and d iy of strengtl 
: t by ind in his ealculation | Let us follow that platform. Let us have a river and har! 
ul | bill every year, and let it carry at least $50,000,000 a year. If 
‘ . } . 7 . ce 
Gi f years there has been a very | we do that, our waterways will soon be in a higher state 
t ot w All of their rivers have been | development than those of our German and French neighbor 
Oey ro ml conne ng canals have be con- | and the rate qu m will be forgotten. [Loud applause. | 
! 1 It is said that freight can be con- | Mr. DAVIDSON. Will the gentleman from Mississippi use 
‘ Pro | cally every part ol France and Ger- | some of his time? \ 
! 0 | Let me quote from a recent excellent | Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes, or 
Mod Ci ny, published in 1905, by Mr. O. Eltz- | such pertion of that time as he may desire, to the gentleman 
I On page 231 et seg. he says: | from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 








Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is true that the Demo- 
( Tt \ | tl 1 Cf l bv the 
gentleman fre iou ina |M d not i 

platfor L provision king 1 

y xing po r of tl Gov corporat 1s 

( Il by C - Se il s W 1d { | 
} les, tl l u Constit 

tion of the United St Ss to be he 

Says, it a good bu ss r, I am not 

ig to go that far. I rise of oppo gy 

i ( ! uct ol | l | > PUPrYPOSE of 

opposing the granting of a cl ] or tl pur 

pose th bill is no less than a monstrous pr posith m. It 

} } . 


goes further than Congress has ever gone in granting charters 
to corporations In its first section it grants certain powers 


‘porations in the United 





| 

States. The power to construct not only a canal, but to con- 
struct a railway, to run a bank, to buy land, to borrow and loan 
bie to erect elevators, factories, and warehouses, to 1a 
wholesale business—any power that is given to corporations 
in e United States in any State of this Union. The first see 
tion of the bill is as broad as language can make it, and there 
is nothing in it limiting the power of this corporation. Let us 
see how far Congress can go g ¢ cbarters to « > 

tions. In the early days of our Go rent there was an act of 
Ci ress authorizing the charter of ali 1 States bank ris 


was done in aid of executing the fiscal affairs of the Govern 
meni 

Again, in 1862 the Government of the United States chartered 
i railway corporation to construct a rai 


1 


ilway aeross tl 


tinent to the Pacific Ocean. In the very caption ef that bill 
you find language denoting that the railway is to be constructed 
for the purpose of a post-road and post-route and as a military 
highway necessary for the purposes of the Government. Il 


we are confronted with a proposition not to establish a post- 
road, not to establish a United States bank to aid in exe 


the fiscal affairs of the Government, but with the broad pr 
sition to create a private corporation to regulate the interstat 
commerce of this country. The Supreme Court has never yet 


gone to the extent of recognizing such power. It has neve 
gone beyond the declaration that Congress has the power to 


crente such a corporation as is “necessary and proper” in exe 
cuting some power expressly granted by the Constitution. 


Where is the necessity for incorporating this canal con 


to execute some power expressly granted? Mr. Speaker, the 
question of authorizing Congress to charter corporations arose 
in the Constitutional Convention. That power was proposed as 
a part of the Constitution, and the delegates to the Constitutional 


Convention voted it down. Let me read mv authority for tl 


Phus it vy I osed in t convention to give a eral | t 
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decision referred to only confirmed the power of Congress 
the construction of a bridge across a navigable 

‘ ‘| it nota whit further. 

| | woes far bevond that. That act authorized the con 

of a bridge across North River from New Jersey to 
h ind that is all there was to it. 

Mr DAVIDSON Was not that an act granting the construc- 

t I the interest of interstate commerce of a bridge extend 

from State to another, and does not this waterway 

‘ end from one State to another, and would it not necessarily, 
erefore, be in the interest of interstate commerce? 

\I HieNRY of Texas. Yes; that case was pret upon such 
f ind as T said. Now, let me show you what this bill contains. 
Let ine call the attention of gentlemen to provisions of this act, 
as TT fear that many have not read it. It expressly authorizes 
this corporation not only to cross the navigable streams, but 
to march across State lines, go into States, and to dry up the 

terways, the domestic waterways that are not navigable 

i drain the lakes and bays in these two States, and to 
ropriate them, and to destroy the brooks and ponds in either 
( iw States mentioned. Section 11 reads as follows: 
: 11 That the said company in the exercise of its right of em 
dom is granted in section 2 of this act may enter upon and | 
h ds a necessary and proper for the aking, maintain 
d operating of the canals and other works of the company hereby 
ed, and it shall have the authority to alter any and all high 
roads, and other work ther public or private, necessary for 
\intaining, and operatin of the car s and other works 
) and whenever in the making, maintaining, and operat 
' and other works of the company it shall be necessary 
\ Wit railroad, or other works, either pt | or private, 
! canal company and the vners of such highway, railroad, 
or other works can not agree as to the character 

Phen they can proceed to condemn any land or property. 
Reading on from section 11 into section 12 we find: 

See. 12. That the said company in the exercise of its right of eminent 
domain as granted in section 2 of this act may obtain, take, and use for 
this yustruction and operation of the said canal from the rivers, lakes, 
I k treams, water cou! ponds, reservoirs 

It ought to have included standpipes and hydrants. They 

the only receptacles of water left out 
nd other urees of water supply sufficient water for the purpose of 
n nmiaintaining, operating, and using the said canals and 
“ hereby authorized 

Why, Mr. Speaker, heretofore, whenever Congress has gone 

nto a State and purchased real estate for any purpose for a 
tom-house building or for a public building of any sort, we 
have been required to do it with the permission of the State; 
nd the legislature of the State has been called upon to give 
risdietion over that territory and authority for the sale of 
the dand Yet under this bill this corporation is authorized to 
mi within the limits of the State and take the streams and 

{ brake and the waterways, real estate wherever it Chooses, 
lappropriate it to its own use without even asking the State 


\Ii VEACON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


QUUICSTIOTL S 


\I {PEENRY of Texas. Certainly. 
Vir. MACON. Are either of the States through which this 
| to be cut objecting to this proposition 4 
LLEENK Y Texas I do not know whether they object 
{ tor mot Isuy that the thing todo is to send this corporation 
tlie Te latures of these States and let us see whether thes 
( to hy their act of granting or not granting this charter. 
\ MACON, Are not the Representatives of those States 
1 th loor voicing the wishes of the affected States upon 
t ist li? 

Ml HENRY of Texas. They voice the sentiment of their 
Corre il districts, but they do not voice the sentiment of 
the legislative action of those States, and it can not be done in 

Wild Heretofore, whenever permission of a State has 

required for an act of this sort, the corporations have been 
tired to go to the legislature and get the solemn enactment 
OF that bods 

Mr. MACON Mr. Speaker, T lave not heard a single Rep 
resentative of the State of Ohio or the State of Pennsylvania, 
the two States through which the canal is to be cut, objecting 
to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. TPENRY of Texas. T will suggest to the gentleman that 


thi smoatter for the legislatures of the States to determine. 

Mr. MACON, Does the gentleman think, with the great 
nutiber of Representatives from Pennsylvania and Ohio, they 
would remain silent and not object if against their will a propo 
sition of this character was being attempted to be put through 
their State’? 

Mr. ILEENRY of Texas. The trouble with a great many gen 
tlemen from those States is that they do not object to this high 
protective tariff and other kindred evils like that, and if the 
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gentleman is going to follow them I suggest that he follow thei 
in those matters. 
Mr. MACON, 
United States. 


Mr. Speaker, that affects the citizens of the 
This particular project does not affect anybody 
except the citizens of the States through which this canal will 
run, unless it benetits the people elsewhere by 


giving 
| cheaper transportation. 


thein 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. This affects all the people of the 
| United States, for when you overturn the traditions of the 
| Government and the fundamental laws of the land you do 


injury to every citizen in this broad Republic. 

Mr. MACON. Is this enactment against the law of the land 
the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. Does he think that the turning over of the river-and 


or 


harbor functions of this Government to this corporation is a 
locul question or a national question? 

Mr. MACON. I wish they would turn it over to the State 
| of Arkansas. [ think it could handle it with a great deal of 
| Satisfaction and with much benefit to the people that honor it 
| with their citizenship, 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
would desire them to 
to the power. 

Mr. MACON. Of course, because we should like to see the 
development of rivers and canals to open up a waterway lead 
ing from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, 
would give better and cheaper transportation. — I 
how anybody can object to anything like that. 
| Mr. ILENRY of Texas. IT suppose, then, the gentleman woul 
turn over the Mississippi River and all the other arteries of 
commerce to a corporation, even if it cut through the Constitu 
| tion of the United States? 

Mr. MACON. No, sir; I just asked the gentleman if this wa 

a violation of the Constitution. If it is a violation of the Cou 

stitution, then the courts will certainly call a halt upon it. 


But I apprehend that the gentleman 
turn over a lot of money in addition 


because it 
do not 


sec 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield fm 
| ther. I think I have made it clear to almost everyone else 
around me that it does violate the Coustitution of the United 
States, and if the gentleman will take the pains to read 


speech to-morrow I think he will agree with me then. 
Mr. MACON. Then no harm will come from it, beeause it 
What the gentleman says is true the canal can not be built. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. With all due respect to the gentle 
man, that point is almost absurd. 

Mr. MACON. In the gentleman’s estimation, but I do 
| think it is in the estimation of the courts or to intelligent 
tlemen upon this floor. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
for argument. 


hot 


The point really seems too plain to 
mie 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have here Story on the Con 
| stitution. I want to hear the gentleman from Texas on th 
law point and on that section of the bill. Now, here is wir 
Judge Story says: 

Congress may therefore authorize the making of a canal as an it 


dent to the power to regulate commerce, Where such canal may fac 
the intercourse between State and State. 

That is from the same book which the gentleman read from a 
few moments ago. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; but 
maiv organize a corporation like this? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. May authorize it. 


does it say that Congress 


Ir, HENRY of Texas. May authorize a canal—yes, it can 
do that. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We have built public roads 


the Cumberland road—and we have built military roads, and we 


have built a great many governmental things. The regulation 
of Federal commerce is a great Federal function, and it can be 
done by building canals, impreving rivers, and so forth. Now 
the gentleman is a good lawyer, and hence To am asking hia 


this question : 


issue 


Where does he get the law to deny the power 01 
this charter to build this canal facilitat 
commerce between the Lakes and the Ohio River’? 


Congress to LO 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. If the gentleman will be patient and 
listen to me, T think T will demonstrate that to him, because | 
think he is a good lawyer. We are in this bill exercising the 


brond power of creating corporations regardless of carrying out 
any provision of the Constitution, express or implied. 

In the ease of McCulloch against Maryland, in a luminous opin 
ion, Chief Justice Marshall clearly lays down that the power of 
establishing a corporation not a distinet and substantive 

| power, but only the means of carrying into effect other powers 

| which are substantive, whenever it an appropriate 


Is 


becomes 


laneans of exercising any of the powers given by the Constitution 
| that 


may be exercised by the Government. Whenever it  be- 
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of executing in inters®ite 
and military necessities. 
Mir. GAINES of Tenn 


of this canal simply becau 


i 


time to regulate the railroa 


of the canal because it mig 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
eiven in this bill. Let the 


remain out of the corporati 


more features of the bill, 





further. Der rat o1 { I 
the language creating this corporation confers tremendous | of the Constitution, who 

powers upon private individuals, and yet there is not one word | fathers, and her 

of limitation in it prohibiting them from selling the canal and titutional Convention t! 

all t rv right nd frat s to one of the great railways of Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Sy 

this « try this 1 iffernoon or to-morrow or any other ti e. | the gentleman from Wise 

There is no restriction upon it. They can begin their wor Mr. COOPER Wis 


I say this bill should not be passed. Mr. HENRY of Tex 
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\ ehouse id appurtenances, and telegraph and 

\ \ g e said can: that may be necessary or useful 

{ 1, Operation » maintenance thereof, etc. 

Phe elevators, warehouses, etc., need not be “ necessary ;” it 

uilicient if they be simply * useful.” 

1] mipany nay als 
deve ire, use, and dispose of any motive pows whatsoever in | 
( tien \ or as part of the works herein authorized. 

Mr. TIIEINSITAW. Mr. Speaker, would not that be confined 
under the terins of the act to all the appurtenances necessary 
in the carrying on of the canal work, and disposal of any of 
those things weuld be wholly that which they had acquired in 

nection with the work itself? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I do not know of | 
\ statute of the United States or of any provision of the | 
( titution of the Uhited States which would put an implied | 
construction upon the general language of the first section so 
is to limit the proposed corporation in its purchases and use of 

nd and other property to the purposes for which the corpora 
tion is to be organized, to wit, the construction and mainte- 
ce of a canal. The first section allows them to engage in 
any business that they please 

Section 14 provides that 

The said company may take, use, cupy, and hold, but not alien 
t h of the public beach or beach road 

What beach road is this? Does not the legislature of Ohio 
or the legislature of Pennslyvania know better what beach road | 
is to be interfered with here than we do, who know eon rt A 
nothing about the physical characteristics of the territory in 
question? Phe company may also take, use, occupy, waa hold 
so much of the 

) ed with the waters of the rivers, lakes, brooks, streams, 
ourses, reservoirs, or ponds on or at which the said canals may } 

t from, traverse, cros terminate as may be necessary for t 
\ dock s, buildings, or other works of the co any, ete. 

Pinder this clause they can take all of the available harbor 
l Is on Lake Erie, which the canal “ starts aa? and also 

the available lands at the other end where it “ terminates.” 
fly y can tal all harbor facilities, erect elevators and ware 
houses, buildings, or “other works ’—do as they please. “ Or 
other works of the company.” What are the “ other works” of 
t! supposed canal mpany to be? 

Mir. Speaker, notwithstanding what has been said here about 
the bill giving power to the Interstate Con “4 ree Commission to | 
fix rates and charges on the proposed canal, it is my judgment 
that the bill does not confer autherits ane any tribunal to 
regulate the rates and fares on interstate trafic. Section 17 
provides that the company may demand and collect reasonable 
charges without discrimination between shippers, and then con 
tains this proviso: 

/ i t the Interstate Commerce Commission may, in its dis 

ind f od use shown, allow changes upon less than the 
t ! i tied hich in this section is 1 iirty days | modify 
1 lirements in respect to publishing and posting of such 
al 

s section 17 is the particular and only section of the bill 
h relat specifically to charges and fares, and the proviso 
ply empowers the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
1! fv 1 foregoing requirements, but culy “in respect to pub 
ne and posting of schedules.” Nowhere does this section 
( ‘ess impliedly confer authority upon the Commission 

o fix rates on the canal. 

fhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman two 
} utes mors 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, section 9 provides 

t the s npany shall be subject to the control of the In 
1 { Commerce Comission “the same as if it was a rail 
rond corporation and shall » such sworn statements and re 
}) sas may be required by the said Commission.” Well, to-day 
the law is that the Interstate Commerce Commission Gan not 

ol rates or railroads. Are we to guess that the law is to 
| hanged? We are guessing or propose to guess by this bill 
1 her law will hereafter be enacted which will confer 
Wa diction on the Interstate Commerce Commission to regu 
| I lronds, and that then the Commission will there 
by have powei so to fix rates on this canal. Saying that the 

( y hall be subject to the control of the Interstate 
Con ree Commission, and that it shall nome ch “sworn 

{ nts d reports as may be required by the Commission, 
j it saving that the Conunission shall “he authority to regu 
late rates and charges. Taking the two sections together as they 
LOW ind there is no power whatever proposed to be given to 
the Interstate Commerce C or to regulate the rates and 

I upon this canal. [ Applause. | 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. 8 Spe ae how much time has each side 


left? 
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The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
The SPEAKER. 


Twenty-three minutes. 
How much has the other side? 
Twelve minutes. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Could not the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] occupy part of the time now and close 
the case for the affirmative? 

Mr. DAVIDSON, I think we are entitled to close. 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman from Mississippi must 


be joking 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think it a case of both “ closing and dis- 
closing.” I want the case for the affirmative disclosed if possi- 
ble. Mr. Speaker, the other day I spent some time trying to the 
best of my ability to disclose the remarkable powers furnished 
by this charter to this corporation. I shall not dwell upon that 
subject any more. I shall devote myself now to the funda- 
mental principles involved in this sort of legislation. My friend 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL] a moment ago 


quoted me as having said that this measure was a nonpartisan 
question, and it is a nonpartisan questi Il am not appealing 
to a single man on this side of this Chamber to vote for or 
against this bill because of political reasons. I 


have been try- 


ing to appeal to Members on the other side of the Chamber to 
vote upon this bill for nonpolitical reasons. I did try to get 
them to forget that the humble individual who happened to 
oppose this bill happened at the same time to be the leader of 
the minority in this House. I would scorn to put this bill upon 
the footing of a partisan or political question. It amounts to 
something higher than that. It amounts to a question of an 
attack upon the fundamental principles of right government, 


and it ought to surpass all partisanship in the world. 


The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Davipson], who is 
always clear and always courteous, has shown in his usual 
iunnner the importance of this scheme. Its very importance 
rings an accusation against the bill damning in its character. 


It is so important that it is a national and governmental affair, 
and is not an affair to be carried out by a private corporation for 
its own profit. Why, Mr. Speaker, on this side of the Chambe1 
this morning a friend of mine said: “ John, what is your opposi- 


tion to this bill? They are going to do it for nothing. It is 
hot going to cost the Government of the United States a cent.” 
Oh, my friends, whenever Pittsburg does anything for nothing 
let me know and let me know all about it right early in the 
morning. [Laughter.] And whenever a_ private corporation 
cg itself with immense capital and wants to do some- 
thing for nothing I want to ask the question, first, ‘ Will it cost 
aa Government anything?” That is a little bit of a question, 
and after I get through with that I want to ask, “ Will it cost 
the people anything?” And that is a great big question. I 
dare say there is not a man on either side of this Chamber fool 
enough to think there can be organized in the district of my 
friend [Mr. DaLze_L] of Pennsylvania corporation to carry 
on a canal or other business for purely philanthropic and altru- 
istic purposes, especially if it be the business of digging a canal 
to compete with a railroad ready and able to buy the canal out. 


I dare say there 
at the bottom of 
sale to-day 
market to 


whether for 


is not a man on this floor who does not know 
his heart that if this charter was put up for 
it would be worth four or five million dollars in the 
= men who are to undertake the project, 

he purpose of digging a canal and working it and 
tolls upon it at the highest possible legal rate, or for 
f leasing the canal afterwards to a railroad or for 
of selling the canal afterwards to the Pennsylvania, 


going 
J “ori? : 
"tle il Sing 
he 
} 
h 


{ 
the purpose 
1 


purpose ¢ 


the Baltimore and Ohio, or any of the other cognate railroads 
that are interested in transportation down that valley. So that 
the very reason I am opposed to the bill is the immense impor- 
taiice of the canal both to the lower Mississippi Valley and tire 
upper lakes of the country. It is so important that it ought to 
be executed by the Government. 

Gentlemen must not forget that in the early history of this 
country we went both as State governments and as a National 
Government into the canal-building business, and gentlemen 
inust not forget there is not a single solitary one of those pri- 
vate or company canals left to-day that is not under railroad 
ownership. 

Not one. The Chesapeake and Ohio has gone. The old 
Delaware Canal has gone. There is only one left that is not 
under railroad ownership and that is the Erie Canal system in 
the State of New York, and the only reason why it is left is 
heciuse the people of the State of New York chose rather to 
make it free and to pay out of the State treasury every dollar for 
its construction without cha irging back to Commerce or the peo- 
ple one cent of dividend or interest on the original cost. And 
even in the early history of the Erie Canal they charged no 


more than was necessary for maintenance and equipment. 
they charge nothing at all. The 


Now 
people of New York have taxed 








